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ABSTRACT

An experimental apparatus was designed and built to study
the film cooling effectiveness from a single row of holes at
various angles and hole spacings, using a foreign gas technique.
Mixtures of Freon 12 and air were injected into an air main—
stream to give a range of density ratios encompassing the values

found in a gas turbine.

The density ratio was found to be of importance and none of
the commonly used parameters - e.g. blowing parameters - can be
used to scale results, unless the density ratio is correctly

modelled.

. The boundary layer thickness was varied independently of

. other parameters, and an increase in thickness was found to
decrease the effectiveness, for normal and angled injection geom-
etries, for 20 hole diameters downstream. Favourable and adverse
pressure gradients over the injection holes were tested and

found to have little effect on the film cooling effectiveness.

Changing the hole spacing produced considerable variations,
with the smallest hole spacing giving the best performance in
all respects. A hole spacing of greater than 3.75 diameters was
found to be the maximum to give overall coverage above 0.10

effectiveness.

The injection angle was also investigated and for low blow-
ing rates the shallow angles gave the best results; but at high
blowing rates, i.e. greater than 1.4, normal injection gave the
best performance as the shallow angles rapidly became detached
from the surface with increasing velocity ratio. The normal
injection was also superior in terms of lateral distribution of

coolant at all values of blowing rate.

A correlation was proposed that included the density and
velocity ratios and hole spacing for normal injection and, in a
modified form, for angled injection at 3 diameter spacings.
This was found to work well for the experimental results

obtained here and by other researchers.
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CHAPTER 1 : INTRODUCTION

This Chapter introduces the subject of film cooling and
explains the need for film cooling research. It also intro-

duces the problems associated with such research.

1.1 The Gas Turbine

An aircraft powerplant should, ideally, have a-high
power to weight ratio, be reliable, have a low 1e§e1 of
mechanical vibration and be economical at high speeds. The
gas turbine satisfies all these demands except, perhaps, the
last one; but‘it offers speeds in excess of all means of
propulsion.other than rocket propulsion and, because of this,

aircraft and gas turbines have developed rapidly in the last

thirty years.

A sectional view of a gas turbine engine is shown in
fig. .1.1. Air is drawn into the engine and compressed by a
rotafing compressor, after which it passes to a combustion
chamber where fuel is added and the mixture burns with a
continuous<f1#me. The hot exhaust products pass through the
turbine, driving it round, before passing out of the engine

via a nozzle. The compressor is drivem by the turbine via

one or more shafts.

From this simplified picture, and from the graphs at the

foot of fig.1.1, it will be clear that the turbine operates in
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a hostile environment composed of combustion products at high

temperatures and pressures.

To achieve the high power to weight ratio, a gas turbine
has tb have high component efficiencies, including a high
turbine efficiency, and efforts are always being made to raise
them yet higher. The isentropic efficiency of a turbine can
be increased by raising the temperature drop across the tur-
bine. This in turn can be achieved by raising the turbine
entry temperature. The result of this has been a steady rise
in turbine entry temberatures, as shown in fig 1.2. Initially,
"the rise in temperature was met by improved materials, but iﬂ
the 1950's, the cooled blades came into operation and improve-
ments in blade cooling techniques permitted a more rapid rise

of turbine entry temperatures.

1.2 Turbine Blade Cooling

Three basic methods are used in current engines to cool

the turbine blades and the static vanes. These are:—

(1) convection cooling
(ii) impingement cooling

(iii) film cooling.

Fig 1.3 shows a cross section of an hypothetical blade. The
cooling air which is taken from the high pressure end of the
compressor is fed into internal passages‘within the blade via
the blade root,

The air cools the blade by convection as it

passes along the passages, which are often elliptical in
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mainstream

Fig.1.3 Cross-sectional drawing of an hypothetical cooled

- turbine blade



shape to increase the surface area, and may have turbulence-
promoting projections inside to incfease the heat transfer.
In some cases this passage contains an insert which has holes
in it to permit jets of coolant fo impinge on the inside of

the blade wall, again increasing the heat transfer rate.

Additional use of the cooling air can be made by allowing
some of the air to pass through the surface of the blade, thus
forming on the outside a layer of cﬁolant protecting ﬁhe blade
surface from the hot mainstream. The latter technique is

called film cooling.

This work is concerned only with film cooling, although
it must be stated that the optimum cooling system utilises film

cooling and convection cooling, as outlined by Colladay (1.1l).

1.3 Film Cooling

There are several ways in which the coolant can be
brought to the surface of a bléde for film cooling. Fig l.4a
shows a slot arrangemené which is used in some applicatioms,
and fig 1.4b a similar system using a rearward facing step.

Fig l.4c shows an arrangement using a porous surface, a method

known as transpiration cooling.

All three methods are at present unsatisfactory for use
in turbine blades, due to the very high levels of stress pro-

duced by the high rotational speeds and the clogging of any

porous surfaceswith dirt. However, the transpired turbine -
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blade does hold possibilities for the future and offers a very

high degree of protection (1.2).

This leaves film cooling via discrete holes, fig 1.4d.
Either single or multiple row or full coverage film cooling

is possible, but this work only considers film cooling from a

single row of discrete holes.

In film cooling a heat transfer coefficient, h, is

usually defined such that
4 = h (Tw - Taw)

where Tw is the local wall temperature and Taw the wall temper-
ature if there were no conduction through, or along, the walls,

that is, an adiabatic wall temperature.

With no film Taw would be equal to the freestream temp-—
erature for low speed flow, or the recovery temperature in a
high speed flow. As the heat transfer coefficient is not
usually very different with or without film cooling (although
opinions do differ as Chapter 2 shows), the determination of

the adiabatic wall temperature is most important.

A dimensionless adiabatic wall temperature, N, is usually

used, which is defined as

n Tew - T
T3 - T,

for low speed flows and is commonly termed the "film cooling

effectiveness”". Thus, if n is known, the heat transfer rate



to the blade, and hence the blade metal temperatures, can be

calculated.

As the fatigue and creep life of a blade falls rapidly
with increasing blade temperature, the designer needs to know
the bulk blade temperatures to within a few degrees. This

means that hé also needs to know the film cooling effectiveness

with considerable accuracy, say to within 0.03.

1.4 Film Cooling Parameters

Fig.1.5 lists those parameters which might be expected to
have an effect on the film céoling effectiveness. They are
divided into geometric parameters, which are concerned with the
physical geometry of the blade and cooling holes, and flow para-
meters which describe the flow of both the mainstream and

injectant, generally in non—-dimensional terms.

In Table 1.1 are presented typical values found in gas

turbines for the parameters of fig.1.5 and other parameters.

The correct modelling of all these parameters in a theor-
etical ‘study, or the reproduction of the values in Table 1.1 in
an experimental programme without actually using a gas turbine
(which would be a slow and costly process), or the scaling of

the parameters, presents a real problem for a researcher in

this field.

The following chapters explain how the problem was

approached in the current research, and present the results

and conclusions obtained.
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GEOMETRIC: Hole diameter, D
Hole spacing, S
Hole inclination, B

Surface Curvature, R
© FLOW: Density ratio, pj/pm

Velocity ratio, U./U
J oo

Pressure gradient, Ap/X
Boundary layer, §,6*%/D,0
Blowing parameter, M = p‘Uj/pwUm

J
Turbulence intensity.

Fig.1.5 Parameters influencing the performance of a

single row of holes and the co-ordinate system

used in the present work.
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Temperature (K)
Pressure (bar)

Reynolds Number

Mass flux ratio
Density ratio
Turbulence intensity

Boundary layer dis-
placement thickness (m)

Injection hole diameter (m)
Hole spacing

Number of rows

Mainstream Injectant
1500 700 - 1000

13 20
10° 1to3 x10°
0.1 to 2
1 to 2
8%
3 x 10-6 to 4 x 10_5
0.25 x 10> to 0.75 x 10°
2.5 diameters minimum
Variable

3

TABLE 1.1 Typical parameters for a film cooled Turbine Blade
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CHAPTER 2  : LITERATURE SURVEY

This chapter reviews previously published works on film

cooling which are relevant to the present study, and shows the

need for the current work.

2.1 General

A great deal of research has been done into film cooling

during the last fifteen years; mostly, however, this effort

has been concentrated on film cooling via slots and rearward
facing steps and, to a lesser extent, on transpiration cooling.
In comparison with this, there is relatively little data on
film cooling with discrete hole injection, and even less in the

way of a theoretical approach to the problem.

Unless it serves to illustrate a particular point, this
survey ignores the large volume of work in which two-dimensional
injection geometry is used, as a good survey of such work was

published in 1971 by Goldstein (2.1) and a further survey by
Smith (2.2) in 1974.

Table 2.1 presents a synopsis of the current survey and

includes those parameters which the author feels to be of

importance. The table will be referred to throughout the sur-

vey, which deals primarily with injection via a row of holes.
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2.2 Experimental Techniques

Basically, two different techniques have been used to
measure film cooling effectiveness: either a temperature
measurement technique using a heated injectant or mainstream,
or a foreign gas technique, involving the measurement of the
concentration of the injectant, or some constituent of the
injectant. A discussion of the relative merits of these

methods is included in Chapter 3.

2.2.1 Temperature Measurement

R. J. Goldsteiﬂ et al in a series of experiments (2.3,
2.4, 2.5, 2.6) have used the temperature technique to
provide data on film cooling effectiveness, with a low
speed wind tunnel and thermocouples to measure the
adiabatic wall temperatures. Metzger et al (2.7, 2.8,
2.9) have also used a low speed wind tunnel to provide

effectiveness data, which they obtain via the heat

transfer coefficient. They had two wind tunnels - one,

of rather small cross section, measuring 2" x 0.5";

the other, more realistically, measuring 16" x 6".

Lander and Fish (2.10) used a combustion chamber to
provide a hot mainstream for a cascade of blades, where
they measured the effectiveness on a blade under steady
state conditions. Liess et al (2.11, 2.12) have also

carried out tests to provide data at higher Mach numbers

using the temperature technique.

Jones and Schultz (2.13) and Smith (2.2) employed a
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shock tunnel to_provide the high speed, high pressure and
temperature mainstream to approximate to the conditions in
a gas turbine. Here, of course, the flow was of short
duration and they used thin film heat transfer gauges to

measure the heat transfer rates from which the film cooling

effectiveness was deduced.

Finally, the temperature method was used by Nicolas
and Le Meur (2.14), but they also did some concentration
measurements to compare with their 'temperature' results

and found good agreement between the two methods.

Most of these experimenters have also measured the ratio
of the heat transfer coefficients with and without secondary
flow. All, except Goldstein et al who used a steady state
system, used a method which relied upon the measuring of the

transient heating or cooling response of a test surface,

from which the heat transfer coefficient could be calculated.

2.2.2 Concentration Measurement

Fewer experimenters have used the foreign gas technique.
Rastogi and Whitelaw (2.16) used air, with helium as a
tracer gas, as the injectant and also mixtures of Freon 12

and air in a series of wind tunnel tests in 1972.

Freon 12 and air with a helium tracer were also injected

into a wind tunmnel mainstream by Le Brocq et al (2.17) and

by Launder et al (2.18), the latter using carbon dioxide as a
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third injectant. The density of Freon 12 is 4.26 times
the density of air, while carbon dioxide demsity is

1.54 times that of air.

2.3 Injectant to Mainstream Density Ratio

Table 2.1 shows that the effect of the demsity ratio has
received little attention, although several workers have

studied a small number of differing density ratios. Rastogi
and Whitelaw (2.16) used a rearward facing step with circular
holes in it, through which they injected foreign gases. They
found that fhe effect of the density and velocity ratio was

complex, although their results showed similarities with

previous work involving two-dimensional injection geometries.

Le Brocq, Launder and Priddin (2.17) found a significant
improvement in the film cooling effectiveness with multiple
row cooling when Freon 12 was injected, éompared with the
results obtained using air at the same blowing parameter.

They noted that the jets of Freon 12 tended to remain closer
to the surface and not become det;ched as did the air jets.
They éuggested that this was due ﬁo the lower injection

velocities with the Freon 12 at the same blowing rates.

Launder and York (2.18) continued this work by injecting

carbon dioxide as well as the air and Freon 12 of the previous

experimenters. They found that the carbon dioxide results lay

between the other two, as might be expected. They suggested

that the maximum concentration of coolant for the three inject-

ants occurred at the same velocity ratio and, therefore, that



the density ratio had little effect. In fact, this was true for
the results presented for eight diameters behind the 6th row of
holes, but not behind the first row. Furthermore, there is no
evidence that it would be true, either closer to the hole or

further downstream, or for a different injection angle.

The increase in effectiveness due to using dense Freon 12
was also noticed by Goldstein et al (2.6), who compared results
obtained with heated Freon 12 and those with heated air at the
same blowing parameter. They found an improvement in the
collapse of their data if they plotted effectiveness against the
momentum parameter, rather than the blowing parameter, for a

downstream distance of 6.7 diameters. Again there is no infor-

mation for other distances downstream from the injection point.

Table 2.1 shows that many experimenters (including
Goldstein et al, Metzger et al, and Liess et al) have worked with
density ratios of less than unity; these are not typical of a
g#s turbine blade cooling situation. They have then generally
used the blowing parameter as the basis of comparison for their
result;. As the trajectory of a jet in a cross flow is more
likely to be a function of the jet's momentum, (as is suggested
by Abramovich, 2.19), the momentum parameter.wouldvseem to be a
better correla;ing parameter - as Goldstein et al (2.6) suggest.
Howeve:, as a perfect collapse of the data is not achieved, the

true relationship between effectiveness, velocity and density

ratios must be more complex.
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The correct order of density ratio was used by S.S. Papp-
ell (2.20), one of the earliest researchers into discrete hole
film cooling. He considered only two or four rows of holes,

which he found to be inferior in their film cooling performance

to the slots which he tested.

Jones and Schultz (2.13), who presented data for one and
two rows of holes, also used a representative density ratio.
They noted the effect of "lift-off" as the jets - especially in

the single row tests - became detached from the test surface as

the blowing rate was increased.

Smith (2.2), also using the shock tunnel, found that his
results - like those of Goldstein et al - correlated better
against the momentum parameter than the blowing parameter.
waever, there is a great deal of scatter around the mean lines
drawn through Smith's data, and the mean lines show no tendency

to predict the fall in effectiveness with "lift off" close to

the injection holes for 90° injection.

2.4 The Boundary Layer Displacement Thickness

As can be seen from Table 2.1, only two workers have

considered the effect of the boundary layer thickness: Goldstein

et al (2.4, 2.15) and Liess (2.12). In general, they found that

an increase in the boundary layer displacement thickness tended
to reduce the effectiveness, thig being most marked close to the

injection holes, and at low blowing parameters.

The effect is explained by suggesting that, with a thinner

boundary layer, the jets traverse a shorter distance of low
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momentum flow before being deflected. Liess' results show a
much greater variation in effectiveness with boundary layer
displacement thickness, than do those of Goldstein et al; also
they show the effect to extend over a distance of 50 diameters
downstream. Goldstein et al show the effect to have almost

disappeared on the centreline within 30 diameters.

Fig.2.la shows the results from fig.1l9 of ref (2.12).
If the curve for the blowing rate of 0.33 is extrapolated from
X/D = 13 to X/D = 10, a value of effectiveness is obtained of
0.19. Plotting this on Liess' curve of effectiveness yg boundary
layer displacement thickness, fig.2.lb, one finds that this
point lies well above the mean line. Also, Liess shows a sharp

decrease in effectiveness between 6*/D =0.2 and0.3 of nearly 30%,

These discrepancies highlight the fact that both Goldstein
et al and Liess vary the ratio of the boundary layer displacement
thickness to hole diameter, by using different hole sizes, and
by varying the mainstream velocity - the latter having the effect

of altering both the boundary layer thickness and the Reynolds

number.

In one case Goldstein et al varied the boundary layer

thickness directly, by moving the boundary layer trip wire.
However, the overall result is that it is impossible to determine

the extent of the effectiveness variation, which is due to the

change in boundary layer thickness alone.
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2.5 The Pressure Gradient

As Table 2.1 shows, Liess €2.12) is also one of the three
researchers to consider the effect of pressure gradients on
film cooling; the others are Nicolas and Le Meur (2.14) and
Launder and York (2.18). Lander and Fish (2.10) have measured
the film cooling effectiveness in the presence of pressure
gradients, but have no results without the pressure gradients

to compare these with.

Liess found that a contour placed in the roof of the
working sectidn of his wind tunnel, giving a favourable pres-
sure gradient, produced a fall in effectiveness far downstream
of the injection holes. Liess suggests that this was probably
due to increased mixing, but it is difficult to make any
quantitative statement, as the pressure gradients only extended

between O and 15 and O and 25 diameters downstream.

‘These results are at variance with those of Launder and
York, who used a flat, angled plate in the roof of their working
section which, they found, improved the effectiveness behind
the first row of holes in their multiple row injection plate by
25Z. The experimenfers point out that the blowing rate will
vary down the injection plate, due to the change in static
pressure along it. This had been partiy eliminated by increas-
ing the pressure drop through the delivery system, but any
variation would result in lower blowing rates from the first

row and, thus, a higher effectiveness.

The angled plate employed by the experimenters stretched

from some considerable distance upstream of the injection holes
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to over 40 diameters downstream. This must therefore have
produced varying boundary layer thicknesses over the first row
of holes, depending upon the level of mainstream acceleration
which would, in turn, have produced variations in effectiveness

- regardless of the pressure gradient.

Nicolas and Le Meur (2.14) conducted a series of experi-
ments in which they used both curved and straight ducts, with
and without contours, to produce the pressure gradients. They
found that a negative pressure gradient on a flat plate tended
to maintain the cooling film further downstream, and that
coolingAvia holes with the pressure gradient was as good as

cooling via a slot.

When comparing a concave surface with a constant pressure
flat plate, the authors found an improvement of up to 607 at a
blowing rate of unity. Improvements over the flat plate
situation were also noticed on the convex side of the working
section, but they were not so marked. No values for the bound-
ary layer tﬂicknesses were given, so again it is difficult to

ascribe the variations to any particular effect.

Hartnett et al (2.21), in tests on a slot arrangement,
found little difference between the levels of effectiveness
produced by favourable pressure gradients starting at the point
of injecﬁion,'and those produced without a pressure gradient.
There, the boundary layer displacemént thickness was similar
for all cases considered. Zakkay et al (2.22) suggested that

an adverse pressure gradient should improve the film cooling
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effectiveness at high Mach numbers with sonic tangential

injection.

2.6 Injection Geometry

A glance at Table 2.1 shows that remarkably few research-
ers have considered injection from a row of holes normal to the
mainstream; also, that where comparisons between different
angles of injection have been made, they usually include no
more than two.angles. In general, the lower the angle of

injection, the higher the effectiveness (2.2).

The results of Rastogi and Whitelaw (2.16), obtained
using a three-dimensional wall jet, may almost be regarded as
the limiting case as the angle of injection decreases to zero.
- They also scaledithe dimensions of one configuration by a
factor of 6.25, repeated the test, and found that the results

were sensibly the same.

Goldstein et al (2.6) considered angled injection - both
through long injection tubes, giving fully developed velocity
profiles, and short injection holes about three diameters long.

Very little difference was found between the two arrangements.

Further tests were conducted using a row of shaped holes
which were circﬁlar in cross section at inlet, but widened out
at an angle of 10° near the exit. The effect of these holes
was to increase the effectiveness by a factor of three, at a
distance of 2.5 diameters from the injection holes and at a

blowing rate of 2. Flow visualisation tests showed that the
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jets from the shaped holes tended to remain closer to the
surface than those from the cylindrical holes, giving this huge
rise in effectiveness. Higher values of lateral effectiveness

were also noted when the shaped holes were used.

The results from this research are discussed more fully
in Chapter 9 of the current work, but it is noticeable that the
results shown spanning three holes are considerably different
for each hole: e.g. for the cylindrical holes, the peak value
for one hole is 0.69 at a distance of 2.7 diameters downstream,
while for the neighbouring hole the equivalent figure is 0.53.
Even at large distances frdm the injection position, the results
are not two-dimensional, nor do the peaks cofreSpond to the

hole centrelines.

The results presented by Goldstein et al on the shaped

holes have been largely confirmed by Smith (2.2).

In an early paper (2.4), Goldstein et al also considered
holes at 35° and 15o to the surface, injecting normally to the
flow - that is, in a lateral direction. This, they found, had
the effect of giving greater lateral protection, but lower peak
values of effectiveness for low blowing rates. As the blowing
rate was increased, the laterally injected jet did not tend to
become de;ached from the surface, thus giving a higher peak

effectiveness than a hole at 35° with the flow.

Hole spacing has been investigated by only two groups of
researchers in the film4cooling‘fié1d: Liess and Carnel (2.11),

and Metzger et al (2.8, 2.9). The latter considered hole
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spacings of 1.55 and 1.71, both of which are far too small to
be used in turbine blades, but are used later to compare with

data from the current work.

Liess, on the other hand, considered three spacings -
2.22, 3.33 and 4 diameters. Surprisingly, although the small-
est hole spacing was found to give the highest effectiveness
close to the holes (X/D =Q5), from 3 diameters to 25 diameters
the 3.33 spacing was superior on the centreline, suggesting

some interaction between the jets, perhaps.

Unfortunately, there is no other data with which this can
be compaggd, except the statement by Le Brocq et al (2.17),
that a hole and row spacing of two diameters with multiple row
cooling gave values of effectiveness close to those obtained
using a sintered injection plate. They then tested a spacing
of 8 diameters and recommended a maximum of 5; this was later

reduced to three diameters by Launder and York (2.18) "if hot

spots were to be avoided".

Sterland & Hollingsworth (2.23) varied the hole spacing
from O to 6 diameters at high blowing rates (M > 4.5). They
fpuﬁd that at close hole spacings there were regions of
recirculating fiow behind the holes, which disappeared when the

hole spacing increased to 4 diameters.

2.7 Heat Transfer Coefficients

The measurement of the heat transfer coefficient is

outside the scope of the current work, but a study of the



_25_.

results of those experimenters who have taken such measure-
ments does show certain discrepancies, which may reflect on
the effectiveness measurements taken by the same researchers.
Table 2.1 therefore includes heat transfer coefficient

measurements.

Quite simply, the transient temperature techniques used
by Metzger et al (2.7, 2.8, 2.9, 2.24), Liess (2.12) and
Lander and Fish (2.10), produced ratios of heat transfer,
with and without cooling, that were always greater than unity,
rising in some instances to 1.6. Meanwhile, the steady state
technique of Eriksen et al (2.15) gave results which were

often below unity.

Eriksen et al throw doubt on the results obtained by
Metzger et al with the 2" x 0.5" cross section wind tunnel,
although the latter claim to achieve similar resuits with a
iarger apparatus. The results of Metzger et al do suffer
from being averaged in the streamwise as well as the spanwise
direction. Lander and Fish's results had the remarkable
feature that, as the blowing rate was increased, the ratio of
heat transfer coefficients decreased, this being the opposite

to the observation of all the other experimenters.

2.8 Theoretical Models and Correlations

At the present, there is a greét need for a full theor-
etical approach to the discrete hole film cooling problem, but
there has been very little published on the subject. There

have been several studies on jet deflection by a mainstream,
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and Ramsey et al (2.25) give a good review of these works.

These studies tend, if they use integral methods, to consider
average . values. For discrete hole cooling, the few experimental
results presented above the surface do not indicate that the
trajectory methods are likely to succeed. The future must lie
with the numerical computational techniques of finite elements
and finite difference, and progress is being made in this

direction by Spalding and Patankar (2.26).

Several researchers on slot cooling proposed a boundary
layer type, bulk mixing model. This was used by Jones and
Schultz (2.13) and Smith (2.2), when they used the parameter X

and an equivalent slot height S)

i ~0-25
where X u
=z (Rej — )
X = . J H
1 [
2
D
and S1 =S

The agreement was not good except for multiple rows of holes,
low angles of injection and shaped holes. Obviously, the model
cannot- deal with the "1lift off" situation, and tends to over-

predict the effectiveness close to the holes.

However, the model is designed fof two-dimensional flows,
aﬁd. the fact that there is any agreement is perhaps surprising.
Smith also attempted a correlation on his two dimensional data
using an entrainment principle, and found that this worked well
for slots, but again it failed to‘cope with the fully three-

dimensional effect of hole injection.
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Kelly (2.27) has recently proposed a modification to the
bulk mixing type model, where he uses an equivalent slot

height S,, where:

2

_ mnl
§, =D /4D

He then used the two-dimensional model to give a streamwise
distribution and averaged the results in a spanwise direction.
This he called the zero spanwise mixing model. The predic-
tions of effectiveness were better than those from the earlier
method, as the effectiveness at the edge of the injection
holes was now less than unity; but there is no more physical
justification for this model than for the equivalent slot
model, and the improvement it offers is possibly due to good

fortune.

Finally, a three-dimensional model has been suggested by
Eriksen et al (2.28), who used two models based on heat sinks
- or sources if a heated jet is used. One method used a
point source positioned above each hole and the other a line
source. The success of the models depended upon the choice of
the height of the sources above the test surface, and the
empirical evaluation of a turbulent diffusivity from experi-

mental data.

They found that the point source gave godd agreement on
the centreline up to a blowing rate of 0.5, but was rather poor
for the lateral values. This was largely because the turbulent
diffusivity was not constant over the surface and the use of

an average value gave the wrong distribution of effectiveness.
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The line source, however, overcame the difficulty of the
lateral distribution to a certain extent, although once again,
as the blowing rate increased above 0.5, the predicted curves

were of a different shape from the experimental ones.

Eriksen et al recommended that the method be used for
interpolating between sets of data, from which the turbulent

diffusivity can be deduced.

2.9 Conclusion

The above survey outlines the gaps and contradictions
in the published work concerning discrete hole film cooling.
The lack of success with simple models and the relative
newness of the three-dimensional flow models explain why an
experimental approach is geherally chosen to help solve the

problem of discrete hole film cooling.
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CHAPTER 3 : OBJECTIVES AND METHODS

Chapter 3 outlines the objectives of the present work,
explains why an experimental approach was chosen and

considers the implications of the methods used.

Consideration of previous work plus the needs of the
turbine designer led to the programme at Nottingham having

both a long and a short term objective.

The long term objective is to provide a mathematical
model for the gas turbine designer. This model should allow
him to compare different film cooling configurations, predict
the local film cooling effectiveness and, ultimately, the
heat transfer rate at any point downstream of a row - or
combination of rows — of holes. This is in comparison with
the present design techniques which, in general, give

spanwise averaged values of effectiveness only.

The short term objective is to provide for the designer
data, and perhaps correlations, which he can apply to obtain
the spanwise averaged effectiveﬁess and the aerodynamic
penaltiesifor a given film cooling configuration. The data
should also indicate to him the relative importance of the

various film cooling parameters.
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To meet the long term objective, a great amount of data
is required against which the model may be tested and validated.
This.data must cover a wide range both of conditions and
parameters. .Any model which is produced to meet the long term
objective should obviously be as simple as possible - consistent
with providing the required accuracy over the operating
conditions. This simplicity would mean generally that the
model would be easier to use and less costly in terms of

computing time.

To this end, data are also required to determine which
are the important parameters and muét be included, and which
are less important and may safely be disregarded. Furthermore,
as the rate of heat transfer is closely related to the flow
conditions, a model is most‘likely to be successful if it
models the flow correctly. Therefore, data are also required

on the flow field downstream of a row of cooling holes.

The data requirements of the two objectives are substan-
tially the same and have been partially met in a piecemeal
fashion (as outlined in the Literature Survey) by contributions
from many authors using differing apparatus and techniques.

The result of this diversity of technique is that it is diffi-
cult to compare with much confidence parameters investigated
by different experimenters. In addition to this, several
parameters have hardly been considered at all, as Table 2.1

demonstrated.



_31_

Little work has been done on the case of normal injection
from a row of holes, an aspect encountered near the leading
edge of a turbine blade. The effect of the boundary layer
thickness has been considered (reference 3.1,3.2), but it‘is
difficult to determine how much of the measured effect was due
to the variation in the boundary layer, and how much to the
change in mainstream Reynolds number. The effect a pressure
gradient has on the film cooling effectiveness has not been
systematically studied, and very little work has been done

- with adverse pressure gradients.

Many experimenters have been forced by the nature of
their experiment to measure only the spanwise averaged effect-
iveness which, although meeting the short term requirement,
will be of only limited value in providing a basis for a model
to predict the local effectiveness at any point. Finally, as
the literature survey showed, much of the early experimental
data was obtained using a density ratio of injectant to
mainstream that was not representative of gas turbine

conditions.

Clearly the long term objective - obtaining the data and
producing a full mathematical model - is beyond the scope of
a three year research project; so an experimental programme

was decided upon to provide data for both the long and short

term objectives.

The objectives of this current work may be summarised

as follows:—
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(1) To provide data covering a range of practical
density ratios, giving the lateral distribution of
effectiveness as well as the streamwise distri-

bution.

(ii) To investigate the effect of various parameters on
the film cooling effectiveness, by using the same

apparatus and techniques for all measurements.

(iii) To investigate the nature of the flow downstream

of a row of injection holes,

(iv) To produce a correlation for preliminary design

investigations.

(v) To examine existing simple models with a view to

their possible modification and improvement.

These objectives determined the nature of the experiment to be

carried out and the type of experimental rig to be built.

The film cooling holes in a turbine blade are typically
0.25 to O0.75mm in diameter. It was therefore considered
desiraﬁle to scale up the hole size and use a low speed main-
stream to facilitate the studying of the three-dimensional
nature of the jets, and the lateral distribution of effective-
ness. However; the increased hole size implies an increased
secondary and mainstream flow rate. To gchieve the desired
density ratio of around 2, by heating to a high temperature,
a large mass of mainstream air would have been extremely

expensive. The current research is being carried out omn a
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limited budget and therefore this method had to be ruled out.

Having eliminated the use of a heated mainstream, two
possibilities were left: firstly using a cooled injectant,
secondly injecting a foreign gas at ambient temperature and
making use of the heat/mass transfer analogy. The former had
the advantage that heat transfer measurements could be taken,
but the disadvantage that there would be problems with con-—
densation and icing. Furthermore, both the heated mainstream
and chilled injectant methods require the measurement of an
adiabatic wall temperature from which the film cooling
effectiveness is obtained. Such a wall is difficult to build

and develop, and is unlikely to be truly adiabatic.

The foreign gas technique has the advantages of simpli-
city and low cost; there are no temperature measurements, and
no requirement for an adiabatic wall or expensive heating
.equipment. Against this it must be stated that one has to
have analysing equipment to measure the concentration of the
foreign gas and hence the concentration of the coolant. Also
measurements of the heat transfer coefficient are not
possible. In view of the extreme difficulty of measuring
heat transfer accurately - as witnessed by the differences
between the results from different sources, which were high-
lighted in the previous chapter - perhaps this is no real
disadvantage, though reliable heat transfer coefficient data

would be invaluable.

However, a foreign gas technique does permit a more

detailed study of the mixing processes, as there can be no
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conduction from the surface to the jet due to imperfect
adiabatic walls. Furthermore, a foreign gas technique opens
the way to having a large range of injectant to mainstream

density ratios.

Clearly the use of a foreign gas was admirably suited
to the objectives, budget and time available, and would give
an interesting comparison with other work using the alternative

techniques.

At this stage it might be helpful to consider some of
the implications of a foreign gas technique which involves the
use of the mass transfer analogy. .The use of the analogy is
discussed by Goldstein (3.3) and by Spalding (3.4). Goldstein
states that the turbulent Lewis number should be unity, but
Spalding says simply that the Lewis number should be unity or
that the flow should be turbulent, and quotes Forstall and
Shapiro (3.5). He points out that if this is the case, we
have amly to interchange (C - C2) / (C1 - CZ) and (T - T2) /

(T, - TZ)’ where C is the fractional mass concentration of one

1

gas component and 1 and 2 refer to the two gas streams.

Both Spalding and Forstall et al were considering
coaxial jet streams, but Nicolas and Le Meur (3.6) héve shown
that the mass transfer analogy may safely be applied to
discrete hole film cooling. Finally, the analogy requires an
impermeable wall, which is the equivalent of the adiabatic
wall in the heat transfer case, but is obviously much easier

to construct.
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In the same work (3.3) Goldstein notes that there is
some question as to the proper concentration to use to
determine the effectiveness, but that the mass fraction is

the most widely used.

Burns and Stollery (3.7) suggest that for foreign gas

cooling:
- cC -0
n' = aw © _ W o
n. - n' C. -¢C
J -] J o0
" and that
ij
n - _av - x» - pr
- Cp .
R (gt -1+1
Cp '
w

In the case of a real blade the values of Cp for the coolant
and mainstream will be approximately equal; so if the heat/

mass transfer analogy is true, then:

C -¢C
= '=._V.I____:

n n C. - C
J ]

If the injected fluid contains a single constituent not

contained in the mainstream C, = O, Cj = 1 and we have

It was decided to use as a foreign gas the refrigerant

gas dichlorodifluoromethane; CCl,F known by the more famil-

272

iar name 'Freon 12'. This gas had been used in preliminary
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studies carried out at Nottingham (3.8, 3.9) with some success
from 1970 on. It is 4.26 times as dense as air and it was
decided to mix it with air in different proportions to give a
range of injectant to mainstream density ratios. Therefore

the effectiveness is defined as

Turning to the parameters it was hoped to include in the
experimental programme, the first priority was to consider the
hitherto largely‘neglected density ratio and, at the same
time, the velocity ratio, so that the usefulness of the

blowing parameter, M, could be assessed.

Following this, the boundary layer displacement thick-
ness at the injection position was to be changed independently
of the other variables. The pressure gradient over the point
of injection was also to be varied syst;matically. Rather
than consider a linear acceleration, or simply a pressure
gradient over the injectiqn position alone, it was planned to

study a series of linear pressure gradients, of both a

favourable and adverse nature, extending far downstream.

