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Abstract

Heilongjiang Province is an important city in Northeast China, and air pollution is becoming in-
creasingly severe due to industrial development, urban construction and population growth. Hei-
longjiang Province is extremely rich in winter snowfall, and studies have shown that snowfall has
a scavenging effect on air pollutants. In this paper, we used real-time data from the ecological en-
vironment of Heilongjiang Province and the Central Meteorological Observatory to study the in-
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fluence mechanism of snowfall in Heilongjiang Province on the wet removal of six specific pollu-
tants, including solid pollutants (PM.s and PMo) and gaseous pollutants (03, CO, SO, and NOy), by
using linear fitting and other multi-method analysis methods. The results showed that both snow-
fall and snowfall time had an impact on the wet removal of pollutants, and the wet removal effect
on PM; s and PM;, was the most obvious, and there was a significant positive correlation. In terms
of the relationship between snowfall amount, snowfall time and removal efficiency, there was a
negative correlation between the concentrations of NO; and CO, two gaseous pollutants, and the
average concentrations of other pollutants. Moreover, there is a certain effect of snowfall time on
03, and there is a negative correlation with the decrease of scavenging effect with the increase of
intensity.
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1. 518

WA G POE R R, AR H R o, RARWEES AREREYMHEE, Bl mEH
7352 F|5SVE (Chate D.M., 2005) [1], 2S5 B At KI5 AW IS5 3, IR0 A AR A 2548 e AR 2
(HREhZE N, 2018) [2]. BECERIMKIARE T35 PMys. PMig. PMasion NO, Rl NOL 7E N [ 23 Si5
Jeprp, TR TR 15 RE R 25 ey, #5 m L A% RS SE AR DR [3]. BRI K B F
HEARH TSGR, Ak, KOgE A AR KT GRG0 R 3 %
N T ARG FERWATE LR TE . FAE 1995 FECO/WTE, MR KI5 3Pism, B %# 80 R
F GDX-&4. GC-MS F3#r, XtAbJrB&S sh B M5 Rk b, R ZFEHE Y, Kb aha2
i S [ A AR R S A NS e, ATE AL 7 P Bt R s e 1S WA GE A . SR %S 1995).
VL T A& BT 0 KRS R R A L E 4]

X BRI R 4R KA AR I B B ARG 4, B NI TIERRE RS R R . E
A BRI Z AT, 383 7 3 B A P A JAU 28 4 K AU B o (B SV JRRE 1 AN B  SUMA) B 3%
126 380 1t R T 7 A5 22 AN K0 ¥ 2 103 2 U i 77 ok (BT T PR ) I AR o 3 i e 2 2 B 8Bk vl 2 0
Wi 23R oy A, TR N EE R R (I T X3 R BRI KRB S R (W . T BRI IR
AR B A B T (5 2 KA T SR A R MY (B S B (BRIR TR ) I FE . A5 it AR (IR T PR 2
TRIERR AT AL POs B BR Y 2 KAy, 8 S AN MR AR R . AT K s,
Hh I R T de R PF RS B RV R MU SRS PR R, T4 2 JE DA e 9 i 5 DR A B 2 109 ok P ik
TR (B A T R 7K 1) 2 0 B AA R KSR T BRAE T A JR b R A 2 1 4 (1 2 A A e 6 KA HT) [5]

2. BRSMARIR
2.1. EBA#RIRK

= Py 2735 % 2000 4F 11 A 2 2003 4F 2 A A 421 49 IRFE KRR HRE T EATRE 34 PMyo-
NO,. SO, iRERIFBAER, RKILANAEET IS RS — e, E/ERARHE(EHKEE)
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[6]c AMXlnil, A KIES Rt/ T 0.03 pum KSR FIERRSCR BT, HIGMEE KT
Rk 5 T FR(REN T, RS, 2009) [7]. 7 E & HRE 2 RS FAFT S FIFREA(TSP. PMyjg. PMs.
PM,s) &5 R, FHHERRIE AR . 1EFREAE bR EL B i =m0 2 TSP, HIKZ PMyy, PMs Al PM,s
[8]o #RAASIFIFIWE T BOUE W 1 35 AMUA S KA MR, A SRR RS 395 Gl A A [FI R 1)
THEBRAER

