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Abstract

To study the influences of the emission sources during June 13~ 15 1997 in Seoul, MESOPUFF Il model has
been used. The MESOPUFF Il model includes terrain effects, chemical transformation and removal processes. Data
of 20 surface meteorological stations and the upper air station on mid-west area in Korea were used as a DWM
(Diagnostic Wind Model) input data.

This model is likely to be applicable because the predicted SO concentration was well matched with measured
SO- concentration in Seoul and Kyonggido. In generally air pollutants in Seoul have major influence on the other
cities but the result of modeling appeared also air pollutants of the other cities influence on Seoul.

Finally, in the case of calculating the ajr quality by diffusion model, the influences of air pollutants emitted in
metropolitan area as well as the emission rate in modeling area should be considered.
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18 292U dmAlelM wiEE &) o

1. M £ A e o] WAH rhsAdel gl =& 3}
A o] M AlzA el M o =AM &
SEviete] FAREA e ol 1000%tE o] H e ogorn s w2 dresdEHE
t AGEAl Aol 1Ak 2dem o] AdmA 5 vepd 4 ok (Meagher ef al., 1986). wHeha]
oA WiEFHE 2Bl Fux o FAEn  AdEAAAM WAE eHEde] FHAAe 1)
2 o] AdmAle] el AT hwAelMi 2 = dFE st A2 vhy Fasioh
qeg whg 4 vk 13 2w A ] wiEF gt fejuhekel o] o] wabgk A9 npg
of AR 7|gz7Iel EEE e A vl el 2 (wind field) #H43el] glel # & & medshr] Lol

J. KAPRA Vol. 14, No. 6(1998)



s64 zA - o1F

2lE o] g3t Aol Al wown A9
Sstod 2AY 4 GlE oiel bR mAE Teke
S48 Aok - Ael e 26 A &
£A] A E = Exeo] 3terz! w3 (chemical
transformation) “,'-l Zﬂﬂ“ﬂ?‘]b}%(removal mecha-
nism) §% 18 & 4 ol mHlo] Fas W4
7b W AR AR AS Azt ok 74
W3lel xjodol wE Az zle] Foz AHAL
Vel (steady state)E 7}A] sl 2Rl Hol= v AR}
B} (nonsteady state) & & 3}= o] A3}, o
gt e F27E e REEAME FHZ(puff)
rzdl o] 2424'3]_1;;],(01&&4 1995).

uls EPAO|A] 7iuFsl MESOPUFF I x|l

2 F3 F49 Aolg Telshe wite AE
shul 50,9) 7] Felre) shabugel} Agaty
% wels wa ol uﬂzsml A7kl
o Wakshs wAAHeIN s e 4 gene
B Aol AgEt wilelt

MESOPUFF Il .92 o] &5t] o
SO; ¥ =% Aatdtn HARAA F
o} ¥lig B3led o zﬂq% 7bedg AR
o ek AEEuA Ade) el wzd

EI

Nz

ake

U
=W
[5

e oft
R

[
N
ne

4

0]
oL 0_2:
N
—

|

SERG) FRAG DA Al ) FHA)
N9 2@ Wel ALEA) 7] el 2%
SR CEE R

2. BRI

2.1 MESOPUFF II 22| 7R

2.1.1 BHe| EM

A g2 AHHT e THAE R (Gau-
ssian plume model)& 7|27 0] Alztel| uleir W
i]—E]X] %{_—_ sz\g-z\],gﬂf-_ 7].;<4f5]..‘—_ R=A-! o]ui sﬁ%
£5} 7o) AR FPARE e AdE

Al F7lel = BAFE e dB8Ae] sl km7tA|
AAR $4EE Aol G 714as 2ol

7} e A48 4 ¢lok. MESOPUFF I1 29 (Scire
et al., 1984)2 7}-$-A1qk5 52 4] (Gaussian puff equa-
tiO“)'o‘ AbgEte YR EE o8 2 g4

Eepsts deblz Aele] 488 4 glon
“H"o A9 & Az Yol A2 74T

FFA 71 LAGEA] A 144 A6 5

AbEste] PUFFAIALE ajstnz 47
E daAdez & £ glg. 2953 ] AR
FEHE Y £ AZte] 28FE2 ol wE 2
A4 sty W A - % A (dry - wet
deposition)& 188 4 glo] °ﬂ/‘1 uj &
g 259E8H ] HEF &5 Eakieal
Qﬂoﬂ 1:!]7‘(]—‘; Of‘?ﬂ:-g— —‘a
MESOPUFF 11 x4 9] 731] Ak3)A] -2
A3 71EFe] glem 7]RA<4] 7“%% 7heFs)
71¢dhd g3 2

