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MODEL FOR ESTIMATING METEOROLOGICAL PROFILES
FROM SHIPBOARD OBSERVATIONS

INTRODUCTION

Large quantities of shipboard meteorological observations made throughout the world
ocean over an impressive length of time are limited in nature and accuracy. But they provide
a marine climatological data base which would be too expensive to duplicate to obtain other
types of meteorological data subsequently needed but not specifically included in the data
base. One example of subsequent need is the statistical characterization of detailed humidity
and temperature profiles within the lowest 2 kilometers above the ocean surface. The rela-
tively small group of radiosonde data taken by various weather ships and researchers is un-
fortunately sparse in both a geographical and a statistical sense. There e,dsts therefore a
need to invent a model which wiU provid e an estimated profile of humidity and temperature
when given the standard set of shipboard observables. Profiles obtained with such a model
will be inferior to those observed directly by the use of radiosondes and are not intended to
replace them, only to supplement them in areas where sufficient profile measurements do
not exist.

The chief advantage is that profiles can be generated where no profiles have been mea-
sured and the results can be believed to within a certain degree of accuracy . One area of
interest in which such a model could be useful is the transmission of optical energy over
various nonhorizontal paths. Along these paths humidity estimates are valuable both for its
effect on molecular absorption of optical energy and in its effect on the growth of aerosols.

This report describes such a model and a method and data to test this model. The test
method can also be used on future models to ascertain their usefulness.

THE EMPIRICAL MODEL

The model divides the standard shipboard weather observations into essentially four
cases:

‘fog,

• light precipitation ,

• heavy precipitation, and

• no precipitation.

Manuscri pt submitted August 31, 1978.
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Characterization by the model of all but the last of these items is trivial in that present
values on the ship are estimated to exist at higher altitudes. In the last case, however , more
elaborate predictive methods are used .

An integer is delivered to the main calling program which gives a rough estimate of the
quality of the particular value being calculated . When many assumptions are made, the qual-
ity integer (IQ) becomes low or even negative. Values of 10 are considered reasonable
estimates.

The stability of the marine boundary layer is an important input to the model. The
measure of this parameter that is available to the model is the air/sea temperature difference.

‘“ 0

In the no-precipitation case the following distinct classes of profiles are modeled:

• Unstable atmosphere with cloud cover greater than 25% ,

• Unstable atmosphere with cloud cover less than 25%,

• Neutral atmosphere with cloud cover greater than 25%,

• Neutral atmosphere with cloud cover less than 25%,

• Stable atmosphere with a stratus deck, and

• Stable atmosphere with no stratus deck.

The particular class of model chosen depends on the sign of the air/sea temperature differ-
ence, which determines the stability, and the level and/or type of cloud cover reported . The
specific characterization of each of the profiles from any of these classes depends also on
the specific values of the other shipboard observables.

In the modeling, potential temperature and mixing ratio are chosen as the particular
meteorological pair of variables to describe the vertical thermal and vapor-loading character-
istics of the atmosphere because of their insensitivity to adiabatic processes. One limiting
feature of this model is that it is designed to describe only the layer of the ocean atmosphere
at or below 2 kilometers; thus attempts to use the model outside of this limitation may result
in severe errors.

The output of the model is relative humidity, absolute humidity, and air temperature
(all quantities which are used directly in propagation calculations). In mak ing these estimates,
many conversions are required between various meteorological variables. Thus a number of
conversion functions and subroutines are required by the model to convert easily fro m one
set of parameters to another. These subroutines and functions (shown in the listing of the
program in the Appendix) use for the most part standard meteorological relationships.

Unstable Atmosphere With Cloud Cover Less Than 25%

In modeling the class of profiles identified as unstable atmosphere with cloud cover less
than 25% four levels are considered . Starting from the layer closest to the sea, they are
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• The superadiabatic layer ,

• The homogeneous layer ,

• The transitional layer , and

• The cloudless cloud layer.

The extent of each of these layers varies according to the individual input parameters. The
unstable model is based on the description of the moist marine layer in the trade.wind zones
sketched by Roll f 1].

Figure 1 is a conceptual representation of profiles of the potential temperature fl and
the water-vapor mix ing ratio r for this class of atmosphere. The first layer above the ocean
surface is called the superadiabatic bottom layer. In this layer the potential temperature and
mixing ratio obey a log-linear formulation , with the defining parameters being related to the
shipboard observations. The height of this layer above the sea surface is calculated by an
empirical formula fitted to a series of measurements made by Brocks [2] :

Z.a 11.92 + 9.69 l f l ( I Tair  
— T.ea I)~ 5 < T &j r — Tgea~

= Tair 
— Tsea~ 0 — Tsea ~~

where Z,5 is in meters and Taj r  and Tsea are the air temperature and sea-surface temperature
in degrees Celsius.

The meteorological parameters of 0 and r at any altitude Z within the superadiabatic
layer are computed from

0(Z) = 0(0) + 0
~ 

[In Z +Zp 
+ 484~

and

r(Z) = r(O) + r~ [In 
Z ;Z 0 

+ 48f I .

In these formulas 0(0) and r(O) are the values of potential temperature and mixing ratio
computed from measurements of the temperature of the sea surface. The variables 0

~ 
and

are computed from

0 [O(1O) — 0(O* 038

and

* — 

0.38 (r (1O) — r(0)],
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where

C10 = [1.1 + 0.04 p( 10)) X i0~~~,

with 0(10), r( 1O), and u(10) being the values of potential temperature, mixing ratio, and
real wind speed obtained at the nominal mast height of 10 meters. Values of Z0 are obtained
as follows: If the

real wind speed is measured, then

Z0 = 3.3 X i0~~ C10 u(10)2 ,

and if the real wind speed is not measured , then

= i0~~
Finally the values of the so-called stability length L are calculated from

— 

—T0v’~ j ~~u( 10) 2
L — 

9.8 X 038 10A~
0

~ 
0A(10)J ‘

I,
where the sea-surface temperature T0 as well as potential temperatures 0A (0) and 11A (10) are
in absolute temperature units . if values of the wind speed are not measured, L is set at —100
meters. When the relative humidity is to be estimated at an altitude less than Z,~, then it is
calculated by use of 0 and r fro m these equations. If Z is greater than Z 

~~
, the values of

potential temperature 0 and mixing ratio r at Z80 are used to estimate tfiese same quantities
at higher levels.