T 0TIV B AE s R OB 9, 43 I DARROK AN RIS . R RIBE KB A [R] B /K 5 55 7 ) 3
1TorMT. thin, ZEERSETERT IS B AR AN [FAHAS [ B K KA 75 S s bR R Iy, R R 25 2
GRS R ATT JeR FE F v, T PR T Rl R S5 iR B o S 7 43 BT R RT3 X ST PR R T P
ok 2R P DX 31 B e IILAE 26 22 B 35 0 SV SR - (03 PR AR K T B ZR P W TS BRA8CR, (HR X R e
X\ R N TS Wi o A 22 50 R[9). MR/ NETERT R B IR AR R KIRE S PMyp. SO NO, 8
FAIN IR I A [F] B A BT 73 g, W FERR AR R AST5 G TE BR B T, R AN [ 1) R B 3K = oy e
PIITE R AR — . MBEMERT 5 mm B, BEREBK, X =M Qe m b G R aceps e . H
ST AR EFIR S TG R IR BE A REPRAC, P s S /N, 5 QPR BE AN S i 3G . 75 3% 25
H, FERNMRETHR, SRR, HRETLRTG FRIRE ARG, W IERBCERB, 30
BA B 7K 8o K5 i B B S AEAE — N R AR IR [10]. 7 R ARZET I T PMys 5 B I 1155 52 A R S [ 3%
AATTR IR SRR E BE o AR« X L [ R S5 22 0 PMps 7= AR 5200, EEAR B R T DABRAIC 2 S A 1R PMos,
U SR I PR XU /N SR EER, BRI BB SR IEA B B . KUK, WK, AN PMys
WA R R[] B E =250 T B K S8R KFZ /N K PMyg. SO, NO, 2 AQI
BEURCIA[12]. LA FOR O TRIE BRAE FH i sgma R & It 7, Hodh BAAE B AR I REKI g, 4
X AN R SR L

MA TSR, TE2FEETA T R T X VR T 0 2S5 Gz, Jah R Jbh X AR R E
B o E M DO RO Fi b A LUK [R5 50 A, TE S G SR A e RV T 25 SR
M, GEECTMERIEMIX AR R B R E ST — K2 E, YN TE 24 h WA INES &S, H
NPT — MR AR E, KA BEE RS, i8S YRk BN (E s 4, 2003) [13]. A IEHGL R
7 2014 4F 12 H~2018 4F 12 H i RSB B B A R AR Bk, A6 PMyo. PM,s lTERIREE . Ff
FEGHAE TR, R R RS SRR IR B B RS RRE R, B RS S0 KR )
PG BRE A Z 7 (AE, EKESE, 2020) [14], HPET X 2013~2014 4Fi% H 25505 4% HF R 5 5
BHRTH IR BERE, 28T 1 78 72 1 X OKAST5 Je ik BE 1) 40 AT FUAS [R) S 9 B K4 SO+ NO2+ PMygs PMys
15 DR B B B T o AR SRR T X 4 Fi e R R AE S [RI [15] DA B B IR B RR R I Z1 % 55 43
Br: TERIEHLIX 25 SRR R I BURFAE, W90 T AR AL X 45 A 55 175 G AR A Ol R UER T B K
XSG EAE G B AR DG (B2 55 [16]0 FE I — IR B T I FE K5 Qe 0 AT, 7R LIRS
T, MRS ENGE, TSRIRE HARRHEZ 2 m .. R H SR ERCATE, AQI BRI AR
R OHRAS . BECESE, 2015) [17]; FEEN IR RIET 2019 AEAZE A FUER AN, AR RIS
JRE IR AN B, 43 ARG /RIETH 2019 AR AR Sl S AR ARRAE . MG /RVETH 2019 424
TRHE S [ AR AT T BT (A PV, 2022) [18].

