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Fig. 1. Variation of surface area{solid line), mass(dot line) of aerosol and relative
humidi ty{solid line), visibility(dot line} during 34 days.
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Fig. 2. Scatter plot of area vs. visibility and relative humidity vs, visibility using daily mean

data during 34 days.
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Fig. 3. Daliy average size distributicn of fine particles for Kangwon National University in 20(
solid line ) and 21(dot line )} June, 1994,
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Fig. 4. Daily variation of extinction coefficient, ¢{y-axis constant), and area on 20 and 21 June,

1994,
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Fig. 5. Relationship of extinction coefficient vs, ¢, extinction coefficient vs. area and extinction
coefficient vs. visibility for clear 7days.
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