The height of the lifting condensation level Z~0~ must next be calculated from measure-
ments available on the ship. The method used in this model is based on the solution of the
equation for adiabatic lifting:

e/T110
~
286 = e8~/T~”°

286

where T is the temperature calculated at the top of the superadiabatic bottom layer, e is the
vapor pressure calculated at the same point , T~ is the temperature at the condensation level,
and eac is the saturation vapor pressure at the temperature of the condensation level. The
potential temperature at the top of the superadiabatic layer is known , because both the
temperature and the altitude are known. Also known is that the potential temperature re-
mains constant with respect to altitude changes for adiabatic processes. Therefore at the
condensation level the pressure p~ can be calculated from

0 = T~(1000/p~)° 286 
.

The model then uses the NACA standard low-level atmosphere to convert from pressure to
altitude.
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Since the area is clear (total cloud amount is less than 25%), then a transition layer is
considered to start at an altitude of about 80% of the lifting condens ation level. The transi-
tion layer starts at the L of the homogeneous layer. In the homogeneous layer both the
potential temperature and the mixing ratio at all altitudes remain constan t at the values
obtained for the top of the superad iabatic layer .

According to measurements by Malkus [3 1, the relative humidity in the subsident non.
cloudy cloud layer is 78% . Therefore in the transition layer the model slightly increases
the potential temperature linearly and adjusts the mix ing ratio so that 78% relative humidity
is achieved at the altitude calculated as the liftin g condensation level . Throughout the cloud-
less cloud layer the model sets the potential temperature to that calculated at the lifting
condensation level and correspondingly decreases the mixing ratio to keep the relative
humidity constant at 78%.

Unstable Atmosphere With Cloud Cover Greater Than 25%

Figure 2 is a diagram of the same unstable atmosphere but with clouds. For altitudes
below the transition layer the model is identical to that for the cloudless case. The model
for the cloud case, however , keeps both the potential temperature and the mixing ratio con-
stant with respect to altitude throughout the transition zone. Above the lifting condensation
level when the relative humidity is 100%, the potential temperature remains constant but
the mix ing ratio is reduced just enough to keep the relative hum idity at 100%.

The cloud layer extends from the lifting condensation level to about 2 kilometers,
where the moist marine layer is usually capped by an inversion which divides dry warm air
on top from the cool moist air of the marine layer. Above the 2-km level , temperature de-
creases at the standard lapse rate , and moisture is allowed to decrease rapidly toward the
zero level.

Neutral Atmosphere

The neutral atmosphere, profiled in Fig. 3, is similar to the unstable atmosphere in
both the cloudy and noncloudy conditions except that no superadiabatic layer exists. The
temperature of the atmosphere is considered adiabatic from the sea surface up to the lifting
condensation level. The potential temperature measured at the ship is used as the potential
temperature throughout the lower atmosphere from the sea surface to the lifting condensa-
tion level in the cloudy case and up to the bottom of the transition zone in the subsident
cloudless case.

The mixing ratio is interpolated linearly between values corresponding to relative
humidity of 98% at the sea surface and that measured at the assumed mast height of 10
meters. Above 10 meters and below the lifting condensation level the mixing ratio is set
constant to that measured on the ship.
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Stable Atmosphere

The basis for the model estimates of the stable atmosph ere is a series of tethered bal-
loon flights made aboard the USNS Hayes during the 1975 fog cruise (4 J - If a stratu s deck
is observed , the model constructs the following atmospheric thermal and water-vapor struc-
tore from four additional shipboard-measurable inputs: the sea surface temperature , the
dew-point temperature and air temperature at 20 meters , and an estimate of the cloud-base
altitude .

The potential-temperature structure is estimated in the following way and as shown in
Fig. 4. The atmosphere is divided into four layers separated by four reference levels: the sea
surface, 20 meters (the height of shipboard measurements), the cloud-base level (an input to
the model), and the cloud top (assumed to be 500 meters above the cloud base). In the
lowest layer a linear interpolation is assumed between the potential temperatures of the sea
surface itself and the air at ship height. In the second layer a linear interpolation is made
between the potential temperature at the 20-meter level to that at the cloud base level ,
which is assumed to be that of the ship plus 2°C. Over the next 500 meters an increase of
3°C of potential temperature is assumed. Finally above the cloud layer the potential tem-
perature is allowed to increase at a small rate.

Similarly the mix ing ratio is constructed in a piecewise linear fashion in the same four
levels. In the lowest layer a vapor pressure of 98% of the saturation vapor pressure at the
sea-surface temperature is assumed at the sea surface. The mixing ratio is then linearly inter-
polated between the mixing ratio r 1 calculated at the sea surface and the mixing ratio r2calculated at the mast height. When a stratus cloud is known to exist , then saturation is
known to be achieved at the cloud base and therefore the mixing ratios and which are
necessary for saturation are assumed both at the cloud top and at the cloud base. Linear
interpolations are then made between these various fixed points. Above the cloud top the
mixing ratio is allowed to drop off at a l/Z 2 rate.

The stable-atmosphere no-stratus-cloud profiles are identical to the stable-atmosphere
stratus-cloud profiles except that the mixing-ratio profile is assumed constant from the ship-
mast height to 500 meters above the calculated lifting condensation level.

IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MODEL

The model is in the form of a Fortran function: RELHUM (Z , IQ, ISHIP , TAIR ,
VAPLD). The outputs of the model are the relative humidity in percent which becomes the
functional value itself , the air temperature represented by parameter TAIR , and the water-
vapor load of the atmosphere represented by the variable VAPLD. The integer output vari-
able IQ is a quality index which is roughly related to the trustworthiness of a particular
prediction as described above . The model requires only two inputs: the altitude Z (meters) at
which the meteorological values are desired to be known and an integer array ISHIP which
contains 12 integers from the standard shipboard weather reports.

The elements of array ISHIP are defined as follows:

ISHIP (1) is an integer between 0 and 99 (coded in accordance with Ref. 5) which
describes the present weather situation;

• 
‘0  ~~~ 

. .
‘~~ . • • . . .~~ 4 . ~~~~~~~ - 44 ,....~.
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ISHIP (2) is a parameter between 0 and 10 which describes the lower cloud types
(ILCL);

ISHIP (3) is a signed integer between —999 and +999 which is 10 times the air/sea
temperature difference ;

ISHIP (4) is a signed integer between —999 and +999 which is 10 times the air
temperature (tAT);

ISHIP (5) is a noncoded integer which is the estimated height of the cloud base of
the lowest cloud layer in meters (ICLUT).

