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Figure 1. Direct photographies of FDE (fire detector evaluator).
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Figure 2. Comparison of the optical density and signal from ionization detector at the averaged flow
rate of 0.02 m/s.
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Figure 3. Comparisons of the time-delay and characteristic length between default value in FDS and

present experimental data.

o wE BEEEE Holal k. a7 2(b)e F AE %7 AeEe] XEE JEEOD) 4
I}g FFo=2 o]FAIZl aFolt) oluf o]FH Al A 7|9 AF A Afte 2, Heskestad &
de] EddolE AAsr] A S gkolth

Figure 3& @W H fF&o dish Azt AAGS EAg Aiolrt 719 FDSOA] A A
I & Heskestad 2 do] EAZo]E 1# 3 X+ dashed linel® ZXAHAT S=AHE A
A A%k Heskestad R & L=18m =43 HFHo=2 wfg fFAgE A3E Hola gl

dAel= 1.62m= 71E7k oF 10.2% 9

2
o

rl
oo & 1

%
wa = A0 o

I
o
s
v
o
do
Rl
2
R
o
olr
tio
N
N
|
ui
f]
e