The other flow parameter which might be expected to
affect the effectiveness of a film — namely the free stream
turbulence intensity - could not be altered. Unfortunately,
the blower it was planned to use would not permit the placing
of turbulence-prémoting grids in the flow if a high mainstream

Reynolds number was to be attained. The freestream turbu-

lence was therefore kept to a low level. It is worth noting
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that the experiments of Launder and York (3.10) suggest that

the turbulence intensity is not a major parameter.

It was intended to vary the injection geometry and
consider different angles of injection and hole spacings.
Neither of these parameters had previously been considered
in great detail. Although the angle of injection had been
varied by a number of workers, no-one had considered more
than two angles, and normal injection had been almost totally
ignored to date in spite of its use near the leading edge of

a blade.

Single row geometries only were to be considered, with
sufficiently long injection holes to ensure the injected flow
would be fully develéped. This would eliminate one variable,
the coefficient_of dischargé of the hole, which can be
considered separately. The row of holes was to be in a flat
plate so that all curvature effects would be eliminated -

these being, it was felt, beyond the scope of this study.

The flat injection surface meant that the pressure
gradients would have to be produced by using a contoured sur-
face opposite the injection surface. Flat surfaces at
differing heights from the injection point would be used to
vary the boundary layer thickness by accelerating the flow
upstream of the injection positionvto the same nominal
mainstream velocity, thus not altering the Reynolds number,

based on the hole diameter, at the injection point.



_38_

The parameters studied may be summarised as follows:-

1. INJECTANT AND MAINSTREAM FLOW PARAMETERS

(i) Injectant to mainstream density ratio, pj/ [
(ii) 1Injectant to mainstream velocity ratio, Uj/U
(>

hence

(iii) Blowing parameter, M = ijj/p”U“

Momentum parameter I ijjz/mewZ

(iv) Boundary layer displacement thickness,S$* and

momentum thickness, 8

(v) Pressure gradient, Ap/X

2. FILM COOLING CONFIGURATION PARAMETERS

(i) Angle of injection, B8

(ii) Hole spacing, S/D.

The range of values of the above parameters are listed in
‘Table 5.1 in Chapter 5 which deals with the experimental

programme.

It was hoped that these experimental techniques and
the apparatus described in the next chapter would provide data
" to meet the objectives outlined earlier and provide the basis

for a correlation of film cooling effectiveness.
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CHAPTER 4 : THE EXPERIMENTAL APPARATUS

Here the experimental apparatus and its method of
construction are described with reference to the objectives

stated in the previous chapter.

The experimental apparatus was designed and built on a
relatively small budget and to this end was kept as simple
as possible consistent with obtaining reliable results. No
form of automatic data collection was used, and a simple
katharometer was built to measure the concentration of Freon

12 in samples drawn from the test section.

4.1 The Wind Twmel

An existing, centrifugal blower type, open return tunnel
was used to provide the mainstream; and some of the original
ducting was retained. The old arrangement had the blower
feeding a working section via a diffuser, gauze and a 3:1 con-
traction. Provision was made for speed adjustment over a

very small range close to the maximum flow rate.

The system was modified to include an additional gauze
and honeycomb flow straighteners before and after the
diffuser. A flexible joint was also incorporated to limit
the transmission of vibration from the blower to the working
section. Finally, to permit a continuous variation of speed

up to the maximum, the blower was connected to a Ward-Leonard
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type speed controller. Plates 4.1 and 4.2 show most of these

features,

4.2 The Working Section

An entirely new working section was built for the
tunnel specifically for these studies. The basic construction
consisted of four longitudinal aluminium angles to which were
stuck the perspex side walls. The floor of the tunnel was
bolted to these angles, as were portions of the roof. The
entire working section was hung from a steel frame. Fig.4.1
shows a drawing of the working section which is also in view

in plates 4.1 and 4.3.

The working section can conveniently be considered in

four separate parts:-

4.2.1 The Upstream Section

This section had a fixed wooden floor and roof and
bolted straight on to the contraction. It measured 381

x 152.4mm in cross-section.

4.2,2 The Boundary Layer Bleed (Fig 4.2)

This was manufactured from wood with a circular arc
leading edge. To permit accurate location of the stag-
nation point, three pressure tappings made from hypodermic
tubing, one on the leading edge and the‘other two stradd-
ling it, were positioned at two spanwise locations. . A
hinged aluminium flap was used to control the floﬁwthrough

the bleed, and this was opened or closed to bring the
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stagnation point (as measured by the pressure tappings)

on to the leading edge.

The bleed was positioned 152mm from the entry to the
working section, and reduced its height to 133mm. A
boundary layer trip wire of 0.75mm dia. was used to
ensure a turbulent boundary layer over the injection
holes. It was positioned 42mm downstream from the leading

edge of the bleed.

The wire diameter was chosen after evaluating the

inequality quoted by Pankhurst & Holder (4.1):

U DX
o

00
syaE

where here. D is the wire diameter and X the distance from

the leading edge.

4.2.3 Injection and Test Section

There were three possible methods of obtaining the
measurements of effectiveness in both the spanwise and
streamwise directions:-

(i) traversing the injection holes past a line of

sampling positions on the centre line of the

working section; .

(ii)' traversing the sampling positions past the

injection holes;

(iii) covering the area downstream of the injection

holes with sampling locatiomns.
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The third method with its proliferation of holes might
have led to the flow being disturbed and also,to ease the
problem of changing the injection configuration, separate

"plates incorporating the injection and sampling holes were

requiréd anyway.

The first method was therefore chosen,as this did not
require the large traverse gear demanded by the second
method if large values of downstream distance were to be

considered.

The result was that this part of the working section
consisted of three ground steel plates, giving a smooth flat
floor of uniform surface finish, Sliding seals made of
polythene tubing, lubricated with a siliconebased oil, were
used to prevent any leakage between the plates (see detail

on fig.4.1).

)
Subsequent tests in which measurements were taken (both

with and without the joints beingcovered with adhesive tape)

showed no variation in effectiveness - indicating that the

seals were effective.

One large plate downstream of the injection holes
incorporated a row of sampling holes of 0.67mm bore along the
centreline. These were made by létting in to the plate
lengths bfAhypodermic tubing of the required internal diam-

" eter. They were then joined by plastic flexible tubing to
a multi-way sampling valve. vSome.of the sampling holes were

duplicated in a parallel row, 12.5 mm from the centreline,
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to permit the two dimensionality of the flow in certain
instances to be checked. These sampling holes were also

used to measure the local static pressures.

Upstream of the sampling plate, the injection plate
containing the injection holes was mounted in a traverse
gear. The injection holes were also made by drilling the
ground plate and inserting lengths of hypodermic tubing of
2.29mm bore, which were then filed and finally "stoned",
to give a perfectly flat surface (plate 4.4). Also visible
in the photograph are some additional sampling positions
which were plaéed in the injection plate downstream of the
injection holes, to give data very close to the injection

point.

The third plate was placed just downstream of the
boundary layer bleed, again to give a smooth and aerodynam
ically flat surface and also to provide a bearing surface

for the traversing plate.

This portion of the working section had no fixed roof,
so that a variety of differently contoured roofs could be
fitted to give the different pressure gradients and

boundary layer thicknesses.

4.2.4 Downstream Sections

" The final section included a wooden floor and adjustable
wooden roof. The latter could be raised or lowered to
match the height of any contour that was being used and

could also be put at a slight angle to give some diffusion.



PLATE 4.4 The Normal and 55° Injection Plates



PLATE 4.4 The Normal and 55° Injection Plates






- 46 -

An additional diffuser, again with a top surface fully
adjustable for height and angle, was used in certain series
of tests when required to give some pressure recovery and

lower the loading on the fan (plate 4.1).

4.3 The Contours

The contours, one of which is shown in plate 4.5, were
constructed from wood with a strong frame and skinned with
lmm plywood. Each contour was provided with a row of hqles on
the centfeline, through which a probe could be passed for
sampling purposes, and total pressure measurements. These

holes were taped over or plugged when not in use.

Fig.4.3 shows the profiles of the different contours in
the tunnel. The non-accelerating contour (fig.4.3a) could be
raised or lowered to tailor the boundawy layer thickness to the
desired value, the cantilevered flexible leading edge taking
up any variation in height. The angle of the pressure gradient
contours could be altered slightly to change the shape of the

pressure distribution produced.

The adverse pressure gradient contour (plate 4.5) had two
small ducted fans evacuating two compartments over spanwise
slots. These removed- some of the boundary‘layer and delayed

separation from the contour ‘until the end of ‘the test section.

4.4 The Traverse Gear (Fig.4.4)

The traverse gear was mounted on the frame which supported

the wind tunnel working section, plate 4.3, and was designed so
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that once it was set parallel with the floor of the tunnel at
90° to the flow direction, all further adjustments could be
madebwith the adjusting screws which clamped the injection
plate to the traverse gear. The entire construction was from
mild steel and, when finally installed, it worked well,
permitting sampling plates to be changed quickly. Changing a
plate and adjusting it so thét it was flush with the tunnel

floor took less than 15 minutes.

4.5 ‘The Probe Traverse Gear (Fig.4.5)

A small traverse gear was designed and built to carry
the boundary layer probes and sampling‘probes. It was located
on pins set in two of the cross-members over the top of the
working section and was composed of two bars, parallel to the
centreline of the tunnel, on which slid two carriages. These
were connected by a screw so that, by locking one carriage,

the other could be moved to a precise streamwise location by

rotating the screw.

Vertical motion was achieved by mounting the probe-
carrier on vertical shafts and using a micrometer head to give

precise control.

This traverse gear was used for all boundary layer

measurements and above plate sampling.

4.6 The Seconddry Flow Injection System (Fig.4.6)

The injection system utilised air from the laboratory

compressed air system, which was filtered and regulated to
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1.38 x 105 N/m2 gauge. It was then passed to two control
valves, connected in parallel, and then to an orifice meter.
The Freon 12 supply was from bottles of liquid Freon 12 under
pressure. The vapour was regulated and then passed through
copper pipes to another set of control valves and an orifice
meter. The copper tubing helped to ensure that the vapour was

at approximately ambient temperature before being mixed with

the air.

4.6.1 Freon/Air Mixing Chamber (Fig.4.7)

Some difficulty was experienced with the mixing of the
air and Freon 12 and several arrangements of baffles and gaudes
were tried before deciding that the mixing cylinder was too
short at 150mm. The length was increased to 406mm, and baffles,

consisting of a disc of metal which almost sealed the cylinder

~and with a small hole on the periphery, were found to give the

best results. The final arrangement was as in fig.4.7. This
arrangement gave, within the sensitivity of the measuring
instruments, the same concentration of Freon 12 from each

injection hole for a given Freon 12/air mixture.

4.6.2 Plenum Chamber

Further difficulties were encountered when the total head
from each injection tube was measured. It was found that the
curvature of the flexible tubing (from the top of the mixing
cylinder to the injection tubes) produced considerable varia-
tions in the velocities at the exit of individual holes. To

overcome this, a plenum chamber with an internal gauze was



- 53 -

15 outlet tubes

fine gauze

baffle with small
hole on periphery

‘'star’ baffle

fine gauze

baffle with small

L) hole on periphery

Ft"eon-12 & air
inlets

Fig.4.7 Sketch of the Freon 12/air mixing chamber
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inserted between the mixing cylinder and injection tubes,
fig.4.6. The exit tubes from the manifold were at the same
spacing as the injection plate, so that although flexible
tubing was again used, it was quite straight. Further
measurements of the total heads at the injection position

showed that the addition of this plenum chamber had overcome

the problem.

The total length of the injection tube from the plenum
chamber to the exit in the working section was over 80 dia-
meters and the flow should have been almost fully developed.
The injected flow was tested using a hot wire probe and the

DISA 55-DO1 equipment, and was found to be turbulent.

4.6.3 Hole-Spacing Injection Plate (Fig.4.8)

A special injection plate was constructed to evaluate the
variation of effectiveness with hole spacing. The plate had
holes at 1.25 diameters pitch, combinations of which could be
used to provide different hole spacings of 1.25, 2.5, 3.75 and
5 diameters. The unwanted tubes were blocked at inlet and

fillgd flush to the surface with a soft malleable material.

These injection tubes were only 60mm in length and were
fed from a manifold into which they were sealed. For simplicity,

this manifold was fed from the plenum chamber described in 4.6.2.

4.7 Gas Sampling and Analysis

Fig.4.9 shows a schematic diagram of the analysing system,

much of which is also visible in plate 4.3. A small pump was
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used to draw samples through the holes in the sampling plate

via a twelve way valve to the katharometer and a simple flow

meter.

The volume that had to be purged each time a sample was
taken was kept as small as possible and, to this end, the

katharometer was placed as close as could be managed to the

sampling holes.

o

For samples drawn in through the sampling probe, an iso-
kinetic -sampling technique had to be used and, in order to keep
the flow through the katharometer constant, most of the flow

had to by-pass it, as in fig.4.9.

It was found that, providing it was small, the flow rate
through thé katharometer had no effect on the readings. This
permitted the use of a very simple flow meter in which the flow
from the katharometer bubbled through water; an estimation of

the number of bubbles per second was sufficient to maintain the

flow at a suitably low level. The flow rate through the katha-

rometer was estimated as 14mm3/sec.

4,7.1 The Katharometer

The katharometer was manufactured entirely at the univer-
sity and proved.to be reliable and robust. The problem of
analysing a binary mixture of gases is a simple one: there is no
need to use a fractioning column and, if one is willing to

calibrate regularly, only one wire is necessary.



_58_

Fig.4.10 shows a sectional view of the katharometer. The
brass body ensured a slow response to variations in the ambient
conditions, but this also meant that the cell had to be left
for nearly 3 hours to warm up until equilibrium conditions had
been reached. Platinum wire of 0.05mm diameter was used, held
under slight tension, on stainless steel prongs set in P.T.F.E.
plugs. It was hoped that the temsion would prevent the wire
from sagging when hot,which would have given rise to a different

pattern of convection from the wire and greater tendency to

drift.

A DISA 55-DO1 constant temperatufe anemometer bridge was

used to heat the wire to approximately 150°C. Frequent cali-

bration was camied out, generally before and after each runm,

using the technique described in Appendix 3. The resolution was
better than 17 by mass of Freon 12, which generally permitted

. + .
the effectiveness to be measured to - 0.5% in absolute terms.

4.7.2 The Iso-kinetic Sampling Probe

The detail in fig.4.9 shows a sketch of the probe used in

the sampling carried out above the plate. It comprised three

tubes - two to measure pressures, the third being the sampling
tube. The latter had a 0.55mm diameter hole drilled in the
side 10mm from the end. This was connected via a similar hole
in the side of one of the pressure tubes. The other pressure
tube had a hole on the outside to measure the local static
pressure. The sucking on the sampling tube was varied so that
the pressures in both tubes were‘the same. ~ The iso-kinetic

sampling is discussed further in Appendix 4.
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4.8 Boundary Layer Measurement

Two probes were used to measure the boundary layer thick-
nesses over the injection holes. For the thicker boundary
layers, a flattened total head probe was manufactured, but in
most cases a modified DISA boundary layer probe was used in

conjunction with a DISA 55-DOl anemometer bridge. Both probes

were mounted on the small traverse gear.

4.9 Conclusion

The apparatus described above, although construcded on
simple lines and within a strict budget, proved to serve its

purpose reliably.
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CHAPTER 5 : THE EXPERIMENTAL PROGRAMME

This chapter describes the experimental programme with
particular reference to the objectives of the current research

and states the ranges of the parameters covered.

The majority of the published data on film cooling via a
of holes has been based on a hole spacing of three diameters

and in practice a spacing of between 2.5 and 5 diameters is

generally used. (Below 2.5 diameters there is the danger of the

blade failing due to cracks propagating between the holes.) It
was therefore decided initially to consider a hole spacing of

three diameters which would enable a comparison to be made with

the other published work.

Injection normal to the mainstream was chosen as a stand-

ard with which to compare the other angles, so the majority of

tests were conducted at this angle.

The effect of varying density ratio was studied first.
Obviously, as the concentration of Freon 12 in the injectant is
decreased, the sensitivity of the katharometer becomes more
important. Because of this, it was decided that the minimum
density ratio to be used would be 1.5, whilst the maximum would
be 4.26 (i.e. with a pure Freon 12 injectant). Although the

higher value is almost twice as great as the density ratios

presently experiencel in a real blade cooling situation, it was
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felt that this was a logical extension to the work and might

find application in some ather field of film cooling.

In nearly all the tests measurements were taken to give
a full surface distribution as far downstream as 108.6 dia-
meters. The closeness of the readings to the hole varied,
generally being 1.5 diameters downstream on the centreline of

the hole, and 4.25 diameters away from the centreline.

The density ratio tests were conducted with several diff-
erent flow'éonditions. Initially, to evaluate the working-of
'the whole system, a favourable pressure gradient was employed
of =2.47 x 103 N/mz/m. The density ratio was varied for a con-
stant velocity ratio of 0.7; then the velocity ratio was varied

between 0.25 and 1.48 for a nominal density ratio of 2.0.

The next series of tests included a nominal zero pressure

gradient, but tested the idea of accelerating the upstream flow

to vary the boundary layer thickness., A boundary layer dis-

Placement thickness similar to that for the previous tests

was obtained and the density ratio and velocity ratio variations

were repeated.

The boundary layer thickness was next increased to its

maximum, simply byusing a flat roof over the full length of the

working section. The density and velocity variations were

repeated. Measurements were also taken above the test surface.

At this stage it was decided to take some additional results on

the centreline only, to give values of effectiveness for the

range of density ratios 1.5 to 4.26 over the velocity.ratios of

0.25 to 1.24.
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The following series of tests again covered the range of
density ratios 1.5 to 4.26 for an injectant velocity ratio of
0.7, and velocity ratios of 0.25 to 1.48 for a density ratio
of 2. For this series the greatest favourable pressure gradi-
ent that could be accommodated in the working section was’
used, but the throttling effect of the contour meant that the
mainstream velocity over the holes had to be reduced to
25.9m/sec from 30.5m/sec and the lower value was used there-
after. The pressure gradient was measured as -9.84 x 103N/m2/m
and the bouﬁdary layer displacement thickness, at the point of

injection, as 0.132 relative to the hole diameter.

. vy du_ .
The acceleration parameter, 0T o vas calculated as
w dX

8.5 x 10-6, which is within the range experienced on a tubhine

blade. Measurements of concentration were also taken above the

surface.

At this point it was decided that sufficient information
had been gained on the density ratio effect; consequently,
all the following tests were carried out using a nominal density
ratio of 2. A flat roof, giving a similar boundary layer dis-
placement thickness to the above accelerating contour, was then
used.

The actual value of §*/D was 0.156 and the velocity

Bmtio was varied as before. Once again measurements were taken

above the éurface.

The contoured roof was then changed for one giving an
adverse pressure gradient of 8.47 x‘lOzN/mZ/m and a boundary
layer displacement thickness of 0.27 hole diameters; the

velocity variation was carried out once more.
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Results were then taken with a nominal zero pressure
gradient and boundary layer displacement thickness of 0.26

diameters to compare with the above.

The effect of angled injection was investigated at two
angles other than 900, namely 35° and 55°. For each angle the
results were taken at a nominal zero pressure gradient and at
two values of boundary layer displacement thickness (0.26 and
0.16 diameters)- to emable. direct comparison with the 90?_caseé?
The tests were limited to the nominal d;nsity ratio of 2 and
" to velocity ratios of 0.25, 0.53, 0.7 and 1.24,as it was

anticipated that the general trends would be the same as for

o . . .
the 90”7 injection. 1In each case results were taken above the

surface of the plate.

The final series of tests involved the variation of the

hole spacing. The hole spacings chosen for study were 1.25,

2.5, 3.75 and 5 diameters. These were chosen so that a row of
holes of 1.25 diameter pitch could be manufactured , then
combinations of holes blocked to give the required spacing -
thus requiring only one injection platel It was anticipated

that the 1.25 hole spacing might behave like a slot. These

results were taken for the same range of parameters as the

angled injectionm.

The 1.25 diameter spacing was repeated, with side walls
at the ends of the row of holes stretching the full length of
the injection and sampling plates. .This was to ensure that
there was a two—dimensional flow situation, since the tests

without these walls at this small hole spacing were found not
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to be two-dimensional far downstream (Appendix 1).

Table 5.1 indicates clearly the parameters covered and

the number of tests conducted.
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BOUNDARY - LAYER MOMENTUM TRICKNESS (8)

(ii) In the final column, a / indicates that measure-

ments were taken via the probe above the test
surface.

TABLE 5.1

Details of Test Parameters and Run Numbers

RN Bos.| 0 | B |2 ,. |57 ”j:xm mﬁ:‘c Uyl °§/°m ';b;:':,
1-19 0.32 | 1.24 | %0 3 | ~2.47 x103 | 30.5 | 0.25 - 1.48 |1.5 - 4.26
40-56 0.33 | 1.26 | 90 3 | -3.24 x 10! | 30.5 | 0.25 - 1.48 |1.5 - 4.26]-
60-99 0.63 |1.32 |90 | 3 | ~9.96 x 10! | 30.5 | 0.25 - 1.48 |1.5 ~ 4.26
100-109 0.24 | 1.25.} %0 3 | -4.13x10! | 30.5 | 0.25-1.24 |2.0-3.0] ¥
120-132 0.13 | 1.35 | 90 3 | -9.84 x 103 | 25,9 | 0.25 - 1.48 [1.5 - 4.26
140-146 0.13 | 1.35 { % 3 | -9.84 x10% | 25.9 | 0.20~ 1.24 |2.0, 3.0 /
160-167 0.16 | 2.43 | 90 3 | -4.73x10' | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.48 2.0
180-184 0.16 | 2.43 | 90 3 | =473 x10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0 4
200~207 0.27 | 1.58 | 90 | 3 | +8.47 x 102 | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.48 2.0
220-221 0.27 | 1.58 | 90 3 | +8.47 x 102 | 25.9 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 v/
240-247 0.26 | 1.62 | 90 31 =371 x100 | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.48 2.0

1 260-261 0.26 | 1.62 | 90 3+ =371 x10! | 25,9 | 0.7, 1.2 2.0 /
280~-283 0.26 | 1.62 | 35 3 -3.71x10 | 25,9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
300-301 0.26 | 1.62 | 35 3 | -3.71x10! | 2509 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 v/
320-323 0.26 | 1.62 |55 | 3 | <3.71 x10! | 25.9 | 0.25 = 1.24 2.0
340-341 0.26 | 1.62 | 55 3 | -3.nx10! | 25.9 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 v/
360-363 0.16 | 2.40 | 55 3 1 -4.27x10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
380-381 0.16 | 2.40 | 55 3 | ~6.27x10! | 25.9 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 /
400~403 0.16 | 2.40 | 35 3 | =4.27 x 100 | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
420-421 0.16 | 2.40 | 35 3 | =427 x120 | 25,9 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 /
440-443 0.16 | 2.40 | 90 11.25 | -4.27 x 10} | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
460-463 0.16 [ 2.40 | 90 f2.50 } <4.27 x 101 | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
480-483 0.16 | 2.40 | 90 |3.75 | -4.27 x 10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
500-503 0.16 | 2.40 | 90 [5.00 | -4.27 x 10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
520~523 0.16 | 2.40 | 90 11.25 | <4.27 x 10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0

BOUNDARY LAYER DISPLACEMENT THICKNESS (§%)
Notes: (i) H =
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CHAPTER 6 : THE EXPERIMENTAL PROCEDURE

Chapter 6 outlines briefly the procedure that was
followed to make ready the apparatus for a geries of tests

and the manner in which the tests were conducted.

"~ 8.1 Apparatus Checks

Before each series of tests the injection plate was
checked to ensure that it was flush with the two plates on

either side and not presenting a step to the flow; also, that

it was free from dust and grit. The diffuser and contours

were mounted and their positions measured, so that the exact

conditions could be reproduced later, if necessary.

6.2 Preliminary Adjustments

The mainflow was turned on at this stage and the correct

flow velocity set up using a pitot tube. The boundary layer

bleed was adjusted to balance the pressures on either side of
its leading edge and the mainstream velocity was checked. The

contraction was then calibrated and used subsequently for

metering the mainstream velocity.

6.2.1 Boundary Layer Measurements -

The boundary layer thickness was measured using two

different techniques: initially, for the larger thicknesses
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a flattened pitot probe was employed in conjunction with an
inclined manometer; but when the thickness fell to under
2.5mm, a hot wire DISA boundary layer probe was used to

give adequate spacial resolution.

The pitot probe was connected to the small traverse
gear over the working section and passed through the
contour. It was positioned on the test surface and lifted
off the surface in small steps using the micrometer
adjustment. The hot wire probe was mounted in the same
manner, but was lowered towards the surface until the
velocity measured was 20% of the mainstream value, or
until the wire touched the surface and broke. In the
first case the direction was reversed and a further set of

readings obtained. The data were processed on a small

computer.

The velocity close to the surface was found to vary in
an approximately linear fashion with height and by extra-
polating back to zero velocity a value could be obtained
for the actual height of the probe above the surface.

This was then allowed for in the boundary layer thickness

calculations.

6.2.2 Pressure Gradient Measurements

The sampling holes in the test surface were also used
as static pressure tappings and connected to a multi-tube
manometer for this purpose. When the readings had been

taken, the tappings were disconnected ready for the

sampling measurements.
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6.3 Test Procedure

6.3.1 Preliminaries

The katharometer required about 3 hours to warm up and
stabilise and was accordingly switched on with the pump
that drew the samples through it first thing every morning,

the flow rate being adjusted to the correct level.

A computer programme containing all the data from the
orifice plate calibrations was used to give the approximate

settings for the manometers from inputs of injection vel-

ocity and density. A value was also given of the product

of pressure and pressure drop across the orifice, pAHy, as

in ﬁ1°= pAHl.

This value was then iterated towards, when the secondary
flow was set up. In fact one iteration step was always
sufficient, the density ratios of the result ing mixtures
usually being within 27 of thé desired values. The injec-

tion plate was then traversed to the correct starting

position and all was ready for the tests proper.

6.3.2 Tests

When the tests were actually to be conducted, the main-
stream velocity was adjusted using the pressure drop across

the contraction, and the secondary velocity as outlined

above.

The multiway valve was rotated to scan the different
sampling holes in turn progressing downstream, and the

digital voltmeter reading was noted. At the end of the
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streamwise set of results a reading for air was taken to
determine whether the katharometer had drifted or not.
The flow rates were checked and the injection plate was

traversed across to the next.$tation where the procedure

was repeated.

At the end of the tests a tube was connected directly
to the katharometer and the other end was inserted into the

mouth of one of the injection holes to take a sample of

the injectant. This gave the concentration of Freon 12 in

the :injectant, and hence the injectant density and the film

cooling effectiveness.

Finally, the katharometer was calibrated using a
medical syringe at volume ratios of O, 10, 30 and 100%
Freon 12,

The calibration was repeated several times and

the results were usually the same: if not, the calibration

was. repeated.

6.3.3 Traversing Steps

To save gas and time, the injection plate was traversed
in seven lmm steps, starting lmm before the centreline of
the centre hole. With a hole spacing of 6.8lmm, this

covered the region from one side of one hole to the far

side of the centreline between holes, fig.6.l.

Assuming the flow to be symmetrical about these centre-
lines, this was sufficient to give a full picture of the

surface distributidn of effectiveness. The contour plots: of

surface effectiveness and those depicting the concentration
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Pig.6.1. Lateral positions of downstream traverses
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ratios normal to two jet centrelines indicate this to be

a reasonable assumption, fig.7.15, 7.18, Appendix 1.

6.4 Tests above the Surface

The procedure for the tests conducted above the surface
was the same as outlined above, except that the katharometer
was not connected to the multi-way valve but to the sampling
probe as described in Chapter 4. The flow rate through.the
probe was adjusted to give the same static pressure inside the
“tube as the outside static pressure, to give iso-kinetic
sampling. The flow through the katharometer was then adjustd

to keep it constant by opening or closing the by-pass valve,

and a reading was taken. The pitot was then raised and the

procedure repeated.

6.5 Processing of Results

The raw data was processed using the departmental

PDP1105 computer as outlined in Appendix 3. The results

obtained by the methods given above are discussed in the next

chapter.
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CHAPTER 7 : DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

Within this chapter the reéults obtained during the
experimental programme are discussed and compared with the
work of other experimenters. Selected results are presented
which illustrate points being made. The work is‘considered

in two parts: normal injection and angled injectionm.

The data will generally be presented in the form of a
spanwise average, 0, which was calculated from the spanwise
readings using a Simpson's rule numerical integration
technique. This value of effectiveness gives an indication

of the overall level of effectiveness when plotted against the

dimensionless downstream distance X/D. The centreline effect-

iveness, fi, will also be referred to.

7.1 Injection at 90° to the Mainstream

This section has been sub-divided so that effects of
various other parameters (such as the density ratio, boundary

layer displacement thickness, etc.) can be considered

individually.

7.1.1 The Effect of the Density Ratio

A set of results in which the density ratio was

systematically varied is presented in fig.7.1. The veloc-

ity ratio was maintained constant at 0.7 and the density



- 73 -

padeaans asyaueds 243 jo uot

u *ssauldAIIVIIID

InqTaI18TP WEIIISUAOP ayy uo orjea AITsudp SutkiEA JO 323333 AL 7482

oL - 00, 06 08 os 9% os 0% ot 0z 0l %00
500
O .
q o . 1‘.0 O OFO
n’l/dl./ [ T 00— . /
——ol— | VT - o o—o—°
llllunull.llllllttllrlltuArlll
- — 0] v —_] AN\\wM%ww[l?mwo
o : " B 2 e A /)
P —— —— ¥,
£=a/s|67¢| LOBSE ¢ o~ | . o o
B 17 .-0loo€] - 4 | J
p6=_ 911 L0/57T O . —_ 1 o l-a
0 L9803 zo
N Zolsra] o _
€300(8 [T VN7




*

..74...

ratio varied between 1.5 and 3.6. It can be seen that; with
the exception of the lowest density ratio, the spanwise
averaged effectiveness is almost independent of the density
ratio close to the injection point, i.e. within 5 diameters.
However, further downstream the picture changes, and the
effectiveness increases with increasing density ratio, or

increasing blowing rate.

For the majority of the density ratios, the effective-
ness reaches a maximum at about 20 diameters from the
injection holes. This is partly due to the low 1eveis of
effectiveness between the holes at small X/D. Further down-
stream, the effectiveness rises as the jets spread laterally,
until at X/D = 25 the results are fully two dimensional and
from then on,the effectiveness slowly falls as the mainstream
air is entrained from above. Fig.7.2 shows concentration
contours downstream of a jet of density ratio 2.5, showing the
low effectiveness between the holes and the lateral spreading

of the jets.

Fig.7.3 shows the results taken on the centreline for
the same series of tests. Once again, the effectiveness is
independent of the density ratio close to the hole, but
further downstream than 7 diameters, an increase in density
ratio brings an increase in effectiveness. However, notice
that here the results at low blowing rates do pot achieve a
maximum effectiveness, but instead, the effectiveness steadily
falls as the freestream is entrained and the injectant concen-

tration falls. At the higher blowing rates the effectiveness
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rises to a maximum - as it did for the spanwise averaged
values, again at X/D = 20 - then decreases. The initial
rise is assumed to be the result of the jets spreading back
to the surface having initially become detached from it.
For tﬁe largest blowing rate, M = 2.92 (not included in
fig.7.1) this'lift-off' tendency is most marked, with the
effectiveness being significantly lower close to the
injection holes than is the case for the oéher density

ratios.

Curves of similar shape were obtained for the favour-
able pressure gradients and differing boundary iayer

thicknesses.

7.1.2 The Effect of Velocity Ratio

Variations of spanwise averaged effectiveness with
velocity ratio at a nominally constant density ratio of 2
are shown in fig.7.4. Here a completely different pattern
is produced compared with the previous figures. As the
blowing rate is increased, so the effectiveness for values
of X/D less than 10 falls dramatically, due to the jets

becoming detached from the surface.

The effect is much more pronaunced here than with the
density vafiations, and it is clear that the velocity
ratio is the more important factor iﬁ jet 1lift off.
Moving downstream a position is reached at X/D = 15,
where the effectiveness is almoét independent of velocity

ratio. Further downstream the effectiveness rises as the
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amount of injectant is increased, that is, as the blowing

rate 1s increased.

The picture for the centreline values, fig.7.5, is
substantially the same, with lower levels of effectiveness
close to the injection position. The same pattern was
observed for differing boundary layer thickness and

pressure gradients.

These results are in rough agreement with those of
Goldstein et al (7.1), but their results do not show the
increase in effectiveness on the centreline with increas-
ing blowing rate as they considered only a single

injection hole.

Comparing also with Smith's results (7.2) at the same
momentum parameter, fair agreement is found, although the
present results show an effectiveness of 0.14 at 80
diameters, compared with 0.055 for Smith's results. Note
that the mean line given in Smith's resultsvwas used in

the comparison, with its limitations as discussed in

Chapter 2.

7.1.3 The Blowing and Momentum Parameters

The preceding sections give an indication of the
compléx nature of the relationships between the effective-
ness and the density and velpcity ratios. To date, it has
been the practice to compare results on the basis of the
‘blowing parameter or blowing rate or, alternatively, the

momentum parameter. Fig.7.6 shows a carpet plot of
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centreline effectiveness vs. blowing parameter for varying
density and velocity ratios at X/D = 6.5. It can be seen that
the density ratio does affect the effectiveness, but not as

strongly as the velocity ratio.

Considering a value of blowing parameter of 1, the
effectiveness varies from 0.17 at a density ratio of 1.5 to
0.27 at a density ratio of 2.5. Clearly, the blowing para-
meter cannot be used to correlate results taken at differing
density ratios as has been done - at least, not at this

downstream distance.

