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LIMITATIONS OF METERGATES
by
James W. Ball, M., ASCEl/

ABSTRACT

The hydraulic characteristics of metergates and their limitations are dis-
cussed and methods of minimizing the errors introduced by physical and
hydraulic characteristics are presented. Also included is an evaluation of
the metergate as a measuring device for water in irrigation distribution
systems.

INTRODUCTION

The problem of accurate and economical measurement of irrigation water
has become very important in recent years. The problem will, without
question, become more important in future years as the water resources
of this country approach full development, and costs increase.

There have been investigations in recent years to develop new principles and
new measuring devices to obtain more accurate and economical measure-
ment of irrigation water. It is reasonable to assume that these investiga-
tions will continue with increased interest and that new, more accurate,

and less costly devices or methods will be made available for irrigation
systems of the future.

The measuring device to be discussed in this paper is not new, but it was
not until recent years that its hydraulic and physical characteristics were
found to have considerable influence on its accuracy, and hydraulic tests

were made to evaluate this influence.

The device to be discussed is known as a metergate. It consists of a slide
gate (with either circular or square bottom) placed over the upstream end

of a pipe and controls releases from a canal to a lateral or a lateral to a
ditch. The pipe passes through an embankment and usually its upstream
end is contained in a vertical head wall with or without an approach channel,
A typical metergate installation is shown in Figure 1. Flow through the gate
is indicated by the differential head obtained from measurements of the
hydraulic grade line at two locations, one in the upstream canal or reser-
voir from which the flow is taken and the other in the pipe crown a short
distance downstream from the entrance and gate (Figure 2). Two measur-
ing wells, one connected to the upstream water pool and the other to the

pipe downstream from the gate, are provided for determining the differential
head. Using the differential head and knowing the gate opening, the flow
quantity is obtained from appropriate tables or charts. Since the hydraulic
characteristics and limitations of the metergate had not been adequately
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delineated previously, a laboratory study was initiated by the Bureau of
Reclamation. The work was accomplished over a period of several years,
beginning in 1950 and ending in 1957, In general, this paper will present

the results of the studies made in the Bureau laboratories during this period.

The capacity and accuracy of a metergate may be influenced by several
factors; some are related to physical arrangement of the metergate while
others are related to hydraulic characteristics. The important factors to
be considered and discussed in this paper are:

(a) Gate design, including shape and arrangement

(b) Approach design, including position of walls and floor relative to
the pipe entrance

(c) Submergence of metergate entrance
(d) Submergence of metergate outlet
fe) Length of metergate pipe

(f) Location of head-measuring taps
-(g) The flow velocity.

The equation Q = Cq AY2gAH was used in the analysis, and the effects of
the above variables on Cy were determined.

LABORATORY TEST INSTALLATION

The laboratory installation used for the metergate studies is shown schemat-
ically in Figure 3. Water to the test gate was supplied by four pumps (three
12-inch and one 8-inch), Veniuri meters of various sizes located near the
pumps provided accurate flow measurement over a wide range of discharges.
Good flow distribution approaching the gate at low velocity was obtained by
passing the water through a rock-filled baffle in the headbox. The upstream
end of the metergate pipe, with the gate, was placed in one side of the
7-foot-wide by 11-foot-long by 10-foot-deep head box. The downstream

end of the metergate pipe terminated in a 4-foot-wide by 6-foot-long by
6-foot-deep tailwater box. A hinged gate in the side of the tailwater box
opposite the pipe exit provided a means of varying the submergence and
changing the hydraulic grade line in the pipe.

Piezometer taps were placed in the crown of the pipe at different distances
from the gate to record the pressure gradient in the pipe and to permit the
application of the data to other gate sizes. The pressure taps were confined
to the crown of the pipe because this location had been determined to be the
most desirable. Rubber tubing was used to connect the taps to glass tubing
mounted on a manometer board graduated in 0. 01 -foot increments. Two




metergates, 18- and 24-inch were tested in the setting described above,
A 10-inch installation similar in arrangement, but without a gate over the
entrance, was used for special research related to the confinement of
entrances.

TEST PROCEDURES

The laboratory tests were made for a range of differential heads from 2 to
48 inches. The hydraulic grade line in the pipe was controlled by the hinged
gate in the tailwater box to give readable water depths in the downstream
head-measuring well.

