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Abstract

In this study, AERMOD modeling system was used, to analyze how the pollution sources in the city
surrounding area are influencing the air quality with the impact of different meteorological condi-
tions, tropical island effect and complex topography. Results showed that emission resources
within the standard will impact city atmosphere environment when meeting unfavorable meteo-
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rological conditions; the influence of tropical island effect was not strong; based on the complex
terrain, topographic height difference was great, Mountain Valley Breeze (MVB) was obvious, and
the existence of mountain obstructed the pollutant transportation and dispersion, which mainly
led the air pollution on southern city.
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MHTT R ZHEAERGENE CESERGHX, GasEnhrmaeR. SFEEERL [2] [3]; MHETH
WX AL BT R, MR TR A RIECON A R [4]. 2014~2016 AFE], ANIHHHIX
FAJRBIEREIER (RS SR EAME) (GB3095-2012) —ZibrdE, MNHNTT 4L T k. ASCH
FANBTIRX KAIAEL 7 L0, B0 B T A5 Y. SRR R &R T
WHFL, NSRS HTIR X RS S SR B s . e A SR B G 7 R AR S

2. MRFGF*
2.1. BIRKkE

AR SCAHE FH 110 23 S5 5 0 A B SRR T TH T SRS IR IS $2 A4 119 2016 SEANIH T IX 3 AN o FIEA 53 25 S
WIS (DS AR, FAES)MINEGE, W FE T3 SO,. NOyw PMyg. A G K IR
TANHEG (55 56984) 2016 A& /N WIS RE R . = EHdE K B A SIS TRV oG
2016 AR/ N RE RSO AR . R RIE T RS AN A TR X 28 km {52 H il 2016 1) A A
RS S HA o

AR SCASE P R A B FE Dt IS S B G IR A TH T 3 X R B 5 B Ty e, L4
ANMET TG PR B IR XN TEEE AR AR NMATT A GBAERAR . ANET A
AIRAF . ZEFHA AR A FAL AR A7) AL A TH T3 X AR /N H13E Tl Fr X (AN H T 453
HOLREELE) . MATEELHERTTAF . DM =#E LA RAF) AL FANET I =5
Bl A IR A R IGS A 7 K w23t 9 Ak,

22. H5AE

HMH AERMOD iR, i 7045 5k AT 2 UORU T, BT SRS s B RNE. ANTH] DXk
15 AHEBER SR KA BRI . TS 507 R WA 1.

3. ZB/REIHL
3.1 BEARTMATHRASHFERRM
4% AERMOD TRIZE SR, SR B 88 TSR B AR PRI IR V5 eI 3 B e e 2%
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Table 1. Study and forecast case
1 AREMERSR

VES & BT R B WA
1 F B RN  HTEAE F (EHETT 5R) U R DU RN L L AR IR
2 HETT R ARG TR A 1 L
3 AN BB A B RS B AR RN L Y R AR IR
4 AN LT R BUR R PR RN L L AR IR
5 X /N KA DRI HEL BUR /NI 3 B AR

Table 2. Pollution concentration of base case
% 2. WXEL S RFERHRT R TR

ik SO, NO, PMyo
W B X - . - ; _
WE (ug/m®) Hi AR 2 (%) R E (ug/m?) HiFR 2R (%) W (ug/m®) AR 26 (%)
828.41 304.70
224k -
T (*0.0683%) 165.68 (+0.04559%6) 152.35 104.64
526.881
N =
N DIEE (*0.0114%) 105.38 176.828 88.41 103.52
WBE \ 548.058
B (*0.0296) 109.61 145.963 72.98 71.63
14926 3411.227
]
IS 7N (*5.499%) 2985.2 (+0.03%) 1705.61 1573.79
ST 121.93 81.29 4413 55.17 14.86 9.91
DEE 109.50 73 33.96 42.45 17.61 11.74
B%HA
bidia e EN L 58.00 38.66 16.08 20.09 7.22 481
1302.22 302.41
]
P A F K (*0.19%) 868.15 (*0.029%) 378.01 135.60 90.4
FAESF 751 12.52 2.42 6.05 0.87 1.24
DAEE 11.91 19.84 3.77 9.41 1.45 2.07
3
WwREE e eNLH 24.93 41.56 7.01 17.52 2.78 3.97
248.95
ok
S EFN = (0.5396) 41491 57.96 144.9 26.76 38.23
*BARR