2.2. ESMRFTERR

M9 T B2 M EBRE A 7T, [ 42238 MAS R0 75 T R e bk T T KREF AT, BHARZ SR
Tai Z5 A1 Chart 25 MK H A B2 R, B 90 R DB 7K 595 Wik BE A7 AE s B AR o<, HAEMIR M 58 R,
IRIEIR Ry 50%I, JERRAUR RAGREEE N 95%I (1) —4[19]. Xt F I G N 75 28 SUi E I
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e B, B A T BCR B T e s (A ], s JeRBAA R, BRI TR, WL RAr
FEAY B XTI R B F R SR E M E B, B M R T B A SRR E], 2
M5 YRR, EARKIEANT, B LS RAFAE 5 B

FEW K IIE IR A — MRS R . B KRR B B TERREH . HARZ %38 AU L
PARVG YRR R, A DL A S PR AT L. RIS W] DA R0 B 23 A RS RO,
Y15 %[20] (Shan et al., 2015). BT EH16H B RHIBR LR, SFLBRRAE R 1) FEERE, S bl
M =F & 5 2 1075 4ed). T AE W A 92 L 5E A 3L V5 71 [21] (Francovietal et al., 2016). 5 k3L, 5553
)5, PMy FFET 80%, XfA — & RIS (Guo et al., 2013) [22]. 1M Logan AW 7t &I, &5 a] LA &5
HLll PM (3K (Malek et al., 2006) [23]. 1M1 7ER 2 IR HLIX ) PMos A1 PMy (BT T, AN RIZKEE
= A RE R A SR A U [24] - FATT R BT B K IRI5 B T 7 FE AN [T 25 1A 4K L [ b2 25 (R 7
G5 RALAE 77 e

gr LRTR, i [ N AN TR SCRR A BT, BRATTRT UKL, X TS SEERIEH E a5l T E
W ANEE IR O, HFHARAT T2 R . 253 2 Bl I B R 75 U0 A AR B 50 RS T5 Y 1R
W, — ) P A 8] 7 1 SR EAT KB A, B TH M S5 7E, A SRR R 55 M
KFR, MEF TR EER BT TR L . R REREARATER, SRS RmRSER. H
ST E M FAE T AR IR REIE H AR, RIRGI MK, 208 1 B S5 BRI S 1t o 38 K0 A2
FARECREIRIT B R AN, A A B v . A il T e S BR AR A AN,
FAERAFIE T . ZRABGN KT R AR ZHE T T3 — 3 — 5 e, TEXHS iRk FEEB 7L L,
ISR SE AP T DA P UYL Y/ WA A

3. IRAA

SO U T B RTLHE X ¥ 10 ANHO 2T 3l i & AN 25 G Mk AR R B N R H TR
|0 PR o R PR B AR RE H 2012 4F (IAEE S BT EARAE) (GB3095-2012), 1R 78 X T~ E I B
BRSSP HEARTTH AR, 3t 6 RS Y, BIEREZESTS R (PMos. PMyo) A ZST5 4
Y103+ CO. SO, NOy). Z5/<i5 Yt ¥ (air quality index, IFR AQI)E S A IEA 2 = ok & i) —Fh 7 ik,
FREILR N 6 B4, WM TESRER 6 Mo 19 M, 2%: K, 3% BEEY, 4% PE
V5, 5% HETGYL, 6 gL HEG Y. JSQMREGER, ZOikker, ULRATE JuRE . BT Tl
FEYGYR, ERFFXIOEE b, 245G BRI T T IX AL, 4 Rl B s Bk T . R Y
Tl A T AR A SR T, TR AR 6 KBAUME NS, REL 10
ANHARST . EHE 2022 45 11 A2 3 A 21 HFEE IR S0T5 S s AR, #7150 2 e LA A Rk T
MIEB Sz R, LRI Pk RS AT G 2 h WAL & 542 12 h AR eiol, RIS e
TG s W TS FEAR B T RIS BR VR F AR B 55 B0 AN [R5 %40 (03. CO. SO,. NO,\ PM; s+
PMuo) (15, CFERES &, FETEE], /i BRRVLA T IRERRIEH em R R LA S AQl 18
HOPPAN 43 Hr [ 55 0 23 S5 G I v 0T N 2R AR TR TR SR . ASHIE 7 DA SR RVL e 55 RIS B A F O 20
AR, SBZ AT TH, ZERIE AR B, B — B K BVRIE B AR IR 7 BN g
XFRATRIA, RIS ST R IR B AL ST, AN FIFR R 5 50 2 05 P RS g AT )T LG, e &
T 9 B =5 B 55 DR 20 AN ()95 IR i