X (mesoscale)

2.1.2 B4 9 SEIH
MESOPUFF I1:=
Puff Superposition Model 2. 43 <¢] &
3 Z (puff)9] A&H <] vjE2 wAMEG.
MESOPUFF [ R @lel| A 2@ EA ¥ 2| A Al
o] £X & A2 & ot
Q(s)

C0)= ez 2 <o

Gaussian Variable Trajectory
&+ 2

) | m

20,%(s)

2 - 1 (He+2nz)?
> xexp[?———*—mz(s) ]

S
rlr
o>l

S A = :
ojWf 100km o] 2] Hz|elM AlLH= o, 6=
Turner (1970) A1 ol vehe H= ZFAAA
4> (plume growth function)Z. v}-& 2ol 2)s) A
AbEl o).

o= ax® 3)

o 7)ol M a bi gHH =] wE Fgrolu], x o]
Aol 2ot of Ale HzAh olgait Et
7] A =] WElr} gl Aol Ay A=
7} H3he A= x Al 7FAE] (virtual distance
GOE AHes olel 9] Ludiwig ef al. (1977)2) 4
& AHgac

(Gy)t=ay [(Xv)y + SX]by )

(Gl)t= a, [(xv)/. + SX]bz (5)



MESOPUFF 1l 24§ o] &3 A-2A] SO ul] Zako]

[CBIMRILY
(X)), = [( V- ]!/ )
ay
(GI)(’X 16,
vl = (7
o] )
37l A (Oy)-1, (O )3 o] A AlThdA A 2] ©

sk o, @el™ a, a. b, b

rate coefficients)e] o,

Az QYE lﬂgrowth

w3k 100km o)4ke] Aele] i A2hE4 oz
(time-dependent puff growth equation)& AR-8-8c.

g9 sz d7]Ab42 Briges(1975)2] A& A
g3lw Hx FAle] A& A
gte g ®ix® A

FAF2=4] (partial penetration plume rise equation

Abg-gho}

# 29 trajectory: Lagrangian trajectory &F4=of|
o) AHAZE et o} FHE A7HHA (time inter-
val) ArEe] H=o] 9= A wHx A4 X, Y
#zol el Fol 28] F7he 7ele] FHE AXs}
AYE viste wbHoz Aabsic) |3 ovbgra s
(wind component) u, vi= 2t Azt A 147} 7+
2] b AAFEEz Hx FAMe] wiF AT

bilinear interpolation schemeel] 2]} A A}gte}.

e

o) 4F o

492 Briggs (1975)9] REEINE
}

=
KN
=

-

2. 1.3 3stol HANY o HAH Y

MESOPUFF 11 2ol A we]aly et wigha)
212 SO, (sulfur dioxide)ol| A4 sulfate (SO ) 22] W
23} nitrogen oxides (NOx = NO + NO;)efl A nitrate
(NOH 22 W3 & 33t el g4l shahit
2.2 PBM (Photochemical Box Model)el] 9] &}e] A}
AgE Azkd WY ES BAEA ST o] Z5E
MESOPUFF 114 W3 §& 7ftsle] 188l gle
™, Atkinson er al. (1982)2] RHC/NOx/SOx2] #}&}d)

A ALad o5 seta AaTbd g Aaks
B A e 20
K, =36 ROSS[0;]071 S 129 + 3 x ]07% RH* (8)
Ki= 1206 [O:]'5 S 14 [NOx] 0¥ (9
K= 1261 [Q3]45 § 13 [NOx] ™02 (10)

o} 7)o Al K& SO:ellA SOs2e WHEHg. Kot
NOxo|| 4 HNO:#} PAN<c 2 9] H3H§, Kix NOx¢|

Fuir)e] 7] )R]y fFF #Y 565
A] HNO; 229 ¥ 3HE R& & efcfEAlek S&= 2
~62] WeE zhe= <t 4& A 3 (PGT A5 A, B=2
C=3,D=4,E=5 F=06)o]c}

W] el

]714} 2. ﬂH i] Z] 'r}, z;/u
o MESOPUFF [Ie A1) A
A2 A A 4 ez EKL. o (resistance model)-& AF-£-3}
d Ao Al - F7HH wHEg A, AR L1

