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Table 1. Definition of Floor Area The Case Study
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Fig 1. Plan View of 1000’ Tree System Case & Grid System
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Fig. 2. Hydraulic Calculation for Sprinkier System
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Table 2. Flow Rate Comparison of 300ny, 1000, 3000m* Area Case
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Fig 3. Water Supply Comparison Graph of Each Case Fig 4. Comparison of Installation Cost
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Table 3. Water Spray Time Comparison of Each Case
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Fig. 5. Water Spray Time Comparison of Each Case
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Fig. 6. Comparison of The Required Pressure in 3000m’ Arca Case
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