ISH!P (6) is a signed integer between —999 and +999 which is 10 times the dew-
• point temperature at deck level (IDPT);

I SHI P (7) is a signed integer between —999 and +999 which is 10 times the mea-
sured sea-surface temperature (ISST);

ISHIP (8) is an integer between 0 and 99 which is the wind speed in knots;

ISHIP (9) is a integer between 90 and 99 (coded in accordance with Ref. 5)
which represents the visibility ;

ISHIP (10) is an integer which if equal to 0 indicates that wind speed was measured ; V

ISHIP (11) is an indicator of the horizontal visibility at ship level, with 0 indicating
that visibility was measured and 1 indicating fog;

ISHIP (12) is a integer between 0 and 9 (coded in accordance with Ref. 5) which
indicates the tota l cloud amount (leA).

TEST OF THE MODEL

A test of the accuracy of this model within the marine boundary layer has been devised
by comparing the model-produced estimates with measured profiles of temperature and
water vapor. Field data suitable for this test was obtained from the EOMET cruise of the
USNS Hayes during May and June 1977. During this cruise kite-balloon soundings were
made, producing many observations with in the marine boundary layer. Comparisons be-
tween the measured parameters of air temperature , relat ive humidity, and vapor density and
those same parameters calculated from the model which used th e appropriate standard ship-
board measurements taken on the ship itself provide a useful test of any model of a
boundary-layer profile.

The locations of the soundings are shown in Fig. 5 superimposed on the ship track ,
which covered portions of the North Atlantic and the Mediterranean Sea. Although the
experiment provided over 1700 valid parameter sets obtained with the NRL boundary-layer
sonde [61, the data are limited in duration at any one location and therefore do not form a
climatologically complete set of measurements. It is nevertheless an excellent data base on

11
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Fig. 5 — Cruise plot of the EOMET cruise of the USNS Hayes during May and June 1977. The circles
represent positions during the track where kite-balloo n profile measu rements of air temperature , relative
humidity, and water-vapor density were made.

I,
which to test the model, because it does provide a wide variety of stability classes. The tern-
perature measurements themselves are produced by dry and wet thermisters supported on
the tether line to the kite balloon and ventilated by the relative wind. A solid-state pressure
altimeter provides altitude information. Data are collected from These three channels and
transmitted to the ship, where they are plotted in real time for the convenience of operators
and digitally recorded.

The sensitivity of the system under real operational conditions allows both wet-bulb
and dry-bulb temperatures to be measured to with in an error band of ±0.15°C. The absolute
accuracy of the radiosonde is checked before and after every kite-balloon flight by flying the
measurement package at mast height and comparing these telemetered measurements with
the shipboard measurements at mast height. Thus the calibration standard for the airborne
units is the shipboard Cambridge model 100SM air and dewpoint temperature instrument.
The altimeter is checked before and after each flight by observations of the pressure at the
mast height, which eliminates the time variations of the atmospheric pressure from the
altimeter. The operational accuracy of the altimeter is ± 14 meters at the surface but decreases
with altitude. One advantage of the tethered kite balloon is that the same instrument package
is used many times and the calibrations of the devices can be checked before and after each
flight to make sure that changes have not occurred in the launch process or during the flight
itself.

Part of the problem in obtaining an evaluation of the performance of the model is to
include in the evaluation some of the nonhomogeneous characteristics of the atmosphere
that might be present during a particular test. Sometimes at sea continuously recorded
shipboard observations diverge significantly even during the time it takes to make a profile,
which is the time for the kite balloon to climb to its maximum altitude and to return to deck

12
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level. Consequently plots of all shipboard meteorological observations were made 6 hours
prior to a flight and 6 hours after landing of the apparatus to aid in determining the stability
of the shipboard observations. The first part of the test was to prepare from data for the
middle of each flight a list of shipboard observables such as would be entered into any ship
weather report. For every experimental observation of dry-bulb temperature, wet-bulb tem-
perature , and altitude the model also would estimate air temperature, relative humidity, and
vapo r density at the same altitude , using as its input the list of shipboard observables. Differ-
ences between measured quantities and the estimated quantities represent information on

• the accuracy of the model.

Comparisons between the model pred ictions and measured data have been made for
all of the flights flown during the 1977 EOMET cruise. In some cases the predicted profiles
of air temperature , relative humidity, atad water-vapor density were close to those measured.
Figures 6, 7 , and 8 are examples of good correlation. They were obtained from flight 51,
which took place in the Mediterranean Sea on June 4, 1978. Each point in the figures refers
to a sampling of the data transmitted continuously to the shipboard receiver and digitally
recorded every minute throughout the flight. The scatter in the kite-balloon data is partly
due to the instrumental uncertainties in both altitude and temperature.

Figure 9 is a plot of a particularly impressive and suprising prediction of a dry layer
over the Mediterranean Sea which was both measured by the boundary-layer sonde and pre-
dicted by the model. Here both the model estimates and the measurements show that a
sharply defined dry layer exists above 350 meters in altitude.

600

1

400 -

0 0 0

• ~~2OO~~

*
r n o

o
0 I I j  , I a i  I I r T 1 T

14 15 16  17 1$ 1 9  20 2 1
TEMPERATURE ( °C )

Fig. 6 — Comparison of the air-temperature profiles obtained from flight-5 1
kite-balloon measurements (points ) and the model estimates obtained fro m
shipboard observations at the time of fl igh t 51 (line)
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R E L A T I V E  H U M I D I T Y  ( / .)