TR BRI BN R S A A A A 2 4x, IF BRSO IE I B R R AN A S AR e
VI B T8 bR . TR, RS 5205 s A ok ] LUAA R ITS B G IRAEE A HME . &
N AT B S0 IX ek 2 A5 R PR 25 e S AR A B S i AR M DR 2R, o IX sy e v B B . BEORIL
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BEDWMBEE R, NORZ, RAHRES NREFASEREE, £FEKAMSF:E. ik, 7
BT & Z= B 0 PRV A 2 RS B TE BRAE T, 6 &2 RS e R AN A 506 BSR4

4. BBRFBEMIATR A
4.1. BAENIR

WSV 48 A AR T B J5 171 7 Wi (http://sthj.hlj.gov.cn), F [ PR W I 5 (http://www.cnemc.cn)
AT 1 EH B RVE AR PSR I e il S M) O3 COL SOpv NO2v PMass PMyg i3 B 4i4fs .

Fh [ RS W (http://www.weather.com.cn), H RS % & (http://www.nme.cn) K S TR & 24 /N SERF RS,
B OEESE. FERE, KoE, K ES .

4.2. MRFG*E

THERBCRAHH A 3

TERR AR P S T FEE G, BES EAR/N N 0.1 mm, DB BB 0.1 mm AR FES NI RE
9, FJa— B 0.1 mm LA EREK I EAE SRR A, A BRI AN AL 4 h KRR — YO AR T
Bo EHUSFRIFLAEHT 4 h AI7SFRS Jed~F 3B CONL L ARS5 )5 4 h (P399 B CON2 1E ik bk
AL R A AR B A R AR e IR

THRACE R M)FR.

R _ CON1-CON2
CON1
X n YRR A S BRI M LA n YRR RSP R3R AT n YRR S FP IR TR, Q) FTR
R > 1n(CON1-CON2)
n

# R >0 (s FE 2 SCNIEIE BT RE, ¥ R < 0 fiE R FE 2 SCNFUE RS, R = 0 528 SUNEH
BRid .

AR SCUARE S VR B AR F B2 ma R 3 R E LR 0 R, B ERE S B KPR H . PSR ibn
#E, DL SRR AT 12 /AN RE KSR brite, Hod, BKE 0.1~0.9 =K A/ME, 05~1.9 2K A
NEIE, 1.0~2.9 2K NS, 2.0~44 2K N EIRE, £3)]3.0~5.9 2K ANKE, 45~74 2K A KF
FE, BoKEXBEGET 10 2K AR . 5085 AT 70 T35, SPSS 1) 2.3 1% 73 47 A1 Origin 2018
AR S AT, X P TS e il bR AR S EA T 73 W7 o

RS I T JEARE 2> 2, A 900 3 h BhL.

IEHX 2022 4F 11 H & 2023 4 3 HJiK, 4188 MEEFEA, b 1775 RIETEBRFEA AT 5200 K R 4047 -
BN FIB U R TE OB BRFEAR AT 5T, (A ST AE S0 Bk ARORE AR o A7 A8 L e A5 DR 3R (1 s ) A%t
H B TIRIE BRAE I BB BRARER,  AEAE 1R 722 5 o e 3 B R 3R (R 44
5. AT EMRERRMEANTIWER

EHE 2022 4F 11 H % 2023 42 3 HJE, BRITEMG/RIET, FF570 /R, AP iisE 10 i3t 43
AN SRS S TE B AT R A SIE S, B S REAR ¢ RIS T b, SRR R 1
Fime HESHATAT, R Z2H00T5 BEA [R5k s 300 2 38 AR 28 0T )G 22 5%, BRI S X O CO.
SO, NO2 PMas. PMyo S5 Bt A ia R AE A -

x100% 1)