The 18- and 24-inch gates were tested at gate opening increments of 2 inches.
A gate position indicator in the form of a metal pointer was attached to the
top of the gate stem with a stationary scale graduated in tenths of inches

at one side to indicate the gate opening (Figure 4). A section of transparent
pipe was placed immediately downstream from the 24-inch gate to permit
visual observation of the flow conditions within the pipe immediately down-
stream from the gate (Figure 5). Smooth pipe was used in all test installa-
tions. In all tests constant flows to the metergate were first established.
The hydraulic grade line was then adjusted and readings taken to determine
pressures within the system. flow quantity, differential head, and flow
action in the system. The tests were made for various approach confine-
ments, discharges, gate openings, and tailwater conditions. The effect of
the individual variables on the discharge coefficient was thus determined.

FACTORS THAT INFLUENCE CAPACITY OF METERGATES

Gate Desgign

The main difference in metergate capacity attributable to gate design occurs
at partial openings and results from the shape of the gate (whether the leaf
is circular or has a square bottom). Capacity curves or tables applicable
to one design are not applicable to the other. For example, at a given head
differential, the gate with the circular leaf will discharge about twice as
much water at 20 percent gate opening as the gate with the square bottom
(Figure 6). The area and shape of the gate opening in the two cases are
quite different. Some influence is also introduced by the configuration,
relative size, and positioning of the structural members of the gate framing
and gate seat casting.

The gate framing usually has a minor influence unless some of the struc-
tural members are placed too close to the pipe entrance. Structural mem-
bers of gate frames should be kept away [rom the edges of the opening to
have the least influence.

The gate seat casting shape. including width of seat, its projection from
the head wall to which 1t is fastened, and its general configuration, will




have some influence on the gate capacity for a given differential head.
This factor will usually be of minor proportions, but may introduce differ-
ences up to 2 or 3 percent. The influence of variations in entrance con-
figuration is illustrated to some degree in Figure 7.

Approach Design

The influence of inlet confinement on the coefficient of discharge was inves-
tigated. Confinement of metergates is due mainly to the floor and side
walls of the approach to the inlet. The position of the floor and side walls
with respect to the pipe opening was varied.

Tests on wall confinement varied from that represented by the walls of the
head box (representing the gate installed in a vertical head wall) to walls
placed at different distances from the edges of the pipe inlet flaring out-
wardly at an 8:1 rate (Figure 8).

Tests on floor confinement varied from that represented by the bottom of
the head box to a 2:1 downward sloping floor terminating at the head wall
a short distance below the pipe inlet invert (Figure 8).

Because the pressure tap for the downstream head-measuring well is
located in the crown of the pipe just downsiream from the gate, it is certain
that any changes in the stream lines that result in a redistribution of pres-
sures in the vicinity of the tap will be reflected in the differential head.
Therefore, any confinement that results in a change in pressure grade line
at the pressure tap will indicate a change in coefficient. From the nature
of the flow within the pipe immediately downstream from the gate, as shown
in Figure 2, it is evident that the influence of confinement would be more
predominant at wide open gate than at partial gate opening and that this
influence would decrease as the gate leaf moved downward. The tests on
the 18- and 24-inch installations confirmed this and indicated that the influ-
ence was negligible at gate openings less than 50 percent and that the con-
finement influence at full gate opening might be as much as 10 to 12 percent.
Other variables influencing the coefficient with changes in confinement
included position of downstream measuring well tap and inlet submergence.
The influence of wall position, floor position, and location of pressure tap
are shown in Figure 9. The tests showed that the influence of confinement
could be kept at a minimum by controlling these variables.

Submergence of Metergate Entrance

The influence of submergence of the metergate entrance can vary widely
depending on gate opening, position of the pressure tap for the downstream
measuring well, and the confinement of the inlet, For most installations
the discharge coefficient remained constant for large submergences and




varied different degrees for small submergences.2/3/ The influence of
small submergences has been observed by other investigators. 4/ In all
cases, the discharge coefficient for a particular physical setting (entrance
confinement and gate setting) was substantially constant for submergences
greater than 1 pipe diameter above the crown of the pipe entrance (Figure 10).
Variations in the discharge coefficient due to low submergence occurred
mainly for submergences less than 1 pipe diameter., The variation differed
with gate opening and entrance confinement. The influence of submergence
became less pronounced as the gate was lowered over the entrance and
seemed to disappear at a gate opening of about 75 percent. This occurred
for all entrance confinements where the approach walls were set back a
distance of 1/4 pipe diameter or more from the edges of the entrance and
the floor was placed 0.17 pipe diameter or more below the invert of the
pipe entrance, Confinements of greater degree were not tested.