Fig. 7 — Comparison of the relative-humidity calculations obtained from
the dry-blub and wet-bu ld tempera tu re measurements of fl igh t 51 (poin ts)
and the model estimates of setative huimdity based only on shipboard
observations (line)
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Fig. 8 — Compar ison of the absolute-humidity calculations obtained
from the dry-bulb and wet-bulb temperature measurement s of fligh t 51
(points ) and the model estimates of the absolute humidity based only
on sh ipboard observations (line)
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:L _  
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0 —  , ,,
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RELAT IVE  HUMIDITY (“4 )

Fig. 9 — Comparison of the model estimates of a relative-humidity pro -
file which pred icted a dry upper air layer from surface measurements
made at the time of flight 42 (line ) and the kite-balloon measurements of
relative humidity based on dry-bulb and wet-bulb temp eratures (points)

Not all predictions are this reassuring however . Figure 10 is a plot of air-temperature
measurement from flight 21 near the Gulf Stream. The air-temperature measurements
(although the most basic and simplest of the measurements to make) seem to give absurd
data . The problem results from the time required for the measurement, that is for the kite
balloon to climb to altitude and then to be reeled back to deck height. Because the before
and after calibration measurements of these data are accurate , the conclusion is that the
atmosphere is changing rapidly. Thus during the 50 minutes required by the kite-balloon
system to climb to maximum altitude and then to be reeled to the surface the assumption
of a stationary atmosphere does not hold . Consequently a static model cannot duplicate
these rapid changes in air-mass characteristics. It may well be that the model prediction is
closer to a snapshot of the profile at one instant of time while the profile is changing from
one form to the other than can be obtained from a measuring system which is slow relative
to the time response of the nonstationary atmosphere.

The model predictions and the in-situ data taken over all of the flights of the 1977
EOMET cruise at the positions shown in figure 5 were compared as follows to allow the user
some idea of the error bars on the model estimates. A calculation was made of the RMS
error of the model pred ictions at 100 altitudes equally spaced below the maximum altitude
obtained on the flight relative to the least-square third-order polynomial fits to the measure-
ment data at the same 100 altitudes. This analysis shows that the worst-case air-temperature
RMS error by the model was 3.7° C ( for fligh t 3) but that the average RMS error for all
flights was 0.7°C. A similar analyms shows that the model had an overall average RMS error

15
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8 10 12 14 6 l B  20 2 2  24
T E M P E R A T U R E  ( “ C )

Fig. 1 0 —  Example of an air-temper ature profile (points) (obtained in a rapidly
changing air mass fro m a sounding system that takes about 50 minute s to make a
complete sacent and descent) th at canno t be used to represent a stationa ry pro .
file against which to test a static model (line). The data in this plot were ob-
tained from flig ht 2 1,

in the relative-humidity estimates of about 20%. These errors however include not only
inaccuracies of the model but all types of errors which migh t exist in this experiment , such
as nonstationarity of the air mass.

The model test was also analyzed to see if the errors of the model depended on altitude.
One would expect that , since the model is based on measurements at the surface, the model
accuracy would decrease with altitude, so that the RMS errors between data points and
model predictions would increase with altitude.

Table 1 shows the RMS differences between data points at the various measurement
altitudes and the model predictions of the data at the same altitudes. These differences
are averaged over all of the flights in 100-meter altitude bands. The RMS errors indeed tend
to increase with altitude.
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Table 1 — Altitude Dependence of the RMS Errors of the Model

RMS ErrorNumber of 
_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _Altitude -

Interval Observations Air Relative Absolute
(m) Temperature Humidity Humidity

1~ (“ C) (%) (g/m3)

0-100 480 1.01 9.54 106
100-200 296 121 9.71 0.94
200-300 365 1.24 9.86 1.06
300.400 341 1.34 11.93 1.40
400.500 155 2.77 20 47 2.15
over 500 81 1.65 16.36 1.68
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APPENDIX

PROGRAM LISTING
1’U11CTLUI U~~I Z , i,~, L~~~~ k’, T A 4. b , V A i L D )

çe.S*.*..I..*. ***s*ssse* C* SC •SS*S**S*SSS*S**S*S•s•SS*.sS**S.***Ss
C 1.1U~ IlUViL A TLON HA~~~:
C 2 .T L I L E :  TEO kOl.Ot ~1CAi. Ol~.a. & ~~~~~~~~~~~ V~ O!l SHiP 085.
C 3 . A U T H C ~~: STUALIT G.
C ‘e .OaGAaiLATLcni : 551.
C 5.DA lk.~ J U L V  1911
C 6.50uT1$a~ ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~0 c r~~~~ lHsTa , -r ,~~~~ s, s,a ,~~~~ TAu ~~, rcEsT , i.LniT
*..e...s..sss.5s....... cc s......s....a...*s.........s sa ....s.s.

D L $ ~~ .O5 L S H i P ( 12 ) , 0G(1 J4) ,LOzi 4.~.( l7) ,I C L9 ( ô )

I1.t.L L SHLV (2 )
LA S1.” L SUZ P (3)

~A?~IStI1P(41
.LCLbT°ISu1P~~5)
LDPT =I SII IP (b)
£S~~1~~LS$LP (1)
IIS I SH I P ( 8 )
LV iS~~~Sa iP(9)
L~~I S — L S H i P ( 1 O ~
I iVIS z iS d iP ( 1 1 )
L~~A L S  ilL P ( is)

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
1r DATA (iU9Lh(L) .L~~1, 1O)/ 14 ,i3 ,i* ,sO ,4d4 ,5O ,51 ,52 ,53 ,54/
DATA (iD&IZ (1l ,i

~~
11,17)/5

~
,,Sb ,S7,

~~
H,
~~
9,b0,bi/

L 
DATAt 1~ L a ( L ) 3= 1,b ) / O , 1,2 ,J,le .5/

C
C
C CHECK 505 .L5DiLAT ~.0$S 01’ FOG AHD ~.1’ S O U N D  GO 10 100
C

L t ( L Y L S . LE.94) GO I )  100
Lt( 11V 15.Ei J . 1) GO TO 100
DO 20

20 L t ( 1PW . E u .L ZOG (J f l  ~O TO 100
C
C
C CHEC K F CE I SDICAT IO S S OP DEIb/.4.~ A 5~ ~z
C POU N D GC TO S Z A T E H h N T  H U N B E 9  J 0 O
(3

DO 30 Ja 1,14
30 I t L . L e w . E ~~. I D & L Z ( J ) ) GO To 30C

C
C
C CHEC K 505 C1.EAH d z . A T H E H ( I E  110 Lb1. i Tj ~) t Ok ~-il Ec . )  AII D
C 11 Z O U N C  GO TO S Z A T E M ~~NT N U ~~cLAt oOO
C

DO 40 ~~~~~~• leo 17(1i’w .Zl~..LCLi ( J ) )  GO TO o.J 0
C
C
C 1? lil a 1’5O~.5AH teS TS TO T IlLS &‘uail T W~. ZiUST A BUk?.
C

50 CAi. L Aa osT(a .Lt ), Lupr .1Ar, ad~ILL ilU 5 5 il -

TA ib Tt.~~NT (ZA T I
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VA PLI ) 2. 1b5* Ld Ua*VA1 ’ PSt e~A / , j Aj e .273 .  IS)
CALL LL5LTS(A~(.VA P A.U ,TA 1a ,4~,j
51~TUIN

C
C
C 11115 P AMI 01’ T * E  P M O . , M A H  iS SuM I A ~~.S u k  FOG LNDIC A TLUN S .