O]
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Table 1. Paired sample t-test analysis table of air pollutant values before and after snowfall
# 1. BEIRNESISEIBEMER t R SR

SO, NO, co 0, PMy, PM, 5
Wk 0.00003™ 0.000098™ 0.00004™ 0.000103™ 0.24 0.000098™
FAdERE K 0.007™ 0.007™ 0.007™ 0™ 0.217 0.0004™
BTk 2> 5 0.000034™ 0.001™ 0.05" 0" 0.516 0.057
P B 22 0.599 0.001"™ 0.77 0.05" 0.021" 0.917
KPFEHEA 0.003™ 0.003” 0.68 0™ 0.339 0.002"
e TBANRIE ) 0.035" 0.001™ 0.067 0.006™ 0.388 0.05"
i AN YN o] 0.00003™ 0.023" 0.00049™ 0.000001" 0.501 0.001™
BRI 8 0.004™ 0.048" 0.025" 0.000009" 0.392 0.004™
T8 5 [ 0.002" 0.006™ 0.446 0.000004™ 0.181 0.003™
SE R R 0.021" 0.012" 0.157 0" 0.0481" 0.00036™
YIRS 0.017" 0.0003™ 0.001™ 0.000001" 0.117 0.003™
BARFHE 0.001" 0.008"™ 0.004"™ 0.009™ 0.18 0.000238™
ZJENX 0.003” 0.26 0.006™ 0~ 0.507 0.000024™
LY 0.045" 0.445 0.027" 0.000002" 0.000182™ 0.003™
F IR
TR 0.217 0.115 0.001™ 0.000006™ 0.00137™ 0.000006™
TR I8 M i 0.913 0.043" 0.003™ 0" 0.001™ 0.000123"
NS 0.608 0.662 0.477 0.000066" 0.244 0.097
i AR 0.656 0.113 0.001™ 0.000031" 0.004™ 0.001™
WG AL 73 A 7] 0.048" 0.002" 0.113 0" 0.158 0.357
B HrikHLH 0.053 0.01™ 0.104 0™ 0.452 0.227
i F RIS I 0.019" 0.01™ 0.648 0.000023™ 0.103 0.077
HEKE 0.049" 0.248 0.00003™ 0" 0.002™ 0.91
KREIX 0.005™ 0.085 0.002" 0.0007™ 0.05" 0.01"
TR X 0.13 0.02" 0.03" 0.000049™ 0.004™ 0.003™
NS ANE 1Y 0.242 0.151 0.041" 0.01™ 0.034" 0.001™
BRI X 0.000037™" 0.033™ 0.003™ 0.00134"™ 0.001™ 0.000014™
LEHEE X 0.000475 0.019" 0.002" 0.00016™ 0.001™ 0.000091"
AL EE B 0.804 0.0221" 0.855 0.005™ 0.002™ 0.004™
(EEE <3 NI 0.034" 0.417 0.253 0" 0.002" 0.001™
LIRGINEE N 0.723 0.168 0.962 0.002" 0.000306™ 0.016"
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RS 0.095 0.064 0.018" 0.25 0.000492"°  0.000016™
RET 0.072 0.001" 0" 0.000223" 0.081 0.000078™
FEA Bt A+t 0.002" 0.023" 0.001" 0.007" 0.756 0.000215™
E= 0.721 0.001" 0.005™ 0™ 0.000104™  0.000003"
e 0~ 0.169 0~ 0.00001™ 0.007" 0.324
A3 0.000002" 0.086 0.000411  0.000001" 0.004™ 0.025"
i F—BER 0.596 0.125 0.000379" 0" 0.002" 0.001"
HT ML 0.28 0.03" 0.49 0.000272" 0.00006™ 0.004™
H—rh 0.006™ 0.003™ 0" 0" 0.002" 0.000191"
i AR 0.677 0.038" 0.2 0" 0.452 0.669
o AL 0.091 0.109 0.085 0" 0.072 0.669
. NAZR A 0" 0.00004™ 0" 0.000035™ 0.075 0.005™
e SEBIRA L 0" 0.0001" 0.000001" 0.00018™ 0.007"™ 0.000162"