Outlet Submergence

The submergence of the outlet end of the metergate pipe in itself has no
influence on the coefficient of the metergate. It is, however, important
in two respects. it estabiishes the pressure grade within the pipe and, to
a small degree, sets the upstream submergence. The outlet submergence
must be sufficient at all times to keep the pipe full and hold the pressure
grade at the pressure tap high enough to give a readable water surface in
the head-measuring well, The curves in Figure 11 can be used to deter-
mine the required outlet submergence. The submergence required to give
a readable water surface in the head-measuring well varies with the gate
opening and is a maximum for an opening of about 75 percent. It is this
maximum which should be considered in determining the required submer-
gence for any metergate installation, This required submergence is not
significantly different for different metergate sizes or pipe tap locations,
but varies with head.

Length of Metergate Pipe

The metergate pipe downstream from the gate should be of sufficient length
that a rather uniform velocity distribution exists at its downstream end.
This will assure a minimum exit velocity with minimum erosion in the
downstream ditch and will assure that the pipe always runs full. The
metergate tests indicated that the minimum length of the pipe should be
approximately 7 pipe diameters (Figure 12).

{

2/"Flow Characteristics in a Pipeline Downstream from a Square-cornered
Entrance, " Bureau of Reclamation, Hydraulic Laboratory Report No. Hyd-
422,

3/"Flow Characteristics and Limitations of Screw Lift Metergates, "' Bureau
of Reclamation. Hydraulic Laboratory Report No. Hyd-471.

4/"Ausfluss, Curchfluss. Strahlreakiion, and Strahldruck in neuer Bech-
trochtung'' (Discharge Underflow Jet Propulsion, and Jet Forces from a
New Viewpoint) by Von theodor Musterie K Die Wasserwirtschaft, Septem-
ber 1960,




Location of Pressure Tap for Downstream Head-measuring Well

The location of the pressure tap for the downstream measuring well has
considerable influence on the coefficient of discharge under certain condi-
tions. This difference is most pronounced at large gate openings and
results from difference in the pressure grade line at the different locations.
Thus, the water surface in the downstream head-measuring well (which
determines the differential head and discharge coefficient) is affected by

the location of the pressure tap, introducing a change in discharge coeffi-
cient. Location of the tap on the periphery of the pipe at a given station
along the pipe thus will introduce a change in coefficient (Figure 13). Loca-
tion of the tap at different stations along the pipe will also introduce changes
in the coefficient (Figure 14). The changes will be more rapid where the
pressure gradient is steep. The influence of pressure tap location, within
reasonable limits, is reduced to negligible proportions if the maximum gate
opening is limited to about 75 percent. In cases where the maximum open-
ing of the metergate is limited to 50 percent to minimize confinement influ-
ence, tap location becomes unimportant,

Velocity of Flow in Metergate

The velocity of flow in metergates is considered to be in the low range,
perhaps up to 6 or 7 feet per second under special conditions, but mostly
below about 4 feet per second to prevent undue erosion in the downstream
ditch or channel. Except for the extremely low velocities, the flow will

be turbulent. However, some influence might be expected from viscosity
(Reynold's number) at the very low velocities. Tests conducted in the
laboratory indicated this to be true, but that the influence would be neg-
ligible over the flow range at whlch most metergates would be used. For
Reynold's number of 2.0 x 102 and larger in the 10-inch pipe, the influence
was very minor. _The influence was slightly greater at Reynold's numbers
of about 1.0 x 105 In most installations, the influence of viscosity (Reynold's
number) need not be a consideration.




SUMMARY

1. The metergate is an accurate water-measuring device, provided certain
limitations are observed and the differential heads and gate openings are
accurately measured.

2. It is important that the gate opening be known or set accurately: other-
wise accurate discharge measurements are not possible.

3. Errors in discharges will be very small for various sizes of metergates
that are geometrically similar to the test installation used to obtain the
hydraulic characteristics of the metergate.

4. All hydraulic characleristics for metergates with circular and square
leaves are not the same: thus the discharge curves and tables for one are
not applicable to the other, except at 100 percent gate openings.