[PIE=1
(deposmon velocity )3= EAo] W7l 2HE AW

o8 $45r Ao Wat xake] 3o A4z o
Z} ro]
Va=(r + 1o+ 1) (1

o] 7)ol A} Vi AR ri A A e

7 %8k rt= AlEH #F) (canopy resistence) o] ™
r,9} r3= Wesely and Hicks (1977) 28] r.= Shieh
et ul.(]979)oi} o8] HAlE 2lg ARgslc)

2.2 MESOPUFF II 2| 7iM

2.2.1 MESOPAC 11 2dle] JHMA

MESOPUFF Il x5l wlebab AbE Hxjg] Al
ele] MESOPACII, PUFF 23 239l MESOPUFF
e} et zte] Fx2] sfA Al2g)el MESO-
FILE 12 T4« 9lth MESOPACII: 2474}

Badnst 4304 BE4aere 0 A
wol slatel 3 ARl FF W Fh o

= orhse, EgFTE F Azed Ay da
& 7| A AL AALSh) E8kRl F452 Ao} =&

QAT &2 Abe)
23] 2] oJ8FL ylo] o} Abelx]edol 7| AFHEA
7} 28R e Aol FAAETo R Wibste
3 E4e T3l MESOPUFF Il 2392 %] o)
whgr ke n A= mkE ubedstx] il ool
3=t

E 9] Zol| A= MESOPAC Il 2= o] njehal A4}
rEE H”cﬂ?l glste] AP EAol o3t wiFE
78 4 9) DWM (Diagnostic Wind Model)€]

Ag ol &% 4 UxE wdE fAsaL M

MFSOPAC I1g of&-3lo] FX-7|ule] wletal 9l
] @ AEg FAEYc DWM e &) UAM
(Urban Airshed Model) 2.¥llol] % 3t=o] 9l nlg
% At molch DWMSe] Fais Alwel AFE
7\ Ak At sE He]sl: PRESFCe} PREUPRE] 73

J. KAPRA Vol. 14, No. 6(1998)



9 AsHT ol® o) &tel wlEnE HAlsh-
DWMez #A=e] glet o] F 7kx Az Alx
WA 4%, el wid el A Akwm,
DWMel A A4 Alzdeld 288 And o
435ke] ALgAP7E sk Foll Al AL FEH A
WAt & AA wige] AR ), FEAAE V),
QA E-(W)E AAHsIe DWMel A #4481 ubet
AL ohEe] 29 HAAE A A= AN
#) 8o} odgkel olsiA WAE = A ¥
o 8k (kmematlc effects of terrain), & <&+
B2 (slope flow), Aol Bol] 2|3t
of &% blockmg effects) o sy F HA <A
A= 7]/\]-3',}_2-._/‘]\_01]}\«] .%_145] z]/\P7]}\]»7(]._§_g]. AF
EARE o8ad A A AN F4
Wl Fohaeh 2eln WAl A e 4
o= R wWAss] 918 smoothing=hy, Axuh
ke 30,3394

3l 352 Sharon % (1 90)»]- 7LD}
L 24N AgslEs Heiglovt
2417t o]A) glele] Ajzbgal d&H ez Al &

2. 2.2 MESOPUFF 11 2He| JHMHA
MESOPUFF I13= A o313} W
2@ 4 alont 27k 2070, S70e) 21ele) dstel
W w7 P UEF Heldwk B Al
d o Hedde s ?‘“‘EMIH Ag 7}
D B o e AR

FAsE e AxrdE AL
WA AR S
g MESOPUFF 112] ZA=}bA] A (grid system)=
uhg 9 7 A4t A Aelshs gelel 7]
A} 7 2} (meteorological grid), H = 2] olf3 AL
AAbsle ode x]A )= A AFE A} (computational
grid), receptor 3 93-& HAA 3= =7 A A} (sampling
grid)®] 37kx| 2 Ftdte] ARSIt =S Hoislth o
71 A AALA RS wlelyd FE Al Alel A Al
dElmg o] AL 283 ZA ¥ davl Utk
7NFAAL odd-& AAA e of st v AALA
2} A& wstodof gt} o] AAARE 2A

[o e K3 p =]
AL T 3

gtz 7] nAiEtg|R) A 148 A 65

3 zo] |47} kot FFE 2 A
baekat Ak A7ke] FA2 Qo] H=E v F
AT 4 glomz e zHdME= = 7
2 500002 Agstgd et 2T AAre AAL
Fah w2 AAbg s Qlsle] o|2fdt A7} A

Hsich web 2 ATelAE eqde) A% 27
st ohge AAkede We) Rxe) ArE AbgAt

AR e e wde pAsdon Ao g bed
2 ¥ =) 7i4= 105,0007) = i)