Plotting the same results against the momentum parameter,
fig.7.7, does improve the collapse but taking a momentum
parameter of unitygives effectiveness values of 0.13 and 0.22
at density ratios of 1.5 and 2.5 - showing that the momentum
parameter is only marginally better as a correlating parameter

than the blowing rate.

Fig.7.8 shows that at a downstream distance of 23.8
diameters, the dependance of the effectiveness on the density
ratio has increased, especially at low values of blowing rate.
Comparing this with the momentum parameter for the same
station, fig.7.9. one now finds that the former gives the
better collapse of the reSulﬁs. fhis is because, as stated

earlier, the effectiveness is almost independent of velocity

ratio at a value of X/D = 15.

Progressing further downstream to 74 diameters, fig.

7.10, the blowing rate has become a correlating parameter for
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film cooling via normal holes, an increase in coolant flow

rate giving an increase in effectiveness.

7.1.4 The Effect of Pressure Grédient

Two favourable pressure gradients were studied, namely
-2.47 x 103N/n?/m and -9.84 x 10“N/m2/m. The former
produced no reliable difference in the levels of effect-
iveness when compared with results obtained at a similar
boundary layer thickness and will not be discussed

further.

The second pressure gradient had the effect of lowering
the spanwise average effectiveness downstream, fig.7.1l,
especially at the higher blowing rates. This is in genmeral

agreement with the results of Liess (7.3).

For the larger blowing rates the loss of effectiveness
with the favourable pressure gradient extermds as close as 5
diameters from the injection holes, but for low blowing
rates there does appear to be a tendency for the effect to
be reversed between 10 and 30 diameters, with the pressure

gradient increasing the effectiveness.

Turning to the centreline effectiveness, fig.7.12
shows that close to the hole — even at large blowing rates
- the favourable pressure gradient gives an improvement
over the zero pressure gradient. This would seem to imply
that a favourable pressure gradient hinders the lateral
spreading of the injectant. This is verified by the

traverses done above the plate fig.7.13, where the jets in
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the presence of the pressure gradient are not only more

compact, but also closer to. .the surface.

This may be due to the fact that as the velocity ratio ‘
is the same in both cases, the rate of entrainment of the
mainstream into the jet will also be approximately the same.
However, due to the rapidly accelerating flow with the press-
ure gradient, a parficle in a jet would take less time to reach
a given station downstream, resulting in less entrainment and
a more compact jet. The lower effectiveness laterally at low
X/D balances the higher centreline value in most cases, to

give little change in the spanwise averaged effectiveness.

The effect of the favourable pressure gradient will
also be to retard the growth of the boundary layer, which will
have been completely remodelled by the injected flow. The
result of having this thinner layer of injectant may well be
to ensure that any air entrained from the freestream reaches
the surface more rapidly, thus lowering the effectiveness
downstream. The traverses normal to the plate and far down-
stream show the thickness of the coolant layer with the
favourable pressure gradient to be approximately 70%Z of the

thickness without the pressure gradient.

The tests on the adversé pressure gradients showed the
same genefal trends, this time with the pressure gradient
producing an improvement downstream. Unfortunately, the
differences in measured effectiveness,ilike the adverse press-

ure gradient~itself, were small and it is difficult to draw any

firm conclusions,
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7.1.5 The Effect of the Boundary Layer Thickness

Three different ratios of boundary layer displacement
thickness to hole diameter will be considered here, namely
0.63, 0.32 and 0.16. (This variatioﬁ was achieved inde-
pendently of the other main parameters, unlike most of the
boundary layer thickness variations produced by Liess (7.3)

and Goldstein et al (7.4).)

Fig.7.14 shows the variation in the spanwise averaged
effectiveness produced by tﬁese different boundary layers
with a velocity ratio of 0.7 and a nominal density ratio
of 2. As can be seen, a decrease iﬁ the displacement
thickness produces a rise in effectiveness, as noted by
Liess (7.3); the effect only extends from close to the
injection holes to 20 diameters downstream. Further
downstream, thé variations in boundary layer thickness

have no effect.

The increase in effectiveness is generally accepted as
being due to the decreased depth of low momentum flow
forming the boundary layer, resulting in the jets being
deflected more rapidly - an opinion shared by Goldstein et
al (7.4). However, the traverses normal to the jets and
close to the holes for displacement thicknesses of 0.16 and
0.24 diameﬁers, do not show any significant difference in

the height of the jets, fig.7.15.

The variation in the displacement thickness may not
have been sufficient to show any real difference in jet

height, although the momentum thicknesses, which might be
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Fig.7.15b Contours of constant injectant concentration at X/D = 4.25

and 6*/D = 0.24 for normal injection with S/D = 3
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expected to have a greater influence on the jet trajectories,
were 0.066 and 0.176 diameters. This considerable difference
and the lack of jet height variation would suggest that the
generally accepted explanation for increased effectiveness with

decreased boundary layer thickness is not correct.

Fig.7.15 does show that there is a higher concentration
of injectant below the central core of the jet in the case of
the thinner boundary layer and also there appears to be slightly

less lateral diffusion.

One explanation for this is that the edges of the jets
would experience greater shear with the thinner boundary layer
due to the increased velocities close to the surface. This
would tend to remove the edges of the jets,brihging them for-
ward and under the main body of the jets. This tendency of the
mainstream to curl around and under a jet was noticed by Ramsey

et al (7.5) - also, earlier, by Abramovich (7.6).

At X/D = 60.6 the effectiveness profiles on the centre-
line for the boundary displacement thicknesses of 0.24 and

0.16 diameters are almost identical as the levels of effective-

ness would suggest.

7.1.6 The Effect of Hole Spacing

The variation of the spanwise averaged effectiveness
with hole spacing is presented in fig.7.16 for a velocity ratio
of 0.7 and a density ratio of nominally 2. The curves all have

the same basic shape and the effectiveness increases as the hole
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spacing is decreased. There is an enormous improvement when
the hole spacing is reduced to 1.25 diameters from 2.5 dia-
meters (the minimum value used in practice). In fact, the 1.25
diameter spacing gave results which were two dimensional by
4.25 diameters downstream and it is interesting to compare the
results with those obtained using slot geometries (fig.7.17)
on the basis of an equivalent slot width where S1 = %gz.
Included in the figure are results obtained by Foster
(7.7) with a slot injecting at an aqgle normal to the mainflow. '
He fouﬁd that there was a long separation region downstream of
the slot which was ventilated via the ends of the jet, and
this seems to produce low levels of effectiveness. With a
closely spaced row of holes, the freestream is still able to
pass between the jets - thus destroying their structure and

giving higher values of effectiveness than the slot.

Data due to Pai & Whitelaw (7.8) are also included.
These data were obtained using a rearward facing step and, as
might be expected, the level of effeétiveness is much higher
than for the'hole data; however, far downstream the situation
is reversed and the holes give a slightly higher effectiveness,

probably due to the higher blowing rate.

The data of Metzger and Fletcher (7.9) are also
presented in fig.7.17. The hole spacings were small at 1.55
and 1.71 diameters and the angle of injection was 20°. These
results are surprisingly lower than those obtained in the

current research and no explanation can be offered (although it
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is interesting to note that the larger hole spacing gives the
higher effectiveness for up to 50 equivalent slot widths from

the holes),

Fig.7.18 shows the results obtained at a velocity
ratio of 1.24, Here the largest hole spacing results in an
extremely low effectiveness, possibly because at this spacing
the holes are acting like single holes rather than a row.
Goldstein et al (7.10) noticed that for holes at 35° and at
large blowing rates, a single hole gave much lower levels of
effectivenegs than a row at 3 diameter spacing. This they

attributed to the interaction of jets in a row.

Obviously the wider hole spacings give poor coverage
between the holes for a distance downstream, which increases
with the hole spacing; the results for the largest hole spac-

ing become two dimensional only after 70 diameters.

The centreline values reflect the trends in the
averaged results, except that (excluding the 1.25 spacing) the
centreline effectiveness close to the holes does not vary a

great deal with spacing, as one might expect.

It is interesting to note that results for the 3 dia-
meter spacing were taken at a different time from those of the
other hole spacings. The fact that they fit so well into the

general pattern indicates the high level of repeatability of

the results.
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7.2 Angled Injection

This section, covering the two angled injection geometries

of 35° and 550, is sub-divided in the same manner as for the

normal injection.

7.2.1 The Effect of Velocity Ratio

The feature of jet 'lift-off' noticed for the 90°
injection is again apparent with the angled inj;ction. In
fig.7.19 the effectiveness falls very rapidly close to the
injection position, with rising velocity ratio for an

injection angle of 35°,

However, for the 90° case, the high velocity ratios
give the highest effectiveness by about 20 diamefers down~-
stream. In comparison, the maximum effectiveness at a
distance of 100 diameters downstream is produced by a
medium blowing rate for the 35° injection. It is as if
the jet never mixes fully with the mainstream, although the
surface measurements generally show a two-dimensional

picture by 70 diameters.

The 55° injection geometry shows a situation between
the 35° and 90° cases, with the maximum blowing rate

giving the maximum effectiveness at 35 diameters downstream.

The centreline effectiveness followed the same pattern
but the values were much higher than the spanwise averaged
values, implying low levels of effectiveness between the

‘holes. This was indeed the case, as can be seen in fig.7.20

, o
where a series of surface contours are presented for 35
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injection. They show clearly the large gradients of
effectiveness between the holes and, moving from top to
bottom with increasing velocity ratio, they show the low
 effectiveness area caused by the 'lift off' moving down-

stream.

It is possible to compare the 35° angled results with
those of Goldstein et al (7.10), Liess (7.3) and Smith
(7.2) - £fig.7.21. The agreement with Goldstein et al's
results is fair with the curves being of roughly the same
shépe - excepting the one for unity blowing rate, which
strangely gives Goldstein et al their lowest effectiveness
downstream. The present results tend to give higher levels
of effectiveness (except at large blowing rates close to
the hole), but of course they were taken at a higher density
ratio and the comparison is not really valid, as previously

stated.

Comparison with Liess' results shows better agreement
in terms of the shape of the curves, but again his results
are lower for a given value of blowing parameter. Comparing
wifh Smith at a similar momentum parameter, one finds a
great variation due in the main to the using of-the mean

line, as described before.

The apparently low values of effectiveness measured
at large values of blowing rate close to the holes may be
the result of the other results being too high due to an
imperfectly adiabatic wall. Fig.7.22a shows how for

inclined tubes there is a large temperature gradient across
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gradient

area possibly affected
by an imperfect
adiabatic wall

Fig.7.22 Sketch showing areas of possible heat flow in a

non-adiabatic wall
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the thin wedge of material between the cooling hole and the
top surface. The result may be that the surface is not at
the mainstream temperature and is cooling (or heating) the

boundary layer sub-layer.

The same may apply to the edges of the hole. As the
blowing rate is increased and the jet lifts off from the
surface, fig.7.22b, and the mainstream flows round and
beneath the jet, the cooled sub-layer will produce a lower
temperature on the surface over which it passes. This
would give rise to an effectiveness which is higher than
it should be. There is no way of testing this hypothesis,
but it does provide an explanation for this apparent

anomaly.

[y

7.2.2 The Effect of Boundary Layer Thickness

The improvements in the level of effectiveness noted
with the 90° injection, as the boundary layer displacement
thickness was reduced, were observed again with the angled
injection, Fig.7.23 -—although in two places the trend was
reversed. The variation in the 55° injection case was always

an increase in effectiveness with a decrease in boundary

layer thickness.

In both cases the improvement decreased as the blowing
rate increased and was noticeable over the first 20 or so
diameters. Plotting the available points on Liess'(7.3)
figure - fig.7.24 - shows the variation of effectiveness

with boundary 1ajer displacement thickness at X/D = 10 to
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be the same, although with a higher level of effectiveness
than Liess' data. However, at the other downstream
stations there is poor agreement, as in the current work

the effect was not noticeable beyond 20 diameters down—

stream.

7.2.3 Effect of Injection Angle

Fig.7.25 shows the effect that the injection angle has
on the spanwise averaged effectiveness. For the lowest
blowing rate, the 35° injection gives the highést effect-
iveness for the first 50 diameters downstream, after which
the three angles give the same results. For the next
blowing rate, the 90° injection is initially the best,
but is surpassed By the others at X/D = 7, the results

again being approximately the same after 50 diameters.

Once the blowing rate reaches 1.4 the 90° injection
is clearly the best, due to the exaggerated "lift off"
effect with the shallower angles. This is even more marked
at the maximum blowing rate where the 35° injection never

approaches the levels of effectiveness of the other two

angles.

Included in fig.7.25 are data produéed by Rastogi &
Whitelaw (7;11) with a row of holes in a rearward facing
step. The density rétio and blowing rate are comparable,
but the hole spacing'was only two diameters. However
their case, which might be regafded as a 0° igjection‘angle
wigh discrete holes, gives significantly higher effective-

ness over the distances considered.



-~ 112 -

°] ™
- ‘ k I /.'u:’wu M
' \. O 357195 - 25[0-23| ©/D:-018)
N ® 155°193 0-25/0-48 -
— : 3 © 1907195 10 25/04,91ApiX40
. \ o |35°19 0-7[1+37] .
o : ® |55°)195/0-7 1-37/S/D =3
N T {90°(1897(0-7 11.38
N = 0°12010:7 11:4 =
04 \ oy A \Rasto ilet al (7.11)
\ o ‘\.
MF& \\ ~~
@
. ‘o\
oz—'&.,\\\' o
\ ‘n n\-_ _J ‘
a @ "o — \j o o
= g 3 )
,ur"
n .
o
()} 10 20 30 40 S0 60 70 80
: . 7]
‘el’
A ﬁ/{.".IWU M| o0
4135,1-960-53104
0 A 155’ 1860-53{1-04}ap/X3 0
a v [351 08 122803 s/0e 3
v 135196 t+240-43( 5/p=
L & s ' v 55"1‘-961-242-&31
021/ KJ i v |90 19812 4D-45
A S i
v 4 - -
[ ==
____t::::~1:EES===L__¥ i
o—2 ./ [ ‘ e Y ——
. ; v //# .
v // /’v 4
vy v .
() 10 20 30 l'oxm 50 60 70 80

Fig.7.25 Variation of downstream distribution of spanwise

avefaged effectiveness, n, with injection angle



- 113 -

Fig.7.26 demonstrates the "lift off" of the angled injec-
tion. The figure represents again a vertical plane 4.25
diameters downstream of the point of injection for the three
angles. The 35° injection has the highest peak concentration
of coolant at the lowest height above the surface. The 90°

has the lowest concentration at the greatest height.

The next figure, 7.27, shows results for a vertical
traverse on the centreline 23.8 diameters downstream. Here,
the 35° injection still gives a definite maximum concentration
now at a height of 2.5 diameters. The 55° jet gives a maximum
at 2‘diameters'and the 90° jet a barely noticeable maximum at

1 diameter above the surface.

This indicates that the shallow angled jet is still very
much a jet, but the 90° jet has been virtually destroyed as it
was deflected parallel to the mainstream. This might be
expected, as the shear forces on a normal jet would obviously

«

be much greater than for the shallow angled case.

The improvement in effectiveness noticed, far downstream
with the 90° jets with an increase in blowing parameter will
only occur once the flow has become two-dimensional and the
mainstream is being entrained solely from above. This does not

occur for the angled jets until much further downstream.

Fig.7.26 also demonstrates that an angled jet does not
spread as rapidly in the lateral direction for reasons already

outlined. The effect of this is to reduce the cooling between

the holes. So, although at low blowing rates a shallow angle
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Fig.?7.26 Contours of constant injectant concentration at

X/D = 4.25, M = 1.4 for: (a) 35% (b) 55°;

(c) 90° injection angle
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gives higher spanwise averaged effectiveness than a 90° jet,

it does so by raising the centreline value considerably and
reducing the value between the holes - giving rise to hot and
cold streaks,coinciding with the spaces and holes respectively,
and continuing some distance downstream. This effect can
actually be noticed in the patterns of discolouratiqn down-

stream of a row of angled holes on a turbine blade.

Obviously at high blowing rates, the cooling between the
holes is even worse for an angled jet, but the gradients of

effectiveness are not so steep.

Fig.7.28 shows the velocity érofiles, measured 60.6 dia-
meters downstream of the injection holes, for the three
injection angles. They are plotted on the basis of an equiva-
lent slot height and compared with the rearward step data of
Pai and Whitelaw (7.8). The 35° and 55° curves are very
similar, but fall between the 90° injection and step data as
might be expected. The aerodynamic penalties incurred with

the different injection angles are discussed in the next

chapter.
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CHAPTER 8 : FURTHER DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

The aim of this chapter is to consider the basic injection
geometry variations, namely hole spacing and injection angle,

from the point of view of a turbine blade designer.

8.1 General

Three simple and practical criteria for film cooling via
holes are considered: firstly the overall effectiveness in a
streamwise, as well as a spanwise direction; secondly, the
spanwise distribution of effectiveness; thirdly, the aerody-
namic penalties incurred by injecting into - and thus modifying

-~ the boundary layer.

8.2 Overall Effectiveness

A new effectiveness, calculated from the spanwise averaged
values, is used to evaluate the average effectiveness over a

surface. This is denoted by n and is defined as:

This effectiveness was evaluated for varying hole spacing and

injection angle, for values of X/D of 1 to 25, 1 to 50 , 1 to 75

and 1 to 100.
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8.2.1 The Effect of Hole Spacing

The variation of the overall effectiveness with blowing
rate for differing hole spacings is presented in Fig.8.1.
The hole spacing of 1.25 diameters, of course, gives valués
much higher than the other hole spacings. Excepting this
smallest spacing, the‘large values of blowing rates (say,
greater than 1.5) tend to give the highest levels of
effectiveness over the 1 - 100 diameters range, while the
lower blowing rates give the highest values over the 1 - 25

diameter range.

Considering a single row of holes and assuming the

designer knows the mass flow rate of coolant, m , where

n = U.A
n P3%;
2
where A = "DAN

and N is the number of holes in the single row for a fixed

blade length, L;. so that

N = L/S

then,
. ™2 L
m o= MU s

If the pressure ratio across the cooling holes is known,
and assuming that the coefficient of discharge for the holes

is constant, then p.U.2 / poU,Z can be calculated. This

leaves S and D as the variables

and, D2/S = const.
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Obviously, this is a grossly oversimplified picture;
however, using it to consider a crude example with a chosen
hole diameter of 2mm, a hole spacing of 5 diameters and a
distance downstream which the designer wishes to be cooled of
50mm (or, here, 25 diameters), fig.8.1 shows n = 0.11. Now,
considering a hole diameter of lmm and, therefore, a hole
spacing of 2.5 and a distance downstream of 50 diameters, the

level of effectiveness is 0.155. In both cases M =1-0

In other words, reducing the hole spacing and using
smaller holes has given a higher effectiveness. A sﬁudy of
fig.8.1 indicates that this is always the case. However, in
the limit as the hole spacing is reduced, a slot will be
formed which - as the work of Foster (8.1) shows — need not

give the optimum film cooling performance.

In practice there will be a minimum limit on hole size
and hole spacing, and a figure such as fig.8.1 would be of
value in determining the average levels of effectiveness that
could be achieved with a gi&en configuration. This would be
especially true if fig.8.lwere used with plots'such as fig.8.2,
which shows the results for the 2.5 diameter spacing, where

distances downstream (other than the four used here) could be

éasily read off.

8.2.2 The Effect of the Angle of Injection

The effect of the injection angle on the streamwise
averaged effectiveness is shown in Fig.8.3. Here it can be

seen that for low values of blowing rate, less than 0.9, the
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35° injection angle gives thékhighest level of effective-
ness for every downstream case. However, as the blowing
rate increases to, say, 1.0, although the 90° injection is
best over the 1 - 25 diameter range, closely followed by
tﬁe 55° injection, the 35° injection is still the best over

the other distances.

.
At even higher values of blowing rate, the normal
injection is much superior to the other angles. So, the
35° injection offers a considerable gain in effectiveness
over the other two angles at low blowing rates and in the
range of 1 - 25 diameters. Further downstream thé advantage
is relatively small and may be outweighed by other factors
such as the effectiveness distribution. However, at large

values of blowing rate, normal injection is the best.

8.3 Distribution of Effectiveness

There is some difficulty here, as to what criteria one
should consider to give a picture of the distribution of the

effectiveness in a spanwise direction.

The designer is going to be interested in the minimum
effectiveness which occurs between the holes in a row, so that
local metal temperatures can be maintained at levels suitable
for the particular materials. Also, he is going to be
interested in the gradients of effectiveness, so that large
temperature gradients leading to thermal fatigue and cracking

can be eliminated.

To this end two criteria were chosen: firstly the

minimum effectiveness at X/D = 4.25, which generally occurred
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between the holes; and secondly, the ratio of the maximum
difference between a centreline value and minimum value at the

same X/D to the hole spacing,

~ v
n-—-n

S/D

which generally occurred at X/D = 4,25,

8.3.1 The Effect of Hole Spacing

Fig.8.4a shows the minimum effectiveness plottea
against the blowing rate as the hole spacing is increased.
The minimum effectiveness obviously falls as the hole spac-
ing increases. A hole spacing of larger than 3.75 diameters
is going to give a minimum effectiveness of little more
than 0.1 for a blowing rate as low as 0.5, making a larger
spacing than, say, 3.5 undesirable. This is the largest
spacing to give an effectiveness of 0.1 at a blowing rate

of 1.

Considering the effectiveness gradient between the
holes, fig.8.4b shows that the 1.25 spacing is again the
best arrangement and that the values increase as the hole
spacing increases. For the widest hole spacing, however,
there does seem to be a slight improvement, but this is
due to the lower level of centreline effectiveness and the
fact that the minimum values reach zero effectiveness at
low blowing rates, thus not allowing any further

deterioration.
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8.3.2 The Effect of Angled Injection

Considering the same parameters as in the previous
section, Fig.8.5a shows that 90° injection is a consider-
able improvement over both angled cases for the minimum
effectivenesscriterion. For a blowing rate of 1.0,
the 90° injection gives a minimum effectiveness of 0.17

compared with 0.03 for 55° and 0.01 for 35° injection.

The effectiveness gradients plotted in fig.8.5b again
-show the superiority of 90° injection, where the effect-
iveness gradient is half the value for 35° injection at a

blowing rate of unity.

For both criteria, the 55° injection shows little

. o
improvement over the 35~ case.

8.4 The Aerodynamic Penalties

The increase in the boundary layer thickness which might
be expected from injecting fluid, usually at low velocity
ratios, into-the boundary layer is of interest to the designer.
Too large a boundary layer will impair the performance of the
blade by assisting flow separation and modifying the velocity
of the mainflow through the passages between the blades. Only
the variation of the injection angle is considered here, as
this was éxpected to have a major effect on the boundary layer

thickness resulting after injection.

8.4.1 The Effect of Injectant Angle

Figs.8.6 and 8.7 show the complex way in which a jet
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modifies the boundary layer, and how the levels of injectant
concentration above the surface do not reflect the velocity

distribution.

For a distance downstream of 4.25 diameters, the minimum
velocity away from the surface occurs for the 90° injection
at a velocity ratio of 1.24 rather than 0.7. For the angled
cases the increase in velocity ratio gives rise to a peak
velocity above the mean velocity ratio, due to the velocity
distribution within the injection tubes. The figures show
that by 60.6 diameters downstream, a roughly uniforﬁ boundary
layer profile has been produced, and values of boundary layer
displacement and momentum thickness have been calculated at

this downstream position.

The surface concentrations for these velocity ratios
show the flow to be very nearly two—-dimensional in nature at

this distance downstream.

The calculated values are shown in Table 8.1. The bound-
ary layer displacement thickness at the holes but without
injection was 0.16 diameters. Assuming that §*/§ remains
constant and that §ex/5 , a displacement thickness at
X/D = 60.6 of 0.19 diameters could be expected in the absence

of injection.

Considering a blowing rate of 1.4 or velocity ratio of
0.7, the table shows that the 90° injection is the worst,
giving a displacement thickness of 0.47 diameters compared with

0.23 for the 350 case and 0.26 for the 55° case. All three
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90 1.4 0.47 | 0.55 | 0.85
90 2.48 0.53 | 0.77 | 0.69
55 1.4 0.26 | 0.35 | 0.74
55 | 2.48 0.02 | 0.31 | 0.06
35 1.4 0.23 | 0.31 | 0.73
35 2.48 -0.23 | 0.07 [-3.3

TABLE 8.1 Boundary Layer Details at X/D = 60.6
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produce an increase in the displacement thickness compared

with the calculated result without blowing.

However, as the blowing rate increases to 2.48, with a
velocity ratio of 1.24, the situation for the 90° injection
worsens, with the boundary layer displacement thickness
increasing to 0.53 diametersj whilst for the 35° injection it
drops to —0.23 diameters — which means that the injectant is
increasing the mdmentum of the boundary layer above that of the
mainstream and actually reducing the displacement thickness.

The momentum thicknesses show the same trends.

The strange results,with the shape factor 'H' being less
than unity and the displacement thickness being negative in
one instance, are largely due to the considerable density

gradients present, especially with the shallow injection angle.

No results were taken for low blowing rates, but from the
results presented it would appear that at low blowing rates

the 90° injectant might not be any worse than, if as bad as,

the angled cases.

8.5 Summary
The Table 8.2 attempts to simplify the complex picture

which has emerged during the chapter with regard to the angle

of injection.

The numbers are in order of preference,i.e. 1 is the
best. No attempt was made to weight the rankings to give a

genuine optimisation as in different circumstances the varying
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35 55° 90
CRITERION
M<l |M>1 M<l [M>1 M<1T |{M>1

nl-25 1 3 2 2 3 1
nl->50 1 3 2 2 3 1
nl-175 1 3 2 2 3 1
n 1 - 100 1 3 2 . 2 3 1
i 3 3 2 2 1 1
A v

n-n 3 3 2 2 1 1

8

Aerod 1 1 2 2 3 3
TOTAL 11 19 14 14 17 9

TABLE 8.2 Summary of Injection Angle Comparisons
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criteria will assume differing degrees of importance - although

totals are included out of interest.
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CHAPTER 9 : MODELS & CORRELATIONS

In this chapter some of the film cooling correlations
which have been proposed are tested against the data obtained

during this study, and a new correlation is suggested.

e ae e

9.1 The Bulk Mixing Models

The basic form of this model, as proposed by Stollery and
ﬁl—Ehwany (9.1), will not be considered here as it has the
serious limitation that the effectiveness close to the injec-
tion hole must be unity. However, it is interesting to compare
the experimental results with Kelly's modification to the two

dimensional model which was discussed in Chapter 2,

9.1.1 Kelly's Model

Smith (9.2) shows that for Kelly's modification to the

bulk mixing model:

3
]

3.09 (%) (X + 4.1)70:8

-0,25
P.U.5,\ "0
X ( i 2) ~
2

where il wo\"n

-]

2

Fig.9.1 shows results for two blowing rates, 0.48 and 1.4.

According to Kelly's model, the results from different hoie
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spacings should collapse onto the same line for constant
values of blowing rate. However, this is only true for
the low blowing rate, and the data does not coincide with

the prediction.

The figure also shows the inability of this sort of
model to cope with the "1ift off" phenomenon and it pre-
dicts an increase in effectiveness close to the injection

position as the blowing rate increases.

9.1.2 Smith's Model

In ref (9.2), Smith presents a correlation for slot data

which is based on the bulk mixing model. He derives the

entrained mass flow rate, m to be
ent
B o= @ (- 1) ceeeee (922)
ent 1 1

Defining an entrained mass flow rate per unit lateral

distance, ie

m = <ot C veee. (9.2)
e S
2. = p.U.wD2/4,
and LY p;Usm /
p.U.
Substituting into 9.7 and using M = pJUJ
m
e _ mD ol _
AR A AR
m 4 _ i
e . mM2d-q evee (9.3)
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For the current work, where P Um and D are constant,

a= Mg (= - 1),
Fig.9.2a shows that for M = 1, the correlation gives good
agreement for all bﬁt the smallest hole spacings. However,
fig.9.2b shows that this is not true when the blowing rate is
raised to 1.4. If the blowing rate is raised even further,
the entrainment appears to decrease as X/D increases. This,
as Smith pointed out, is because the model does not reflect

the physical situation.

This can be further demonstrated by calculating the
entrained mass flow rate from the traverses, normal to the

surface, carried out in the present work.

If the mass flow rate in the boundary layer, ﬁc, is
defined as:

8
ﬁa = J.p U dy
o

§ p U
pooUooo‘ (1 - o] Um)dy

and - G*pwU°°

o

8
p, US - | p Udy
{

pQUQG - n%

then mG pwU; (6 - &%)
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The entrained mass flow rate, m___, may be written:-

ent

ment = Sm6 - mj

= Sp U (8§ - &%) - ﬁﬁ

2
. _ en) - fD_]
Smem [(6 §%) M %S
from 9.2

. ' nD2
me = pwa (6 _6*) —MA_S_ o s s e (904)

Re-arranging 9.3 and dividing into 9.4, the two different
methods of calculation being differentiated by the suffices

3 and 4, we have:

me § - 6% 1
__‘Lﬁl =| S5 - — @ ... . (9.5)
e —_— =-1

4S n

For the case of 90° injection, with M = 1.4 at X/D = 60.61

and with three diameters hole spacing, ﬁe /ﬁx.e was found to be
‘ L 3

1.6, If the assumptions (on which this and the other bulk

mixing models are based) were correct, the value should have

been unity.

It is interesting to note that the correlation does show
up any scatter in the results, especially at low values of
effectiveness, and any further collapse that could be obtained

using this correlation would enable effectivenesses to be
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calculated with some accuracy. However, the method is still
basically the same bulk mixing model and suffers from the same

limitations and deficiencies.

9.2 The Heat Sink Model

The formulae given by Eriksen et al (9.3) were for
single hole injection. These were altered for injection
through a row of holes using the superposition technique.

From Eriksen et al :-

$(X,Y,2)  MED -U_D (Y - Yo)2 212
—_—— = exp + %5) +
X X
¢1 16€p'ﬁ 4€pb- D

MU_D “UD|[Y +Y\2 2
= exp [— + (3) e (9.6)

16€pﬁ- %pﬁ- D

where sp is a turbulent diffusivity and Y, the height of the

K2

sink above the surface.

If only surface values are considered Y = O and

$(X,0,2) 2MU_D - “uDp|/Y, 2 Z)
- = X x|\ D
¢ 1 16€p'5 4€pﬁ D

For a row of holes at 3 diameter spacings the effectiveness on

the centreline (Y = 0, Z = 0) is given by superposition as:
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$ (X,0,0) 2MU D UD (Y )2
= ex'p -
X X
¢1 16€pﬁ- 4r—:pD D
2= ® 4MUD UD {/Y \2 )
© : o () ns
—_ 1 16epﬁ- 4€§5 D .

This equation was then used to evaluate the values of ep
from the measured effectiveness. Variation of Y , to keep
it close to the values encountered in the experiments, had
little.effect on the value of ep’bbtained. However, if too
large a value were chosen, the iterative procedure necessary
to calculate ep could not be made to conv;rge. For these

reasons a constant value for Y°,°f 0.5 diameters was chosen.

For low blowing rates ep was approximately constaﬂt
for varying distance downstream; however, for the large
blowing rate of 2.91 ep'varied from approximately 3000 to
60 as X/D varied from 4 to 100. This means that the method of
Eriksen et al, of taking an average value for e;, gives poor

results at high blowing rates - as, indeed, they noted.

The turbulent diffusivity was found to vary in a

consistent manner and could be approximated by :-

-0°56
€ 30M10 (/D)

The results obtained for the centreline effectiveness using
this calculated value of ep are shown in Fig.9.3, with values

obtained using the average turbulent diffusivity included for
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comparison. Two blowing rates are considered, 1.04 and 2.91.
The effectiveness given by the lower blowing rate is slightly
better approximated by the average turbulent diffusivity of
Eriksen et al., but at the higher blowing rate the proposed

correlation gives a much improved result.

Unfortunately, the results away from the centreline were
in poor agreement with the experimental results, as observed
by Eriksen et al. Clearly the turbulent diffusivity is not
constant across the surface in the lateral directiog either.

To overcome this difficulty Eriksen et al proposed a line

sink model and an attempt was made to apply a similar technique
to this model to obtain an empirical relationship for ep.
However, this had to be abandoned due to difficulties with

convergence of the iterative process.

Fig.9.4 compares the predicted temperature ratio distri-
bution normal to the surface with the measured injectant
concentration ratios. The model clearly fails to predict the
yertical distribution, especially close to the holes where
the situation is complex. Eriksen et al sﬁggested that the
model be used to interpolate between sets of results from
which 'local' values of ep can be calculated. Clearly, it is

of limited wvalue in the absence of data.

9.3 Shaped Holes

As reported in Chapter 2, Goldstein et al (9.4) and
Smith (9.2) noticed that an improvement in effectiveness can

be obtained by using shaped rather than cylindrical holes.
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Goldstein et al found that their results with shaped holes
correlated better when plotted against M/R, f£ig.9.5, where

R is the ratio of the cross—sectional area of the hole, normal
to the axis of the tube, to the internal area at the entrance
to the tube. .This implies, as one might expect, that the
improvement is due to the fact that the velocity of the
injectant is lower at the exit from a shaped hole than it is
with a plain hole, therefore giving a lower value of M at exit

than at entry to the tube.

This suggests that the data should, perhaps, be compared
on the bésis of the exit and not the entrance diameter. As
the holes are not necessarily circular in cross-section, the
ratio 'R' can be used to give an equivalent exit diameter.
Therefore the hole spacing might be défined as S/(DYR) and the

downstream distance as X/(DVR).