5. Limiting the maximum gate opening to 50 percent will reduce to neg-
ligible proportions any error which would be introduced by a reasonable

confinement of the entrance,

6. A metergate must have at least one pipe diameter submergence of the
upstream end to eliminate the influence of small submergerces, or the
maximum gate opening must be limited to 75 percent to minimize this
influence,

7. A metergate must have sufficient submergence of the downstream end
of its pipe to provide a readable water surface in the head-measuring well,

8. The pipe length downsiream from the gate should be at least 7 pipe
diameters to assure a reasonably uniform velocity distribution and minimum
velocity at the exit, and to minimize erosion downstream.,

9. Limiting the maximum gate opening to 75 percent will reduce to neg-
ligible proportions any error which would be introduced by mislocation of
the downstream head-measuring well tap.

10. The present metergate design 1s not the optimum for flow measure-
ment accuracy. The practice of placing the tap to the downstream head-
measuring well 12 inches downstream from the gate makes each metergate
size and setting a special problem requiring either strict operational limita-
tions or individual calibration unless the maximum gate opening is limited
to 75 percent.

11. For best overall results, the tap to the downstream head-measuring
well for the various gate sizes should be at geometrically similar locations
and preferably where the hydraulic gradient is not steep. The tests indicated
the optimum location to be 1n the crown of the pipe about 1/3 pipe diameter
downstream from the gate.

12, Usually the viscosity influence 1s negligible for metergates and need
not be considered.
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FIGURE 4. METERGATE OPENING INDICATOR
FOR LABORATORY TEST FACGILITY




o : TaE e " e 11 = et T =ye = e
=L =Nl L == (LY WA SN s =l = — 5, T SR
1SS = = s I el o o | MO e ) b ="l = N BNSESRET Wh —== ]

FIGURE 5. LABORATORY INSTALLATION
OF 24-INCH METERGATE




DISCHARGE COEFFICIENT Ggq

0.6 ~ |~
i ’/r /
7 ]
0.5 : . ',/ /1
With circular leaf\: pd '/
|
0. 7| AL
# // \-With square bottom leaf
/
0.3 i Val
» 4
X /
4
Py
0.2 5 //
/ Y Note: Pressure tap for downstream

7 // head- measuring well at d/2.

0.1 A ’
/
A
N
0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100

GATE OPENING IN PERCENT

FIGURE 6. DISCHARGE GOEFFIGIENTS, 24-INCH METERGATES,
CIRCULAR AND SQUARE BOTTOM LEAVES, CONFINED ENTRANCE




I0-inch pipe entrance

¢ Parallel walls at 3.0d, flat floor at 1.2d

e 8:| flaring walls at d/4, 2:1 sloped floor at 0.17d

¢ 8| flaring walls at d/a, flat floor at 1.2d

- 8:| flaring walls at d/2, flat floor at 1.2d

e 8:| flaring walls at d, flat floor at |.2d
I8-inch metergate

© Parallel walls ot 3.0d, flat floor at 1.0d

o- 8:| flaring walls at d4/3, flat floor at 1.0d

¢ 8:i flaring walls at 2d/3, flat floor at 1.0d

< 8:| flaring walls at d, flat floor at 1.0d
24-inch metergate

A& Parallel walls at 21/ad, flat floor at 0.63d

A 8:| flaring walls at d/4, sloped floor at 0.17d
24-inch circular leaf metergate

% Parallel walls at 21/4d, flat floor at 0.63d

x 8:] flaring walls at d/4, sloped floor at 0.17d

0.85
A_..-&""A L~
/
A [ ]
0.80 27 s Bl N IS ¥ PSSy St P S Sw——! <
~

"""--b\

™
\\
N\

%

£/
0.75—— f/ 77
7

[H /

/

AVERAGE C4 FOR SUBMERGENCE > 1.0d

/
0.70 IS—-.; v
Af -.'/ /
Ty Note: Gates full open
N/
0.65 H-x 44—+ —
A_A/ |
vy
4%
0.60L—=é—1
0 05 1.0 1.5 2.0 2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0

DOWNSTREAM PRESSURE TAP LOCATION X IN TERMS OF d

FIGURE 7. VARIATION IN DISCHARGE COEFFICIENTS OF
METERGATES WITH DOWNSTREAM PRESSURE TAP
LOGATION AND ENTRANGE GCONFINEMENT




- - — 2I.2. ek
Approach M
WGIIS ....._::.:’ '————6 —————
Flow ™,
— \\
l\‘ fl _____ Il
Sloping 4> | -
floor = M
S i {

COMPOSITE PLAN

Approach walls
used in inlets
1,2,3,6,7 and 8-

Sloping floor
used in inlets &
1,2,3 and 4 ---7

Approach walls
extended to

box bottom | = Tg-----

in inlets el

6’? and 8"—‘ r,‘\' ~ I .