3. ATy

3.1 tiddy 3 HEII

ATl AR TRk ma AR A=

I3 13 o] TMH= (12038008 2 - A 7153
o2 ol FAR AR, QAR 2F 5
k7 160kmx 160km W92 &shglv). 28]ar o] o

& B4 dRre s 747 407e] AR
o 7 AN AL 4kmz S B
e ARAEA L A el s} 7)
Zav ARSEAL 93] Eaahe 4ol

% ol 8% 4 glemzg AxFEAL el ¢33}

L
~
ﬁ

525

450

TM-Y(km)

375
)
K{'ﬁ

1% %

70 143 220 295 370
TM-X(km)

Fig. 1. Modeling domain. Filled squares represent
surface meteorological stations and filled
circle represent Osan upper air observation
station.



MESOPUFE Il 598 o] g3 M &

(ppb)
-y w
<O ()
[V
~O
S
<

(V%)
(e
1

SO, concentration
no
S
1
05 concentration(ppb)

—
o
i

122412241224 12241224
6/12 6/13 6/14 6/15 6/16
Date and LST
Fig. 2. Average concentration O; (ppb) and SO;

(ppb) in June 12~16 1997 at Seoul Metro-
politan Area (35 stations).

F EAae] AlRE o] &3l

g WA A ol R AlabAARe] 249
bh HZE FuAiteds AalH oz
]x]m F 7} oded Yol zs_zﬂﬁ}

AL 199749 64 L&A HIL W

deor o2& 5o 23 2dEAL ¥x B oh

19] 2w w13 (julian days

164y~ 154 (Jul]dl] days 166)& thAt7]zte 2 A8}

ek 13 2% WAVt I A Eg 7
[} [

r:L

2ol dhstol AgEMA

S — -

35708 A} XJUPoﬂlxi Az3 2tg & vAjzHE

61.4_ 15(;4/1 g% 50l A9 10 AREEst B
: o

371EA4
Al s yetar olabehge) prw A

wet.

3.2 Y™XIR

3.2.1 J|ARR
nd Ase] o x4 7|AAsE AW J
o

o
A, 7). #oF B B4R O3

-4 SO il &

7l AkaE 1997 6] Al 0028} 12Z

=]
o] 71k 718 #3528 8 ol &stdvh

3
2 SO:2 shelx A=pd
3> AR 0351 *}%%* e e W&
& AbEE o) 3 %(1997)9] uhY (o)3} "7 &}
22 A ol &3l wiAtedd Ao HF 4
kmxdkm Zzpd WP Azsigeh Tl A
3 o Z A3E oA 8kmx8kme] AP vl
For siglow], TMRER® (152, 412)% "1 7%
Hoa o] Zauksk 97 JEEIEE 77, F 637)
Azpe] Aol At 2 o] W EEE Aoz ot
et

MFSOPUFFIM] GEE Es Weydda A
24l quﬂ SEE 4 et RE odE
e 5
et

g o7l AbzE M A B A7 W
Zake Ao (1997, 542 Rls (o]} vl
As"z AW Fne sl wYAE o o
Al AFEEA ) o] Wi Eekate e Selvel AdebA
o (Me, A7 zdhe] A A Hedsde] wste] A
Al Ege AEY ArE atmd A4 gl
¥ Aee Asdh
A7) % el A 7l eaadlA AET 7
£o) & &L 1077.7 (ghsec)olm] o3 B o
o] iAol EFEE A7IwA A wiEgS
679.8 (g/sec) & A7) % FvlZFek2] 63.1%0]c}. 3
vlaalgell A AbEE A7]x Zw]EekE 49430
(g/sec)olth. mhelr] B o9 ARG E A7l
ZH5 = Ader)e] Mzgre F87) st 3|
ol A T3 H] & (63.1%)% A& 3}‘3# 3119.0(g/sec) ol
fe) o] e leabad A Az Ay A

'»r
ol
o 1 XN

3
i

71= wf &gkl 6798(g/\cc)°] 46HH°]‘:’§_ 7)==}

mo) Arlme) waae] dovjstel Axd A7)=
v Zefo g slojc) el A}l gl Al-eEwale] A
S e daxaeld WEE HEE T

J. KAPRA Vol. 14, No. 6(1998)



568 =34 -

Table 1. Surface meteorological observation stations
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used in the present study.
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090 Sogcho 339.65 52225 4793 38.45
095 Chulwon 22763 51680 2553 37.67
100 Daegwanryong  352.35  464.90 50.47 26.98
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Fig. 3. Spatial distribution of SO, emission (g/sec).
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