£51<0.05 L <77, <0.01 BRIE <7

5.1. BEEEXNERIEANRMI

1E 2022 4F 11 H %3 H 21 H3tL 33 RIFE, REG/RIET . KIKTH . 5500 R E Nl 3 43 4
il K] 4188 MNEFREAS, Hrp 1775 BB R  EBRFH RTINS SR BS R0 & 5 S BEREAKE ST,
MEE 2 fiR.

Table 2. Statistical table of the sample size of snowfall

* 2 REEHARESRITE

AQI ZE5% R S5 SO; NO; Co 03 PMyo PM;5
N 179 256 209 101 87 89
\ G 4 67 58 33 21 16
o x 24 31 28 4 7 10
7 12 17 20 10 7 7
INE 0 4 0 0 121 79
i 4 0 0 0 52 36
" x 0 0 0 0 21 8
£ 0 0 0 0 6 1
INE 0 0 0 0 32 24
el 0 0 0 0 0 1
BTG
PN 0 0 0 0 3 7
#* 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Table 3

INE 0 0 0 0 6 17

N Y 0 0 0 0 0 0
RS e

* 0 0 0 0 0 1

* 0 0 0 0 0 0

INE 0 0 0 0 0 16

. Tt 0 0 0 0 0 0
EREEVG Y

X 0 0 0 0 0 2

s 0 0 0 0 0 0

N 0 0 0 0 0 0

N Y 0 0 0 0 0 0
T E G e

* 0 0 0 0 0 0

B 0 0 0 0 0 0

7 2 MRAE RS R0 AQI BUEEAT /020, WA, MRS RIS RS R PAEIL R4, RV 5 e B TS Jed,
M EGYLE 18 MEAR, JREIGYMIFEA N 0. RIBLELU R, DR AL, #rh gL T S i e
UL, DA IRFEAS S 7873 43408 AQIETE 1~100 FR R 2H, 101~200 F%E 2 TS GeAilrh B2 5 44, Kz 200~300
PIEEEG YL . 2022 4 11 H 2] 3 A&l il IR Um 2554, F 24 7E 0~100 4451 101~200 4.
U 3 ARG G T IS Gk B 2 S OE BRARESFAME LU R, S5 R AT AN Joik AQI fEE 1~100 [
R, 101~200 fEEEETSYeRIrf iS4, K 200~300 M FEiG YL, A5 EERmibE S s e H . b
EMEREIR, ERIEMAEME: BR 4 0T, EREEEART 5 mm B RS RERIEH S/ B,
B 55 B0 AN [T iR BE AR g se i, KA R T AT 0. S ER T4 T 10.0 mm RS,
Bk NO, IS4, HAti5 Y Iabtis 55 RN, w515 Yk g ZH R, NO, A 2Tk E Z (KT
RO LA, Rl T HES AT SR ES R L, BIREEBK. SHEREIrEREcES5kES
HIKR, B NO,MHEE, ERBCEHMEFTZ BN MmER. BRI RERE S, BHEIE
BRI o 7R SRR A /E 1~100 [A1RT, Og M9 bR R B AR T HoAth i3 4 . AH RIS 5 &5 SO,.
NO,. CO. PMyo Fil PM,s V5 PG IR AR 2R N H 5 S RESER AR ML, TSR
PERR 5 Ge B E PTG ey, RS AT S 3 R A ) AR