100 g~~~ u ft a 1OO.
TAIS Z T CEN T (LAT)
vAP 1o. 5s v A PP~~(TAIk )/ (~ AL~ .a~~. Li)

0~ 110 L~~~ 10
I5(b.ta l . 1I00.) L~j~ D
.Lt (2 .GT.  1000.) L~~~2
S 5.? U SH

C
C
C TH IS PA ST OF THE A’gOG ~~AM A S 1’UA 50$ kS ~~CIP1T ATIO5 TI NE S.
C

600 L V(I L C A .. S g . b )  teo TO 100
iV ( J ~.CL .E ~~. 4) GO TO 700
I 5 ( I L ~~L. EQ .7) GO TO 700
L~~t LA ~~D. LT. 0) GO TO 800
i M ( i A S ~~.E ~~.O )  GO 10 900

C
C
C THE STAbLE A-T IIO SPUSH E
C

777 C O N T i N U E
i1’(7..4.T.20.à GO TO 100 0
GO 10 1100

C
C THIS PAIl OP TilE PHOG RA N IS tOii UC. TA~~.E CASr.S.

- 

0 ‘3 D E T E R M I N E  THE DEPTH 01’ T H E SU~~~.5. A QJ. Au AT1C LAYER. .
C

800 ite a lO
DiM~ AH S ( 5 L O A T ( I A S D )/ 1 0.)
L1(CL?.GT .0.5) GO TO 850
ZSA~~1O. * DIP
GO 10 870

850 ~SA — 1 i . 92 + 9 . b 9 *A L O G ( b I I )
‘3

C NEXT UET ~~k Mi$X 11 ~ 15 Ab O VE te~ i’~~E TOP 01 TH ~
C SUP ADI A iIA TIC L A Y E S.
C

810 L F ( h .L E . ZSA) GO 10 2000

• I C SOS hSA ( 7. ( hh , L I I E T A  A I D  Ai&~. ~J b 5 i ’ A N T  PSI AL~ I t U D Z
C A N D  E~~UA L 10 TH E V A L U E S  D STE gML$Eu ~~ ~.=ZS A.

1500 Til SA ~ Tba ( L i w 5 , a1S~~A~~,ISS e , A A T , hj A)

C
-‘I C
‘
~~ 

C F IN D  T i lL L I F T I N G  C O NDENS ATI OS L~~V~~~ IgOd P A L U i l S  OF L *IEIA
C AI D ~ UkTs ~ S L$Eh) A S ?$~ T i t ’ OF 1~tE ~ UI~~M A D 1 A D A T I C  L A Y E R .

I1
~t

(
20
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C
SCa ZLO$(THS A ,WS A ,E SA)

‘3
C
C DE TEAIUN E TilE CLOUD AM OU NT To ~~~~ At X~~ . ME IS A
C TS A NSI1L O N ZO NE Lu ST ING .
C

1810 C OWIINUE
IL ( ICA.L i .2 )  GO 10 1600
Z H~~ZC
Ik (Z.G5..~~H) GO TO 1700

18C0 E a V & (G SA ,Z)
1A1R 15fl V (Til5A , h ) — 273. 15

- 
1 ESA 1~~V A P P R  (TAI l)

VAL’1D 416. 5*E/ (?A LR .273.  1~RELR1J M~ 100. *E/ESAT
CALL LIMiT S (SELI *USI ,VAPL D ,TALS ,14
SE TURI

‘3
C
C T HE L b C LOUD CAS E

• C
1700 ilEL*lUa~~1O0.

• TAL1~ TEaP( TH SA ,Z ) — 2 7 3. 15
VAPL D 216. 5 .V A p p a ( T A I R ~ / (TA.L g. .aJ . 15)
X ,L Z . LT . 2000.) RETU SI
T4000*ThI9 (Tl4S A ,2000) — 4 7 i. 1~~
J~ 0QO—SM IX (4. ,T2000)

E S A I Z V A P M R ( T A I R )

RELH U M Z 100 *L / E SAT
Y A P L D S1b.5*E/TEN? (TH S A ,hj

C
C
C TH I S kARl  UP £d~ P~~O GRAd I S g~tJ tt A i ..a.uUDe. E~ S u.UUDLAr ER.
C

1600 ~d 0.8*ZC
• IF(Z.G1. ZC) Go TO LiO G

Ih (Z.LX. hti) GO TO 1800
DELZ ZC—ZU
Th$aTEIU (THSA ,h H )
T~~~1hH — 0 .O 0 6 *( 4_ Z H )
gZti~~jS A
T7.’3sTi.t4~.~O.00 6*DELh
QZC*0. 78*5HZ ZR (ZC ,TZC- 27J. 15)
TH ~~A TH( T h .Z)
G SA~~~4H * (u~’C—ijhU) * (Z—~.H) /D~~Lh
GO TO

C
C
C THIS 15 T H ETA AID S C A LC U LA L ~~~ lUg ~ S U P E R  A LAYER
C

000 X~~I6Z ( iZW S , I S , L~~, ISST ,L AT , E)
R~~~4(1 iWS , IwS ,LO, LSS1 , IDPT 1~ .,~~A S3
T C = I E M P ( X , Z3 —27 3 . 15

• 
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V XE5T ~ VS (P
V AS’ I S1~~V APPR (?C)
H L L H U M 10O. *~~T E S T / VAPTST
TA Z I ~ TC
V A D L D ~ 21 6. 5*VTEST / (TAiN.~~13. Li)
Z0 7.ZER O ( IZN5 , I W S ~ 10)
YL *1a1.N T (LN S .I A W S , I SST ,IA T , 10)
7C15(7..h0)/F1.
Z i ( k C b . L E , 0 . 0 3 )  Go TO 2010

20 10 C O N T I N U E
CAj . L LZN LTS ( Ld Uft ,Y & P L D , rALs , L~jj
R E T U R N

C
C
C ST A ~~LE A TM O SP HZ.S E , Z SHId N*5S dEi. taHT .
C

1100 I te~~9
CL R A S FLO A T (I C LU T)
‘3TOL~CLHAS .500

GO TO 1105
• I k ( Z ~~GE. U.bAS) GO TO 1 10’o -~~TIl S~ T~ (TAbs (IA?) .20. ) ,  ( Z — 4 0 . 1 ° 2 . / ( ’3e.BA S--2 0.)