FEIEFRHEBE LT, =50 il SO /NI J2 RS L Tihs, M 4657 sl AR o™ 8,
SO, /N T kiR P by 2 EE IR AN H T X ASME B B 2 6], G PAAE . DA K BLRE I3 IX A7 1
ANFITE /N AR BB DL, (EDERRR AR, R0 i SO, H P K DTV B o bR 2 /2 — b v A
RER, (H X H B R sT kiR BRSNS, s R T IRIX UAAL, AR EZAAE AL RE, R
DX A1 B S 3 LA J L ) DR AR A AR /N AN B AR T 00 A IH AT XS Bl N AE = i MR 03 2 ) B A A
£ SO, SRR LN IAGEIR . =KD i, EHESF NOo /NN K TR B L 1B bR, XA/ B
RV LI JEE T BB X IR A AR KA X, FL ORI T A6 B S 2R B LA BRI X 5 3 s (X3 H
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Figure 1. Distribution of exceeding standard rate of pollutant
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FR A5 YR IE AR HEBUE 5 V5 4P o ke 5 MBS Eh &5 SR (6 3), 75 YLliys Wik b b, & &
FVT YRS WS A SOy NOoy PMyg S BTk IR FE (5 MEMIR B LEABIAS K X8 M5l &5 SO, K2 NO, ek
H DRk B o ISR FE O, TR bR I 0T 50 0y 5 e o kAR R 1 WA .

Table 3. Contrast of forecasting concentration and monitoring concentration

3. FERRTUNRE S MR E ST

- BRABWKE SEPIRE
{,‘fj"*,f?) BERE W MW B LT
W H W W H 3 W
FAET 121.93 161002 177 68.89 7.51 - 61.06 12.31
S0, MEE 109.5 161002 133 82.33 11.91 - 85.33 13.95
WP 58 160111 48 120.83 24.93 - 86.98 28.67
T 4413 161002 19 232.27 2.42 - 13 18.6
NO, SEE 33.96 161002 22 154.37 3.77 - 18.8 20.1
AP 16.08 160111 29 55.43 7.01 - 14.5 48.2
FAET 14.86 161002 60 24.77 0.9 - 319 2.7
PMy, MEE 17.61 161002 49 35.94 1.4 - 44.8 32
WP 722 160817 30 24.07 2.8 - 49.7 5.6

3.2. FEISKREHTIURETERRM

FE T SR BRI G DUBRIR FE N B AR TG SR E ) B R DTk, AR 1 0 T I — IR B . HH
TRRKRAEERT15 WA Y 8 FRIEE R, BRI R 2 FEH ST P35 KE DL 5
5y 3 SIS B S 0 Bt RN RS e 350 DTRRVA B 4 A () 52

AMET YA E SR X AN SSE~SW, #R#EE 4, ATUUEH BT ESKMELAKR, Kik
BTGB ZENIIAKR, FEREF /DR IG REHEER S, i5RaEEy 5 & miR A %
72 R A 38 RAR[S] [6] [7] [8] [9]. szmal i K X 45k 3= A 72 K0 v X R Bt L g, DU k=R
FIY HLRE 1R 28, IR SO, Jx NO, 75 5 H I KR FE R bk (1 AR it 175 400

Table 4. Pollution concentration in calm breeze and different season
= 4. TRIFEHEHNRIZHI TSR TERE

SO, NO, PMyo
=W BRROR  pocpws bR RAAMKE bR RAKRWEE ke
(ng/m®) (%) (ng/m®) (%) (ng/m®) (%)
FASF 40.4 26.93 11.8 29.50 3.96 2.64
DIEE 49.1 32.73 14 35.00 48 3.20
= )
BB 36.2 24.13 10.3 25.75 3.82 2.55
e RV ik 424 282.67 98.900 247.25 44.7 29.80
FASF 27.3 18.20 7.87 19.68 3.07 2.05
5= DIEE 329 21.93 9.81 2453 401 2.67
BB 40 26.67 10.9 27.25 4.64 3.09
TR TE IR BE 599 399.33 139 347.50 62.9 41.93
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Continued

