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Yoshihiko KopamMa and Shigeru MINeGIsHI : On the

Performance Test of the Power Sprayer
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Summary

The authors obtained the following results by the performaunce test of the power sprayer.
1. If the discharge was represented by Qm revolution psr minute by n, power by W and pressure
by p in the test of the sprayer then the following results were obtained.

(1) Qm increased in proportion to n,

(2) W increased in proportion to p at comstant revolution.

(3) Qm increased in proportion to W at constant pressure.
2. When the discharge capacity Om was divided into Qn, the quantity of spray, and Qg, the

overflow, Qg was far larger than Qnand this phennomeon was remarkable under low pressure.