Figs. 9.6a, 9.6b and 9.6c, reproduced from reference 9.4
of Goldstein et al, show the increased effectiveness with the
shaped holes. Fig.9.6c shows shaped holes at 6 diameters
spacing at entrance and with S/(DVR) = 3.75, which is there-
fore comparable with the cylindrical holes of fig.9.6a at 3
diameters spacing. The similarity of the two figures is
obvious, and the difference in gffectiveness between the holes
between the two figures is of the same order as was noticed in

the present work for these hole spacings.

The centreline values of figs.9.6a and 9.6c are repro-

duced in fig.9.6d, plotted against X/ (DVR).



- 148 ~

® Ashaped holes Xm
0 acylindrical holesfo 66

L &B07.817
-

d

I

e

o ) :
0% os 0yn 15 20 25

Fig.9.56 Centreline effectiveness, i, as a
function of blowing parameter divided

by area ratio, M/R, from ref.9.4



- 149 -

1 X /DXADJRY |
012.711-69
Al6-714:22
0 o116-7110:5
Ol447 128:05
V1907|569
06 /]
n
{ /‘\
O'L/A
/") }1
01.‘ by 4
00
4
/]
/]
Ve
A
/7
L
10
X/ DXADSE) |
©|2711-68
b16-714:22
016-7 {105
OlLL7 [28:05
(9071569

IDX D]
0| 2:7)1-68
olig7 105
08 oli7 |28
RN
0=\ Z/ \
L
: -0y
. \,_o,./"" o |
o oo nj__'v
00 »
-3 A0 '
Zh 3
o8ny © cylindrical hole
O shaped hole, fj vs. X ADVR)
. & shaped hole, fi vs. X/D
06

I\
\

oA
, \
\}\
02 D
YA - \u\\
=
20 40 60

..XID, XI/(DJR)

Fig.9.6 (a), (b) and (c¢): lateral distribution of effectiveness

with injection through cylindrical and Shaped holes

(d): conparison of centreline effectiveness values from

(a). and (c) plotted against a function of downstream

distance



- 150 -

The results close to the hole are approximately the same
(this was noticed for the centreline values at different hole
spacings), but further downstream the closer hole spacing

gives a higher effectiveness as would be expected.

Unfortunately, Smith does not present sufficient infor-
mation for a similar exercise to be carried out on his work.
However, scaling the results using the root of the area ratio
would appear“to give good results with the shape of hole

proposed by Goldstein et al.

9.4 The J.F. Louts Correlation

As only the abstract has been read of Louis' paper,

which has yet to be printed, only brief comments are made

upon it here.

Louis (9.5) plots adiabatic effectiveness against

-1+35
.U.2
°3%3

¢ Cos2g Re 0°25 x/p
p U

o0 oo

where; here, ¢ is the ratio of coolant to bulk mean

temperature. -

This implies initially that if the correlation results
in a single line for a row of holes, then for .normal injection
where cosp = 0, the effectiveness is constant and independent

of the blowing parameter, distance downstream, etc.

The correlation also suggests that for the inclined
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injection geometries (cos28)71°35 X/D should provide some
collapse. of the data for the same blowing rate and mainstream
conditions. Fig.9.7 shows this not to be the case, although
the scatter in the figure presented in ref (9.5) covers in

some instances a range of effectiveness from 0.5 to 1.0.

9.5 Simple Jet Models

The possibility of using the theoretical approach to
jet entrainment developed for jets in a co-flowing stream was
considered. Forstall and Shapiro (9.6) found that the velocity

profileé of the jets could be approximated by

U - Um 1
7-——=—(1+cos%—)
U - U°° 2 m

where U is the velocity on the axis of the jet, r the distance

from the axis and r the distance at which the velocity is the

average of the peak and freestream velocities.

With a solid boundary, as in the current work, this is not
possible. When applied to the concentration profiles, the
result is as shown in fig.9.8. The surface exposed to the free-
stream is approximated quite well by the curve. However,
beneath the jet there is no comparison at all. Further down-

stream the concentration profiles depart even further from the

curve.

This all implies that such a jet model is unlikely to work

for film cooling predictions.
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The results obtained in the present research show that
the height above the surface of the maximum injectant concen-
tration and maximum velocity did not co-incide - an effect also
observed by Ramsey (9.7). This underlines the difficulties in

an approach of the type just described.

9.6 The Nottingham Correldtion

The majority of the experiments for the current work
were carried out on a normal injection geometry, and for this
reason the first attempts at finding a correlating parameter
for the data were aimed at the 90° injection case. The corre-
lations were arrived at empirically by consideration of the way

the various parameters affected the film cooling effectiveness.

9.6.1 Normal Injection

It was clear at the outset that it was useless to plot
ﬁ against a function of X/D; this would not take into
account the entirely different shapes of the graphs close
to the injection holes, which were produced by variation
of the blowing rate. This could only be done by dividing
the effectiveness by some function of the blowing rate.
The basic correlation for the normal injection, with a

hole spacing of three diameters, requires the plotting of:

- 0.7 (E 16
(100!‘] ) B D

].Oglo e e vs 10310 ————
AT 0.

°i (._J)1 7 Pi 4)3
poo Uoo poo Uco

The effectiveness is multiplied by 100 to produce a
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percentage which makes the final numbers positive.

Fig.9.9 shows that this serves to collapse data at
different density and velocity ratios for varying X/D with a

hole spacing of three diameters.

The data can be approximated by the polynomial:

A = B%, + B%Kj + BK, + K;
- 1.6
aso? 7§ @
where A = loglo ;T——ET—TT;— B = loglo 0. JU. 3
M Al
P Qm P U&

and Kl = 0.3209

Ko = 1.1003
K3 = -0.1554
K, = 0.0118

Using.this polynomial, one can calculate values of effective-
ness for differing density and velocity ratios at different
downstream distances. Comparing values calculated in this
manner with the equivalent experimental data gives a measure
of the usefulness and accuracy of the correlation. This exer-
cise was carried out and the result is presented in fig.9.10
for two values o velocity ratio and two values of density
ratio. Except for the very large blowing rate, where there is
a difference of 32 effectiveness, the calculated values follow

quite closely the experimental curves.
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The basic correlation outlined above was found to
collapse the data for any given hole spacing with normal
injection onto a single line. However, the lines for each
hole spacing were not congruent and the polynomial given

above applies only to a hole spacing of three diameters.

9.6.2 Hole Spacing

The basic correlation was extended to incorporate the
different héle spacings. Empirical methods were again
used, but the curves for the various hole spacings formed
a general pattern so that it was easy to ;ollapse them

onto a single line. This was achieved by plotting

(1005)0-725 (_S_)l’l] (%_)1-6 0‘01%-’;_9'25)

The result is shown in fig.9.11l. The scatter is more
marked here, with the largest blowing rate tending to fall
below the line at the wide hole spacings. However, the -

overall scatter is small and the data may be approximated

by:
A = B3, + B%K; + BK; + K,
- 07 x /5y1°1
oon) 3 (5
D \D
= logjp o
h]

where ‘A - (U.)1.7
R B
. \U
@© o0
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(x/p)1+6\ (0-01 3+ 0.25)

B = loglo ————-p‘ . 3
< (.1
poo (Uco

and K; = 1.0988

K2 = 3.0565

K3 = -1.1561

Ky = 0.2845

Values of effectiveness calculated from the equation are
presented in figs.9.12a and 9.12b with the experimental data.
There is the greatest discrepancy between the experimental
results and the results from the correlation at the highest
blowing rate, but in general the correlation results show the
levels of effectiveness and the trends, e;pecially for the

ranges of values found in a turbine.

Included in fig.9.1l is a line based on data obtained
by Rolls Royce. Again, a good collapse of the results was
obtained and, in fact, there was less scatter than was present
with the results from the current work. This is of particular

importance, as the results were obtained in a totally different

manner.

9.6.3 Angled Injection

. S . e o . ) [0}
When the results obtained with injection angles of 35 were

plotted on the same basis as the 90° data, there was poor

agreement, fig.9.13. A correction for the angled injection was
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used which resulted in a correlation of the form:

- 0'7 x
100 =
(100n) D | + (cos?B exp (-0.05 X/D) 0.85(M-0.82))

logio |
L4 .U. L ]
Pi (il
]

-]

The hole spacing terms were left out because data were only obtained
for the angled injecpion at three diameter hole spacings, and for a
nominal density ratio of 2. However, Afejuku, using the experimental
apparatus and data reduction techniques developed by the author, has
verified that the correlation does account for the differences in
effectiveness produced by density ratio variatioﬁ in angled injection

cases.

Fig.9.14 shows that this correction reduced the scatter for
both the 35° and 55° injection cases. However, when the:results of
Liess (9.8) and Goldstein et al (9.9) were compared using the
correlation — figs.9.15a and 9.15b - although their results did not
lie on the same mean line as4the data from the present series of
experiments, the correlation does still tend to collapse the data

and the angle correction is of some benefit, especially for Liess's

data.

The correlation clearly works better for normal injection,

but can be applied with care to the angled cases.

9.6.4 Lateral Variation of Effectiveness

A cosine type formula of the form:-
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no= n+ @ -0 (cos {&x 2n})
was found to approximate to the 90° injection lateral distribu-
tion of effectiveness as shown in fig.9.16a. Results are
included in the figure where the difference between the minimum
and the centreline effectiveness was greater than 10% of the

centreline value.

The scatter is largely due to the small differences in
effectiveness involved. A 0.05 error in the effectiveness gives
rise to a change of up to 0.2 on the figure. When used to pre-
dict the distribution of effectiveness from centreline and span-
wise averaged values, it gives a good indication of the

effectiveness levels.

Fig.9.16b shows the same technique used on the 35° angled
injection. In general, the results are not as good, but again

a fair idea of the effectiveness levels can be obtained.

9.7 Limitations of the Models

In order to compare the basic models and correlations
considered here, namely Kelly's modification to the bulk mixing
model, Eriksen's model (9.3) and the correlation proposed here,
it is useful to compare the ranges of parameters over which the
different methods will predict the effectiveness to within Q.i

and 0.05 absolute effectiveness of the experimental results.

This is done in Table 9.1 which shows the new correlation to
be an improvement on the bulk mixing model, in that it holds good
for a gréater range of hole spaéings and blowing parameters, and
also takes into account angles of iniection:"It is an improvement

on Eriksen's method as it gives average values across a row of holes
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BULK MIXING MODEL NOTTINGHAM
5/D M Range of X/D Range of X/D
1 1.25 0.5 45 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(25 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
1.0 40 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(10 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
1.4 75 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(25 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
2.4 - 5 <X/D< 30
- (5 < X/D < 45)
2.5 0.5 50 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(5 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
1.0 50 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(20 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
1.4 30 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(10 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/pD < 110)
2.4 50 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(25 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
3.75 0.5 5 < X/D < 110 10 < X/D < 110
(5 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
1.0 5 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(5 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/p < 110)
1.4 50 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(20 < X/D < 110) (5 < x/D < 110)
2.4 80 < X/D < 110 30 < X/D < 110
(40 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
5.0 0.5 5 < X/D < 110 10 < X/D < 110
(5 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
1.0 5 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(5 < X/b < 110) (5 < X/p < 110)
1.4 50 < X/D < 110 5 < X/D < 110
(5 < X/D < 110) (5 < X/D < 110)
2.4 100 < X/D < 110 70 < X/D < 110
' (40 < X/D < 110) (40 < X/D < 110)

Note: 5 < X/D < 110 are the limits of the experimental data

TABLE 9.1 Ranges of downstream distance over which the
models predict effectiveness to within 0.05
and 0.1 of the experimental results. (The 0.1
accuracy values are given in brackets)
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POINT SOURCE MODEiT
(ref.9.3)
S/D M Range of X/D
3 0.5 10 < X/D < 110
(5 < X/D < 110)
1.0 16 < X/D < 110
(10 < X/p < 110)
1.4 10 < X/D < 110
(10 < X/D < 110)
2.4 10 < X/D < 20
(7 < X/D < 60)

Note: 5 < X/D < 110 are the limits

TABLE 9.1

experimental data

continued ...

of the



- 171 -

and not just the centreline values; and, again, it can be used

over a wider range of parameters.

It must be pointed out, though, that the bulk mixing model
is a genuine, if imperfect, model - whereas the model of
Eriksen et al and the present correlation either had input from
the data or were based upon it. One might expect, therefore,
the better agreement from these two methods. However, the
table does show that the new correlation includes the change in

shape of the curves as the blowing rate varies.

The real value of the new correlation is that if it can be
shown to work on a wide range of data, then a set of data at
engine conditions could be condensed on to a series of lines
for different angles, or a single line if the angle correction
were found to hold good. This would simplify the preliminary
design of a turbine blade film cooling system, allowing the

rapid comparison of different systems to be evaluated.
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CHAPTER 10 : CONCLUSIONS

In this Chapter conclusions are drawn from the

discussion of the previous chapters.

- 10.1 Injectant to Mainstream Density Ratio

The density ratio is an important pérameter, largely
ignored to date, which must be reproduced in expérimental
" tests unless a correlating parameter is used which fully takes
it into account. Neither the blowing nor the momentum param—
eters were satisfactory in this respect over the full range of

downstream distances (10.1).

10.2 Boundary Layer Displacement Thickness

A reduction in the boundary layer displacement thickness
was found to increase the effectiveness downstrgam of a row of
holes for approximately 20 diameters, but not due to a lower-
ing of the jet centreline height; rather to a risevin'the
concentration of the injectant below the jet. The improvement

was . noticed for a.ll . geometries.

10.3 Pressure Gradients

The favourable pressure gradients which were produced
over the injection holes were generally found to improve film
cooling performance close to the holes, but they had a

detrimental effect further downstream than about 20 diameters.



- 173 -

The jets were found to remain tighter in structure in the
presence of a favourable pressure gradient, with less spread-

ing in the lateral direction.

10.4 Hole Spacing

The conclusions drawn were that the best hole spacing
configuration resulted from the smallest practical holes
being pléced as close as possible to one another. This not
only gave the best overall coverage over the full range of
downstream distances, but also prevented the occurrence of
very low values of effectiveness between the holes, and high

effectiveness gradients in a lateral direction.

10.5 Angle of Injection

Most of the preceding four conclusions were based on
data obtained from a row of holes normal to the mainstream,
but it would seem reasonable to assume that the same basic

conclusions will apply to angled injection as well.

The effect of the angle of injection itself was found
to be complex. In most situations the 352 case gave the best
results providing the blowing rate was less than unity. If.
* the blowing rate rose above this value, the norﬁal injection
was superior to the angleé geometries. The normal injection
was also judged the best geometry when the minimum effective-

ness and lateral effectiveness gradients were considered.

Injection at any angle tended to increase the boundary

layer displacement thickness far downstream of the injection
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position at low blowing rates. The shallow angled geometries
tended to decrease the boundary layer displacement thickness,
whilst the 90° injection added to it substantially at large
blowing rates.

10.6 Correlations & Theories

The immediate future on. the theoretical side looks rather
bleak. The two-dimensional, so-called "bulk mixing" models
are of very limited value in the film cooling via holes situ—
ation. The three-dimensional heat sink model proposed by
Eriksen et al (10.2) may be used, as they suggested, to inter-
polate between known results; or the proposed relationship for
ep, the turbulent diffusivity, may be used. However, the
latter is only for centreline values and the model is of

dubious value away from the centreline.

The study_of analytical solutions and models based on hhe
co-axial jet mixing seems unlikely to work, but a full analyti-
cal approach,using a finite element or finite difference
technique which does not make use of average properties across

the jets, may eventually produce useful film cooling predictions.

Tﬁe current work has shown that any model must, if it is
to be successful, include the injection geometry (i.e. the hole
:spacing and injection angle) and that if the region close to
the holes is of great intereét, it must also include the bound-
ary layer thickness upstream of the injection point. The

pressure gradient effects were not so marked and could

probably be ignored initially.
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In the meantime, a correlation has been suggested for

normal injection from a single row of holes, whereby plotting

-.0-7X (S\!°!
(100n)? 7-5 (—) (x/p)1°6\ (0:01S/D + 0-25)

D
logio 0. 70.\1.7 vs. logjg
J | 31 pj Uj 3
P o0 Uoo o \U
' P © Uoo

collapses data at differing density ratios, velocity ratios and
hole spacing onto a single line. The implication is that if a
set of results can be taken at turbine operating conditions of
mainstream Reynolds number, boundary layer thickness and
pressure gradient, then the correlation can be used to predict
results at other values of hole spacing, density ratio and

velocity ratio.

The lateral distribution of the effectiveness was found

to be approximated by :

n.o= n+ (-n) (cos & x 20}

10.7 The Applicability of the Current Work

It is difficult to assess with any certainty whether the
results obtained during this research programme can be used

directly in turbine blade cooling calculations.

The mainsfream Reynolds number, based on the hole
diameter, was approximately 4.5 x 103 at the injection position
which is within the range found on a turbine blade, and
although the pressure gradients emplﬁyed were lower than in

) . v ‘
practice, the acceleration parameters, », were of the

‘ Ugdx
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right order. The velocity and density ratios used covered the

ranges used in practice.

The boundary layer displacement thicknesses were rather
large, with the minimum being 0.16 diameters compared with a
typical value of 0.05 diameters; however, (as was sho&n by
the traverses downstream of the injection holes), the effect
of injecting into a boundary layer is generally to increase the
boundary layer displacement thickness. This means that a
second or third row of holes may see boundary layers of
similar thickness to those used here. .A low level of free-
stream turbulence was used, but Launder and York (10.3) found

that this was a relatively unimportant parameter.

Turning to the injection geometry, the ranges of the
main parameters. (the injection angle and hole spacing)which are
encountered on a blade have been well covered. The injection
holes, however, were considerably longer than on a blade, but
Goldstein et al (10.4) found this to have neither a beneficial
nor an adverse effect on the effectiveness. Finally, a flat
surface was used rather than the curved surface of a typical
blade: again, one would not expect‘this to produce any gross

variation in effectiveness.

Most of the main parameters would appear to have been
within the ranges encountered on a blade and perhaps the data
may be used in its present form. Should this subsequently be

proved wrong (perhaps by tests on a blade in situ), then the
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present work will still be of value in comparing the different

parameters,

10.8 Final Conclusion

Normal injection should be considered as a serious
alternative to the more usual angled injection, if Slade
fatigue lives are to be extended; for, although it does not
give the same high levels of effectiveness on the centreliﬁe,
neither does it give the extremely low levels of effectiveness
between the holes that are present with angled injection. Also,

the Iles should be as small and as close together as is

practicable.

10.9 Recommendations for Further Work

The apparatus.and experimental techniques developed at
Nottingham lend themselves to detailed jet studies and density
variation tests. The ease with which configurations can be
altered also permits the study of different injection geometries.
The experimental research here is to continue by studying the
effect of density ratio on angled injection to verify the
observations made for the 90° injection. Following this, the
effect of one row of holes on another in a two row system is to

. be studied by varying the spacing between the rows.

Other work beyond the scope of the Nottingham apparatus.

includes the effects of curvature on film cooling.

Shaped holes seem to offer improvements, provided a simple

and reliable manufacturing technique can be produced, and
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further data to verify or otherwise the ideas on shaped holes

presented here would be interesting.

The lateral injection,initially suggested by Goldstein
et al (10.5))which showed promise ought to be investigated
further in the context of a row of such holes, perhaps

providing the basis for a two row system.

The effect of varying the hole spacing for angled
injection.could be investigated, as could the effect of the
pressure gradients on the same geometry. There is also a
possible need for work on stronger pressure gradients, perhaps

only over a short downstream distance.

Finally, this work has not shown whether the Reynolds
number based on the hole diameter is of great importance: work
on this - using the same techniques as used here, to maintain
the ratio of boundary layer displacement thickness to hole
diameter over the injection position constant, with varying

mainstream velocity and hole diameter - would be of value.

Further work using the apparatus described in this work
wiil, in conjunction with the present work, increase the
knowledge about film cooling and perhaps help to produce a

further rise in gas turbine inlet temperatures and a more

efficient jet engine.

=====0000000====
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APPENDIX 1

The Two-Dimensionality of the Flow

and Repeatability of the Results

Velocity traverses normal to the surface were carried
out on the centreline and at 115 mm on either side of the
centreline, level with the injection point. The resulting
velocity profiles are reproduced in fig.Al.l1 The three curves
are almost identical, indicating that the flow is two-

dimensional in nature.

Non two-dimensional flow effects would probably have
been more noticeable close to the surface, where the higher
levels of shear can lead to flow separation and flow rever-—
sals. Fig.Al.2 shows typical contours of effectiveness with
the contours being symmetrical about the centreline and about

a line between the holes, indicating again that the flow is

pasically two-dimensional.

As stated in the main text, difficulties were encountered
with the 1.25 diameter hole spacing, as results taken down-
stream of holes other than the centreline hole were found to
differ from the centreline values— in some instances within
15 diameters downstream. Tﬁe details of these runs are to be
found in Series 440 in Appendix 5. It can clearly be seen how
the mainstream was being entréined from the side, lowering

the effectiveness. and how this effect moved in towards the

centreline as X/D increased.
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The number of holes in the row was increased from 15
to 21 without much improvement, but when the sidewalls were
included, they overcame the problem and the measurements were

repeated (Series 520).

The three diameter hole spacing results were taken
separately from the other hole spacings and the fact that
they fit in so well to the general pattern does, as has

already been stated, indicate that the results were repeatable.

The répeatability of the results was checked on several
occasions, but the traverses above the surface provide the
best example as they were usually taken several days after the
main surface results. In general, there is good agreement
between the surface measurements taken at the two different

times and the effectivenesses rarely differed by more than

0.02.

There was some difference measured in effectiveness from
one injection hole to another, but the same hole was always
used for any particular injection plate as the centreline hole
- thus-eliminating this source of error, except in comparisons
involving different.injection plates. However, the difference
in effectiveness from hole to hole was usually no more than

0.03. (See Runs 480, 483).
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APPENDIX 2

Calibration of Orifice Plates

The flow rates of Freon 12 and air were individually
metered using orifice plates with corner taps. The orifice
sizes were calculated using B.S.1042 (A2.1), but due to the
low flow rates, it was not possible to meet the minimum
recommended pipe dimensions. The pipe‘bore was l4mm - much

less than the minimum 50mm; likewise, K the orifices were smaller

than the minimum of 6 mm.

As a result of this, the orifice plates had to be
calibrated. This was done using a revolving drum type.gas
meter. The final results did not quite agree with the predic-

ted values (fig.A2.1), the difference being about 8%.

Four orifice plates were made and calibrated, two for

each line. They were changed depending upon the flow rate
required.
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APPENDIX 3

Calibration and Use of the Katharometer

The use of a single wire in the katharometer meant that
it had to be calibrated every time it was used. To speed up
the calibration, correlations between the indicated voltage
and the properties of the mixtures (calculated as in Heat
Transfer - A3.1) of the two gases were consideréd, assuming
that the heat loss from the wire would approximate that from a

horizontal cylinder.

Unfortunately this was not entirely successful, but a
correlation was found whereby plotting:
p2cC

logyg —;EE vs log V?

gave a line with only slight curvature. Two straight lines
were used to approximate to this curve, as shown in fig.A3.1.
One line runs from O% to 107 by volume of Freon 12 and the

2
second from 10%Z to 100Z. P Cp comprises those values in a

uk

product of the Grashof and Prandtl numbers which vary with

changing Freon 12 concentration.

Various methods were considered for making up the mix-
ture of known composition to be used in the calibration,
including partial pressures as used by Rastogi and Whitelaw

(A3.2) and volume measurement using Orsat apparatus. However,



RN
-2 N
30)
F
855
"0z

2
p<C .
Fig.A3.1 Graph of log;g -;ER against loglovz

for calibration of the katharometer

A.8



A9

both methods were too slow and the Freon 12, being so dense,
very rapidly started to separate out. Finally, a 50cc medical
syringe was chosen. This gave the required resolution, was
quick and easy to use and the small inlet ensured good turbu-

lent mixing.

At the beginning and end of a series of tests, the
syringe was used to make samples against which the katharometer
was calibrated. Freon 12 concentrations of 0, 10 and 100% by
volume were‘always used plus one other - usually 30%. From

these values, the two straight lines could be calculated.

2
p<C
A polynomial expression was derived to relate logq —EER

to the mass fraction of Freon 12, so that once the straight
lines had been calculated from the calibration and values of

p2C y
logg —iER obtained, the mass fractions of Freon 12 and

eventually the effectiveness could be calculated.

The calibration and effectiveness calculations were
contained in a computer programme. The programme required
inputs. of the percentage by volume of Freon 12 in the calibra-
tion mixtures, the corresponding indicated voltages and.the
voltages measured during the tests. The output included the
values of freon 12 mass cohceﬁtration and effectiveness. The
voltages were measured to 0.0l volts which, in general, corre-

sponded to 0.005 on the effectiveness with a density ratio of

two.
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The velocity of samples drawn through the base of the
working section was very low; about 8 x 10-3m/sec. Baker and
Launder (A3.3) found that the effectiveness increased as they
lowered the velocity in the sampling holes (sampling for Freon
12 in air) until the velocity in the tubes was down to approx-
imately lm/s, which was 3% of the mainstream velocity. The
sampling velocity in the current.work was approximately 0.37%
of the mainstream value and no variations in the measured

values of effectiveness were observed with variation in

sampling rate.
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APPENDIX 4

Iso-Kinetic Sampling

Initially, it was hoped that samples taken above the
plate could be drawn in through a probe at the correct flow
rate for the katharometer, i.e. at a much lower velocity than
the mainstream velocity. The assumption was that although the
flow would spill around the tube, a sample would be taken from

a streamline coincident with the centre of the orifice.

However, it was noticed during commissioning tests above
the surface using an ordinary probe, that the value of

injectant concentration varied with the rate of flow into the

probe.

In an attempt to establish the reason for this, an
experiment was carried out in which the tubes from the inject-
ant supply manifold were disconnected from the injection plate
and connected to a series of radial tubes leading into a pipe,
 fig.A4.1. The sampling probe was placed at the exit of this

pipe and the concentration of Freon 12 in the flow was

measured.

It was found that this measured value could not be made
to change by varying the flow velocity through the probe,
while keeping the flow through the katharometer constant by

using the by-pass system described in Chapter 4.
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A.13

The conclusion reached was that the flow out of the pipe
was a homogeneous mixture, whilst the flow downstream of the

row of holes would be far from homogeneous.

If the flow rate is less than iso-kinetic, then pockets
of high density injectant (with higher momentum than the
surrounding air) would tend to gain entrance to the probe,
whilst the air is diverted around the outside. Conversely, if
the flow rate is above the iso-kinetic rate, then air is
drawn in from around the proBe and the denser injectant

carries straight on past. This is illustrated in fig.A4.2.

The hypothesis outlined above would mean that at lower
flow rates a higher concentration of injectant would be found

than at the higher flow rates; this was indeed the case.

Although the above could not be proved, it was‘decided
to draw samples in at an iso-kinetic flow rate, so that the
disturbance to the flow would be minimised. Description of

the probe and methods used are included in Chapters 4 and 6.
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APPENDIX &

The Experimental Data

This Appendix contains the experimental data obtained
during the experimental programme. The conditions for each

series of tests are given in Table A5.1.

Table A5.2 gives the effectiveness expressed as a
percentage for individual runs and the injectant concentra-
tions for the traverses above the surface. Where velocity
measurements were taken during the vertical traverses, these

are also included.

The values of blowing rate, density ratio, mainstream

and injectant velocities (which are in m/sec) are also given.

As experience grew in obtaining the results, some
lateral positions were missed out far downstream, although for
each downstream distance there are nearly always two or more

values of effectiveness. This explains the blanks in some of

the tables, e.g. Run 160.

1]
0
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RUN Bos.| 4> | & |8 s/ ”;:2/;” mj;“ Ui/ Pyfea | Mbove
1-19 0.32 {1.24 | 90 3 1 =247 x10% ] 30.5 [ 0.25 - 1.48 |1.5 - 4.26
40-56 0.33 | 1.26 | 90 3 1 -3.24x101 | 305 | 0.25 - 1.48 [1.5 - 4.26
60~99 ' 0.63 [ 1.32 | 9% 3 | -9.96 x 10! | 30.5 | 0.25 - 1.48 [1.5 - 4.26
100~109 0.24 | 1.25 | 90 3 | =413x10! | 305 | 0.25-1.26 |2.0-3.0] ¥
120-132 0.13 [ 1.35 | 90 3 | -9.84 x 103 | 25,9 | 0.25 - 1.48 |1.5 - 4.26
140-146 0.13 [1.35 | %0 3 | -9.84x10% | 25.9 [ 0.20-1.24 |2.0, 30 %
160~167 0.16 | 2,43 | 90 3 1 =4.73x10 | 25,9 | 0.25 - 1.48 2.0
180~184 0.16 | 2,43 | 90 3 | -4.73x10!' | 25,9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0 4
200-207 0.27 | 1.58 | 90 3 | +8.47x102 | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.48 2.0
220-221 0.27 {1.58 | %0 3 | +8.47x102 | 25.9 0.7, 1.24 2.0 %
240-247 0.26 | 1.62 | 90 3 | =31 x10! | 25,9 | 0.25 - 1.48 2.0
| 260-261 0.26 (1.62 | 90 3 [ -3.71x10! [ 25,9 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 v/
7] 280-283 0.26 | 1.62 | 35 3 | =31 x10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
300-301 0.26 | 1.62 | 35 3 | =3.71x10!' | 25,9 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 %
320~323 0.26 | 1.62 | 55 3 [ -3.71x10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
340~341 0.26 | 1.62 | 58 3 [ -3.71x10! | 25,9 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 %
360-363 | 0.16 [ 2.40 | 55 3 | ~4.27x 10} | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
380-381 0.16 | 2,40 | 55 3 | =427 x 100 | 25.9 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 v/
400-403 0.16 | 2.40 | 35 3 | -4.27x10% | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
420-421 0.16 | 2,40 | 35 3 | =427 x10! | 25.9 | 0.7, 1.24 2.0 %
] 440-443 0.16 | 2,40 | 90 [1.25 | -4.27 x 10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
460-463 0.16 [ 2.40 | 90 2,50 [ =4.27 x 10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
480-483 '| 0.16 | 2.40 | 90 [3.75 | -4.27 x 10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
500-503 0.16 | 2.40 | 90 [5.00 | -4.27 x 10! | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
520-523 0.16 (2.40 | 90 11.25 | -4.,27 x 10% | 25.9 | 0.25 - 1.24 2.0
BOUNDARY LAYER DISPLACEMENT THICKNESS: (3%)
Notes: (i) H =

BOUNDARY LAYER MOMENTUM THICKNESS (8)

(ii) 1In the final column, a ¥ indicates that measure~
ments were taken via the probe above the test
surface.

TABLE AS.1 Details of Main Test Parameters for each Series
of Runs in Table AS.2




TABLE A5.2

Tables of effectiveness and injectant concentration
(expressed as percentages) and velocity ratio: for

the overall conditions outlined in Table 5.1.