AT 36.6 24.40 11.8 29.50 4.79 3.19
DIEE 50.3 33.53 13.7 34.25 5.57 371

&=
RO 42 28.00 12.4 31.00 5.61 3.74
T KA R 5 854 569.33 200 500.00 90.5 60.33
FASF 235 15.67 8.73 21.83 2.75 1.83
DIEE 432 28.80 12.2 30.50 461 3.07

&=
B 35.1 23.40 10.4 26.00 4.89 3.26
R HIR 464 309.33 109 272.50 51.3 34.20

AMATEEE T A XA SSE~SW, Bra@ia i A F & 2l A AN H IR N, ks
0 B /NI e X R T B 2 KU R KU, A TH T 3 DX A M AN Ko B SR /N AR 20 I T 2 H
DAL K(NW~N K& N~NE), ZERIIL 6.76%. RESTIHEIR(E 5), AL KIEHIRT, %500 mA5 G
P K H P DR B o bR G e R KRR R, R A S ST I S G R W S i LR i
AR E I, FSL R, RACKEESIT, SRS EG A IR TR R I RO R
Gl A 2 RGN, Ry BRI S B g B MR [10] [11] [12], 3 i G eidkln (LA A6, AT s A
BT X o RN RURI AT S 2t B TH T e A3 X e i v ORI B B 2
P AL S AR HARRBOR, TR B T R AR AR SRR RS, RF &t T TR 2% R
T I 38 A8 P J 4t 75 e AR B R BE A IR B SO AL » 3K AT RE 2 38 PG 1% . SO, i T e 1 2 22 J [

Table 5. Pollution concentration in northerly wind

= 5. RILRUTHI T 5 R TTRkRE

Sk SO, NO, PMy,
W (ug/m®) HiAREE (%) W (ng/m®) HTAR 2R (%) W (ng/m®) HiAREE (%)
FAET 25.4 16.93 8.35 10.44 258 1.72
IR 16.7 11.1 A4 ) 2.22 1.4
B pergenCd 35.6 23.73 9.94 12.43 3.97 2.65
PR A% B K R 510 340.00 117 146.25 54.5 36.33

3.3. ABHBNFAHTHEX K ST E TR

ANME TR X AL (L2, T SR AR I 18 TR SR R, BT AR A AR R R R R T T B
TR T8 X, IR ZE BRI B TR 22 57, ol L DX 30 e 2 A< g i ol A 0o 60 [13] [14] [15] fEAS
F R RPIIRTEE T, TG NS 000 il S X S K VA R FE DTRRIE L gi vk T4 6, bR X 35y
i B anfE 2,

H7E 6 751, AFHEMEHMN, EIEFFHEIIATHR T, 2016 FEANHTTIR X i E A Ak ys Yeiiife &%
AP DG 0o U J RS Gk P 5 A A 00 5 B HE DT RA /NI, (BRI K
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Figure 2. Distribution of exceeding standard rate of pollutant without tropical island effect
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3.4. MRAERANAHIEEX KX S ESTRF R

AR BE AL TR, AW m AR A, X 5 iR o s 228 900 m;
S TY 2 U R LR XU T S SRR A R IO B (i AN G E G A [16] [17]. BRI ATT G4 £/
RS YIS S A SO R HTSE T, R TEREAT B, 72 2 MU T 0] 75 Qe o0 A i )
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Table 6. Pollution concentration without tropical island effect

