g7l A13A A2z
J. KAPRA Vol, 13, No. 2 (1997) pp. 137~ 145
Journal of Korea Air Pollution Research Association

EAl 2o 72y & dE

Simulation of Atmospheric Pollutants Concentration
in the Urban Scale

(19969 119 59 A4, 1997 42

a3}
29 Aje)

Sang-Deug Lee, ll-Hyun Chung
Department of Evironmental Engineering, Mokpo National University
(Received 5 November 1996; accepted 2 April 1997)

Abstract

To predict the effects of air pollutant in the coastal region, we have developed the air pollutant model, the

reaction model and the deposition of NO, NO,, and Os. And the numerical model of air pollutant concentration

employed the nested technique to calculate with the higher resolution for the area. The nested technique uses

two grid systems, one for the large scale calculating region with the coarse mesh grid (CMG) and the other for

the small scale region with the fine grid (FMG). In other to prove the validity of the simulation model the

calculations were conducted for the present situation. The results of them reasonably agree with the observed

data and proved the validity of the model.
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(a) The stationary emission amount of SOx
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