1.93
M 1.35
16.1

8.6 . 17.2

8.6

21.34
19.3 21.3 18.8 15.6 12.4 12.4 16.1

30.5

0.0 0.44 0.88 1,32 1.76 2.20
17.7 18.8 17.2 16.1 15.1 14.5 16.1
17.2 18.3 16.7 16.1 15.1 15.1
15,6 16.7 15.6 15.6 15.6 15.1 15.6

23.9 25.9 23.9 18.3

-0.44

Z/0
4.25
8.76

13.12

. 15.16
23.78

RUN No.2

X/D

P, 1.46

M 1.02

14.1

8.9 14.1

16.6 15.8 12.4 11.5 11.5 13.2
4

9.8

9.8 9.8

8.9
9.8

21.34
30.5

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.7§ 2.20
15.8 14.9 12.4 11.4 11.5 12.4
14,1 13,2 12.4 12.4 13.2 13.2
11.5 12.4 11.5 12.4 11.5 12,
10.7 10.7 10.7 10,7 10.7

19.1 17.4 12.4

24.1 22.4 14.1
9.8

21.6
17.4
15.8
14.9
13.2
11.5
10.7

9.8

8.9

8.1

Oy —
& o
C-N--]

Z/|-0.44

RUN No.l
4,25
8.76

13.12
15.16

23.78

37.32

54.64
73.72

91.23

108.56

X0

o e Ol NMmoMmMmooom~
[ T Y o~ e % & % ¢ & 3 8 4.9
« | |l ONMETINTNNND
] ~ v g e ool gl e g g pd
8= [V N M 00 ™ MMM
~ “ e e s s s s e
. QNI NNO
ey - e ot e e el o ol
~ I~ 0000 & 0000 ™I~
P2 s s e e e se e a
. ANNNTOANNGD
(121 L L B N
- |
« 1
~ o 0 | €0 00 00 G0 ™M 00 00 ™M I~
~ A =) s s s s e e s s e
sl O OINTOONNO
[ ol v et el el pd gl e et
A .
2 | MOOONDAM®D M
s " e s 6 e e e a6 e
PN IINN T TN
(o] ot e o e et e e gl
VRO MNMDM
° . . . 3 - . [ [ - .
] VOV IN NN T N -
T oMo ™
3 ¢ 6+ e 8 e s s e »
S OIS M N -
? ol el gl e oyt g g et g e
<
.
(-] o
Z ~N WD N D 0O NN NN D
NNmeNOOONNWN
“ s e e o & 6w a4
E O T MO TN el O
I~ ~ e NN D
)
X
<2 | o lwnvwn o0
(= 3 (=) o~ . s .« .
.« | c | M O
I ] N | N et
8 (= O N0 O
Q ~ . . Y
S . Lol s} wy >
o) Lo ol g - -t
o~ o (o3 =]
™ LY . . . 8
T NI O NS
) - | et -
~ :
D
o |0 W I oONNININOTOMN
- | 0 + & e . .
r | moOoCOrTO N
O | Nl =
oy g
3 - wn OO0~
-~ LR . . .
. 8‘“ [
=3 N
O | movin
3 . e .
O | M OO0
NN N

RUN No.3

20.5 19.1

30.1
23.0
19.5
18.1

/0 1-0,44 -

4,25
8.76
13.12
15.16
23.78
37.32
54,64
73.72
91.23
108.56

X/0




v | [o} FTONO—~MO OO
o |~ ~ e o s s e 8 e e 4 e
PO ]l MM MIINNTONO
8= =d NANOWYW=OQUNN
~ e s o e s e e e e s
~ . FTONTINNITNONNO
-ry i e N N R )
N OTOOmNHOONO
o ¢ o & e+ & s a4 ¢ e =
MO NITINNTNNO
-~ -+ i vt et el gl et e e e
= |0 )
i
- | 0| O0ONLVLRNOOING
o [N [>'< @ ¢ e e o s & s
sl NNMITININTONO
8 (=] o e e e o e
o
=2~
~ VINOQOrmMO~OOINS
-~ « 9 4 e & s e o 2 ®
sl ot ininITOND
Q = vt gl et el gl el el el et
O I OrHMHOOV~NOONO
. KRR i R et
O [ OOVVwINnININTMNND
vt e el g ] el ) el =
g | oV Lw~OON®
-~ s e e e o s 8 @
sl VwnNNININNITOND
<i> P I I e R I I ]
-]
.
2 /| movosagrsane
N/|Sine=Rneran
. e v e .
O TOONMNNNITOH D
E N NN~ Q
| } -
w |wn =] SO~ INO MO
o |- & e e o 8 a4 o e e s @
o« | s ] MOV WNMNO D
i |- ~ N ool ool e e e
g|= O | TOoO~RINHINOMO®
Qa ~ e e o o s s e . w
= sl mrANNOANOO®
ol [ e et g e R ]
a
N MNOE MO MOD
P e o e s a4 4 e o & »
slaMmMEIT NN NOO®
< |n I ot et
o |~ :
o
- o | worrenOMa
~ v | Jeo « ® o 6 ¢ e s ¥ o »®
s | oo InmMNOO®
o Gyl et ot o e gl
=
~ FTO=EHOINNONOD
q - . . . - - - Ld - .
1T i N~Nooor~InNOO®
O | N ke
O | Ne=triWININOMOD®
i1= R IE I I I O
ek e X K] .
e gNN-—!-—‘-—‘-—i
~ AVOe=NINOMNON®
& - @ o ¢ e s s 2 s s e
el NHOOINMNOON®
O | NN -
n | :
hy .
2 e WD DO NN MWD
. NSO e N D NN
E N R P
= Y .—a—-uum»nc\asg
P -

@ o O | NN oo™ oo™
o | N « s e e . e
. . . T NN OO WNT TN
-~ (3] . v e g -t ~t
= | oNnam )
of Rleaanx e e
~ sl NV o N
or=y i L B I vl el el
Q
Nl ovsNnom W™ e
la] » s s e o e o
| Mmoo O :
< | o ~ et 3:2
) | - :
o
-~ ] nNMmMO ™ 0 M m
N | e~ @ « o & o o e e w
s WO NSO TN
o L B ] et
.FDB
T NNMOM Wmm
-~ « e « & « * & o
sl VWONTWO 3 3 N
o o e - e
(=] [l N W, ] o Mmm
g “ e e e Rl
(=} C OO T TN
e et el -
S| ~ANmoom N,
~ * s e & @ - o @
|l MONT© K]
? L I ) ot e
)
.
(=} o
= ~ MY \D D \D O N N MO
NMNO=MNMON NN
2 O THC MM T ™ m
] N e NN D
* -
n o Ol worm~ -
N | O ~ '\.c: « s . q -'-:
o | . o T -
— | ~ 4320 23
8| = O | TN R R
~ * e« o e * e
3 N O\ el ot 1Ry
i - =3 234
o~ AT N~ N et v
) e s e o e o o
cl NOYV 2 N
N - vt = el
|
ol
-~ O W OAhNON N e
™ (N 00 ® " e e o o o
s RO N TN
. 8 o Rk )
s e
S| NN O vt =
q L] . . . . - . -
e | NN A ]
o el el ol et —
[~} - N NS O d =4
A e o e e « o o
| N TN
et =l vt eed el
| A~~~ o -
3 e v o o P
o] =N n O
? = p el e e Lo ]
~
.
-]
= R/l mevvcw N Mo
NN O N ~ &
g N° * e e . .« e e
J T®Qounm ) w4 O
I~ d oed N ~OND
pYe -




0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

-0.44

6.4
9.7

4.7 3.0
9.7

9.7

14.1 14.6 13.5

15.2 14.6 13.0 11.4 10.2

15.7 15.2 13.5 13.0 12.5 11.9 11.9

17.3 16.2 15.7 15.2 14.6 14.6 14.1

18.3 17.3 16.2 16.8 16.8 16.2- 15.7

- o
e e
[ S N ]
el g g
= o=ty O
P
Lol ]
pul s il g
™~ A\D =
P
0y >

asay
™0 NN
Pl
Wy T

a33aq
™~ O N
PSR
n 3N
el g e 4

17.3 '17.3 16.2 16.2 16.8 16.2 15.7
14.1
12.5

16.2 16.2
15.2 15.2
14.

12.5

/0

X/0

4.25

8.76
10.86
15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23

108.56

© |a Q| mMmANNOANO NN & |0
PO S N | s ¢ ¢ a o ¢ o ¢ ¢ o [ =)
o | o s NIRRT ONO b PR
N e N | v ol =l el ol el el et o ~ N
8= O | MmN ONN gl =
Qa ™~ s ® o ¢ o s e & = Q
el oINS~ TN O ~
=y -~ L R R N R N ey
N MO MN NN D DN
o s % ‘e 5. 0 e s s s o
e | NTOMNMNMNINSTN=DO
~ -4 vt pod e =t vl e e e |
™ | ™ |
Lo o] e
- 1O O | NN NONIN o~ (O
o~ N O | s. ¢ ¢ o o o s s e o Na i )
c NN NINSTNO |
Q | et e e e e e e et
oy, 8 e L
=] 2|2
S TN ANOONONIN
S I I R I
sl Mmoo NINTONO
(=] O v et el e et el e
O | AITNODOANYTOIN
3 YRR R N
O imeOoOONNROVITONO
’ NN N o e el
G | =-ONRNOANO O NN
- e & & o o & s ° ° @
| T 00OV ITNANOD
(=] NN N et ed e
o [} L]
- -
N .
(] a . (]
= ~ D OO0 N NMD Z
. N NMNDOHEMNMONSNN =
R R B
2 ol soomMaNT M a® 2
o N e NN O
% et
L bl O | ONMAMMDODM® o b
- S - N | v e s s e e s e s o N |
o | o e | N MOS0 WO o | o
- (N ~N e Rl K RN ] - | "
8 |= O [ 00 &N M Moo gl
~ e ® ¢ & 8 e = o s+ e a
vl N OSSNSO NS ~
Rl -t P e e e e L e
N [ANMAAMO MMM
D) e & o s s & e ® e
¢ | OSSN WOWINN
3 |~ ] P e e R o
= - . N |
g | .
) 00 ¢ W O ®
dig ]|z (ennnenana 218
" T OO INONT .
o b ot gl el e
.qg -.—158
e & | un oD .cO Moo ®
-~ s s » 8 & & o * » =
v OSSN S~SON S
o et el el el e ] et
O jINMNOOMDMM®DD
" el S
. N PSS
o-j»n 2.4 b ARl ok o
¢ N mMmM®
Tl mmem~one
o Rk R i e =
o 1 N
2 O linwoOoa MmO P
~ NROmMSMONNIN g
A e S B
FTOOINNAN TN HD
§ e HEHNOAANOO o
X -

0.0 0.88 _1;76'

6.0 5.0

6.6
13.3

12.9 12.8

14.9 14.3

QMmoo om
e & o v s s e e @
RN -]
[ R ]

O

15.4

~
.
-]
—t
=
.

™~
[}

17.4

~

.
~
-
o

.
~
-t

18.4

™ OO N3
[ R N ]

oo
o o o o o
M~ WO O
[ N ]

aArToOm
* s e s @

Z/0
/0 -0.44

X

4,25
8.76
10.86
15.16
23.78




2,99

M 2.09
14.3 14.6

e,

4.17

12.7 12.7 12,7
Ld

s

N NSNS N
e & & .8 o o s o .

.
MNP T F Nt OV DD
N NN NN NN ot

21.34
30.5

u.

00 0.4 088 1.37 1.76 2.20
15.4 15.4 15.4 15.4 15.4 15.6 15.7
14.3 14.3 14.3 16.3 4.3

21.8 22,9 21.5 20.0 17.9 17.9 18.6
12,7 12.7 12.4 12.7

21.8 22.2 21.5 20.4

23.9 26.6 25.2 20.8 12.7 10.5 15.7
21.1 21.8 21.1 21.1

-0.44

RUN No.l4
2/0
4,25
8.76
10.86
15.16
73.72
91.23
108.56

X/0

1.95
M 2.41

o«

o./p
7.6

8.76 | 13.3 12.8 11.8 11.3
10,86 | 14.3 13.8 13.3 13.3

37.8
9.7

0.0 0.44 0.88

9.7 10.7

Z/040.44

4,25
73.72 {'15.8 15.3 15.3 15.8

15.16 | 16.8 16.3 15.8 15.8
23,78 {17.3 17.3 16.8 16.8
37.3217.3 16,3 16.8 16.3
54.64 116.3 16.3 15.8 16.3
91.23 {14.8 14.3 14.3 15.3
108,56 | 12.8 12.3 13.3 12.8

X/0

(=
™~ N OO WO NTN NG
- NRNOmNMO NN
(2] w (=] - - . . 3 . - . . -
Slg (/X T°2nlRiRsg
I X S
v}
-
.
(]
-
[
Q (wn Q! MO =EN=EODONMMO
v | ~ * & o 2 & s & e e @
N | mooOoOmONOINM
Ll ') (] ool N NN el pd vl ek el
81 = N NN NO MM
& ~ * e o 8 o o m e se
~ |l oO~cnCOON~NOINM
N - =t ol e NN v ot el el el
NI NINO=EN~NNOMmOa®m
™ e & & & o s & s s o
3 NONMAN=QOQOAMNNDINMN
~ - vl v et NN el el ot g
0 lin : :
« ]
- O 0| NINITAINONANN
N | [-+] » s e e o°: » s e e
* QOO = ™~ o
-] 4Pid¢ﬂ°lhlﬁvﬂr4:;ﬁ
| NN~ AHINOOO R
3 e s s e e e e
] NOQ==OAMNINGT
S| NRRIAN MmN
O NON~NMInNOOAOO
. e v e a e o aere
o TN =N N
NN SN NN e e v el
~ COoOT~HNN -2
-~ * o s 8 e e o o o+ @
3 N ol =l OV W T
2 o NNNNN—I—O-—‘-—Cﬁ
4 ¥
° .
-4 o O OO N SN MO
N NSO MO NN
“ e e e s e e o &
g D TwoNnANT N~
o~ >\< v—lv—iNMml\U\S

*"RUN No.l13




1.94

M 0.49

p./0,

7.62
30.5

0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76

38.1 39.5 33.4 23.5 8.67 15.2

O~ = OWON®R
« s e e o 8 s o e
OO~V G
i el el o= -
O = ON
“« o ® s o
W 0 W NN
NF‘QQN
O\QOV\V\
NOTON
« s e e e
AW N

NwNnFON
» o » o e
ANV

24.6 25.5 22.0 17.3 12.5
8
2

12.5 13.0 11.9 10.9 10.3

4.25
8.76
10.86
15.16

"RUN No.18
23.78

w2l | -0.46 0.0

1.97
M 0.74

jP=

11.43
"30.5

U,

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

39.2. 34.0 25.7 10.9 15.8 27.2

~0.44
36.9

NN O
e v e o
OO ™~

vl tN 3
« s e
- -]

9.2
1.97

M 1.38

N =N T
o o »
O~ O

\TNI‘@QN@N!\I\

o—ac\r\m\-ru-ioa\
NN et e e

JUS
0.0

-
R
W MO

9,2
21.34
z/0
25
76

30.5

X/0
4,
8.

=l ) T
« o e

9.2

W~ O

u,
|
UO

N =0
. o e
oo~

23.1 20.6 17.4 13.7 15.3 18.4
19.0 17.9 15.8 13.7 14.2 15.8
14,7 14.2 13.1 12.6 12.6 12.6

26,7 - 23.7 12.9 14.7 15.3 19.5
10.9 10.9 10.9 10.9 10.9 10.9

25,2
22.6
17.9
14.2
10.9
8.7
7.5
7.0
6.4

RUN No.l7
o
4,25

X/D

8.76
10.86
15.16
23.78°
37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23

108.56
RUN No.l19




X110

(= Ta]
A~ [« NONNNNONINOMO
. - ~ * e = s s % o s & @
o~ . OMNOOADNDINT M
N ~ e e pd et el e v =
.8 [=
Q © @ =3 N ~-
S ™~ « o o .
o . - o T3]
- il g g -
~ N
o « o 8 o o
. -3 0 oD
-~ —t ol uf ] oyt put
o
B o
R © DO NN n
o~ o0 . [ [ . . .
. NN oON® b}
(=] vl et -] -l
...,Da
] NMNONNO MO~
~ . e s 8 ® 3 s e e § =
. NOOOAONOINMN
o NN =l oyl o pl e gl et el
O|mNINAONO MM
Ol o~ OVINT ™
NN ot el v
- MOV ANO O™
~r S e s e 2 s e e
. N O™ NS
(o] N =i vl el et o] et
- [}
-
6 [~]
= I~ MO O NS N MO
N/ [tnNIno A& MO NN
e e ¢ % e e e e e e s
& BT oo IN-®
= po] NN~ O
x| -
0 |© o NONANNOOOmNO
m 38} [ . . . . . - . L2 - .
e | . VNN ONTNON
Y ~ Pt PR R B R |
8lx ) Ol N
~ e e o e
-~ . MO~
= - el vl
a
~ O NSO o
o s e e+ e s @ .
. AN O ™SO IN ~
- - e -
@ |0 :
M
- o © NN NSO n
& e e b e o »
o~ * OO MY o~
o e -
w8
P PAle|] Namr~~o -
o4 PR St .
. NO®MNOInN M
<) N et et
OldmMraurNNO~r=ING
- * & o & o s @ .t".'“:(\;
oSNNS
° Sgﬂ.a-:—ca.-n-n-lr"rd
-~ NS N NSO
3 “ s s e o @
. NN O
o =) N
A t
] o
OO N ST N MO
= <~/ Q DR R MWD~ NN
2l INoisoomdnsnds
-l
2 ) HeNOn~OQ

-~
n R
N
Q' Q Q QO\Q\
(=1
N
NMOOVON
s mwaanmgﬁg}nﬁ
Fon |lelacsannninan
M . n N~
it
= 191 X MMN(’)V\I\O\S
= d
[l
-~
A
-
=
. .
&
o
> | A
. .
- -t
gl = o. NO\OQ\‘PG\O\NNI\’\
Q (=] rdmv—l'\l\\o
r-Y
TN O ~N
i) " ® ¢ s & o 4 ¢ e » e o
S |8 |le - vedadnicss
& 1R IR 2
=7 S8
o~
~
A
o
=
&




1.48
M 1.03

i’Pe

21.34
30.5

-1 .8

u,
U

RUN No.47

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

~0.44

7.7

20.0 18.4 14.3 10.2 10.2 13.5

24.7

19.2

8.6 15.2

21.6 20.0 14.3

17.6

16.8 16.0 13.5 12.7 12.7 14.3

15.2

14.3

13.5

12,7 13.5 12.7 13.5 13.5

11.9

11.1 11.1
10.2

11.1

10.2

9.4

zZ/D

X/D

15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23

108.56

P, 1.96
M 1.37

3

22.0

17.3

16.3

15.2

17.3

17.8

17.3

15.2
15

.2
.1

12.5

27.13
30.5

i
-4

z/D

X/D

1.5

4.25
6.53

10.86

15.16

23.78
37.32
54.64

73.72
91.23

108.56

o~ |~ [} M ON MM O N
o |» 1 S S dh B
. . . MO~ O MM N~
- -t o~ el gl oyt o ped e e e
8 = o 00 = N O
a ~ AR
~< . OTNOO
o - =Rl
~ vei i \D 0O 0O I~
o L] . . . . *
. T \O O
-~ i vl pl el g oy
A N
. |
- 1o 0 MO N O
N m “ . - . . » - -
3 o~ YInm
= PP Qe gt
---___,8
' < O™
3 T e e e e .
. NOWNMN
(=3 NN
Ol MNOoOMMOoMOVOYO®
. e e e asee e
O O MR ROV OMMON -
A NN i e el vt et e
< NITNOONOOCIN®
q L] . . . . . - . - L]
. NOAVOOINNO
[«) N el =t pmd ot e e d e
["a) [}
-
.
] a
= & NMWOOONITNMO
Ry NNIND S MON NN
A S S
E lmtoOonaa~r -
2 a _e NSO O
& -
o e 8| engeuensee
L . ONNNRYNT O
N ~ - et e i R e e R
o
s|= o mN<Q )
a . O -ne~ <
. - e —
~ ®~ TN L
n . - . . .
. O =~ )
. - - - -
|0 .
4 .
nn N
z g g ec!a:a: . . .
. NN~ WO
o LR e R -t
wy 8
- # nonnnnn 3
& . .\D.'\.".".‘D. é
o SARSRAA =
- RN
oleoegnunniia
~ NSO
C IR N A AN m-
- FTFINONOO,
3| tlheeesa
< o 2‘”,4—4—4—4#
S !
o O
. NMOOONITNM
z =} MO N D AN
Z V| meoonamesnmo
- T O
NSO
[ o —
S~
e

RUN No.46



[=] T OO W T N Daliy] [=} MNINOWOOVN A
SIS S Kidhtce~ds SEHS exgSgoamsnag
o - . . .
[ ~ NN o o |« CLRA{ZRe Y
- O
O NN et o~ . 8= g [~}
= ~ « a o s o o a ~ N
Q . TN © ~ . ]
S~ i vt ot g v =y -t 4
. Q
e o~ W NN~ =N ~ o~ ]
o » e o+ s e . ™ .
H OMMN=O o v o~
- gl - - L)
o in =3 .
O | ™
. Q 0 TOOMOIN ™ v | e © 4] o
~ | [} c e e e e e » - -l g -] 3 -
. FTOINITHO N ~ . [ 0
=} N o - (=] — -t
oy 8
~ AN - == & (=) )
Q - . . - . . Q L3 .
. NN © . o~ ~
=) N e (] o~ -
Ol MO NN~ ~ oy Q| O (4} O N el
Sloanaow o © 0 S| B F i 3 0 I~ 0 1y
ol oo
NN N~ - NN NN =39
- DM OO & MO m [v-)
-~ e 8 e ® o e ~F - - 4
. nr~AANnNNQO 3 | - [ -
o NN ? NN~ =]
-3 1 —
-~ [s]
. N
(=] a .- =]
= a8 W) 0N DD DN N MO zZ ~ N MO O ONTNMO
G L LRS- G M NN =N ®MO NN N
2 A OonAN Mo g AR LR
= - NN OO o~ ~ - Nnmhmg
[ -
N \D Q L B
a8 g 29+ee o || & ~unewnovmanm
. | . MO WMNY o I~ . e~ INNO D ®
- ~ NN - - - e o~ NN v et ol
b > O A oOoONOoONaOmM 8 |= © L KV-RY- ]
a ~ « e e s e e e w4 Ja ~ P S Ahi
~ . NONNOWTN~OO ~~ < * NN T
. - R e e L e R B - ol ol
Q. : ’ o« -
o~ oO0oOoOwNnoOowNn [~ N N AD D =
Pl s ¢ o o s o ™ s« s e »
. O DO T o . R RS
[T - i B I ~t [y - e e e
- N ' W
. . . » g
= - ®
s 8 {g eeunewn < SR e ?
. NSO . N OO N ©
o NN vl et et el et | 8 Qo N e -
5 )
- N oOVIA NN N O 3 Q i~ O
s e o o s s o » ~r « * s
. T OO0 TN . 8"‘50\0
o NN N [ NN -
oclomonomnunoanom QM OVOMNOOTND™
oo eI~ O O SlMmmadnesNCo®®
O = OV 3N
O ARRRAEARASAA FH8IS ©
~r 2N~ OO0 ~ MO N WO
3 Ssgwgs 3 dsgse
© o' °~°§8..-m (=4 Ol MM ANN -~
b4 I . n ]
y .
) a MOV NN MO 2 a 0O
= L QR e S RmE~an NN W0~
B s cnansma® g AEErES
O O N
4 Q"\’ S.—aNmIANO\S o = — -
[l




4,22

M 2,40

pj/pm ©1.93

s /o,
M 2.95
0.0

TR OTITRANOND
s e 8 e e s o s * » »

TOONMNT IO N OO
NNt NN NN N =

Pl

37.8
30.5

U5

z/

21.34
30.5

1.5
4.25

[l
wy

-
o

15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23

- 10.86
108.56

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

8.9

k|

U.

RUN No.53

-0.44

6

9.9 .
14.7 14.1 14.1 14.7 14.7 14.7 14.
15.7 16.7 16.2. 16.7 16.7 16.7 16.7
"18.3 18.3 18.3 17.8 17.8 17.8 17.8

18.3 18.3 18.3 18.3

17.8 17.8

/D

RUN -NO.55
1.5

X/D

4.2
10.86
15.16
23,78
37.32
54,64
73.72
91.23

108.56

3.6
2,50

.

21.34
30.5

M 2.07

. 1.9
pJ/m,n S

32.31

e

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

12.6

M AN N
. e
O N WO
—

Lal-)]
& ©

- OV

.
U X -]
M NN
s s e s

ol e

-18.3 18.3 17.8

o~
“
o
=
2

X

[=] N MNNINIWWMO®D®
~ a e ® e e & o * & @
. M ASNN~OONNY
~ e NN N NN
-3 0 N N ©
™~ * o o .
. -t N O
- - NN -
o~ N = N O ©
m «a e o o .
. oo =N ~
- =t NN —
0 -0 W0 W o
m e = e @ .
3 O o)
[ — N i
- MmOoOO® ™
- o« ‘s o o ® N
. .-cg-—tNN (=]
o NN N
Ol O N ~0wOrem©
. ..'....O.“:I:\D.
™~ O = O N et
© NN NENNONNN et~
< VO N=HITOO
e " e e o e s @
. OONMM~O
=3 AR NNNNN
1
=]
NN DOOONTNMD
NG L LR R
..-».o.-.-'-:o
CoNnMNT N
e S-Acvwaw\r~a\§

RUN No.54
x/5~2/D0. 44
1.5

4.25|11.6  12.6

17.3
15.7

17.8
16.2 16.2

17.8
17.8
17.3
15.7

17.3
16.2

17.3
17.3
16.8
16.2 16.2
15.2
14.7

16.8

17.8

.
.

37.32118.3 18.3
7
6
5

23.78
54.64 | 17.
73.72 )1
91.23 |1
108.56 | 15,




€91 95° 801

8°91 £2°16

8°L1 zLEL

z°81 %9° 4§

z°8t ze L€

8 L1 8L°¢T

8°91 91°61

€91 98°01

9°8 €5°9

0'9 sz

6°% $'1

00 |g7—U/X
%6z W s*0f "n
66°t 9/°d | 1r°¢y ‘a

96°ON NN




2.38

pjlp, 1.92

37.8
30.5

Uj
Uo

RUN No.61

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2,20

oaola>an~ O c o —
PSS
ﬂs¢>2\9r~h~h-m

~

oo o
[

‘Mo~
(R

[ ]

NN
. . .

3

9
14,

6

MO0 N -
s e o o
™0 T O

o

in 60~ O
L ]
OO
4 et

o~ O
“ e e e
OO

-t

16.6 17.5 18.0 17.5 17.5 17.5

18.0 17.5 17.5

17.5 17.5

17.0 17.0 17.0
16.1 15.6

16.1

15.6

15.1

14.7 14.7

14,2

/D —0.44

1.5

X/D

23,78
37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23

108.56

1.9
M 2.05:

p./pe

32.31
.5

Ue

~y

RUN No,60

0.0' 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

7.7

NSO O
* e« o a

N T
" Lol

1.7

NN
* s e e

]
Qo‘zv-d

17.3 17.7 17.3 °
16.4- 16.9

7 8
6 o
4
17.3 17.3 16 .
17.8 17.7 17.3 17.3 17.3

16.4

15.9

15.9

15,0

15.0

13.5

14.0

X/D

/D] —0.44

1.5

15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64

73.72

91.23
108.56

2.45
M 1.71

p./p

21.34
30.5

b]
o

RUN No.63

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

amhcoooe

FﬂOM\Tl\'\
N ot -

13.3

14.1
12.5 12.1

15.6

\Df"il"lv-lQ
OM\OI\'\

L N ]
QNNQQ

Q\ﬁ\Dl\l\
L ]

14.1

™M~
e e & e e

16.7 16.7 16.7 16.1

12.9

Ll N

15.2 15.2 15.2
14.1
12.9

3

9

1

2

8 .
16.3 16.7

11.7 .

/Dl -0.44

X/D

37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23

108.56

1.90
M 2,81

/0w

45,11
30.5

U
UQ

RUN No.62

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

C)thlO\h o-n»o|~v<~o
.w)o wsh~¢x¢)w

- — ed - u|4:3'n
L] _'m»o-n o

m.—nor\eoeoco
L B B ]

/DI_0.44

X/D

™
m
.

\D

1.5

4,25
10.86
15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23

108.56




213]18 & S Al b b R Bt
. . N :

o | e o e | . WVOWOWONNON-ON:
vl el ~N 4 o~ =l el e et e e

8= v RO O~ - -] AN NN~ L]
a ™~ . e - g8 ™~ *» ® v * e .

2 . I V-] n Q. . QM Inwn Q
~—~ -4 ~ -t "~~~ (o] el el v (=}
iy Y
a o WY el vl et ) o~ W N~ N o

o™ " s * e e e . oy s o & & @ .
. M~ NN WO O N - . Q T N O IN -t
-~ -t ol vl e - - wy —t rod pod e=d pd —t
o | . o
o | w .
- |O 0 OO D et = -] o (2 © N O ™
o~ | © e o ® s & @ . -t [ L] « v & o e .
. Wt 1N OO 1N - . VOOV o
s [ -t el - [} P i B
-—:D . -H=8
~ OO O ~ O = ONMN
= ¢ ® s s e o - -~ e ® e o o »
. NOVOoOVN N . NSO m
o -t [« N -
o! ONnVMmm—mOoOOY O | HOMMWDNNME®DWD.
3 " s s e e = o e s s e d « e s s s e s 6 w s
o cmvwVwVwNMN-O © ANV NMINO D
T EE] NN e el et
< \O D \O vl =i =i D K3 NI =N~
& e s s e e e s 3 © e e's e s
. O NN DO N ™ . NN VINM A
: ?x e e e ? Ot vl ot v e )
wn { R -3
O H o

. =7 K

z° ~/i NN OO M ANT N MO & e NN OODONTNMY
N N O=NMNON NI . NN IR PO~ N "
& S T L LT 2 T LT
= 8 AeHNANRD = e T AENOMRNOO
~ . - ) —

L ]
2z || @2vwtquunaeq 2l anuunRaeas
\T. o. .. A M NNNAOONN . 4 . QAN OW NP N i
v - o~ vt e -l o~ R I I I I P e g i)
= -] oN~NO Ly g 1= o MO m™ -

8 ~ " s e e s o aQ ~ « o 8 e .
Q . nN~OoON™M © . ~O WY -l
-~ -y oty ] ~ . L -l v e e ™~
o an

o . R- NN © o~ oM™ -3
o " ® o ® @ I3 g o « s ® e e .
. N~ Mo o . 0 T OO -
il ‘ g
Slgllg] wweee - SRS w00 =
d -eNmam =] . M 3OO ~
8 o e — - o PO = et -
5 s
< GTOODO O NN - N onn
-3 * s 8 ® % e o ® P « e 2 8 o o @
A NSO NO . DD \D DN
o et e et [ o e
o NN NOOONNN®DO O NEANMNMMOOO O
| e e dmma~oaa Ol COMNOOYNMamO
NN~ O AN
$| 29929t 3 ne2ta0%
. O et . O NN DO N M
(=} 3..3.-‘-.-‘ 3:\ ? R K R ]
~ i N O
O .
& a ' o 2
~ N MOOONTNMO = NN DO W N TN MO
- S/| wda@ARagran gl |V 2898 RagRIR
v AP 2 N MTOONMMNG N
E Bl ~sogunanezoa® = a8 RANGARSE
£ ~ 53 -




™ [0 o NN INO NS (== Q DOOANNONAONO
22 3] 4sunsancua 20113 dueagdswnvs
. . =Rk .
- o o~ NN ol LI (] ~ o NN N red el e
8= - NOoWnn n = N s I W
Q ™~ P . . 8 ~ « s o o
~ . NAON-HO o~ . AN O
o -t gl -t - NN
a R
o~ oomnwnwn X o~ RN W NN -]
o *» s e o » [ 2} + o e s 3
. AN NmO nwn ° QuInAnOO
-t 4 ol el < i e N -
N i A fn
@ . . :
d 8' © sonon - 21 @ COwNO0O O
~ o0 s o & o @ . o~ o0 ¢ o » o @ .
. QM2 Q (-] . TON - O
o N el vl ped e - 8 [=] =t NN -
= R
(=2 =] =
~ QWOOoOWNn wn ~ WOoOOoMmMm
e « e+ e e e i e -~ * s ¢ o o
. WreHNNTO ™~ . NWO m e
[=) NN e (] -l NN
O MoNOQOOONTOT Ol RNROOMMMOINOOO
. s & ® 8 ¢ & e 9 e * . * ¢+ % 5 s e e e ® o
NMOINMm AN NN C| VDD ON-OON
° T ON - . —a—c.—aNNNg—e—lﬂz
- ~NNOQOOWM ~ WONMNMON
e * e o o e e \7‘ * s 6 » e o »
. AM M T =N N NOQCmed QW
? NN ? AN NS -
o -
©° ~
" .
. (=]
2 E .uﬁmw\bwugNno = a8 N NWOOONTN OO
N AN W s I~ MO NN NAWNWD=NMO NN
g M OO E L Ll
o e -o.-dNnanG\S =%} e --n-aNnnl\mg
1] - (3 -
- el et oy ) o~
elml 8] 209~ «ln |18 igsqnagga
& I~ . WOFTOMNMNOINTM o I~ . —HONMNOOONN
. . (3] e el el e o e e . e ~ v N et e = e —t
- e . - O
' © NOD - -] © ono g <
8= ~ s s * o @ . R} -] ~ ® e s o e .
Q . O~ ™ Q .. N ME N~ ~
- - -4 b Lo ] L B R B
vy d“'l .
o~ OO - o~ MNINNANOO o
™ * 8 8 o @ . o ¢ e . e @ .
H NOTIN = . . AN NOO ~
- -t - - : - ot
™ ] .
— hn . . g in :
o | o ] D el - - L PR 3 AT AT O (=]
SR 2 P N T 2R < NSTunmea o
NS o — - - © IR i g
8 ' 2y, 8
o D - - OOV - 2 = N OSSO
< « 8 8 e o . ~ e o e o w @
. NNTOMN~ O . T OV M=
[« et el - -t o NN e v -
o O i DD et DD O RANVOLTAHADTININOG
R P B Cl NLANBEANGG® ™
O~ SO
E K K
3| 9mveer 3 Ia33ne
.
5 qNmssn o NN
o g o ;
- .
A a ° a
° .
O N NMD = ~ NMOWONNINMNY
= Ny mgmgafgmohum YN N DO el NN O N NN
-.-....0-06 g -:Q:\D'O.\r;c';l\‘\‘;m.-:.
NS o
5 [ WeeonNORRRad s 2 SAlmARSE
b - ™) -




