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Width Flow Rate Critical Depth Critical Froude
0.

B(cm) Q(cc/sec) H,(cm) Fc(=)
20 60 1.65 4.5x10-2
20 100 2.33 4.5%10-2
20 140 2.91 4.5x10~2
10 100 3.70 4.5%x10-2
40 100 1.47 4.5x10-2
60 100 7.53x10-1 4.5x10-2
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