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Abstract

Recently, with the rapid growth of industry, environmental condition became worse. With the mix of the
various contaminants, such as, salts, dust, and industrial pollutants, synergy effect could be happened. So, many

researches have been focused on the issue.

The cause of natural accident could be classified as, lightning, rainstorm, and contamination. However, the
accident by contamination influences on the larger area than that by lightning, and, in the case of rapid

contamination, it takes a shorter time than rainstorm.

The salt contaminant is one of the most representative pollutants, and known as the main source of the
accident by contamination. So, in this investigation, we make a research on the prediction of contamination
degree through the relationship analysis between the climatic factor and ESDD.
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