~ v
- |on
P
& N
) olrnvweonnn~nno~o
8: oo .6“; . o e t"; aon .
Q " NN T M- O®
. e NNNNNN S~
g, L
< N | NN~ ONNA
2 hn e TN e e e
. | al"Tegnnrneno®
- o g HeNONN O
o (M » —
ar— 8
=] =)
Y
=
™~
.
)
=
od
o lov o 00 =i \D 0 WO 1N M IS v =
2% b4 A AT
. . NS NN O
™ N ~ — e N NN NN
8i: ) W = O 0 O -
o = e e s e .
. O~ NN ©
posl - el N NN -
~ "o oD -
P>y Har S .
M NN ~
- - - NN -
A hn
o |e
-] © NN D 0 - =
o~ n o - - . . . -
. o R o
o NN N -
sl 8 )
o
< ~NETOE T O
3 e e e e
3 NO=M®N O
o ~“eNNN N
o NN NOO®MT =N
4 T s . H
O 0O OMNITIN-O®DMN
— - NN -
- - 00O OWN
3 T e e e .
. 0 Oy N Tt N
o SN NNN
~ []
~
3
2 S/ nmoooNgNne
N/ nNInde O~ an
HAA AR Sy
& - T OOINNI TN D
= oy AHANaA~NSS




s'g 95°g01 9°01 95°801 6°9 95°80T 7'zl 95°801
7°6 £€2°16 L1 £2°16 Ll £2°36 0°¢c1 €2°16
£°o1 2LeL vzl ZLUeL L TLrEL 6°€T " LUeL
g 11 ¥9°%S £yl 49° %5 76 ¥9°9S Lyt ¥9°4§
€€l T LE 9°91 €L A e LE $°61 e LE
Lst 8L €z 6°61 8L EZ 9°71 8L°€T Lyt 8L €T
061 91°s1 L1z 91°s1 1461 91°¢T zzt 91° <1
12 98°01 L9z 98°01 1°61 98°01 £ 11 98°01
€82 £5°9 6°62 £€5°9 8°€z €5°9 L6 £€5°9
g v sz°y L'sE sz°y z°62 sz'y 8°8 sz'y
Ly 1 979y $°1 762 $'1 8°8 ¢1
00 |y 00 a7 0°0 a7 0°0 gz
€60 K| svoe ”a y1'T R s°0¢ ”p ss0 B coe “n €S°1_W . S0t ”n
6v'Z7 "9/°d €y'11 ‘n o't “9fd evr11 'n o1 "9t gvrr so'1 T9/°d| 1€°ze n
88°ON NN 18°ON NOE ‘ 98°ON NN% $8°ON RMY
g-cT 957801 ' 95°801 1°02 95°801 1°81 95°801
9°91 €2°16 o€l €216 012 €2°16 1°61 £2°16
9°G1 zeee | 9°91 el 6°12 TLUEL L6t wLEL
£°91 9° 45 9°91 ¥9°95 822 9" %5 Loz ¥9°%g
£91 €Lt 0°61 e L 1€z €L 912 e LE
€91 8L°€T . 8 1z 8L €z 822 8L°€z 112 8L°€T
7" ST 91°sT £°92 91° 61 €1z 91°¢1 107 91° <1
1zt 98°01 892 9g°01 861 98°01 181 98°01
0L £5°9 L0t £5°9 sel £5°9 o1t £5°9
9y sz'y 6°SE sz°y 3 sz°y 18 L)
Lz §1 0°9% 61 gL g1 0L $°1
0o ajz—~Yx 00 az Y | Y g 00 a7z~
S1'Z W stoe “n 86°1T R soe_ “n 8.°¢ W soe_“n 91°¢ W s*ot ﬂn
=T r r T T 'y
gy'1 “9/°d| 11°6y °n oz'y “9/°¢| ey'11 ‘n 09°¢ “d/70| 1e'ze n 86°z "9/°d| 1e°7e ‘n
¥8-ON NMd €8°ON NMI . 18°ON NM§

08 °ON NO¥




(4 £4 95° 801 8°91 95°801 6°61 95°801 091 952801
S 12 £2°16 1°81 €2°16 6°02 €2°16 8°91 €216
s zz el 6°81 et 9°1Z Lt 9°/1 1AM ¥4
S°€z ¥9° %5 L°61 %9° 46 . 6°22 99°4¢ 6°81 %9°4¢
8°€¢ A2 §°02 A% S €2 zE° L€ L°61 zeLE
1°¢ce 8L°€T 1174 8L°€T 8°€ce 8L°€T 1°02 8L°€T |
6' 12 91°S1 L°61 91°¢1 c'ze 91°61 €51 91°S1
6°61 98°01 IAFA | 98°01 6°0¢ 98°01 1°81 98°01
1%t €59 9°21 £6'9 6°S1 €5°9 €91 €69
z°ot AL #°01 cz'y L (1AL 6°€1 sT'Y
v's s 1 9°6 s1 | 9°21 s°'1 6°¢€1 S'1
00 a7~ ux 00 ajz—YX 0’0 |qz~UX oo a7~/
08'€ H c'oe “n 69°'C W S0t “n L1'€E W S0t “n €zt R S°0f *n
I T - T T o [ T . w T T
8s°¢ “of°dl 1€°CTE ‘N €s°z "d/°d |1€°2€ 'n Ls°¢ “9/°d] €1°Lz ‘N €6°Z . 0/7d] €1°LZ "N
L6°ON NN¥ _ " 96°ON NNY S6°ON NM ¥6°ON N4
6°11 96° 801 Syl 9s-got| ST 95°801] . 8°01 95°801
Lzt €2°16 g°st £€2°16 €zt €2°16 S 11 £€2°16
Lzt LEL 6°91 TLeL z°€t €L zet el
9°¢1 $9° %S 9°81 99°4¢ 91 99° 45 9°€1 99° %€
rALY | ;€ LE 9°0z T€'LE 1°91 Z€° L€ 0°st e L€
z'st 8L°€2 ¢'ze 8L°¢€T 1°81 8L°€T L°91 8L°€C
9°€1 91°St 8°€T 91°61 L°61 91°S1 " {os1 91°S1
9°¢1 98°01 1°%2 98°01 _ £°1¢ 98°01 €61 98°01
9°'¢l £€5°9 %62 £5°9 ) 94z €59 9°12 €59
Lzt §T'y A 6°LT ST'Yy 8Lz cT'Yy S 4z STy
9°€1 s'1 G°S¢E S 1 9°'€E 1 0°0¢ S'1
00 .| grp—a/X 0°0 X 0'0 X 0°0 ajz—~YX
1£°1T N S0t “n 68°1T H s'of “n €T R~ S°0f “n 62'1. H . S0t ~n
91 aa\_a €1°L2 ma . 9¢°¢ aa\ma §1°91 mp / 05°2 aa\ma c1°91 fa gev'e T/t €911 *n

€6°ON NI Z6°ON NMY . 16°ON NMY 68°ON NN¥-




8°91 95°801
8° L1 €C 16
0°61 L EL
8°0C %9° %S
6°7¢ [A A%
FAR YA 8L°€C
8°ST 91°¢1
8°6¢ 98°01
§°ST €S9
LT [ YA ]
1°t¢ S°1
00 /%
92°C R . c'0€ “n
P [y
9Z'% d/°d S1'91 °'n
€/66°°N NMd

€ L1 95801

81 €2°16

1°61 TLeL

5 0z 99° 45

6°12 ze° L€

A4 8L°€Z

9° 1z 91°S1

S 61 9801

£°91 £5°9

6°ST sz y

991 s'1

0°'0 Q\M/I/ﬁ\x
€L'2 W sToe “n
(0 “o/tdl €12z 'n

2/66°OoN NNY

z°'9 ~ 9¢°801]
1°L €2°16
1°¢ el
0's 99° 46
88 zE' LE
911 8L°€T
0°€l 91°61
661 98°01
8°81 £6'9
€12 STy
881 61
[ 070 qiyx
8.0 H 'Ot *n
® T [
't 9°9% ¢1°91 °n
§/66°ON NN¥
L1z 95°801
9:22 €216
rA ¥4 LEL
€9z %9°4¢
9°%Z T€° L€
9°42 . 8L°€T |
S €z 91°S1
L°12 98°01
9°ST £6°9
L1 STy
1°11 $°1
0'0 n\u,;a\x
6.°¢ K S0t “n
9z % aa\ma €142 ‘n

“ 1/66°oN NmMd

0°€1 96°801
L€t £€2°16
8yl ZLeL
L°91 %9°4¢
v°81 zE°LE
1114 8L°€T
€z 91°61
9°'€Z 98°01
£°97 €59
9°62 $T°Y
0'LE" S 1
0°0 . a7 —~UX
29'1 W : S0 n
[y
to'c “97°d g9 n
" %/66°oK Nnd
681 95°80T1]
L°61 €T 16
1°02 L el
§°0¢ 99°%¢
74 ze° L€
r-61 8L°€T
1°81 91°s1
7°91 98°01
6°01 €6°9
176 LY AR
(A8 St
0'0 ajz WX
SL't W s0E “n
PO [
€6z “df'd 11°sy N
86°ON NN




21.34 U 30.5

Dﬂ

RUN No.100

A =no~ o |lovsmomon
~ oo o 3 R B e e
o B O | MN-HDINMO
S (e -
=1 - T
N
1]
= 8 =]
a ~
o 2~ W NNITINO®
I N M BORODAORNN
-3 Wa X ~| ¢ s o o w e o
H OO RNSTINY
o~ .
~ v ™ O |sooonrTarinow
& 23 2 |d|ascssdmac
~ oON =~ o NN -
3 i
o
=z 8 a
‘ : /1 0QuinmE~® Mo
gl al SABTANSID
e [~ S ¢ o s s s e & o
r;?: Mo x ; COOCrmmNMmONnS
NI =N NTOANNO g
wy . . - . - . . . L) - .
e OG‘QQRNN@-—OON
M N NNAMM NN~
D I VONANDDrmmMO
o * e s 4 ¢ 4 e+ 2 e e e
) P NN DO NG M
™ NNNNRP"MO‘) -
T IV T M NN -
V- * * s s e & ° w e e
. OO NNNM
o~ 8NNNﬂﬂm8
C I AT mMONNmmNO
~N S 4 e 4 8 4 2 o e @
C N T OLIININ OO -t
N H AT NNNNNN -
v inonsrssonnro
~ ¢ & 5 * * s & & @
c OO H TN NN -
= n o o - R ] .
~ Ny M
v e e
8 o - N [ NONTOWDmMN®D
=i ™ ® & s+ s & & e @
. Cl HANOTMNO N -
o -t ~ L I ]
= Q& .
g A~ VI OoOTrTVOINTN OO
b Bea] O | & o ¢ o o o o 4 o e
é Kax crlov~moan0ovwOO-s
) O |[mMrHNNNN®N®©
T O OND -
-3 * s e & 4 s e o » e ®
2 ONNEMNMINTOA~O N
O |laNaNNMMNMON 2
QO | mMoInmanTaNwon i~
3 e e s 8 s 4 e e e o o
C I MNITDmMnONgTam
Tl NNNMNOOM AN - ©
T leHmnENANNOHINO®
-~ . . . 3 . . 3 . -
NN OONT IO NN
? NNRANHATR .
&~
~
8\9 ~ FTNOQOD NN M
CNOCOTIT~ON N
3 "

Y/D




¢'0 | ss°z
Ty | sz
6°0 £€9°¢ S*%1| 00°Z
6°0 82°'9 Sz 80°€ L°9z | zLt
9°2 Ln's L6 262 6% | wu'1
LA SOy 8°91| L6°1 o Le | L1°1
€8 ¥6°2 8°0z| 19°1 v°LE | 68°0
9°01 | €81 z'ce| s80 v LE| 19°0
9°Z1| L0 €9z €€°0 1°LE| €£°0
-0°¢1| 900 €sz| 90°0 6°ve | 900
. a/x . .
0'0 a/?2 / 0°'0 a/z a/x o0°0 a/ a/x
e°1 H 1 W e°'1 Hz
o, [ w. [
10°¢ "9/ ot'e “d/7a 10°¢ “97°0
19'09 a/x 98°01 a/x - STy a/x
€/201 z/toT 1/201
r - -
68°€l ‘N S0t n Z01 Nnd

9e | L6°1

s's | 691 1o | 2zt
L0 | 19'y L'e | 191 0'¢ | #v°1
8'1 | os°€ el ert e ot
sc | ez 7€l | €8°0 8'1z | 680
s | sz°1 6°st| 8s°0 | 8°8z| 19°0
€9 | 20 v L1| oc'o 9°¢c | €€'0
£9 | 900 68T | 90°0 ¢'se | 90°0

. . R a/x
oo | gz¥| oo | Y3 oo |anY
6%°0 H 15°0 A 6v°0 R
o [

96°1 "9/ 9 so'z "9/ 96°% "9/°9
19°09  a/x 9801  G/X STy WX
 g/iot Z/tot - T7701
z9'c 'n st “n T01 Nnd




9w

o't | 6c°¢€
os | 1€
6°21| €8°¢
60 | 61°y 9°sz | ss°2
: 9°¢ | €9°¢ y°9g | 8Z°C
so | 6e°¢L 9°11 | 80°¢€. £ov | 00°2
9°z | 82:9 L8t | 28°¢ 1°ey | 2t
99 | LTS v°ZT | 1671 gor| w1
L6 | so'v g€z | 19°1 9 9g | L1°1
6°21 | 762 1'ez | s8°0 z°cc | 68°0
z°s1 | €8°1 8°2z | 85°0 €16 19°0
121 | zLo 8'zz | oc°0 £°87 | €€°0
8" L1 | 90°0 1'zz | 90°0 6%z | 90°0

arx

oo |25 oo [0z¥k| o0 |az 7X
91z H o1°z ] e M

[ o [ ©
o' 9/°0 66°z 9/°9 z0'e "9/°0
19°09  a/X 98'01 a/X sz'y  a/x
£/%01 z/vot 1/%01
r ®

%€ 1z N »O1 NO¥

§°0¢ n

L1
9°c | L6°1

82°9 z'9 | 69°1 00 | ze't
so| trs L6 | 191 o€ | o1
€1 | cow vzl | €11 1ot
ve| 96T ¢o1 | <80 1'¢z | 68°0
g's | €81 0'61 | 85°0 z'1€ | 19°0
gz | zo 1'1z | oc*o z'9t | €g'0
z'8 | 900 g'1z | 900 v'8€ | 90°0
00 | oz x| oo [arlE| o0 |apdt
29°0 K| o W 90 K
co'e "9/°0 e "o/ vo'€ 979
19°'09 /% 98°01 " @/X ST’y a/X

t/¢01 Z/¢01 /€0t
¢ -
soe "n £o1 N4

61°'9 °n




25.81

U

30.5

-l NN N

s~ o N OO NTOMNONMN
OO O 3 s e e e s s w e
Ol 2l {nugnerw~o
- O ™ - -t - =]
8 L4
- .8 a8
Q W NNT NN ONN
a~ N ONmmo~Nno
~ M *m
Xa = |/8 ComaTIne N
L)
-2 -2 (=] oa\mcmoem—a
0 O ~ . e o
> s+ |l o wmoﬁowﬁeo
O N i
-t

106/2
p.lo

X/D
M

a
Slovon~oNoomo
QAOAINOO N

CoOomNmMTT

ngi O lMnnmnonoveN’
B M
- (L -] mnnwna o,
T e ~ —HNMMAMM ° c
8 ]
[=] . [=)
- - 8
a Nl O~ N~ N AN .
E e\.ﬂ O\D-th Nnnco-on@
ot X a a8 COrmMmaNNN®MM
™
© =N Y O | 0oOonaNnLnm
. \Da\ Q - . . - . . - - L3 .
~ A o ¢ o O [ WONSWVT NG
™M ~ O~ N = =t (]
So
— 8 d
a O NDTO NN
a~ N ONNMANON®OO
~ « e 8 s 8 & o & a
X a = Rioomamesnon~
)
\
O~ o OCr = OO TOWOmTN~
® o 3 d R R e e B R
Nl s o |uneagdldneas
~] O~ &~ = NNONN
=] -
— 8 2
a mwmann na
a= N nNOITNINOVH~M
Ka = | /82 CCOCHHNMMIT TN
Lol
ngg (=] wdmaemhowmnaumwu
.
~ e s o loO aoo~mwmcm~~nmhso
g BEPGUER X} HeEAQNNNNAMNAN NN -
[Ta) wn
g S 8 a8’
=y ~iowmnmeo~ g DN Mt OIS T N
g a~" OMvarI~nS oMo N
e ) hPi
2 < a = BloocooRAaaNNNMMA®ST
. >




el o ©OowmwIng e 2 Q ~MNOYIOITMON
= & LaamEaewn .. . . e e
. . . MO OOt OO . e . NN I NSO AN
(] -t o~ e I I S ) - O ™~ SN N e et el .
g = 73 0~ © O F O = 8 = O ‘OO0~ INO™M
a ~ « e o o s ol a ~ e o v s o s & @
< . 0w )M T N o ~ e 1B T O OO
oy - et e o= — vt ol ot
o~ TOaNM®EM o o~ AN N~NO ~
o * o & s o . (2] * & o 5 e+ s . .
. aoNMnm™m o . “NOOO®D W w
o - - gk gt - Jan - J— 1
-l oo 2P
3 : . kn © O MOt
|l gl|lg] mnmmean = sRl| g =mesnge w
. AN NI ™M [=] . SN ™M O wy
o o priivipal g s S " © NN et
R ::8 : 2 bs‘ :
- —_inM~ 0N < €0 00 O P~ O 1N O © ©
~ e« o @ & ® @ o ~ '\.“:O. " et o e
- oMo . O w0 n
) 3«82.4-.-‘ [=) NN "
O R VO MM TN O POOMmMNTOTMm®ON
S oMM ON T N - Sl B oind e oS in
©| K] =Aq . NN
3| mHgacendaae 3| .2eaneNe
NN TN O . NMMNDTO®
S ' o
K o 3
2 8 NMOOONENME = 5 N MO0 0N N MO
N neNne R men AN B al NI AR NN
- STOOMANT M ® S mrvonmangme
5 e q, Sﬁummhmg =] L] -a-iN«nnv\c\S
] -
2l gl[2] ==o~asnaas w1l 8] enneasenag
3 2 . ONNN™O®NNMN o b . Qaa®w~nAacN~o
- - ~ B/ Il Jh RS/ o~ SRR Rl il g
= 12| @ayanes oz || 8] oenne
8 : a ™
S F|3] <séreda <3| ddagen
ps . o )
— 8] @tace < ' 8] 2xanne o
. ST INO N OO ~ . O N 00 o
< - : s i ] rd gt - i
-] o [
. .
© gl "neseen o 2 k|| 8 =Neqnee o
N 4 NHOQ D N~ ‘. QARVRNNME
[« - . . (=} Ll e B T I B
Hpﬂ
| aeninm o 3| 2tanow o
3 s ..
A ® . NN OO N
s bRt Rt o QYRE32 o
o enenaae o @naNne
. e e
O N
°lagaxza” | S8]III
g =ansaenneg g anousmcana
e « o o e .
NN CNO DO ~N * AN MO ONMNNN=O
] o qao9 N e NN NN ol
-t i -
> a 2 2 NN OO WD N TN MO
o 5
by 1A MO WD DN NMD
= N/ R aenaa & N A A AR
; ~e2 M OO NN T OO
S & "“-"‘"222«5%1\0\3 = e ReNOANSR O
Lo >




\D}\‘r [=) NONNAOANOTO® < |w =) N OO N e D
I~ I e ¢ s o o o = » a o O o~ e s e o o e a
. . . SR NO® MO N e 1% . NN O NI TP
=] o~ NN - - fen o~ — e - -t
8= o N Mmo oo gl® o COMNO -
Q ~ « ¢ e s e e e @ Qa ~ « + o s »
~ . QO NN ol ONCO O ~ . MOV N 3
™ — e oM - — -t
o~ T O NN T @© o~ NN~
f3a) * e o a4 o o o . (3] * * e s s s
. NN Q o~ n . NN
-] i, | O -l 4 g} -
~ o & |on
,\ P
7 © NNNINOITRM ~ [in © D ) N et
o ey ") * e o o 8 8 % e @ ™~ N x ¢« o & o &
: . N T MO0 . ®wAN
(=] et et o —
"'ID .HD'
3 VIO Ne-MO O < VNN O =Y
-3 e s o 8 s 8 e - * s s 8 e »
. NOONNAND I~ : MNNT S
o NN - [ )
o NF el AP O NI MO Q ANV OO -HOINO
A NV A . 3 DR R R R B R Tl
=Y FONMNVIODN O o QOIT I T T TOOANN
NN Nv-!r'll-‘v-lF'lr-Ov-..F'.HH
- NSNS N < QOUOHOVWOmO
) e o o . o -~ e e o o s o8
. MO MWL O . MmN rTT®
AN - [=) e e - i
" ? ~ 7
Q ~
- - .
: .
s 8 ' 0 0 O N g O D 2 £ N MO0 NTNMO
= NG R Nl Nin®D e~ Mo~
= B e 00N mnT g R G T
-l
=2 >y AeNANOO o~ > MeENMIANG O
. = -
N - i |on YUY et D
glgl]8] =7Nenna~ng 2118 wane~oann
. i . NNONINNO DD o e . NIII T TN =O N
e ~ NN R 1 L] o~ Ll I T R e TR gy
= 12l «29unex SLELIR] Svnten 2
. NTIN T T - ~ . N O -HMm o
o=y -t =t v v el ) Q'."! -~ v et el ot
[ QAT T T OVO [=} o~ NSOV NN N o
- « o o o s @ . i) « s e o & o -
. NN o . O m -
. - IR g P © - e -
~ |on Q= .
N © o o A © © MO NN
-t
am 8 QarigQan N N © LR S
3 T O =O0N 3 Ored
[~} NN et [«] [l I R
-'-1:,8 .
- O OROOAN=INO < MW DNy
- e 8 e 8 e e o @ ~ ¢ e 2 & s @
e FONONOON®D : AN WINT ™
=3 NN e [=] T ored et vl ot et
J - ~ ]
ol ¥ngseeanne 2l223mt37330n
- NO oW ~oing o o
ol aqdyaguge AaNRaSR3INeg
[N
g| enaeveean~ . g 2enn~-qoaw
. ~ . rOONNTNH D
3 o I}Q{Lag~ S 19 BRI =gt el il i1
-t ] .
e S |
: CNFNND = M NOODNTNMO
Z W A QREeSRaINA = N NENIND =N MO~ NIA
s Ve RV . al 35 . e
AP )= . HFOVONNOMN T M el O
E S "‘"“’S,“:';Nm-nnmg o P Tanna~ag




n e o NOWVWMNMOOTITOM - [=} T PN T 00T N N 1O
o S "o NN T M NN B R OO ONOBOT MmN
. . . w0 . . .
N o~ v e o e et ™ (N o~ HNNNNF‘#F‘F“:
8= 0 TNONS T L) - g = [¥-3 N el ol O
a ~ e s e w . a ~ e e e o o @
~ . NN O\ o~ ~ . —“INANOO®
p - - - - Ra - I = ]
Q Q
~ TN M ~ D et P D
V| Nwons T Sdadswse
.
™ - - < - QR -
- | ~ oo .
. e o e
o | © NOONOD @ © [in -3 SN
M < SO~ o = « Sagogww
N O O - .
) fam iR rul St - s ) EELLEL R
3 D
2 - —HOMNMT O < ONO O
- s s e o o -~ * s ¢ o e @
. OO NN . WM N -
(<) P IR~ oo © NNNNN~
O |l RN NMIOTTON Ol TNITNO =m0
d e ¢ ¢ o s ae e e e e 3 R A AR R R
O [ TrOmNSTIAN TN~ O | Hed NI AN ™M
R SO0 I i Rk [ Sl Jhan) TN N NN -
- O NSO 3 N OMN md vl
& « ® ® & o & ® @ -~ * & o e o 8 o @
. O NTINT M . VNN NN
? R R e i ? NN N NN -
o [
~ : ]
iy L]
. N
2 S 1N AD O O N T N ™MD 2 e N OO WO NN MY
N/l ino =~ MO~ oA ) NAWINGD N o@D~ A
= A ldoomnmeneEma ] R S T R
= =l HeNMANNSOO [ 2 NN
— >4 -
~ = © AV~ MNNDN
Pl g & e s o s s e e e @@
. | . NFOANNANINIT OO
b P ~ P I R g I
©
L= fe| weunn 3 < Jo
~ . O NN ] N fon
. - - - D
- e
o~ WO O NN «© (=3 FTHNOON N
P " s e ¢ e @ . g8 |= . ¢ ¢ 8 s e e+ * e ® o @
. 3O MW ~ (=] VWL F TN =NANOP
< - -l S ANNNNNN -
™
3 o~oO~Nm
2 ] nena a
s Tngaa ) O V0N N MO
. - / -ng}moo.-:hmer\onn
D — [=,} (=) . . . . . . . o o .
o VMO NMO R S| Nt o oMM~ o
3 SRR ®© jin >, SFHNONNOO
. WO NN -l -
o r-lv-l-l‘-l
1,8
O | OMMINNMITMOON = )
. K] .\D‘U;-Q.F;G;
o o
S IR ot ek o i b
< MmO~ OOMM
T dooadvnns
- o Aot et e ot §
- ] .
N Q
o a
N OV ONTNMD =
= N AR L LB L,
g e Nomnman s 0o 5
R )
] I \DS—!NF\II')‘I\O\§ of
S, h




3.04
M 2.13

.

—

18.14
25.9

u.
Jl

RUN No.132

X

o I ANONOWN O
~N e o 8 ® o o e o Y
. oo~ INM
o~ v O e el v el e ot
) ANW MM
™~ L) . L] . L]
. o~ ®®
4 ol el el gt et
o WANNMM®
[1a] . L 3 . e
. ~ T~ 00 0
~ =l e el e
© —~ 00 OM®O ~
= A A .
. OO DO N -
(] O =l o vl e e -
< MOO®DONO
q - . - . . - -
. 00T = OO
o NN e
O loovwonNNITNODO
A IRl - A A e
O | e O™ NN -
T AN A A
< MW NO
3 Teannaeen
. DINN NN M
? NN N N oyt el et et
g N OO N NN
N/ NN~ mOo~NNR
e nnaRnan
~Togunansnde
RHNMANR G




1.99
1.39

60.61

t\hﬁoommn\omqwﬂt\n
PR
.-QH-OOO\NOV'\\TMN.-A-OQQ
=i vt

Run No.140/3

pileg

X/D
M

DO et OV SN 00O ™M =t OV
OM\DQ'-C#'\ wa-—ono

Oooco-—a-d—-oNNNNnnn

15.16
1.97
1.38

MNOMMOOBNINOMNN
c e s s s s s s e 8 s e @
OO TN M-
o v = e e e

Run No.140/2
x/p
p./o,
M
Z/D

Y/D

omamnewswon-—a
Ot"’\DQHQI\ N O -t
w-lde

0cooocm NNNm

25.9

4,25
1.95
1.37

Uy
Run No.140/1

p./e,,

X/D
M

18.14

v,
0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20 2.64 3.09 3.13

-0.44

NNNONNNA=-NO
e s s o s s 8 e e ee
NN ONDEOAN~NO
NENMMMO M-
NN O=OOWITNNDO
e e s e e o o o .d
et 1) 00 OV ON M e I
Lo X3 .

NS TMOOOVWIETNANO
P « e o s e e »
M~ N e

o =t i

Wy
NNAMA M
OITANMIITONDVD
“ e s s o % e s e e e
NN NN-HOO
ot el NN =
~NOYOoOIMmMBROOo o»c
e e s e e e O
[T YR ] 6 o O Q»O
nr\mea«hehooa
e s e o s e e o e
O\wONHQQﬁ + O 0
- [}
ATORNTNITNOOINO
s s * % e 8 . s w e e
RO AONQOOOVDWN O
el O NN e
NN W TOMND
e e o & o o s 8 s o ®
OMN NN OMN D=
NN MMM =
NMNO-MOOmE~NOW
« o v s s e a4 s s e w
N.—ammc\c\g—lmﬂo
DR K KR KL N R
HONRST NN OTOOWO
e o s 8 o s e v e e e
VNONNPINOVNINOO
NNANMON-

RUN No.l40
zZ/D

/D

VOO ITNO
O NI O = MO Nt

N « e e o o o
COOQOmmmmNN




11.81 U 25.9

-

RUN No.142

3.00
0.0

60.61
1.37

m&OU\NIhﬂOQNQIh-l
® 4 " e & e 4 e e s e o s
e e NN O TN - [~ N =]
=t -

Run No.142/3
X/D
oj/pm
M
Z/p

Y/D

800-'0'\\70: 0 1Y ) -
QMWW T~ NN O -
v e . N

COCOCHmMmaN~N ™

15.16
2.99
1.37

0.0

MOMIN-=AOTONMIN
I A S A

o .
NOG\QI\\TNO\&NF‘O
NN ot ol

Run No.142/2

) zZ/D

8\0"‘)-—10\'\~QN VN m
QMO T~ ™~
.

« e ¢ s s o w s “ o @
COO0OO0OOmmmNNN®N

0.0

NINDOOONINEMY N m
* 4 ¢ s e e s & s e 8 o @&
N MP O n 3 N
\T@QQQQ\T@NQ d

Z/p

Run No.142/1

Y/D

SOQNIHG\M#O\I\'-OQN
ONTNOVOMRMO®DNN
> e * o

©CO0CCSOOmmmmme

25.9

6.48

.U,
-J

RUN No.141

2.33
0.58
0.0

60.61

MO ITONV®
s e e e o s e
NN TNO I -

Run No.141/3
X/D
Dj/pw
M
Z/p

Y/D

SOHO\NQN
OO~

« e s v e s
COOO ™™

15.16
2.34
0.59

0.0-

NN A OMOND =
* * o o & s e e @
VNN ONN-O
L I N ] N

zZ/D

Run No.141/2

X/D
p./p
M

Y/D

88333n3Ng

C00CSmaan

4.25
1.95
0.49

0.0

46.2
43.6
40.6
31.0
16.3

2.9

0.0

Run No.1l41/1
Z/p

X/D
pj/p

Y/D

VNS NO®
oN“‘\Qﬁﬂ&D.

CCCO0Cmmm




3.00
0.0

60.61
2.10

MOINOMODNIN

LI ST S A
FTLINANDNO
— o, )

25.9
Run No.144/3
X/D.
pj/pw'
M
z/b
Y/D

o Wy -t
omme thv-l\b
OOOO-—INNF’D”

15.16
3.05
2,13

NONITOTLTINOmND
© e s+ n e e o8 s 4

.
~ -l NN e

18.14
z/D

Run No.144/2

X/D
pj/pw
M

Y/D

u.

O NN © n ™M
Oﬂ\bw—lQ'\ Nlhw

COCOCOrmmacN &

4.25

3.03

2.11
0.0‘

NIhO:NOIhOF‘thG\O\FG

Z/D

Run No.144/1
Y/p

RUN No.144
U

X/p
M

VONM—"ON TN OWY

oONnw® HAavoNAN <
“ e e RN N L
COOO0OOmmmmcNNNMm

3.04
0.62
0.0

60,61

nwo u:eac:«:o\—4
h-h-h-n~¢ Nl—do o

25.9
Run No.145/3
X/D
0;le,
M
Z/D
Y/D

S\Otnrio\h~seas
OMO®OemFN
O O O c»o Fl—lwlbl

15.16
2.99
0.61

q-h-wsc\w)aIO\o\qrrd-u
o-n F)OlblniN co co

5.26
Z/D

Run No.143/2

4X/D
pj/pm
M
Y/D

8 MO NE N @0 O
Oﬂ\DQHQ'\ Nlﬂ

O O O O O —l—irihlhiei

4.25
3.03
0.61

0.0

\O.Q\DONNF‘

Hﬁﬂwﬂlﬂo
NN~ N

Run No.143/1
/D

RUN No.143
pJ-/n‘,n

X/p
M

Y/D

8\0"’1#0\'\*
Qn\DQHQ

O O O O O'Hld




1.97
1.67
0.0

60.61

XN OTODANMN
« e o o o s @

25.9

u

Ll
-~ . .
© N AN TN
~ = . .
i
o
]
§‘ 8~ N QO ~ [,
i S ey ¢« & o o .
3 Ka = E OO0 0O~ Le]
Dt
D = e (] W OoNnwvww ~NO OWw
- O 3 o+ v s+ o & o
P [ ~i~ @ M e NN
Yy et - ~ o= - L]
-

25.91

Run No.146/2

RUN No.146

8 a
Qa ~ O MO 0O N
08~ N 8<:ﬂw¢:m- S:Qu\w
g " e 4 e e " e e
oo X a COO00O™ NNNN
. a
bt
~] mwe o L LR NN~
~] N © * s s e = » .
O . e e ~r~ © N N et
I e~ oaoavb3<ﬂ-¢ o
.
Q =
= 8 ~ .
a N O WM - FTNOOW
g a8~ O NI W ANNMNO
-~ m (] ¢ v v s e e * s e e e
] M a ;OOOOO-—* N ONNNM

25.9

1)
)

32.13

RUN No.l45

™ —-~on (=] AN O N Nt~
~ O 3 ¢ s e o v ® ¢ & o o
™ . e . O [ NO NN -~0O0
~ Ori N L e I I
-t O
o
(-]
= 8 a
=) S~ 8\°|—1I~NQ FTOWn
g o~ N COm~A o O
< e * s s s e @ e o s
i X a X a COOmmN L R Y
S~
b
- e
g 88 ¢ |2 |angeenannaneancoy
ce e e NN O~ o ™~
g Vet N [ I I ] ﬁﬁ‘annm—.
-l - :
N
(~]
= 8 a
Q. ~ O M- NN QWY OIS g
g a~ N QO W0 ONNV= O
~ v, ¢ e e 4 e « e s e e ald »
bl Mo = a COQCOOm™ NNNNNMMm
S
[
| nw ™ Q JO00ONY e TSNS N
~| NN . « e s e .
[T, TR . o N Oy T NCO NI Il
] - o~ e e N & vt
-
(~}
= of 53 K- X'a) FNO WM
= as~ ~N o NN ANNKNOMY
Tl ™~ m [~ K L R
Ml M.a = ;: COO0OCO~ “aNNNMNM®Mm




M 0.49

pj/pb 1.95

6.48
25.9

RUN No.162

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

63.0
40.9 45.4 38.7 30.2 18.2 17.1 29.2

'28.7 32.1 27.3 20.7

'\Q\ﬂOQO\MQQ
ONNO\Q\D\DV\V\

O\N‘DV\O
""'OO\QQ

lﬂl\\blﬂOQ
Oc\wwl\

14.

