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1. M 8

H2 AshEztall A AFste Alztel A Zrigd wel A3Fhe 44 28T duerle
deol we YalAdel tig =97 A%sa Aok Aoz dEH XEE Aibe AE 2FEAE
o] :EHE NOE EHF 98 714 dUF7ILHERE] Aild HAg 7% F2409 $do] F
dX B3 A9 ZEAE B olyE} XEE o4 $AENAE AN d94EE vA $8t o=
2 1 A gote] a7y, ZHAER T (monte carlo simulation) 7158 488 FEEZE
7138 ol BEEE o%E 2AREC] dF ndUdA AMHY o AHE T3 ER BY¥E 2%
3t 7 o2 (Copeland et al, 1993; WAHA, 1997). ialA H7le BHd ATEdA YHE A
EAss 2844 tayrl A4y Hstd 99 wdol &5 Urh(Su et al, 1998). =W
9] A9 t}o]L A, VOCs, PAHs 59 &4 dEAE A3 gl 3rte} glojA o]n A& Holz u}
ArHE A, 1997). 22 ol oY flalEd 7j2% EAEY daME Be dFSe] Jyggq gl
© vd du3r)edd slo] 238 2 &R 7|zte] Huldez FAF NO»o| thdted(Spengler
et al, 1983; Ryan et al, 1991; Levy et al, 1998) SEE34 =& AYE2E H L3 AT7AE T FUy
of otz Bud ulrt gle AAot) wdA B m=EaAs LA Ax 9B & Mo Z Al
A 2RSE 97 Y 2 vigde Udes NO29 M x=2EE Aela ZF 2%370d AF A7
NO2E =AISY <88 Euz §EE4Q FHoz Nadd NO2 =% A tele g 53 Astdu 2
FAE9 NO2 & =238 F4stnx a4

2. W digy

A5d dd F71F N0 AsEu ZFAEo didh =EH7E Fg¥snal 19999 29 109 5H
Td 349 129717 A2A A27] NshE 53 M) 7TAYGANRLE, FAE, A E, B3E, F2371, €X
247} FHELEDG 78249 G R, FAH, A, TF, HELT, dF, T8, A, 2E2) &
A%, 954 2 YgridA Z dAdE EF U4AIT B NG9 AWFVFE FEY MxEFEES
badge-type® NO; personal samplerg °]-83to] FAsigrt. 2529 27 dde} 4% S F P (daily
time activity patterns)& 7zt AN F 73949 dR YL Aoz HEZASAT ZAE AA NO; x
2% £3279 Z SEIFDANAY Z5A AFAIG EXFdgd oy BEXEANS EQE EHNER
2o A9 |JHEesE dAstn 25F 974, dEd, £33, 49 F ARADRE =EA7N
2 3 Zt 25 TN EHE NOFEE =5 ER s 9% 4y vfide 2Fdged & Ao
7b gl §dFned 71RslY dF4dz FYsido. modde Hedw 2de AN7EE P (time
weighted average, TWA)2) & o] &3at%ct.

3. @ ¥ AR

AQeds FA2AED SFAW BT NO: =& F4AE 44 474 2787+7.15ppb, $73%
33.60+864ppb, $17] 50.13*1304ppb, 24A1Z HQkeE 2040+9.75ppbE 247 BFFRE, WFEFEE,
log-AFEE % log-ATFREINCH(E 1) & SFIDUW AFAZE 474 794230007, £33
282+ 16343, % 141l
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Table 1. QOccupational NO2 exposure distribution in Seoul subway stations

Parameter Goodness-of-fit_test
Location N? Type X* —value Kolmogorov  Anderson
(ppb) b -Smirnov -Darling
Office 16 Normal 2787+7.15° 05000 04795 0.1667 0.4625
Lognormal 2676+1.36° 55000  0.0190 0.2228 1.0244
Extreme 31.00, 525" 15000  0.2207 0.0890 0.1355

Platform 13 Normal 3360%864 24615 NA® 0.2265 0.8286
Lognormal 3233134 24616 NA 0.2418 1.1520
Extreme 3730, 5.71 29231 NA 0.2054 0.6087
Outdoor 16 Normal 50.13+13.04 25000 0.1138 0.2001 0.8923
Lognormal 4877+125 15000  0.2207 0.1533 0.5442

Extreme 44,17, 841 1.0000 03173 0.1479 0.4417
Personal 32 Normal 29.40+9.75 82500 0.0828 0.1342 0.6309

Lognormal 27.97%137 65000 0.1648 0.1169 0.3738

" Extreme 25.04, 7.45 47500  0.3139 0.1147 0.3871

a Number of samples
b Mean=S.D.
¢ Geometric Mean*S.D,
d Mode, Scale

e Not available for insufficient sample size
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Fig. 1. Estimated 24hr personal exposure and TWA NO2 in Seoul subway stations

2o A4Ye E8 F2AY A5H AF959 IFF NO9) TWA £X 9 AR 2447 5 personal
samplerg F&ste] 248 Adtod FAY =E2EEE a9 17 go| vlastdoh 2ANEAS] 95

959 {259 NO; 2EEE FAAAE log-normal EESE ¥18 28F % 34X+ normal &
Foll S2absk Ao e =EF540] MR Aolsdth ol A9 dte FAAE s E A 24
AlZE Ml &L 20401975019 TWA & FAAE 31.29£55724 '1“ X2 EXo) ga2urs
& 74 2 AfdE TWA =& 2347 9 & ez Jeigr, 23y 28 194 HelX =
ZEXol g A& 1Y AFEITISE TWA F FAHAE 002%7F 71714
0.05ppm(S0pph) & 2 Fat= WA log-ATEESHE 24412 AdxEAE 323%71 H7I71EXE 5<51};1-
o 24N+ A4 AAxZA} Asd dahd 25F R4 E) AFY =EFAXA vE drlE
234 754l ¢ h‘?&"/]‘ ‘?‘;Zﬂ 7873 7|EAE AL A A dF AsE A —rtv’-%‘“
o] 2BRZ 2RI =& 24417 NO: MA=23 Hage o e Aoz o 54 745
Aoy = EXYSE 513‘15]"?1 ZgAel mFole dut AZgANAN LEHE NO2 sl 77
28 298 B2 ¢ Z oy JEYEE NO2 MAx£82 B &% Fad Ao Ao
o 25X 2Y4e 2R ud FUHAEA 77 2% AoR dudd
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