TN AL LML AL AR ALY \\ﬁ_ LR,

Bottom of box;'
COMPOSITE SECTION

INLET |
With sloping floor and
approach walls
a=d/

INLET 2
With sloping floor and
approach walls
a=ds

INLET 3
With sloping floor and
approach walls
a=4d

INLET 4
With sloping fioor only

INLET 5
With sloping floor and
approach walls removed

INLET 6
With approach walls only
a=4d/m

INLET 7
With approach walls only
a=d/p

INLET 8
With approach walls only
a=d

TEST ARRANGEMENTS OF INLETS

Cg BASED ON PRESSURE 2" FROM ENTRANGCE

Inlet 6-~--LB~____ i EEPET SR e _#:."? B
e Y =+ — — L
"—?’ —E:_—B — ]
TR ==
\|_Fd
N\ -4
\\
- M. — —
4-_"—‘31__ S —
3-1--7 e S S — e |-
//
) 4
2t/ 1
7/ |
A5
v
/1’
/
0 1.0 30

DEPTH OF WATER ABOVE GROWN OF PIPE ENTRANGE

SUBMERGENCE =

DIAMETER OF PIPE

FIGURE 8, EFFECTS OF INLET SUBMERGENCE ON COEFFICIENTS OF
DISCHARGE FOR METERGATES WITH VARIOUS INLET COEFFICIENTS




O ‘ PRESSURE TAP AT X=93
E 620 —_—— e — --— Nt
I _‘_r" T G Ss— S S—
- '=;__- =]
Z 600 S e —- v
RNV NN WO 5 5 0 S
) um scotter of data-+ o — e
580 : -
?:: .660 T
- d
w X= 95
640 . S
o -
@ l""'--—-.....___('____ i
< 1 -CJ
- 620 = S |
o L
= -4
> .600
S 720 I
" X = 2d/3
= 700 ~
|_
oy -
o .680 ,
S F
o .660
o
=
& 640
@ |
w
2 620 '
A 840 | ] r
[ | | X=1.2d
E _320.___).., = l | St
LI-I P —
< 5
& 800 = Bt i
wi
= |
< 780 . _
e 2:| Sloped approach floor 0.17d below entronce invert
o e o Level approach floor 1.2d below entronce invert
G - T | |
&
< 740 = —t
o f
Z 720
w .840
& l | 1 1 U
| X = 3.9Id
= — | 1‘:\
5 .820 o
o
t BOO __'_;ﬁr— e =il Ea SraRsITAt eI
i
3
1
'7800 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 30
DISTANGE OF WALLS FROM EDGES OF |I0-INGH PIPE ENTRANCE -DIAMETERS
* Maximum scotter of data from average about * 3% for all
tap locations.
FIGURE 9. INFLUENGCE OF APPROACH WALL, FLOOR, AND PRESSURE
TAP LOCATIONS ON DISCHARGE COEFFICIENT OF METERGATES




COEFFICIENT OF DISCHARGE

Cq

.62

.60

.58

.56

54

.52

.50

.48

.46

a4

X
x X 5
* a2 - .. . - 2 2 ¥
a .%x x‘gﬁn X \r.r'h. X A s 7 X xa
L] .XX < .§ %x ?
®e ‘/.KX X
L
. i
L
o Rg=117,000
T T — X Rg= 200,000
/ a Rg= 485,000
d
Downstream Tap at X= /3
l’
02 04 Q6 [o}:} 1.0 .2 1.4 1.6 1.B 2.0 2.2 24 2.6 2.8 3.0 12 34