NWOWO T

)
T VO NS
-

l\‘hl\lhﬁt
@\‘I‘OQI\

r~rdco|d c:a\c\en
g@-—lO\Q\D\DO
h~v\«1—1c
wxfr-tﬂiw

/o2 -0.44

1.5

4.25
6.53
10.86
.15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64

73.72
91.23
108.56

pj/p_ 1.97

M 0.74

9.72
25.9

vy N o -] —4«:N\o o O o:n:n
o~ I .
. e . c\‘n o T L
- o ~ ~
= ] O~NDOO0O0
Q ~ e s ¢ s e e @
-~ . © O\ €0 ® @ @
or) i -
o NOOQOO vy
™0 N *
1= o e @ W ~
o~ {on
M~ ] e
. n © HOMNNYO N
o laQ © e o o s e .
. T OND®O® ™
e [« vyl
[= (=]
~ AN OMNO
4 . . . e
. -0 M O\
o N rd -
O it~ mMNONO M
. e e e e .
O | NOOVT AN OOD
o N eed e el
< AV = MO O
5 * e o & ® e 8
. TOTOND®D
-~ ? N el el -t
)
-
.
2 2 INMOOONTNMD
N/ | NN oA~ ON N
z e & % 8 & @ & 3 B e
= al"TeonNNyMeo
= 8 e NMANOO
I~ -l
O |\ [=} WN=HINOVMNMNO-
o o ~N s 4 ® o 8% s © a & @
P At . FORNNNON-ROOD
- e ~ NN ot e e
8= © oo nm
a ~ e e s e e
~— . N-ET RS S H N T ]
e -l P =R I
a
o VINOoOINITM -}
Pa) « e+ a o o [3
. NS O o
e} - ol e e
~ [on
.
= p” © oNHoRN I~
“a RN d .
o~ < NHOOMN O
o NN e
*HDS .
- - MO INOM
-~ e ® 8 & 8 o o
. WD O SN
o NN el
o OFE NSO MMM ND
" ....--.-°.°-°:
0O 1Y N
e g:g;ggblﬁudvdrdwlﬁ
. W OANON NN
# e e ® s e s @
o . - oD N
O =) R IG EE R R R
ot 1
2 a8 1N OO 0N TN MO
M ANNO N MO NN
e e o 3 e s a s s w
=1 o|"evSnanzlssg
=2 2 NN
> 4

RUN No.1614 -

0.0 0.44 0.8 1,32 1.76 2.20

~0.44

43.5

28.4 24.0 16.9- 11,1 13.3 21.5

21.5 18.4 13.3

25.5

qomea\neou
hlgl\lbr\h~0\o

-no:oxcn
~ S

O
OO W~

9.5 11.7 17.4
9
7

oo
o~

Q
N ©

MM NHON
s o s o e o
[N~ L Y-

14.8 13.8 11.1
12.2 11.6 10.6

20.0
14.3
11.6

8.4

zZ/D

X/b

1.5

4.25:
6.53
10.86

15.16
23.78
37.32
54,64
73.72
91.23

108.56




~ fin o NN O NN © |y <) NN MMmweD™m
o I~ ~ « & o o & e @ N |2 N F s e s e s s 8 o * o
A i . O~ MO0 o e . NN NTONNOWYW
et (3] ol e o = = |y o~ - L B B B I R P e
sl= v N FONN~ 8= 0 O NWOWN®DWDE ™M
(=Y ™~ T e & o o Q ™~ *® s 8 s o s o o
~ . L) ~ . D -\t OO OO
oy —{ [ R I I ] =y -t L o B R e ]
o~ O NN - o~ 00 O i~ O™
™ ¢ o s o e o o o ® s o s s s o s
. O M INO O IN . NWONTONMNY
(V- 4 L L N ] [ g] L) L I R B I )
o |on - o:
N
o v © T OO O NN~ ) o~ fnn © NOrmMnMmO 6o
~ e~ @ s e s 5 e » @ . ™ iy ® s s e s & e ®
. N M N OO ) . NN NINN NS O
Q L I R I I ] -t (=3 L I B
. 8 sy B
=2 =/ 2 I
< VNN~ N o TINNONA®
e s o e o ® o o 3 * e o e e o @ »
. OO OO0 N . WO NN O
(=] ool el e vl g (=] L B T B I ]
O | OO DODNNNOWY =N Clomnor~rmagcowome
A s s e s e s sl . LB R I R e 4
[=} NN~ o VANOMOMNOMNY Y
NN vl v e e e ot e gy Lo B B B O N R st |
< N NN NNDY = M NOOon®
- e s o o o & o - * s e o e s e »
. © WO \O O MO . MO OMN®MNY
v : O [}
- L]
. ~
(=] o o (=]
= 1 O O 0NN MY = a8 N MOWOWONTNNO
M EINO N ™M~ N R N NIN® =N MO~ A
g R e T I ] R T e T
-
= a RANA ARG S = 2 AHNAANSS
> ~ > ~
N o o~ 3 - - . . 3 L) . [~} o (3] L3 L3 . . . - . - -
. (= . M~ NSO NI 1 . O WWIN TN =
- e o~ . L I e W et — e ~ L JCa B i il St g S
o
5= | le| =enacese S| 2venn
. HeEHMNNNn N ~ . o
vy - L R R R ) Q.,’., i L I I T e
o~ N MO T ® o~ T O NN O
= P S e i 4 - « o e o'
. MO =TI N . N NN
©° - P o=l ui gl s < - I (el fpud hul |
I o . . - o
A ' i ~ © n © MmN NN
o~
sle g voeeavasan 2RI|8] anuas
. O OVEN ST N0 NN T M . O™~ 01N
o i g et Sl Sl - 1 (=) o e R
oy 8 .HDR
= < NONIFTOOOTM 4 IO N
< S S S < ~ MW
wy
o Rl B et el l-t Rt et c NN
© lmovowsrsrinines o~ Ol NNV M
N PSPV S| GO LGt
NSO N
e '2353.‘3—“—‘.—‘——..—. NN N e e ped
3 VOO NN
3| 3a%sond " 3 ddendes
.
2 ;| oosgsns 3 $| ws=msig
- 7 - :
.
S - (]
(2] o a o
- - MDD 0N F MDD = LN DO W NN N
= VInSR82RFIRIR & AR RELEL
AN O w I OONAON TN
E a "**“’S'SNm;’wa\%’ o~ Q -l-iNt"HnNO\S
= = X -




v 91 95°801

ST £2°16

0°81 TLEL

v 81 %9' 9§

81 ze L€

y°81 8L°€T

s L1 91°¢1

8°€1 98°01

S8 €579

€9 sz

s s'1

0°0 a/z” X
162 KW 6°6z “n
t6'1 “9/fo | wgee 'n I91°oN NN




25.9

18.14

il

U

RUN No.180 ~

Y/p

=} NN NS M N OO
- - =2 OSSN OO\ O
] =N MM ~Q e s o s ® e ® s @
~ ¢ » e i=] COQ0QCOOOO~
Ol VMl
O] v
- Q| MM MNWNINGD O
N d BRI R it et
o O RNRENANINOT™~O
2z 8 LR e R ] i
a :
E Ei\:n a WA TOWOWe=NN
=] ¥ a = ;3 8 Oeﬁo:wzq\q-1h-m
e s . o
a COO0OO~NNMMM™M
~
2
MO OO OO
2 VN o Efg [ SUnRe%e
. . e e . e
g% OO ™ (=) COO0COCOQ0COO0O~
« e e
~l O -
I = Q| A INOOTNOND
2 Ol oo mmannoo
= 8 e NN
Bl a2
gl N - 8\30\N~¢hlwtﬂ°\ﬂ
Ka &|& CMNOWANNM®D T
S ‘s s s & » o * e o
N a CO0O0OOmmNNM
~
e
{=) N Qe NN OO
:f . n oW Svo'or~ 0\0\8'8
~Nf Mmoo o ~O ! 1 s & e o e * s » o
Blr:c\«: =] O 0OO0O0COLOO QO wiwed
N
W] el -
- [=] OO OOQTNONNDY N -
N . ® s e e s e e o s s ame
-} NINON0RNO NN~
= 8 © NNNANN o~ N e
Q
2l &=
N oA la 8\0—40\h~q-a|o¢nu101—dc\h
Bl ®a'=m|J 2SN aNNRonEe
. . . e “ .
53 CO0OCOODHMHMAMANNNNM
o
[ NN OV TN O
:f AT NnINTNOD O
SO [T e s s 6 & e s s »
=} © 000000 OCO
Sl aNANMNVINAINN=INN
~N ¢ v s 8 e 8 s 2 e s & o
P OONMOVODWrMN I ~O
N f o N NN NN -
O | OO OMOMO N~
~ I . “ e s s e e 4
* T NHOOMNONNOOO
L R I I I I e
N NN MmN O N
M| & ¢ 2 4 o e s o s 8 e o
el - . H“OANOQOOQRINNOOO
~ Ny e -] - =]
o " e e
WO F = . .
- D[ N N=NAINO NN =N
- . o e e e o & » & e o o o
. VIS IS OIS A v
g 8 og'-lpdNNNN-d
a<
E\--. ~ Nl OOOTNONOW
Ml M a = R * s o o
i NINMOEMMTNINNITNT O
OfNNNMmMmMmMmMN =
O|lomm~oroOINEHON
e | e e e 4 s e e e s e e e
O] XOAQNMINDOINGD NN
NNANM®MO M -
T I OOV HMOANEFNOOMOTWO
Q ® & & ¢ & * & 2 @& e *
s | NNV ININTNOO
? NNANNNNOMON -
a2 0 3 N 8 W W N = OV
. L B Y N O~ O
N s e . e s s e s o w8 ®
COO0OOOrmeemNNN




M N~ o (] NeInNeN~Oo
| B °c o\r\onhcoo
-] Qm O - -
-l 0
(=]
= Q.a 5 OVAHAT O DN
[-)) g e\_‘ N 8 na\mv\on
- *
"
Py Ml HMa X a oooo-c-cNN
S
P
8
-
Nl o on o O TOHNINNN N
~ - O\ . e 8 e 8 &+ e s e o
- s =] NN NN W~
© ner O NN~ -
=l -
(-]
3 = Qs a O AN TNO®
. gl A ~ CrMMOONNIAN
O é e i ] ~N s s s & o &
. ¥ a = a COO0OO0O rimemt
ormy ~
=] Ll
= wno o | NoNOEN®©~
~| N = -
- [=] R [ 3N-—n~-—co
@© o @~ ©
=1 -
Q (]
= = O.a E h.:rN @
% el a~ N o'-t ~O NN
3 e ) a e o o
[ <4 Ma = e OOOOO—!-O-‘
Lol
an . 80 HOMNMN®O
’ =2 nsoncocoo\mma\
[Ta) [¥-} - 0{~0
o~ B oo M 1=} oooooooo
@O O m
=8 | © O |l R@oMmeTINDO
. 3 “ e e e s . .
-] Ol NNNNONM~O
-« = QB o
~ g e\ a WOWNDOTO
M Py
3 o~ ¥ a = ; CAOmMNMOIA -
[
a OOOHNM\‘!‘QV\
L .
o >
~~
|
o 8Q DM =0 00N -
=} . = P ONNOOAOAONORNAO O
] nl O |l N0 c s e s s s a s & @ »
3 B ~Oo ™ =] CO0O0QQOO0OO0OQ0O~O
O] e - o : i
SR 2| wnwneaaninaene
- (] Ol wvmununununeaNnm~an=00
3 = QB e R R
= g e\-r-l g2 ORI ONHINNOM
Bl | & Xa =S | 0onRIonteana
o ; COOOANNMMIT TN




0o =N Ol ™Memmcd-~0OT0
3l 22 S| S ssssstiaem
- -] Qm O b gt ool pout ol ] gt °
-l o
(=]
/a
= aa ~ 8@0\1\@(\:@
Ly g a~, N QMmVo N~
. . . RNt
\n [ ®a X OO0 OO O mt i
o~ a
~|
P
8
=]
Nl o~ < O | NWOMm®ONN ~
~ - S - e ¢ o o s o o . .
fw} L O[O0V -OANDIND MO
ol ne © ot NN o e el
-l o
(3] .
~
WK 8
o Q a QVANITING N =
§ &= N/ e9neana -
— od XNa = e COO0O0O O~ ~N
S~
= L]
- ~ -
R/ 2| ereannnancg~
[ () ¢ 0 e (=] D NN = @ Nt O
@ ®l = O NNNOONN
- -
Y I
(] (~] =
= = 8 a
=) ~ 8\0'\\7018@ [ X -
Bll 8 S>-_ |Va|GC¥ncNmeas
=] -] wa X ; COOCOOmm o~
- .
J g8 & Qfntaaanc
o~ [ O NOOOWWON
[- -] 8N et NN = eyl e e
-
é o.a e OO\ll\s'roh
- | 5 &%, [5/|885338%3
» ~ M a X COO0O0O0O N
2 a
o =
8 -
=}
Nl o~ 3 ClOONNNNMN N
~ - ON (=] 3 * 6 ¢ s s 3 & o & e
o * o 4 (=] NSNS NNO N
0] e - NNNNNN
-
) .
~
- g o,8 a WO NO
|8 &3 [§/|88R8%3]]
s o = n' OCOCOCO O mm~
-y
~
R Lol
~ o~ 0 OlovommnaTinaNO~~
~ oo © o [ & » s o s e o s » 8
o~ o o e e O I NNOVINOINMT O
@ | e NN m
-4 -4
. .
(] (-}
"n
= = c:.a ~ O NO ) -1 Oh
Bll g 85._ [V |22 encaneaq
o M o X Q COOCOOmHmMmeNN
>




1.96
2.43

" 60.61

Run No.184/6

pj/on

X/D
M

0 O NN =H®G® O 8
1 o ~ 0 O O [, .
. e " eig . .
o0 ©O o000 © -
COHAHNINONMNOY O
« s . “ e o e 4.8 e
VOO NIITOONND O

v vl el e o)
WOWNmMNNOMS -~
a SR8 mNBEREBN
= » s o e s s s a's e
COO™MNNMIINOON

23.78
1.99
2.46

el e SO O ONT O

. “ o s e e e

DOOANONNOMNANNO
-

Run No,184/5

pj/pw

X/D
M

z/p

Y/D

W NONAOATO

CWeEMNNDDMR

.
.
.
.

" . o
COO™mONNMMTIND

25.9

U

32.13

v,

RUN No.184

Y/D

NNINTONO®D
;mq 1o h-hl\r~q:g=o~8 8
2] O~ = ~0 s 8 2 & & o * @ s @ .
:? o = =] CO0CO0O0O0COO™
©] N«
- - S| o0 TINMOW
. . e . e
° O NNBAREOANNNNO
= 8 e KR R
o
8§ £€-_|2
~ ™ L QOANATOOmMMNNDNON
&l Xa'z |y /| 9onanconndan
O] CPOC0O0OmNNMMTTIN
<~
P
80 WY N ©® & I~
m oo ol 2ol '8 N 8% v N
>N oo = = (=] (=4 (=] (=] (=]
* 6~ o
- A Ol noDonOoOHRANNNNNN
N 4 e e s e o e e s s viele
() O MINnwaOHNMNMMNAN
= 8 HeEHAMQNNNN NN N
Q
= 2~ o < i
~ WONTNOWW M=
& Wa =g 88 MOONAROMDO®
Al OOOCOO ™ mre & NN
S
D
80 RN NN O
53:5 1 O~ NANLONRONO
~ AR . " e e
~ =] 00O COoOOCOO0O~
3t A4 §
lSa e ol oot~ TT
> - O] ONEHMNINNAQOANN
é 8 e NN NtNgatﬂ no
i a
g 8=, |a OWVWATNO®INM -3
| 2} W a Bl COMANNMNOMD®TON
[=) COOOHmMNNNNONT T
a8 :
P
AN NS N OO O
. DT; rnYVINIIINNRO 8 8
< s s v e e “ e e e e d A
g QR I = C00C000C0C0m m. -
< . . . - -
=] I ol MHrMIONinONAOTOW
N . e e e e e s e e N, " e s s
NROAIRNRNOONO N~
2 8 SRR B Bl i B AR a38a"
Q
a =~ o
. O INOQONM AN TNO®
5 wa'wmlnN 88n3R8IRKaA «»<>a:o.S!§
T e e s e e ee e e ..
QOQOOOrirmivd e NEONNNMNN"M




~ | [« NN =INTMNON ~ |oo [=] -2 Mmoo
o~ ~N « ¢ s s e s e & 2 o N |on ~N . « o .
. . . OMN I N=OANOMNOD . . . -] D O 1y (1]
-~ O ~ N - - = ~ - e
8= g O~ OINn 8= © -} o
Q ~ « o 2 e @ a ~ . * s
~ . O N - OO ~ . (=] D
ovm —t ot » - —t -
a
o~ O WO O [ — T O
< fB5 SO0 “ S MInGon
&+ ©
- =1 < - - -t
[ - -+ [Ov
o~ [ « |
.y © PSS - 0N © in © ™ XX
o | © s e o o e - N @ e ¢ s e o o
. . AN OO . n WO 0 "
o vt o - [ - et
=
- QN M~ DN -~z OSnunnoa o
e e o o s s o & « o o o e o
. ~NOTNOO . =N YN
o O el vl oyt v o N el o ol oy -
O MITINOM=INOAMON O [OmMOoOnwnmooman~na
A s s 8 s e s 8. ® & '% @ . * s e s s e s 8 »'e’s
NNV NN OO O | O =N VINT ™M
° Fo'lNNHv-‘-l NNN-—dv-l-l;—lﬁ-—lsz
- NINOOmINO ™M = Cnonesom
< . o s . » -~ *« * o o e 4 @
. D e DN ol OV P . DM \O N
—t ? NN e~ = 8 ? N ot vl ool oy gf
& S :
M .
2 2 MO0 ON TN M 2 2 NMOODONT NN
N NN =N MO NN IN ~ NN NN O NN IR
& HE OO INMMT® g NTOOINAN G D
& e N NSNOND -4 al. SHENMANOND
. . -4 s 4
Ll bd
NG MW NI ha .
1212 [R]| =2anwvdeneny SB[ I&] 2929+
.« e . Q=i O MO W WINT o 1% . O O\~
- O o~ NN o= ~ fed o~ [T B
8 l= ] NNOOANO = e NIT TN
Q ™~ e o » e o Q. ™~ « s o o
~ H VOT=Owm ~ . N D N T
o) - PR e ] R —t R = ]
Q . .
o~ nmTn~0 o~ L - -
o « s 8 e o o o~ * & 9 e
. c e N OND . MO aNn
- et i - o - L B I |
2 [ il
.
< A © nMNINGNO I © VNNt o
O |l ® e o 9 a4 . e - ey [} * & ® e @
. L L R-X ) . ~ O\~ DT
°o ot (=3 Nl et
- AIFTOVONO ~ N OO N
- e v » e & g ¢ o e e
. ~ =i 0 N . ™~ MO\~
o LN N et [ N Nt
Ol RN OANMNONOMOANN C NI ~VvOon O =4
3| BT O ®S NS S|lnangwn -GS o
~ @ O 1NN T
° 223452 AN NN -t -
~t O
3| Wemexoq® N 3| G820
. D 0 ST O 0010y e
8 = o833 Q ? NN -
> : »
(<] a
(] a
NP N MWD Z ~ R-X- o Mo
= ; mﬁmlﬁﬁ.\nqﬁqq E N :n-:rx. ".“!"!
L3 - . . . . . -
N MNeo] Qo N -~ o
5 NTCoNARARSS =~ a e ~a g
1] — S~ o]




O | [=} TN~ M ~
[T ~N > o 82 o o »
P . et O O I~ )
L L] o~ vl el vl o e -4
8= D AT NMNOMM
Q ~ e & 8 o o o ™~ |
~ . O =y O~ L)
Ra - el vl o |
=% - (e
o~ NI~ ® .
] 8= QleEnen®nuong
© - \ng_‘\g: T | MO ONCND W~
L]
o & oy -t v et -
o | [ TONMNDO®M
RG] = e« s e o v o a
: o| SR2RSE N
MOWOONN
o 8 < mwamhngnmﬁ
= ™M (o ® o 5 a2 o % e e s e @
3 NN~ M© . @ | e ﬁeoonmr\cm—tg
. OO~ -y > -lN-mun\os'_‘
(=] v el e el v
oy 8
[=} MONMNNNOMNNNN [=3-)
. e« ® s 3+ 8 e s8e s s @
O | OMNWONKNNSOYWYININ
T R R e i R k]
< NONMNMOMS
£ 3 e eo. e & o+ o
. NNV NNNY
[a) ? e R R ] ~
Q [=]
~ ~
. .
-] 8 (]
= N VIO O NTNMNO =
N NN N N MO N NIA
e e s 8 s s o ® e s @
E -is*r\oo:nnr\\-rm-tg E
od a NN SO
- - 3
[
~
218 18] =2=2en® 23
.« | . DOTON o |
-t N o~ - - ey
1 O~ N D O = © :
B GEdignn L5 3358232
~ . .
Y - -t el ] Ra' - “23.’:."3S
o - ~ X
P "30: :"’ < S naenT 2
NSO~ . g
© - ot - o i negen *
& (O ~ o !
. | . .
- 00 IO o i ©
SIR[8] Z33ee SRS =IenNa9
. : N OV T O ®
o et - o L]
= e IR
[-I- ==
& OV 2 i N D00 M: < OVOONOON
= PR = BOTO DD
. -~ .
o vl ol el el v e el (=] - -y
o|locoo0ovorOOM~N - Ol NMMNOOVNAAND M N
N I O A A A - S| NoaCsNwadwmmo
- M F O~
© R e e R e R i i i
< At~ MOM < QWO
- e s e o o v o ~ e s s v s »
< . oY NN o . @0 O 1y I ® 0 WO
=) ? e S ? LR B I
~N -
) 2 QN T NN 2 2 N Mo 0NN
V) CY 0 O
= ~ VTN W Ol MO NN ~ mmmgﬁnngnm\g
S doonangna® 5 edcunAnNsoa®
-t
o [=} -4-1Nm-nv~a~8 17 a eENMANND
2 a = -




“ o e s o @
& O

NONFTO=EONNNANRNDO O =t
HeEENNNMAMOOEO N

WL HNOITONOONMMNOTOWOWD
.

(=]
(=]

a/X

a/z

9%°'t R

6°SZ -"n

g6'1 “osto

€172 °n

sT'y /X

12C°ON NnY

) 1°0 L9T°€E
81 688°C
"L 119°2
L1 €€€°C
174 $50°2
0°9¢ 8LL”
6°9€ c'1
9° vt 7T 1
8'1¢ ¥%6°0
6°6¢ £99°0
0'L2 68€°0
9°22 7Tt 0
9°12 950°0
1174 0'0
0°'0 a/z a/x
Le°1 R 6°sz "1
96°1 aa\ma %1°81 mp €Ty /X

0CZ oN




"1.98
M 0.74

25.9

RUN No.241

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

34.8

27.1 29.4 24,7 17.4
23.3 24.2 "20.8 15.3

8.7 20.8

6.6

18.9
16,4

9.2 12.3

15.3 ' 15.3 13.8 12,3 11.3 12.8 14.4

18.4 18.4 15.9 12.8 11.3 13.3
12.3 12.3 11.3 11.3 11.3 11.8
i 7
2

M NN
¢« & o v o
QOO
-t

p.lo

1.97
M 1.38

18.14
25.9

i
[ ]

Z/D|.-0.44

X/D

1.5
4.25

6.53
10.86
15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64

73.72
91.23

108.56 -

RUN No.243

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

~0.44

9.7 16.9

27.1

21.8 23.8 21.3 14.9
19.9 21.3 18.9 14.9 12.3 13.4 16.4

Z/D

X/D

1.5
4.25
.53

1.97
M 0.49

25.9

RUN No.240

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2,20

-0.44

'56.2

8.2 13.9 27.6

27.6 23.4 18.0 11.9 16.5 22.4

36.3 30.0 21.9

34.5

19.4 16.5 13.9 12.4 14.9 18.0
15.4 13.9 12.4 11.9 13.4 1l4.4

27.2
19.9
15.9

O Pl
.

- oo~
-

s = e in
¢« o »
-~ W

1.97
M 1.05

/o

"~
a

)

13.73
25.9

i
L]

D

X/D

1.5

4.25
6.53
10.86
15.16

RUN No.242

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

30.3 27.1 20.3 10.8 12.8 22.3

36.6

26.1 23.2 18.9 14.4 15.9 20.8

20.8 18.9 16.9 15.9 16.9 18.9

20.8

W0~ N
e s s »

18.4 17.4 16.4 15.9 16.4 17.4
15.3 15.3 14.8 15.3 15.3 15.3
13.4 13.4 13.4 13.4 13.4 13.4

11
10
9
9

18.4
15.3
13.4

2D o.44

X

10.86
15.16

23.78

37.32
54,64
73.72
91.23
108.56




no |~ o © N~ NS ~
o o ~ . « o+ o .
- . ) ™~ [TaV -2 o Y- ~
-t N ~N vl e pd ped (o]
8= O o NN NS
~ . * e s
~ . -~ [Tal - Y-
) - e el -
o~ NN N
o ° . - 3 3 -«
. L. WY I~ O
-2 -4 ~r ot qund g gy ol
< o
S
~ [ © o~ NSNS
~ e @© . e e e o
. ~ WY\ O
=) = vt el ot
“'1:3
- [ NN~
-~ » .« @
. - VO O
[ -t - -
(=] -] NSNS
d . e « ¢ e e o . a
R VIO O D IN 1Nt
- P = e
1= [~ N~
e . e s s o
. - OO O
n ? I~ - -
<
~
.
Q a
" \O 0O N2 OO
“ S/ ne SRAIRNAR
e s e s s e s .
E - T LR =k
=] NN~ O
—~ . (o]
]
SR onennans
. .
o~ . = OO T
P ~ 1 - -
g = ¥.] ~ AOQ OoOwn
~ . s e e e
. ) EX-E-TY
- - -
o~ ] NO O
- . . e e
. {72 D O
O - -
o o
e [ .
ald||g] wenacen
.
N 4 o 200N
() i e pd
o~ 8
=)
< @ Qo ownm
3 . e e e e
. ) 2D DN
o — vl el = -4
o|oo NoOoOTOM
IR N N g
1N \O O
olry P ]
- & nwn oo
3 A il
l ] ~r 1N O O
3 o e el g |
o~ []
.
2 d N MO WOONTNND
4 I NNIND e NMO NN N
& Hedonarena®
= a e NSO
~— ~
>

~ N
o [on
. | e
- e
s lm o —*tjt':oNa)nnl\nt\
N o
Q O NYWOMOMNDWONIISY
~~ L B I B I ]
o
2
N 1N O N
< ~
et R S wnan
. . [l A - Nl ~ -]
® -
A (e ) " =]
vy a
=
~
<
~N
o
[
~ L] —
&5 ] wIMwsdw
.« ] . oo m
-t [N ™~ L B I I ]
8|= © v M —
Q ~ * o o .
3 . T oM ]
srn i - -
(2 o mMmun O i
[2a] * e . . 8
. N 0
L) -
2 e - =1
& ha © - n
™ N @ . e e b
* o oM
- sl ] ° - 2
=]
< 0 Oy -
-~ . » . L] i
. 0 oM o
(=] - - =
Ol o0 ~ =D =D
3 o e e e s v o s
Q] N0 W WMNNY
i -t L B I R
B < @ O O
© < 0o © o
= [~ - -
~ ]
.
2 a n Mo
S NgN™M
N NN O monug
g . . . - - - - . -
-~ 30O ~ o~
o o - MmN~ O
E r~d




60.61
1.98
1.39

) ~o Wl O NN OANRNHONO NN
- [¥- 3~ JY- 4 el o ¢ e o o @ > o ¢ s o s o
. S e e . [~] WINWINITONO®OMNIN N~
o M O N ottt el )
0 ~| o
i
-~ 98 & ']
as~ N 8 OOV NN ONT O AN
~ CQNOOVMMMSNNDDMOMN O
NQ: « 8 8 e 8 & * ¢ * o s 8 o *
53 QOO NNNMMITTNOO
Lol
o
.
" WW IN|] O VVNWWW MO MT N
o~ ~ON s | e o & & s o o o s o + o
s s o] O] OOV OT=NM -
Nl M= N v et vt e v e et
~{ ™~
o) s |8
~ Q o~ QOWMMNNOMMNG O~
a~ N COWOVMKNN®DMO N OO
< e e s v e ¢ s s s s e e e
M a. X a COOMMANNMMT NN
~
-]
N IN] O VOOV TONMWMOODNT=OWONN
- N 4 « e s e s 8 8 s & s e e eieaete e
% . . . (=] WONMNO MY g-n AQOXEANNNEO
~ gl HEEANNANAIT OO N -
. 3
2l | 2 OO )
~ Q Iy WVWLTNODINMm VN T NO W IR e
E oS~ N OCNNDVDOMORA=ITNOMINWm T
< e R AR R R R R R R R R
~ Ha B|/QA| 00000 AMANNNMNMNe T
™
-~y

WOWNTMOOMA

* s a4 e & o s e & @
Nt =N PN T N
= el e

U, 18.14
260/3
X/D
pj/pm

M
é?| 0.0

8 N eES NN O
(=R N =N -] M~ N N
“ + s s s e e e s s @
OO QO mm N MM

25.9
1.98
1.38

0.0

23.78

260/2 ©
X/D
oj/pa°
M
/b z/p

BENEININgRNa s
OCMOVD-INONND N0 AN
(R e B

NNNNON 6

1.38
0.0

“4.25

RUN No.260
260/1

X/D

pj/p“ 1.97

M
Y/D-Z/D




o hny o O NS AD O (M () -tl\I\NQ\?wG\
O ~ e e s & o & a a o T ~N
. . . NS00 N N . . OOO-—INNNQ
- o~ - ol i EERLOEIG
8= 1w N T Ol e O 8= v-3 et T TOYON
y N|lodmanrnnea " |occocanme
~ -
> -] B el /R | v - -
o ~MD OV mMNDOYO o~ -c-n-uxqqna\
Pl « o o 8 8= & o & o ~ o™ . o
. . OmFTh =T * oooounne
o -t o ] -
~ oy - Oy
P Y
o | © O INN=-OO Swllg|~~nocoane
- e O ] OV * ¢« » 2 s & o ™ N | -oo s s s o
PN NN T T M N 3 - -~
6 R N ] 8 Q © 2:"’
. ey
=)
o G [ NN OAONNNOO T N NDOND D
tlodgnandma L O N
oN QN o
d - e NN =l ol gt el o 23
[=} NOMVOANNWVOND - NN ITOVONTOOO
S logoagoawmamm QlornsIN s e
NO g O
© v-‘?-rn N ol ol el [« = -t 2
~ NFOVONNNSDO ~3 AR ANOAROTOT N
S enNNgdenN L looAdsoay
OISO .
- Ol mMmNNNNN = - o $ A
5] ! b
. .
(] a (] fa -
% ~ W OO 0N TN ND = S~ W) N D O W N T
N NN N O NN ~N NN NN e N D
5 L T Z R L,
o E A-ﬂNmml\c\g o4 e ~ N M
M ] 4
N O N DO - -~ oM
g 3 8 ‘eaz:mano'a;a: on 8 onnnzzgq
. o | et PO . ~
- Q. o~ \'rgﬂNv-ll-l Lo B ] ~ — -
gl= O | ~OMO O 0O BIE |I® OO TOW
S T loemarnmao < ~ cooNmany
= - e R R k) s - ~ -
Q a
N NADVNDODOND o~ o—aommnm\o
™ | e e. s o & e o = ™ e o s e
. SOV NN - O . OOONeco-dN
- e -~ - — -t
®© o R B A
N
\T. w 0 [ R R - - - @® I © =0T =N ONIN DO
¢ | 0 e o & o 8 . » @ - &N ([0 e o ® e & e o ®
el NN ONOO P OMMININO N
o R E K Ka e Rl (=2 =l
. 5'-1:38
B2 ~ VMWD el N0 ~ COVvOoOVNOW
- « s .8 ® e ® ® o ® ~ * s & e e 8 & o
e | ONT DW= T O c TR NNN~NNN
o VN HNN (=] L I B B R
o A ONRNOODORNAMINM o N ANNNSNNNOWY
I R I R P S|nnooss
NN =N O W .
° &S%‘nﬁ.-u—u I R e R ]
ST O MINNINMO T I TOOVRNHNHOOOO0
A PR S T R TP R
~ .
8 o' 23‘58 S-—c -] (=] L R R R R
] i N [
.
=)
] =) - 0 <
~ L2l ¥} oS N MO = N N0 D ) N 3 N O
= N mnmgﬁﬁee.hwq E N u’szuz-—dv\.«:\el\.o:u:
« s e s o & % o o @ .. N
- NN OO M-
2 (= =wvonul8ARSS &~ a8 RANORNS S
= - o -




2.07
2.57

-t el

32.13
60.61

NNN~NOVOONN
¢ s s e s 8 o . &
N'IQSO\I\MN—I

301/3
x/p
./
M

WO NT OO e I~
NOONNO D=
.
o~

Nﬁlﬂ@lﬂlﬂ@

23.78
1.98
2.46

0.0

NU\QO(’)I\
.

