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Characteristics Analysis of Particulate Matters with Different Size in Haze

GU Zhuodiang
( Environmental Monitoring Station of Betlun Ningbo Zhejiang 315800 China)

Abstract: The characteristics of particulate matters pollution were analyzed by monitoring of particulate mat—

ters ( PM,, PM, s and PM,) and visibility. The results showed that the particulate matters with different diame—

ters had different effects on the visibility in haze. The concentrations of the three size particulate matters had

close linear relationship with visibility.
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Table 1 PM concentrations of typical haze day 1
. 3
and no haze day in May mg/m Fig.1 Typical change of particulate matters
concentration during a haze process
PM,, 0. 104 0. 066
PM, 5 0.052 0.029
PM, 0.034 0.020 14:00—17:00
° PM,.PM,; PM,,
25 3

Table 2 Ratio of PM concentrations of typical haze

day and no haze day in May

p(PM;) /p( PM, 5) 0.658 0.703
p(PM;) /p( PM,) 0.330 0.304
p(PM, 5) /p( PM,,) 0.502 0.433
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Fig.2 Typical ratio change of particulate matters

concentration during a haze process
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