QS-~~ fl AX R (20., T CE$r ( IUPT) J
GO TO ~110

1104 THS ST II (TAH S (L AT ) .20. ) c 2 . + (h—C ~~~AS) ’.O0 6
~) S *SML4k (20.~~T C E N T ( i L l P T ) J
GO 10 1110

1105 TdS sT il (TA II S( L A Z) ,2 O . ) . 5 . . 0 0 0 0 1*( ~~— CTOP)
~j S SNLZ5. (20. , D~~ENT (L DPT) )

1110  C OIIIJI UE

TA 1 L 1 T E N i ’( TI I S~~Z) —273.  15
SSA I *V AP P H (TA.L R)
VA P L O & 210 .5 * z./TENP (T H S ,Z)
~~E L b U M — 1 0 0 . *E/E5AT
ih ( L I E L H U H . L E . 1 0 0 . )  R E T U R N

• R E L H U N ~~10O.
• V A P L D ~ 216. 5*ESAStS EllP(1HS ,h)

RETURN
C
C
C STA HLE A TMOSPHER5. , E( SHI P M A. 1 d~~4~t ifl1~.
C

1000 £H Sk ~~T H ( T A b S ( L A T ) , 2 0 . )
T H u TH (TAHS (ZS STI  • 0.)

~ SS’ SlUIN(2 0.  , TCEN T( I D S ’T ) )
OW1 ~~.9b* S M I I l ( 1.  ,TCS$ T ( L S S S ) )
TH SA* 1ilW,h * (? *l $P— TUW) /2 0.

-
• ~~ A~~~N I CZ *  (l~SP— iJW T)/20

Ite— lO
GO 10 1600

C
C
C N E U TS AL AT MOS PHER E CASE
C

900 I~~~ 1O
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15 (2.1.1. 20 .)  GO TO ~ 75
T HSA ~ I H ( T A D S (I5~~LI ,04
~ S Aa S I I I Z P ( 2 0 .  , TLEHT( iL i &’Tj )

950 ~ C = 1 2 i * ( T C E N S ( L A T ) —TC1.W ~ t .~.oF ~ , l
uU TO 1d00

GO 10 18 10
u s  T A I R ~~W L U A Z ( Z S S - S I / 10.

O S L A — O . 9 d ~~St1 Z 1  ( 0 .,  T C 5 . H r ( . ~~~~~j~p 
OM A ~~T~ SN I X ( 2 0 . , r CEN r (1DPZl~
~~ (~,MAS T—gJEA) ~h/2O. ‘~~SEA
E~~V P ( ~~.h)
L S A I — V A e ’ L ’ H ( T A i s )
S ilUIt~~100.~~E/ r.~iA L

1

0 R E T U R N
C
C
C THIS P A R T uS THE PR O G RA M T 9oASS ~.LGfti ~ ON F R E E Z i N G  PSEC .
C OR D R A Z E L L .  R E L A T I V E  H U M I D I T Y  ~S A SSUMED L V E H ~~W HEb E To HE
C THA T O h TIeS SHI P .
C

400 RE1.bUfl 100. *V A P P S ~~T ’3 E N T ( L i J J / V A W ~~S ( T C l . N i ( L A T ) )
GC 10 110

C
C
C THiS IS Al A P P a U Z L H A ? L Q N  FOil Lilt .  L A.UUDI. c.SS “CLOUD L A Y E S
C APSEs MAL5.U5 (19~~d) ‘

C
1900 RELHUM 7H .

.Lt a l
TA ZR—TEMP(T ISA ,Z) — 273. 15

• VAP LD a lb H. V* V A P P I t ( T A 1 s ) / ( T A . L zt .~~1.a . 15)
• SE T UII N

C
C
C Th IS wA&S OF T HE P H O G R A N  AS eOS £d. ~ S E S A L U S  C LO UD C A S E
C

700 CONI L S UC
. L k (Z . LT. 20.) teU TO ~0O0
CLI ~AS 5LUAt tLU.UT)• C I U k s..1.H AS.500

• iE ( Z . G E . CT O P) GO Lu 7G~~
I F ( 4 . t e E . C L d A S )  te U TO 70~
?nSsltt  (TA ilS (LA S) .2 0 .)  + (Z—.. 0 4.  ~./ (t~ .bA S—20.)
Po* 1H ( I A S S( Z A T )  .40 .) +2
iC 15 .HP(PC , CL~~A S ) — 2 7 J .  15
w~~~SMUil (20 ., I.. k.H1 (LD P T) J
WC*~ M ZXR (CLUA S ,r’3)
~ Sz~~b, (a—20 .)  S Iw C— ~j i l )/  (C L.d A S—4 U. J
GO TO 1110

7 )ie Tn SzTd (T A~~S( i A ? )  , 2 0 .) + ~~~..0 Q ~~* I.. — ,..~~ ’A i )
~ S~~5fle XR (h ,T E b P ( T H ~1,~ .i -~~l$ .  Li)
GO 10 1110

705 TH$ ~~Tz~ (tAb l(LA L) .40 . ).  5. ’. O~’Ov 1* (4- t. T UP)
~~~~SMiXR (Ci U ~’,TEl1~ I llS ,CL 

~~~~~~~~ 
/~~• ~~~~ j

Go 10 1110

• Note: The Ma lku s citation on this ps~e is Ref . 3 in the list at the end of the main text.
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GATHMAN

(3* SS* *S Ie** * *S* * *S* * * * * *  S*Ss S* SS* *C* *,* * * * * *,* *S* *SS* $*6S* S$S.* *
C
C SU B R O U I L N s S  ASU F U N C T I O N S  £O~ U sc .  11111* s E L H U L I  F U N C T I O N .
C
C

S U b R O U T I N E  AHudi (5. , I~~, LD &’ I ,  iAT ,Aio~
N C

C THIS  SUi~SO U L I N E  SZM ~’LY T H A SSNIAs  id~ SI I1PU OARD M E A S U R E M E N T S
C TO CTH E$ AL T ITUDES AND DEodEASr.i ~~ AS T H ~ PR EDI CT ION S
C HIOLME LE SS ACCURATE.
C