6. FEEADYR ISR TTRAKE

SO, NO, PMy,
R : , . X , . X ; .
R (ng/m®) HiFR 2R (%) W (ng/m®) 1 FR 2 (%) W (ng/m®) AR 2 (%)
673.74 272.62
A -
F4 (+0.03429%) 134.75 (*0.0342%) 136.31 79.85
MEE 354.28 70.86 104.67 52.33 70.44 -
AN NE= DN
RE A 548.06 i
RO (*0.029%) 109.61 145.96 72.98 71.63
14926.00 3411.227
Bk
PR Foe K A (*0.08529%) 2985.2 (*0.0004%) 1705.61 1573.79
T 84.97 56.65 33.35 41.69 10.59 7.06
MEE 50.98 33.99 14.22 17.78 7.82 5.21
ZE2E> N )
wE e 55.63 37.09 15.37 19.22 6.98 4.65
1302.22 302.41
Nl
DX A% B K R (*0.21196) 868.15 (*0.01799%) 378.01 135.60 90.4
RS 5.33 8.88 1.81 451 0.63 0.9
MEE 8.41 14.02 2.82 7.05 1.05 15
£
+T IR B 22.83 38.04 6.44 16.1 2.54 3.63
247.30 57.49
Nl
S S N= (*1.039%) 412.16 (+0.04%) 143.73 26.57 37.96
R,
Table 7. Pollution concentration without complex terrain effect
F= 7. NEEMHIERSEMREKE
SO, NO, PMy,
B , . : : . : , . -
R (ug/m®) Hi R (%) WE (ug/m®) bR 2 (%) R E (ug/m?) H AR (%)
FIEF 297.36 59.47 112.92 56.46 104.64 -
DEE 451.58 90.32 130.07 65.03 103.52 -
NETEBRR )
W H e 457.61 91.52 157.83 78.91 71.63 -
1691.50 403.302
=N r]? -
DR o K (*0.016496) 338.3 (*0.00001%) 201.65 1573.79
FAI 60.51 40.34 18.19 22.74 14.86 9.91
SRR 94.53 63.02 26.55 33.19 17.61 11.74
ZE2E> N )
wE fekrgea 61.26 40.84 17.15 21.44 7.22 481
444.26 103.08
N
D B K (+0.001%) 296.17 (+0.1039%) 128.85 135.60 90.4
EIETF 7.38 12.3 2.34 5.86 0.87 1.24
DEE 12.20 20.33 3.96 9.89 1.45 2.07
£y
WEE e AE 25.65 42.75 7.25 18.13 2.78 3.97
194.36 45.82
N
I B K (*0.13%6) 323.94 (*0.04%) 114.55 26.76 38.23
R,
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Figure 3. Distribution of exceeding standard rate of pollutant without complex terrain effect
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4. HREEMY
4.1. &g

1) A5 TALISRPTEbRHEBIN , AR RREM T, VRS IR R TP R I il —
SEANRSZ s DA e 56 B e T T3 YR KA, 8 Al 1 A UG D0 A A 36 R R B R

2) BT RUE X TAL N AR 75 el AN TR T B S BORR M, B AR AL T KB A T M
P DX R R s 2 DX 2 A A R ] EL XU /NI, DXl £ W 9 L 28 AP, 3 Fl i 8] A T T
S DX T AT e T v, AR S BT OR PR S R BB E 3 R AR P N AT AR
I H 5 A [H T R 8 IS e e 1A A e e

3) HTFMIX 5k ZBORGEE 900 m), RIS L i mIE ANy S Rk 7B ER, AV
TS RSN G RN T AR AR O T R R AR, 3 BRI S 1R SR IR R A AE
R SHE G A I P 38 X RPN i B i Fl i

4) IR ER ST AT 5 I 535 Qe o bRV AT B BT, (HARARAR VDS, R ARG A B ROME X i X
KA e, EEAARE.

4.2. &

1) HEATANIH TRV s . RO RICASVR . ST A0E IR B AR RSB K5
PE, BB LA H T XRS5 Gl .

2) FEARAR TS S AR RIS YR AT BE o HEA NG BRI X VI B N /MY SRR, 38 G A v o0
TR I RN R s PR A R SR DR S, D A A S AR AR AT B AR -

3) Ml DX RS Qe RBT  . AN IRT XIS R %, R U SRR Z2 B0, s N IHIR X
I RO R IX 18] R RS SR B A A A T8 SRS Gt A IF T X R, XK AR 85%
BARGE .

4) REZARBE A o o 1 B e VIR 2 o A2 USRS AL S Qe I (] Y, 3R ER R
A [ FLA 2% R SR B T 0] A B A AT RS BR 8 G 2 U R R S

5) VEUHUB TG G e, BRI A E A = 8 %, S AR B B K P

6) TS IL X IR LR S REG TAE . Xl DX A 1 /N U . KA R Dalb KO A 4R 5 B, oo
Tk XFREE T, AR Tolkis GeViAa e A AR . RIS /NIRRT Ry XA T o ST 0 4
JE I H AN g g 7 S TN LI
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