—‘Q\DO\NO
-t

301/2
X/D
./
M

4,25
1.9
2.41

301/1

RUN No.301
X/D

./
M

2 N eN®MOo

N >~ IS N © M O
IR AN

A NNnmev

S~

el

(=] ensmea
MeMmono

° LR Y

8 MmO g

ey ~ O 0N In
P
L N K] NN

2

P

18.14

~=® 0] O WOMDNMTNT D
O o o . s s . 8 s 8 * s
2 e O]l NNNNAON IO -
N O e L I T ]
1 O
§ ol a 8ban~wmaeo
a~ ey QVrnAN®MO R
s " e e N® . e
;2 a X a| CPOCO0 MmN
S~
P
KON~
N

25.9

1.39
0.0

O\OL\O\NO

23.78

300/2
X/D
pj/p°° 1.98
M
/08D

Noom
~ N
« e s
NEOm

2.17

4.25
1.99
1.39

noa~
mof\o

300/1

X/D-

00 Uy ) -y
o 53-n X '3 0o
OQOOO-—-&--:—A.—:

RUN No.300
pj/p

M

Y/52/Y 0.0

-l O\




~ | Ol a0
a\ o N 3 - - 3 - - . .
. . S e MO =OWM~NM
- |- NN A -
8= O | ~oOO0OTITONSE
[«% ~ e o ¢ a o s a2 e
~ el mIMNOTWNOTM
arm) - D I i
a )
o~ - OO\ T
P e s o e e e
. O Ny ™
o L] pod el g o=t ot
N
N
” jn ® T ILTOT LTS DO
- ey © e s e 8 8 e e e e
. NN NN O
(=] i et gl el o e gl
=y
=]
T | TP OANTTTOD®
-~ . - . - . . . . .
e | OO = OO T N
[ N NN N et
O]l onmammrtanonN
3 s e s s s s e e % e e
o FOLTOIODITNe=O
] AN NN
T | Ot 2O
e e o & s o o ®
o | OV OO N OVIN
- ? NONNN -
o~
el
o a
= ) NMOOONTNMO
AN mINMONNWN
« e s s s s e s 4w s
E o] ™0 On m|\~:«n—‘8
I~ 2 - MRS O
v; -
Qo 3 8 ~ o~ N OV O
o . . « v s e
. . . 0 O ® N O W
- |O N 3o e
8= O | s EELE X
a ™~ . . o ¢ o »
~ . - O wmMmo o
oy -] - — -t
o (-~ oQOoonm
la) . e & o o
| O e X
i vl o
® [on .
& | e . ;
o | 0| o~ oo n
3 . -
v bl P o
=] - o -
s . .
2= 2| - ~NOoOVeM
~ . e e & o @
. o~ WANOD
ol inem - -
o ot NN O
d .« s * e e e 8 8 o
~ OTNDOMN O
S h~g N~
lel mmomo~voson
Q L L S . . . L] e =
o sl Mmoo oTO~NY
& O | OTNNN ™~
[ ]
e
9 a
N MO O DN TN MO
= ARG LG ELG L
Z OO e ®
— 0
4 2 TeoNTRARRE
™) =

1.97
M 2,45
0.1
2.4
17.2

/o
0.1
0.7

32.13

25.9
0.1
0.1

0.7

0.1
17.2 17.2

3.5

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20
0.1

1.3

5.2
17.
16.

3.5

8.6
13.5 13.5 14.5 15.1 15.6 15.6 14.5

0.7
17.2 17.2 17.2 17.7 17.7 17.2 17.2

16.7 16.7 16.7 17.2 17.7 17.7 16.7
16.7 17.2

-0.44

RUN No.323
Z/D

D

1.5

4.25
15.16
23,78
37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23
108.56

1.99

M 1.39
4.6

7.9
14.4

o0
0.0
1.2

18.14
75.9
0.1 0.0
9.6 10.7 13.9
14.4

6.8
23.2 16.0

23.2!

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20
16.0

15.5 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.0 15.5

16.0 14.4 13.3 13.4 13.9 15.5

21.2 15.0 .
19.1 15.8 11.8

17.1
14.4 14.4

13.4
17.6
17.6
18.1
16.5
16.0
15.5
14.4

2/D10.44

RUN No.322
1.5
4,25
6.53

10.86

15.16

23.78

37.32

54.64

73.72

91.23

108.56

X/




32,13
60.61
2.43
0.0

NANANNLOCOODONm TN
* 6 s s s s e 8 s e o .

.
G0 CO 00 I \O U T rd OV O ~F N ol
N .

341/3
X/D
p.lpo_ 1.96
J .-
M
z2/D
Y/p

8 NNOMOATO N NN
CwaNRM®OT neo N
. e
=t -

O o o hlhl?iﬂ”@lnlh\b

25.9
23.78
1.96
2.43

341/2

X/D
N/
ps/e

M

(=3 NOoO~NN ‘h~h~C>V\°\h
d o e e . s
(=] TN IOND
L ] -l
2 O W~ 0 Mo O
N/ SovmnaNRnanag
COOHMANNMM®MST N

4.25
1.95
2.43
bﬁ

SR TONNOA= NN D ®
e . « s & o e o
VN D 3 2 O ) vl L]

Nﬂﬂﬂm o0 2

341/1

RUN No.341
oj/p
Z/D

X/D
M

8\0-10\'\#0‘
O\Dwv-lﬂ‘l\

O O o Ovﬂuﬂ - &N N

18.14
60.61
1.38
0.0

Ao~ OAANON
. e s e o “ e s »

340/3
X/D
pj/p0 1.98

M
y/p-&/P

1.39
0.0

23.78

G\QO\O\QQG\QO\”\DQ\D&I\N

A ewowcl\l\\o\o q-«ao htﬂ'slo O
Ll R R R R N ]

340/2
X/D
pj/pm -1.98

M
v/5-2/P

4.25
1.39

omommc\maﬁm

Iﬂlﬂl\NQ\'fNﬁl\N
NN T TN

RUN No.340
340/1

X/D

pj/pc° 1.99

M

k™ o.0

8\0(’5-(0\1\@01 Q
OM\DQF‘QP\

oo C)C)O F‘F‘F‘hle‘




1.96
M 1.04

4.0 21.7

7.8 24,1

p.lp

1.8
5.6
7.8 10.9 22.7

13.73
25.9
8.8

U,

0.0 0.44 0.88 1,32 1.76 2.20

3.0 46.4 36.3 17.2
30.4 39.9 31.3 18.2

38.1 44.7 31.8

-0.44

O -0
« s e e

L I B I |

9.9 13.1 20.7

18.2 19.2 17.2 14.1 12.5 13.6 16.7
10.9
10.4

14.6 15.1 14.6 13.
13.1 13.1

20.7 25.6 21.7 15.1 11.5 13.1 17.2
12.0 12.0

26.1 30.8 24.1 15.1

Z/D
1.5
4.25
6.53

10.86
15.16

RUN No.361
23.78

37.32
54 .64
73.72
91.23
108.56

1.93

M 0.48
9.0 31.9

Ip

9.0 13.3 26.1
9.0

25.9
49.0 38.9 25.1 12.2 15.4 31.0

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

84.4 56.4 29.5
65.7 49.0 21.6

STNWR
“ e o s
NN OV
i
NO O
¢ e e e
- QO OIS
-t
O ™
« s o
LY 1
2
DO
« o e o
NN~
-t
~NOOo
PR
- O I~
= :
O M
o v o ® o o
NN DOOWN
v

'29.0 23.1 15.4 11.2 13.3 21.1
20.6 17.0

25.1
18.0
13.3
9.6
7.9

2/)-0.44

RUN No.360

X/D

10.86
15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64
73.72
. 91,23
108.56

1,96
M 2,43
0.1
1.7
8.
16.8

o
0.0

0.7
1.2

pi/D
4.5
9.4

0.1
0.1
0.7
4.0
8.9

25.9
0.1
1.2
1.7
4.5
8.9

Uj 32.13

3.5
5.1
6.2
8.9
12.1 12.7 13.7 15.3 15.8 15.8 15.3

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20
0.1

0.7
6.2
7.3
8.4
8.9
16,8
16.3

4.5
5.7
6.7
7.3

0.7
16.8 16.8 17.3 17.3 17.3 17.3 17.3

16.3 16.3 16.3 17.3 17.3 18.4 17.8
16.8 16.8 16.8 17.3 17.8 17.8 17.8

/D 0,44

1.5
4.25
6.53
10.86
'15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23

" RUN_No.363
108.56

X/D

7.3
9.9

/o, 1.95

M 1.37
2.9 11.5
7.3 14.2
9.4 13.6

0.6
1.2

18.14
25.9
1.8 0.1
5.1 0.6
7.3 1.8
8.9° 4.5
7.8
17.8 15.7 12.6 11.0 12.1 14.7

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20
15.2 14.7 13.6 13.6 13.6 14.7

14.2 14.2 14.2 14.2 14.2 14.2

24.7 14.7
30.5 19.8
29.1 20.8
24,7 17.8
21.3 18,2 11.5

~0.44
. 19.3
18.8
18.2
18.8
16.2
15.7
14.7
13.6
13.1

RUN No.362
z/D

10.86
15.16
23.78
37.32
54,64
73.72
91.23
108.56




u/u

6.53
1.98
1.39

Run No.380/2

X/D

pj/p

M
zZ/D

Y/D

8 Q0w M =N
Q#l\ Nneo-nn

o O c»o.a —ircncolu

u/u
0.0

O O'O O O O O-d-d

25.9
4.25
1.99
1.39

1)

Run No.380/1

X/D
pj/pﬁ

18.14

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20 2.65 3.09 3.53

~0.44

'\QHI\QQNIH'D
gNQ’MU\O\QO
-

mMuHanNoaw
heﬂu\v\N(DlD O
nsITIIN
w\b\uww\o NN
mCQUHV\O\G\¢>°
RS R R R )

T O NN
e eaag
VOO O =
NAAMN A
ml\no oo
onwxq-a\«)c

1.7 10.5 27.5 32.3 17.6°
6.2 23.2 29.4 33.6 22.

M TN -
e e e e s
NMNNOO

1.2
2.3

5.1

V\N#‘N\TNOF‘

q-qwo~c~o ala'c
MITTTO

19.7 31.8 20.2
28.0 33.2 26.6 12.6
8
5
1
4
5
0
9
2

z/D’

Y/D

RUN No.380

O~ N obuwen-d
8 S

OOOOO—I#v—I-—‘N




25.9

118,14 v,

Y5

RUN No.380 (continued)

/D

80 N N ® eo8
Bs|,"5®2,%,%,98
0 D P~ =] (o= ) Qo o o™
~] oo ™
[« . . .
D] Om - :
Dl O (=] annnhocomh—c
o (=) qum-—amuenoo
= QB Lol
Bl 83
2 ®d'= ggggu=sIRag
5 oo«r r-i\bN'\ﬂw
N OOOHHNN‘WF”QQ
a
S
[
VONLT=®OO
,;80 'ohuoeoa:mos
. 3 " e s s . e
vy wr~ ~0Q COOCQOOO ™M=
3l ~e L=
@] O -
o o~ (=] \'roomau\NN-a
. 4 .
. Q l\cocoeo-nNso-co
é 8 —
al
5 ;&HS O 3 m-'th
Q S QunmwoN~
N Ooo-n-cNNMn
[=]
S~
3]
80 N
o e \Dhl\l\g 8
-0 ]
~t O~ 0 =} OOOOOOC-—!
S %
-t
I A | o|wnoownoomne~
(-} (=] -M-chﬂN-uﬂNo
= Qﬂ NNNNNN
2l &=
[ ‘;&H: o B 4 0w Sy
~ OI QNN VR
N QOOr-lv-lr-lNNN
a
~
Lal
8o NSO OO0 8
~] Bl s¥nnnnRate
g Ba W] B C0OCO0CCOmm
. s e
03 S.—a -
A Ol NN MRMONMFHANNH
° 3 M “ o
IO NOIND
“ Qs e NN NNN«?A ©
Zl 85 _ 18 ;
B 3 S NDIN MO
Ml Mo =)= 8 N O MO O




u/u.
0.8

60.61
1.95
2.42

0.0

cownwnw J\O\h
o‘onn<¢ rvan )

RUN No.381/6
pj/acn

X/D
M

zZ/p

Y/D

0.00 16.0

3
<
o

0.44
1.55
2.11
2.67
3.78
4.89
5.44

u/v
0.3

RIZIAAXEE

OOOOOOOv-i-—I

23,78
1.97
2.44

0.0

ﬂMO\O\IﬂOO\QO\N

meomc\oeounw-u
i e N e e

RUN No.381/5
pj/p,

X/D
M

Z/p

/D

80@‘ Ot PN
3

/D

30 WO . ® 8
| o~ < Bgl  Haqae 9 <
:: o < 2 O0O0C0CO O =

- o~ -
- ol emmanoomnan~
L d . . . . o L . e
0O T 0N TN
2 8 ° 2 - —coahlg.a'N °
Q
B 85 a < S N 1N
gl xao'= |3 ngsmﬁqqqq

a COOmHAaNMMST

ey

>

80 O N O~ o~ W
e win & Bgl R399 9 9
: W o T 2 COoQCO [=] o

.« e s
] Qe ™~
@] - O] OmONVO~MOONN
. 4 A A RS S R A et
° O] NOM N OVODOVONW
= Qf N NN NN N~
S~
=]
e I O 3 WV N e ON S
5 ®a = = 8 o 8 wxuapcmnoiﬁ
COOmmmNNNN

25.9

/)

32.13

u.

RUN No.381

/D

01D W N N D D '“"8
. I NN NDR® O
~N)] Mo o e o 8 & 5 e e ® . .
:u\a\e COQOOCOO0O0 wW
M
W] V= ~N -
oaf CRNNHENANNNNOON
o I o ¢ ¢ ¢ o & o % o s o o @
° NN QOGS 00D O T
3 8 NN, e K W]
Q
as
Bl 7. e 883INERRIHNATINS
~ M a = ~ OINCNN®-MOON N
B Rt AP
/a QOO O mmmemeiNNNNMM
S
>
N N e NN T
« ynRoaenn®
o 88 3 ccoococooo
-] e e e
(o]
® =~ NOROMONDMO®O
H ) R .
CHOONMOD
2 8 ol > gl Sed 1B Rl
Q
o~ a .
AR OVINM e AT NG DN
E ®a'® Iy SONINDOMOAN I ™
e e e e e e aae
COOOO mmmrm




1.96
M 1.04
4.6

1.2 '11.1

1.2

13.73

25.9

4.0 0.6
1.8
2.9
4.6
7.9

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

25,5 40.1 28.0 14.9
21.1 33.2 .26.5 16.4

34.6 24.6 21.6
34.2 50.5 36.5 10.6
31.3 50.9 35.5 17.5

18.5

1
1

1.96
M 2.43

P3

v. 32.13
75.9

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

o
[= N =]

o leks!
)

ooo
e

O O o

--lv-d\b
o O e

\D\Ol\
« »
oo -
N O™
* s .
~ O~

D O
[~X-¥-]

OO MM 0 ®
" e e e s e e @
O-—nnONNNN

oNomwnmn
c —ovsc>ol«1«)ﬂ)

\DNOQQUY
Or-lInONﬂ'f

oa¢>C)h-w
- r»O\—¢

\'?Ih'-‘l\wﬁ

C"'DII\I\O’\'-GN
et

NQOOUr~OMMm
° ¢ o *
N O O =t

[

Z/D]-0.44

RUN No.401
1.5
4.25
6.53
10.86
15.16
23.78

X/

91.23
108.56

Z/D| -0.44

RUN No.403

X

37.32
54.64

1.95
M 0.49

5.7 13.8

0./p

2.9 11.6 16.4

8.4

6.48
25.9

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

89.3 85.0 46.9
78.4 50.3 17.4
16.4 14.3 11.

- 72.1
46.9
15.9

7.3 7.3

7.3

o\
™~ QO

NQN
.
I\'D\D

1.96
M 1.37

lo

18.14
25.9

s

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20

OO N
3 .
(==

O'O w
Q O C

o o\b
(=3 =] O

NN~

STINOAOWN
¢« s s e
€T O e=d =4

L]

12,0

\DNlﬁﬂiﬂ
.
oﬁ@mo

12.0 12.0

0\0 cxu:w)o ©
. ] . .
o C>tv ~O NN
o el

O\Fll\s?lﬁ\b

: «auwupun-aeu

© O O W

" e e s s e

NN M NN N

vl ol vl vl
RNV HYOO
. .

.
nonoe NNN
NN e

14
13.1
14.
13.6
12,0

4ID-0 .44

1.5
4,25
23.78

RUN No.400

X/

2/ 10,44

RUN No.402

X

5

2
6.53
10.86
15.16
23.78

37.32

73.72
91.23

54.64
108.56




6.53
1.98
1.39

Run No.420/2

X/D
P;/Pe

v/u
0.5

0.0

Y/D

4.25
1.97
1.38

25.9
Run No.420/1

pj/pc

X/D
M

18.14

L

- RUN No.420

0.0

u/u

0.0 0.44 0.88 1.32 1.76 2.20 2.65 3.09 3.53 3.97

-0.44

9.3 12.0

0.7 11.9 22.1
0.7 15,5 32,5 33.5
5
5
5
4

0.1

1
1
2
1
1
1

(¢}
7 0
1.
0.
0.
0.

7.
0
2
5
7
4

9.8 24.0 10.9 1.2
26.4 32.5 32.1

5

6

0

2

1

z/p

Y/D




1.97
1.38

60.61

Run No.420/6
pj/p-

M

X/D
zZ/p

Y/D

OO N N M e
=] v\c>~a SN W

OOOI-I!-‘NN”MQ

u/u

eoeowweoo«c\cn
« + o o

OOOOOOOO-—'F‘

0.69
0.82

23.78
1.97
1.38

0.0

MO MM D
¢ s & ®

18.8
18.3
19.8
21.3
22.
22,

2.

0

6

3

6

2

0o

Run No.420/5

95/9@

M

X/D
z/p

25.9
/D

WM™ FTNO®
QMO NIN

0Sodomm

UO
u/u
0.8

15.16
1.97
1.38

18.14
0.0

Run No.420/4

./
0;le,

M

X/D
z/p

i}

Y/D

2.05

u/u

7
8
7
7
9
0.98
00
00

10.86
1.97
1.38

0.0

13.1

Run No.420/3

X/D
pj/p,
o

z/D

RUN No.420 (continued)

Y/D

2.05
2.3
2.6




25.9

U

32.13

3

RUN No.421

80
23| 183883588
ol o o | <S<o
o~ Qe ™
3! @ O NwmeowinT o
] Ol NN N®N
= QB - - —am °
gl 87 WO RNMNE O
gl Ra'zle 8 SRR EY
N O OO ma®MTIn
8
p
80 "= o 1
<2 | ~oo
nl oo .| 2 an5333888
ql - o
e | O| NOAINNOMAOAN®D O
. 4 e ¢ s s e s o & o 8 @
o ONOTNNGC N m
2 Qe [=] e '_“_‘O N O
g 87, a WO T OO NN O N
gl M a = :5 CMonoOwe~NNn
it A
A | cCoOomaNmmaee
~
)
80 O NN v et
< ©n~ ¢ EO‘ I NN OOO Q 088
Lemn® Q9 QeqQ
:: -~ = COm mm - vl ol gt
&l e N
S Ol OvMmOoOTa~NMmOAMNY
d T L e e Reane
o O MOONNOY WA O
= o SEg8Qge~e
[ a~~ o
Il =~ . WO T O M g
@l Mo = (N 8 SMono «xo<n 8‘”
N | CO0OmaNNNMY S
<
Lol
80 ON = 3 . e
. . ~ o
o eo |23 5% 8 &8 8 3 8 8
:: a:o: 4 =] (=~ - - -t - v~ e
Nl o o«
<] = Ol RNHMIDBNOVONNMNMONO
A ) AR R AR AN AR B
2 oF e PoERAARNRI e
g 8-_ |e CORINODINM =@ N
@l ¥a'=m|I§ B8AGRIIRLNIZNIN
¢ SRR A AN A S S
a QOO0 OmmMeENNNNMMM™
< : .
[
I NN T
S me 9|8 COOC OO m mm e
i
&l o o«
& Ol MAMNOITOMN YO
. 4 A LI ew
T N~Nn 0 N N
2 8 °© . ﬁlﬁﬂ)gsgﬂﬁﬁ «
a
S~
gl 87 a OCNLTODIN Ml OIS T
. Ka B Ig QNN NOMO®X~T
eaonnane®
n| Oco0QCmmNNNNmen
S
>
O o
5220 1 8 S o®ARITMOS
2 et
I A& @ ys° O C0OO
-t .« o .
g T Qj BN NITNO AN
. 2 BR7
o~ ¢>q'h~¢'o h-«sh-C)c
g . 8 e e P L N T T R
Q
Q7 DI NODA M Ot
& W= I 883N NN®D LMoo
R iococo o.uva - o NN
S




. L°Lt 1°81 (61 z'0Z 9°0z 9°0Z | 95801
12z | €z°16
192 | 2L°€L
1°€Z. 1°%Z 1°ST 1°9¢ $°9Z €°92 | %9°%g
962 | zELE
L°Z€ | 8L°¢T
6°8Z L°T€ I'EE O°Y%E 6°YE 6°%€ 6°YE | 91°SI
€'9c | 9801
e | €59
TLE TUE TUE 9°LE TUE L°9E £°9¢ | STy
62°S 19y 2S°€ 99°C 9.°T 88°0 00 |q/7%
@ ’
6£°2 R 6°sz
w T Y
€6'1 d/°d €1°Z¢ “‘n €9%°ON NNY
v'61 661 %°0Z 6°0Z 6°0Z €£'IZ 8°1Z 6°0Z | 95°801
zez | €216
sz | eeee
9°Lz 082 %6 %°6Z 6°6Z €'Of 6°67 6°6Z | %9°vs
- 6'%¢ | z€°LE
L°6€ | 8L€
L°SY 1°9% S°9% 6°9%y 6°9% €°Ly €Ly 6°9% | 91°cT
%15 | 9801
1°9¢ | €59
L°LS 4°8S B8°BS Z°65 9°6S £°09 9°65 9°6S | cz°v
£1°9 62°S 19'% 2S'€ %9°Z 9L°1 88°0 070 |gy5A/X
%0°1 H 6'sz  "n
96°1 "9/td €°61  'n 177 °ON NO¥

€°0z 6°TC %°TT 6°2 Y°€C 6°€Z 6°€Z Y°%Z | 95801
€9z | €2°16
9°82 | 2L €L

8°ST L°lT 9°6T %°'IE B°ZE L°EC L'EE T'EE| %9°9¢
T8¢ | zE€'LE
1°2y | 8L°€C

B°EY G°SY T°LY 0°8y 8°8% Z'6%Y 2°6Y 8°8% | 91°CI

©1°es | 980t

v 2°ss | €579

T°SS 9°SS 8°9S €°LS €°LS 9°LS 8°9S 8°9S | SZ'%

L1°'9 62°S 1%y 2S°€ %9z 9.°1 88'0 o0'0 |qz-¥X

9¢°1 R - 6°S2 H:

$6°1  “o/°d vI°8T ‘A Ty% ON Nnd

0°TT S°TT O0°IT §°IT S°IT S°IT S°'I1 O'TT| 95 g0l
S°11 | €2°16
0°€1 | TLUEL
1°ST | %9°%g
L8t | zecse

€T | sLee

$°8Z 0°6Z 0°67 $°8Z 6°6Z 6°6Z 6°67 | 91°G1

6°S€ | 98°01

: 6°9v | €59

$°6S 6°SS €S CUES L°TS E'YS £°LS ¥°8S | Cz'y

L1'9 62°S 19°% 2ZS€ ¥9°T 9.°T 88°0 0'0 |qjz0/¥

——
870 W 6:sz__“n L
w [ .
€61 “o/fo gr'9  'n 079 "o NiTE




821 821 82l 82l 821 €€l £E1 £€1 £ El £°€1 | 95°801
* 991 9°491. | €2°16
961 9sT | zL°€L
: _ 0°L1 0°L1 0°L1 | %9°%S
S'L1 0°8T §°L1 0°81 0°81 $°LT $°81 T1°61 S°8T 9°61 S°8T"-T°61 1°61 1°6T S°81 | Z€°LC
L 91z 9°1Z 9°1z 1°Z¢ 1°2¢ 1°2¢ 1°2Z .| 91°ST
9'1Z 9'1z 9°1z 9°1z 9°2z 1°€C 9°z¢ | 98°01
) 9'0z 9°6T 9°61 9°0Z 9°ZZ 1°€C 1°ZZ | €5°9
1°%2 1°2C 8°11 9°€Z €°€l 9°2C '§°Z1 T1°%Z 9°61 %°91- 6°ST 1°61 1°€C 9°%C 9°2C | sz°%
$°Z1.0°01 SL°8 0S°L §2°9 00°S SL°€ 0S'T #8°1 [%v'T1 OI'I €L°0 (g0 0°0 (€ 0-|qz- X
L£°1 R 6°sz “n :
961 “9sfo vi'e1  ‘'n Z9%-oN NAd
. 8°01 | 95-801 o'y 0y LS 1's | 9s°801
911 | €2°16 z'9 L's | €z°16
- vzl | eLreL 29 | zLUeL
_ S°€T | 99°%¢ Y €L | %9°%s
0°ST 0°ST 0°ST 0°ST 0°Cl 0'st | zeLe €L €L 6'8 68 6'8 6'8 6'8 68 6'8 | zELE
§°9T S°9T S°9T S°91 6°91 s°91 | 8L°€Z 1°TT 9°01 0°0T 9°01 T1°1T 1°T1 9°01 | 8L°¢€z
$°8T 0°81 0°8T G°81 O0°61 S°6T S°6T | 91°ST Tl L°EL L°T1 L°T1 L°€1 T°9L  T°%1 | 9r°sI
0°'0Z S°61 0°61 S°61 0°1z 0°1Z 0°1Z | 98°01 891 E€°ST T'%1 €°ST .8°9T %°81T 6°L1 | 98°01
$°ZZ 0°0Z S°61 0°TZ 0°€Z Y°%T %°€Z | €5°9 6°€Z %07 Y61 6°1Z %°ST €°LT %°ST | €5°9
9°€Z 0°0C 0°6T 0°ZC 6°SZ €'87 8°9T | S¢'v 9°8€ 1°8€ 9°Z€ €°LZ 6°97 Z'Of %°SE T1°8€ %°YE | ST°%
¥8°'T L9'1 OI'T %L°0 L€°0 0°0 L£'0-|q - UX S'ZI 00°S  %8°T Lv'T OU'L €£L°0 [£°0 0°0 L€0-| /X
20'T W 6°ST N 89°0 W 6°6Z Ha _
£6°1 “9/°d | wi'g1 ‘a T9v-oN Nmu- ver1 "oyt 8v'9 ‘n 09%-oN NNY




‘a

S°¢1 S°L1 T1°8T S°LT1 1°8T 1°81 1°8T T°81 §°81 s°81 | 95°g01
] 6°81 | €2°16
6°61 - ) 6°6T | zL €L
_ : 6°0C 6°0Z | %9°%S
§°07 0°IZ S°0Z 0°0Z 0°1Z S°1Z S°1Z 0°2Z 6'1Z 6°1Z 6°1¢ 6°1Z 6°1¢z %12 %°1¢ | 2e°LE
6'1Z 6°1Z 6°1Z %°1Z 6°1Z %°1Z %°1Z | SI°SI
%1 6°0Z 6°0Z 6°0 6°0Z 6°0Z %°0Z | 9801
6°L1 L°8T <°81 6°81 S°81 6°L1 9%°LT | €5°9
0°'C L €6 TL TL T'L T8 YIT €11 €21 6°¢1 v°€l €71 811 801 | sz'Y
§°Z1 0°01 S£°8 06°L SZ9 00°S SL°E 0S°Z  ¥8°L L#°1 OL'L €4°0 LE°O 0°0 LE'O-|q7-/X
0
'z W 6°sz  “n
T T
s6°1 "9/%d £1°2¢

€9%7°ON NO¥




1.94

o
M 1.03
6.5 14.7
7.0 13.2

/e

.5
.0
.6
.1
.6
7.6

6.5
6.5

13.73

25.9
.2
.2
.6
.1
.6
7.6

U.

0.0 0.55 1.10 1.65 2.20 2,75

21.2 25.9 22.1 12.7

24.5 30.1 25.9 14.2
17.3 20.2 16.7

z/p} -0.55

RUN No.481
4.25
6.53

10.86

X/D

.7

11.25
37.3
17

1.94

M 0.49
8.6 12.2°

/e

7.5

25.9

0.0 0.55 1.10 1.65 2.20 2.75
36.5 33.3 23.1 13.2 13.2 22.6

26.4 24.0 16.3 11.2 - 11.2 17.8
15.7 17.8 15.2 10.7

31.5
22.6

/D }-0.55

4.25
. 6.53
10.86

RUN No.480

X/D

n| N O - 0
e 9 g g
o .
- e & - -
-
v ey ~
4 Al IR "nenevy
L P o | - N
L3N P I LA
"} 8 |O| mONMN~O
. a N * v e o s e @
~ | OOV
ey ~
N NN O WY
Y] coemcCdo
.
™ - o
-~ |on :
ol e
o hny
mlQ |3 2ennggee
- QOC=HMOVWOONN
ks 8
=2 -
| VWAL O
[Ta * ¢ & e o @
sl - NNNM N0
(=]
O = O O O| MO TO =™ \O il O
“ s e s s 3 s 4 o s e s e o e
Or 00 I~ N0 O|l Tmemmunooano o
i N MWW ML O O
& U NN Mmoo o
o .
@ ?
©
<
hd S
N N MO (-] a
MO NN = NNOOWHANTNMMY
Har PR NN it N N \O N N A
[ ey g A e s e
nre~nO Rl T vonmsrn~o
vd o > NN MNOAD
—4
o =
3 .
[
WO O s wn ol O U et
s o = @ Nl |~ e s » ° e s =
[N o e | cCOO0OOCONon
— fet N e e
n o g |O| mMOONO ™~
. o @ a ~N * & e & & e
nn ~ r| MmO~
oy ~ . .
oow n| oMo -~
o o o » O e 2 e+ & o 8 @
nun NI~ OO
= - .
- o .
P
" O ® hn (=] O e
o e o o - (N e s & ¢ s o e @
" - L KN N W
s K
= t=]
© Oy [T} Q™D rd N
s o o o e vy e o o s e @
N-R R ;1 gnagea
[) e
W) N T T O o NO e =N O
e e e e » . IR I
N O O
VN IO o] &3nso
"o g Raenan
O o~ ] DOITNORO®
@® ?-—‘-—d-—i-—l—l
=
s Q OO NN MO
N NMDO = v O 3
[enan zl /] G230508590
N
TOONNNTN D
~ARAE ] 2 AHNMIAN OO
~— ™ ~




/pa 1.93
M 1.03

)

13.73
25.9

j
L]

RUN No.501

0.0 0.73 1.47 2.20 2.94 3.67

2.2

8.0

--t\DwDbDOIﬂIﬂO\
O\OQOQN@V\

@ M @ Oy O

N v\uﬂln

VWM TOON
« ® e 8 8 e o e ®
NN MM TN N
[~ NN N W N N - W
"+ e s e s e e e
I N i I Y

-~ N\DOU\O\OQ’
O\'IQ MG\Q\DIﬂIhIh

ﬂv—ll\@\blﬁlﬂﬂ\#
.
noooo\r\enm

1.95
M 2.42

~y

32.13
25.9

U.

/D Lo.73

X/D

4.25|22.0 30.4 23.0

RUN No.503

0.0 0.73 1.47 2.20 2.94 3.67

r‘H\DNNNﬂ
O O O —l—‘hlﬂw

B ettty
O O>O O Ovﬂ(ﬁ

o iadadadedaiul ]
e s s o e o aw
COO0OO0O=mm

et N MR o
O C>c>C>—4—dtﬂ riﬂr

Nl\l\'\l\ww

—tv—l-—iw—.v—lNﬂ

wNNNNQwﬂU\Q
NNNNNNM#QU‘\

X2/ Lo .93

1.92
M 0.48

/o

6.48
25.9

RUN No.500

0.0 0.73 1.47 2.20 2.94

1.7

1.2

27.9

36.5 30.2 14.8

OO ™M
e & ® o & s o
NN Mo

mcownconnnm
.
NNNNNﬂﬁﬂm

h-rilﬂ q'dhtﬁ F\aﬁtw
ﬁ@@\?ﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂ
-

NN O WY
- . . . . L

e Al a1 A
-

Ihﬂ'\\Dlna\QO\ﬂ
\DQNNO\?\"(’\M

1.95

I,

e |

M 1.37

18.14

/D{-0.73

4.25

BRUN No.502

0.0 0.73 1.47 2.20 2.94 3.67

N TLTORNTONN
¢ ¢ e e e o ® 4w
ML INN DO O ININ

\D\DF‘NF””\?QQ\

oo-—u—:ncmnn

\bv-l-l-lN&Q#O\
OOF‘HNMQIHV\
MNNOMWOT TN
= e s s e 8 & % ®

MM TN NN N

2.2

V\mOO\O\O\O\O

.
NQQI\\OIﬂU\Iﬂ
4
mmmmma\\?c\m

Smmoeooo-nnn

22.3 13.5

IhO )

-IOO\I\QD

13.5
12 5

2/} .0.73

4.25

6.53
10.86
15.16
23.78
37.32
54.64
73.72
91.23

108.56




6°7Z | 957801 6'€z | 95°801 12z [ 95°801 S°€1 | 95°got
8%z | €216 - T9 | €216 Svz | €2°16 Sl | €2°16
L 74 08°98 6°2Z 08°98 9°1Z 0898 €1 08°98
ez | TteL s'6z | zLoeL 89T | zLes $°st | zeoeL
€1€ | %995 S €L | v9°ys 7°1E | 99798 8T | 49°%g
v°0f 11°05 562 : 11°05 842 1105 9°11 11°05
9'9¢ | zg"L€ zee | zevse _ €9e | zevs€ 90z | zevsg
6°L€ €9°87 0" L€ €7°82 0°s¢ £v°82 44 | evse
TTy | 8LEL Ly | 8Logz v'Zy | 8LU€Z 09T | 8L€L
8°9% | 91°S1 967 | 9T°ST 9°8y | 91°S1 L6z | 91t
L'yy Z1°et 'Ly 1€l 1°9y 2TET s'ze Tl
9'ty | 98°01 €es [ 9g-01 szs | 98°01 £v€ | 9801
08y | €59 995 | €579 §'Ls | €579 vy | €S9
v 08y | Sz'y s'ss. 0'8s | szvy €8 €19 [ szvy S6v  9'16 | STy
16 00 e 16 00 | Soa/x IS 00 [ aUx 16 00 [ H/x
Be'z W | 6'se “n 9%€°1 W 6°sz_“n 70'1 R 6'sz_"n 8v'0 W 6'sz "n
%61 “9/°9| ¢rze 'n v6°1_“9/'d y1'a1 'n 961 "9/'q errer a 26°t_"9/'d  gy's 'n
€25 ON NI 225 oN NM 125N NnY 0ZS"ON NA¥