D E W k T = h ’ L U A T ( z D p r ) / l O .
r 1aP 5LOAT (ILl) / 10.
1H=100 .SV A P S R ( D E N P t) /VAA ’~ a( ThMS ’)

- •

lb  (2 .G T. 100.) i~J b
LI (I.t.T. S0O.)L ~.j j
I I (E .G I. 1000.) I~j~~()
HETURI4
END

C
C

F U N C T I O N  AL T (P)
C
C T H I S  Y UNC T1O N C OM PUT E S AL~~i T U D a  II M E T E R S  FRO M P R E S S U R E
C AN NI~.LibAR S. THIS SURNUe. A IS A e l I  TO TH E N .A.  C. A.
C S- L A ID A PD LOWE R A T M O S P H E R E  DATA:  ~ .5ITdSONI AN NET . T A IeL ES N 63
C LI ST ( 1 9 6 8) .
C

I t ( & . L E . 1013) GO TO 10
AL1 0
H ST UR N

10 I S ( k . L E . 958.) Go TO 20
A L T — 9 . 09 S ( 1 0 1 i . —P)
RE TU SS

20 A L T X 7 H S O *A L O G ( 1 0 2 1 . 3 6 / P )
PE T URN
LID -

C
C

SU NC TIU N P A L T ( S )
C
C T H I S  IS Tht. IN V E R S E 0! VUa ~~lIU$ A~~T ( P )  W H E R E  A L T L ? U D S , Z
C AS 15 H~~T 5.HS *MD PAL T IS Tn& Pa ~~S~~U~~E IN MLLL 1UARS AT
C• I V ( Z . L T . 5 0 0 . )  GO TO 10

P ALT 1021.  .IH*t.XI (— I. 27395.—le5hj
R E T U R N

• 10 PAL 1~~101 3.— 5 . *E/50O.
R ETU R N
AN D

C
I.

SU ICTIU N VAP1 ’R (T)
C
C TIlL S AS AN APk SO KI HA T L OW £0 Ln ~ G o i t — t . R A I C H  T E M P E R A T U S E ,
C SA IUS AT a D VA PO R PS ES SUPL UV~ .a ~ I~~U L U  lATE R FORMU LA .

The Smithsoni an tables cited are Ref . 10, and the List citation is Ref. 10.
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NRL REPORT 8279

C 11 lAS DESC R I bE D bY Ri C HAA ~~S ( b 7 1 )  A N D  W I G L E X  ( 1 9 7 4 i ) .
C I N IRI S F U NCt I ON T IS IN u~~G. ~ A *U VA PPR IN Mt..
C

• 114 1.O—37.a./(t +2 7 4 .)
E l —  15. iNS

13- 0.6414 5
Ale. 0.1499

I’ 50— 1013. 25
• V A R J I O * E I V ( R 1 * 1 l e — 5 4 * T 4 * * 4 - - 4 4 *L 4 e * *J — 8 4 5 T 4 * * 4 )

RE TU RN
L I D

‘3
Cr FUN CT ION ‘310 (LW S ,i INS , 1~~C
C T H IS F UN CTIO N CAL C ULATES A W E  G Ra te CUES ILCIENT .  11 W I N D
C 5p~~LD AT 10 M E T ER S IS HE A SUAnI , DE A C ONS SUGGEST E D LORM
C 15 USED: LOLL (196 5) , P. l o l.  lb $0 N I N D  IS M E A S U R E D  A
C CONSTA NT VA LUL I S USED.
C

LN4 LIWS. Nt..—1) Gu TO 10
r I~,aI Q__ 1

C10 2E—3
R E T U R N

10 C 10 1. 1E—i+0 .0 4E—3 *F L Q AT (i.iS~

EN D
C
C

F UN C T I O N ZZERO (LIPS . IW5 .l,tj
C
C T H IS F UNCTI ON CALCULAT ES TH ~ DY1 Aa L ~ R OU G HNESS , hELl O
C IN NETSES AS A FUN ~~T 1ON Ut N A I L  SP& ~~D F O L LOWING CH A NN OCK
C (1955) AN te E XP RES SE S F R I C T iO N VL ~ U~~I iX 1$ TERMS OP T H E
C D R AG COEFVICLE N 1’ A N D  H&A SOsLO W A N D  SP~~SD.
C

• - lR (1 INS . IE. —i) ii) TO 10
1u 1U— 2
ZZEbO— 1. £—5
S ST URN

10 ZZSRO C 1 O ( Z N S , 1IIS ,ZU ) ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ (I P S) S*2
S 5.1 U RN
END

C
C

F U NC TION J 4 ( I l W S ,IWS , L~~, IS~~s , AD1’L ,~~, lAT)
C

• C T H iS  FUN CT I O N i.A LCULATES 4tt ~ ctLE L$te RAT I O AT AL.! . Z II AN
C A TA C SMRE LE IHICR OD EYS ~ — ~ A N L A H  RE L ~~T L O NSt *IP :

• C E CLI . (1965) , P. 237.
C

T 0.kLO AT ( I S S L ) / 10
00 Q.90*SlUiS(0 ,T0)
W SL~~ S1AR(IDPT ,Z,I L W S ,LWS ,lSSL ,~~j
E0 Zha.k0 ( iZWS ,ZlS, L~ )
1* (4+40) /E0

The Richards , Wigley, Roll, and Charnok dtatlons are Refs. 7 , 8, 1, and 9 respectIvely,
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GATHMAN

YL 15Lb1 (I Nt. .111 5, 1551,1*5, £~)
~~ O+~,S k* (A L0G(X) +le .b*4/z’ i,)

R E T U R N
END

C
C

FUNCTION TUE ( I L I S , I W S , Lg, LS~~T , IA1 , hJ
C
C Ttu.S FUNCT ION CALCULAT E S ~Hk. PUl~ERTiA 1. TEM PERATUR E AT
C ALT ITUDE 4 IN AM A TM OS~ H~s~ unlod O b E Y S  A LU G - L I N E A R
C RELAT ION SHIP: ROL L (196~~ ,P.237.