SUBMERGENCE - PIPE DIAMETERS ABOVE CROWN OF ENTRANCE

FIGURE 10. INFLUENCE OF INLET SUBMERGENGCE AND VISCOSITY ON
DISCHARGE COEFFICIENTS OF METERGATES

36




20
| |
' - I
:Downsfream tap at X=%—-J\
(IS T e — - =ik _ e e Sl i _..\;
5 =:==?$:Tx
- I R o )
8 } J|f &}-x’ N
z b// i
o
a |7 LBEA
ol B
2| /|
w I \
= X
TI5 161 - / bl
J|o
o i | !
e | / -
Z O
w |~ |5 ', S = e L ‘ —
EJ 48 a]
R E«} |
L& /X X ;
05 14 / i S e
O H
= ! , d
& / |
I |
1.3 ar = | SEEP
1 )
| o / i
1| Jud X
T e oo :
/ | Xx=1.2d--"
[
| l ] v " ISR LT C— — E
]
i
10 |
0 20 40 60 80

GATE OPENING — FERGENT

NOTES
Upstream submergence greater than 1.0d
Floor 1.0d below invert of entrance and walls 3.0d
from edges of enfrance .
Zero gate opening - Bofttom of leaf at invert of
entrance .

FIGURE Il. PRESSURE FACTORS FOR VARIOUS OPENINGS AND
PRESSURE TAP LOCATIONS — I18-INCH METERGATE
WITH LEVEL FLOOR AND PARALLEL WALLS




P
o

|
y,
i

DISTANCE TO POINT OF RECOVERY-—PIPE DIAMETERS

Iy

o
]
pd

£
///
[

o
(o)

20 40 60 8o 100
GATE OPENING — PERCENT

(=]

A 24—inch metergate with 2:1 sloping floor O.17d below
entrance and 8:1 flaring walls at d/ from entrance.

A 24— inch metergate with level floor 0.63d below entrance
and parallel walls at 2 '/4 d from entrance.

o 18— inch metergate with level floor 1.0 d below entrance
and parallel wolls at 3d from entrance.

Upstream submergence greafer than d.

FIGURE 12. LENGTH OF PIPE REQUIRED FOR PRESSURE
RECOVERY IN METERGATE




D-FEET OF WATER

aleg

olo

Q08

006

004

002

Qo

D 00

Percent error in AH =
' AH

Gate opening, 20" | 24
Lverage % error in 4H. 1 75%| 3%
Average % error in discharge.| 2.8%)| 1.7%

O -Difference in pressure heod between
the piezometer on top of pipe aond
piezometer offset 3'/,. Both piezometers
one foot D.5. of gate seat - feet
AH-Difference in W.S. in measuring wells - feet

[
| i
! ,
| [ /
20"~ inch gate Opening_.,n / //
‘ T ----- Y] A_,-Z‘I “—rn_ch gote
i i o / opening
| /“/ v |
LA AL |
i 1 '
7 [
/‘l/// (// J|
/'/’ | __,_r-"".‘"ﬂ "
A !
4 8 12 16 20 24 28 32 36

DISCHARGE - G.F.S.

FIGURE I13. EFFECT OF LATERAL OFFSETTING OF PRESSURE TAP FOR
DOWNSTREAM HEAD-MEASURING WELL — 24-INGH METERGATE




D

¥9055E O

AH

29

=Gd4ﬂ

COEFFICIENT OF DISCHARGE Gy IN Q-

080

Qro

060

0.40

.30

0.20

alo

0.00

Q = Discharge in cfs /
A = Nominal area of pipe entrance-square feet

E = Acceleration of gravity (32.2) /
H= Heod differential- upstream water surface to 4

water surface at downstream pressure tap-feet S

UNCONFINED ENTRANGE /
Pressure tap at X = %3 Walls aof 3d, floor level at d. AL 1

N

<=0

o
Pressure tap at X= Walls at 3d, floor level ot d.
Pressure tap of X=2§3 Walls ot 3d,floor level at d. /&

b4

CONFINED ENTRANGE "

> Walls ot 9% floor level at d. Pressure tap at 29/
» Walls ot2d5 floor level at d. Pressure tap at 29/, e

X Walls at d ,floor level ot d. Pressure tap at 24/ v

x~)/
Zero gate opening - Bottom of leof at invert of entrance.

Upstream submergence greater than d /

L~

10 20 30 40 50 60 70 BO 20
GATE OPENING-PERCENT

FIGURE 14. GOEFFICIENTS OF DISCHARGE FOR VARIOUS GATE OPENINGS AND
PRESSURE TAP LOCATIONS — I8-INCH METERGATE
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