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Estimation of Lateral Dispersion Parameter of Plume
Using Observed Wind Direction Fluctuation
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Table 1. Comparision between ¢, by Pasquill~Gifford method and oy by observed ¢» in
Chunchon basin.

gy by Pasquill-Gifford curve ¢y obtained using observed ¢ s in Chunchon
Distancee A B C D E F A B C D E F
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