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Tab.1 The major parameters of net
£ W O

R 0 % & & (m) 166. 00
FAR£K (m) 107. 80
ERRK (m) 16. 20
Pl 3 1 (m) 8. 30
P & & (m) 69. 35
) 24 (m) 14. 00
EAK (m) 46. 00
THEK@m) 59. 00
AN 8065
I () 75
BERA KX Em) 9.80 X1.75
RBRA KX %(m) 9. 80 X1.75

Z AR (m)

5.25 X5.25 X7.00

. WENARERRRA L FREHE N KES
A BIERAMIKOKRFH KO, HEEDFH N1, 58m

1.23 m, EE A7, KEH N1 75 m,

2.1 HRA#HET,.MOBEHSH, HA LK
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¥ FEERATHTROR KL
Tab.2 The comparison of net mouth height at different towing speeds and lifts

i () 1 2 3 4
JR R R O B (m) H 16. 63 12.08 7.53 6.13
B 2 H, 18.20 15.05 13.65 12.95
] 5]
IRELF S5 H R (m) N R H, 17. 85 13.48 11. 65 9. 82
¥ R H,s 16. 28 14. 00 13.65 12.43
i A30% M 0 ¢
ML 305 B (m) R R H, 14.35 12.10 11. 90 9. 98

BREHMLZYEAFBRN, RAMNEESHERHXEZ N H=17. 62V """, R=0. 9499; %
BEXENAENNORESHERNXR N, H =18.07V >4 R=0.9878; EEWNE W H/IFH
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Tab.3 The comparison of net mouth heights - ZANER
-
before and after installing triangle soft 28 _ - -~
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HEH 1 2 3 4 E
RURMO/E@m 16.63 12.08 7.53  6.13 26
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Fig.3 The relationship between horizational
spreading and towing speed after installing
triangle soft canvas in the wing end
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