. Concentration difference and removal efficiency of air quality under different snowfalls, and the average snowfall sample

size statistics

%3 BEEREEFRAREE T REERBRUERLHBEENABESRITER
S0, NO, co 0s PMyo PM, 5
AQI W B /ZUE 4% K? bidi- 4% K? biidi-3 4% F% /ZUE 4% K? biidi- Fﬁ‘: IK% bidi- Fﬁ‘: B%
% RyE % RyE % LES = RyE % LGS % LGS
/I 689 038 1412 041 029 034 1070 015 3253 040 1942 040
e H 861 045 1579 045 034 044 1209 016 4258 047 3328 056
(1-100) x 1238 047 2300 046 041 045 1500 017 5671  0.54
57 1400 052 924 036 061 050 1530 019 6317 059
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S
/N 83.06 0.25 46.81 0.51
i h 14467 081 6800  0.83
(101~200) x 97.67 0.85
*
N 5950  0.31
Es ik
(201~300) x 153.00 0.88
Er
Table 4. Analysis of variance for snowfall grouping
T4 BEENEFENN
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Figure 1. Linear correlation plot of removal efficiency versus snowfall
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Table 5. Statistical table of the sample size of snowfall time
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Table 6. Average statistical table of concentration difference and removal efficiency of air quality under different snowfall times

6. TRRBATEMSHRE TREERBRBEFYGITE

%%'i Eﬁ‘; SO, NO, co 0 PMio PMzs
WE kR WIZ kR WIZ 1 WE kR WL R WE kR
‘ 0~3 591 038 1284 040 027 033 1000 015 2149 030 1339 038
e 4~6 833 038 1232 035 036 034 1070 015 2474 031 1431 031

DOI: 10.12677/aep.2024.141006 42 IS RI R


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2024.141006

Eﬁ't}ﬁﬁj ’ EATE

7~9 1032 045 1362 047 0.37 037 1075 016 3519 043 2245 048
B 10~12 1122 045 1400 043 0.37 038 1140 021 3563 046 1165  0.35
12 1245 046 2317 053 0.42 0.40 8.89 015 5721 060 1883 051
0-~3 7329 032 4207  0.39
4~6 59.36 058 4337  0.65
e 7-9 60.00  0.85
10~12 3250 061
12 14467 081  90.88  0.36
0~3 7967 088
4~6 153.00
HEE 7-9
10~12
12

% HABI5HY) SO, NO,, CO, PMyofE 10 /NN, FEEETIFEIMIE K, WREZE SIEHREERZ MK,
R, R4 10 /NS 7R TR 41 SO, NO,, CO, PMyg, MR PM,s F1 PMy 7E 10 /NS A2 DL FAE
e R RIBE R I i T A K, 25 A1 S BV ZE RIS R RCR T =

T 4278 B A ik 557 P s BR SR e VEL A A, &1 2 BoR, B O EARE AL, Hihh
s et 2 52 A
y=0. 01x+0. 32 y=0. 01x+0. 29
p<0. 05 p<0. 05
1.0+ 1.0+ .
; i :
0.84 l N : N 0.84 .
% 0.6 . ' ;i 0.6
& : &®
4z #z
20.44 30,4+
) = '
0.2+ : . 0.2
i i
0.0 ' 0.0
6 % I|0 1‘5 2‘0 2‘5 6 ; l|0 1‘5 2‘0 ZI5
o 25 i i) o 5 it ]
v=0. 007x+0. 31
0.5 y=-0. 001x+0. 17 p<0. 05
1.0 .
0.4 4
0.8 . :
0.3 . ) :
B 0 64 ' : :
= 0.6 ' o :
& & R .
ggo‘z— ST ‘go.q— ',J',;/:—/i R
: T T T "
0.17 0.2 : l i
0.0 0.0 )
(‘) :) lIO IIE 2‘0 ZIS (I) é 1‘0 1‘5 2‘0 2‘5
o4 25 s 1] ¥% 5 s 1)
DOI: 10.12677/aep.2024.141006 43 INELORA AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/aep.2024.141006

Eﬁ't}ﬁﬁj ’ EATE

NO,E AR

y=0. 001x+0. 36

p<0. 05

SO, R A3

y=0. 33x+5. 36
p<0. 05

(I) é 1‘0 1‘5 2’0 ZI5 (‘) é 1‘0 1‘5 2‘0 2‘5
AT BT 10k ]
Figure 2. Linear correlation plot of clearance efficiency versus snowfall time
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