T0zs7 3. I 5.V1.OAT (ISST)/10.
TH O —1H (T0 ,O.)
~.OsZZk.RO(IiWS,L W S,LQ)

• u a (2 + ZQ) /h0
V LaLMLN T (IWS ,I I W S,ISST.IAZ. 1~~
T SI A R TUSTR (IA ? . 5., iLls ,INS , ASS L .Ll ,l)
THZ.ZTRO ,ISTARS (ALUG (Z) +4$.b*E/!4
R E T U R N
E N D

C - -.-- -
- • ‘3

F U N C T i O N  0STAt. (IDP1’,1,i INS ,J.sS.L5SS ,IQ)
‘3
C THIS IS THE “FRICT ION fILING bA ~~iU u US ED IN UZ A N D
C CAL CU~ ATLD USIN G 1115 AP PPULLM *TLO$5 0? THE HULK AE R ODYNA M IC
C MET HOD: ROLL (l~ b5), P.~~~4 ,272.
C

~ Az S M i Z 1 ( 1 O . , T CE NS (IDeT) )
00 .98 5M115 (0. , T C ENT ( i SsT ~~)
CA I.l O (IWS , IIW S , Io)

0. 38
~S1AR S~ EI (CA) * (~ A— QO) /F~
R E T U R N
EN D

C
C

FUN CTION THSTR (IAT ,Z,iIWS ,I.S.It.S~~.1U)
C
C THA~ iS InS “ t R A C T I O N  PO1~~a 1aA1. T E M P E R A T U R E ”  U S E D  IN THE
C CAL( .ULATAO$ 0* Td~ USi N G £d~ AP.~~OAlMA T I0M OF THE
C bUI.IC Aa.RODYNASIIC METHOD: RO~4.(19b~~ P.252,272.
C

TA~~~7J. 15.&’LUAT (IAT) /10.
T G 21i. 15.ILOAr ( Z S 5 T ) / 1 0.
CA LIO (LIS .LIN S ,IO)

T Ht .1R ~ SU R T ( C A ) * 4 T H (T A , 1O .j — A u ( T0 ,U f l/ FK
I I A T U R N
E N D

C.
C

FUN C T ION k M C N L ’ (LW S , I L W S, ISS L . IAI , ig)
C
‘3 I B I S  £5 AN APP ~~O X L M A T i O M  EUs T nt. M A A I N G  L E N G L I  U S I N G
C ROI. I. (1~ b)), 2. 11414,252.
C

The Roll citation I. Ref. 1.
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It’ (LJ lS.NE.—l ) GO TO 10
FMLN T —100

R E T U R N
10 T0—~ 73.+VLOAT (ISST)/1O .

?A— ~ 7i. +FLOA T ( 1AT )  /10.N CA C1O (IWS .LIWS ,I i )
I .T O *Sc45T( CA) *~3 ,  264e6 *F L O AX (J..S1**2
1 9.W*.38* (TH (T0 ,O .)—Td(tA . 10.)~
FMLM T —i.SX/!
R ETU R N
END

C
C

FU N C T uUN Z C U N ( T A S A .R SA ,Z SA)
C
C THIS F U N CTION CALC U LATES THe . LIF TIN G CONDENSATION LEVEL
C W H E R E  IASA IS T H E WOTE$ T I Aa. T E M P E R A T U R E  IN K E L V I N  AT ALT
C ISA AND R SA IS THE HIL I Nt .  aATiO AT THIS LEVEL IN G/KG.

• 0 C InIS F O RM ULA T IO N IS AN EMPELC AL V.L~ TO DATA IN THE
C SMITH SONIAN M E T. TAB L ES P.328.
C -

~~

TSA IEMP (TASA , I SA)
ES A VP t k SA ,ZSA)
FE— i./ .286
XZRZP(FK*ALOG(TSA) )
TCZ734.O2~ 150.41*(ALOG10 (X)~~ALUG 1O (ESA) )
T’3alC+7. 21*(ALOG IO (X)—AL DIi , 10(ES A) ) **2
1C 1C+273. 15
PZ 1000*EX R(_ FA *AL OG (TASA/TC) )
ECON ALT (Ph)
R E T U RN
END

C
C

FUNCTION SMAXR (h ,T)
C
C CALCULATES THE SATURAT iON aiLING RATIO IN 6/KG AT HEiGHT 5.
C AND TEMPERATU RE I (C).
C

SHIZR 0. 624*VA PPa(T3/ (PA ~.T (Z) —VA L’ PLi (T))
RE TU R N
SlI D

C 
. - •

C
FUNCTION TH (T .h)

C
C CONVERTS T E M P E R A T U R E  (K) £0 A~O TENTi AL TEMPE R ATURE (K) AT
C ALT iTUD E 1.
C

T 11 1*EXP (O .2 80 *A LOG(10 00 ./ k ’A LT (5.) fl
!11 1H
R E T U R N
END

C
C

F UNC T ION T E M P ( T E .h)

The Smithsonian tables cited on this page are Ref. 10.
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GATHMAN

C
C CGMVER TS POTEN T IAL tEllPe.NATURE (aj AT ALTITUDE 2. (M) TO
C TENLERATU SE (I)
C

TZ55—TE/ (RIP (0 .4db *AL Q G(10OC. / gA ~.5 (‘1)))
RET URN

N END
C
‘3• FUNCTION VP (k ,Z)
C

a C C ON VESTS SIZING RATIO (6/K~ij AT A~~T .LTUDE 2. (5) TO
C YA L C& P R E SSURE (M N ) .

• C

R ETURN
END

C 
0

0

C
ZUN ( . IION TA$S (I)

r
F C CON VER TS AN I N P U T TEHRER A TUa ~ IN TE GE R TO TEMPERATU RE (K).

C
TAb S 27i. 15 + F L U A T ( I )  / 1 0.

• RETURN
END

C
-
~~~~ C

FUN CTION ICENT CL)
C
C CON VERTS AN IN PUT TEM PERA TURe. IN?e.Ge.R TO TEMPERATURE (C) .
C : 0

TCe.NT a F L O AT (I) /10.
RETURN
END

C
C

LU NRO UTIM E LIS L T S(RH ,V ,T. Lgj
II(i l .LE.bS. ) GO TO 10

• L W ( S H . L E .100.) *E? U RI
R u— iO0.
GO 10 20

10 5H b5.
• 20 Ie,—Ig— le

V 2 .IbS*IHSVAPP* (1)1(1.27.5. 15)
• ‘Y ETU R N

• AND

28
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