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Concentration Properties of TSP and PMo of

Shipbuilding Companies’' Inside and Nearby Areas
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1& 2 AFoA A AEAH7IEE deEd D Atk SAXAL 7 13 Zo] 2ARER ALY
Uo7 A-FFLI~F)HH FAAGY 371 A-HRI~RI)2 6719 A A o] Fo] At} FHFHA
(TSP)9] A% &% F7|¥FHigh Volume Air Sampler, SIBATA, HV-1000F)Z o] &3}o] f<
1000LPMe] F&o = 1247 e 2443He Felste Algg AFskdlen 203x254mm F2] 4 Fo1 A
(Glass Fiber Filter Paper, ADVANTEC)E X% 30| dAtd| A Ao El(Sanpla Corp.)& ©]-&3Fo] 2447t
o]k A7l T 0000lmge] HAA S (Precisa, Swiss)S o83 A gato] Ab&atglvh. B A=A (PM-10)
= A8F3 7 E8(Low Volume Air Sampler, SIBATA, C-30)% ©]-&3te] 27 47mme] A QA4 1}
A5 ol gt FFFUA X9 o] FHste] oF LPMO FHoR F7|E FUSFIAT ABAHA
483 FoFEFS =Asy] A8l =0FZADwyer, Kofloc)9t HAb#A(Tokyo Sinagawa Corp.,

DC-2A; WZIT G25)% AF&3F9ch
Table 1. Sampling period of the study. ) A Company
L LOE-1
Sampling period Sampling date ;
1st Feb. 4~9 N R | ©F=2
- Winter :"‘“nci)z - [ H Ty I BCoTpany
2nd Feb. 26~28 il L $ OF-3
3rd Apr. 22~28 BT FEiny
— Spring Bl
4th May. 15~16 7 N 22
5th Summer Aug. 14~20 Fig. 1. Research area and measuring points of this
study.
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g 2Aa W S4AEER 24" uARAPMp) 559 49U Bk Fl A- 47608/ m (24.3~67.0
pg/m’), F2 A 85.6ug/m (50.3~1058ue/m'), F3 XA 62.6pe/m (40.1~812ug/m) 2] 7 7HAE Ao= U
Elron Awror Fitbd HAH FE(F W 1296pg/m)7F okl SAH FE(H Y 1166pg/m)R Y =
S g VT Aoz YEEt FAXY SAAAER A4 vAUx T d4d FFEe R1 XA
46.60g/m*(33.2~644pg/m'), R2 A 41 5ug/m'(288~959ug/m*), R3 XA 44.0pg/m'(25.7~84.1pg/m) ) #*<
A e Ao Yegon Fo Y TR(FUEE 833ug/m)7t ofttel AW TR(FUF R 59.5u8
/mBTH = Aow Yelyth 2As YF SAXAEER SHE TSP $=9 49 Fdike Fl A3
74.3ug/m(41.4~975pg/m), F2 AR 174.6p8/m (84.2~2572ug/m’), F3 A4 93.6pe/m'(70.8~140.4pg/m) S A
o2 Jehgor AukHor Fzho ZHH FI(HT 974~1265ue/m)7F ofol A E HE(FT 371
~2375ug/m)BT} =& g 7T Ao ey T1eln ofzte] Ao 82 18¥d F2 X AHA =
AE obE =Tt 3944pe/m' o] wS- TS 3 UEI 2lom ol AlRAF HAA #EE A= S
~H(sand blasting)?t oz Q3] dojr Aoz FAddAT FAAY FAAPER FHH TSPFFE9
9 HikS Rl A 76.64e/m (381~1176ug/m'), R2 A& 84 6ug/m'(45.0~ 148 4ue/m'), R3 A& 77.6p8/
m'(38.4~1554pe/m)Ql AL R ehgom F3te] FH¥ TE(Fd % 79.9~85.8ug/m)7t okztel|l 74
d FE(HTFE 428~495uy/m) B} EL Aoz vehyitt
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Fig. 2. Comparison of TSP and PMjo concentrations on sampling point.
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Fig. 3. Correlation analysis TSP and PMjo concentration.
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