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Fig. 1. Relation between log ¢ and log ¢ when
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Table 1. Gradient change with a.
J2 0-04 0-03 0-02 0-01 0 —0-01 —0-02 —0-03 —0:04
2 =01 1-699 | 1-450 | 1-262 | 1-117 | 1 0-905 0-825 0758 0-700
n/n' 2=0"15 1-390 | 1-268 | 1-165| 1-077 | 1 0-933 0-874 0-821 0774
2 =02 1-274 | 1-194 | 1-122 | 1-058 | 1 0-948 0-900 0-857 0-817
n'=0-24 0-347 { 0-312 | 0-284 | 0-260 | 0-240 0-223 0-208 0-195 0-183
n n'=0-26 0-376 | 0-338 | 0-307 | 0-282} 0-260 0-241 0-225 0-211 0-198
n'=0-28 0-404 | 0'364 | 0-331 | 0-303 | 0-280 0-260 0-242 0-227 0-213
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