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Table 2 Measured values of all items
PMzs, SPM : [pg/m’ NO, NO,, NOX : [ppb]
PM, s SPM NO NO, NOx 5 PMas SPM NO NO, NOx
[hou] 8723 8700 8656 8656 8656
23 [day] 363 361 361 361 361
1 %20 1300 285.0 107.0 3230
22 4 1 23 4.0 616 - 56.1 -
31 67.2 u3 105.7 64.4 155.8
-13 46 07 56 86
2 4 138 200 26 309 65.6
15.7 236 3.9 311 65.0
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Table 1 Environmental quality standard of PM2.5, SPM and NO;
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Fig.4 Monthly distribution of daily mean mass concentration of PM; 5
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Table 4 Coefficient of correlation between daily mean mass
concentration of PM, s and concentration of other items

SPM NO NO2 NOx
spring Mar. May  (n=90) 0.954 0.251 0.641 0.434
summer Jul. Aug.  (n=91) 0.936 -0.044 0.662 0.214
autumn Sep. Nov. (n=90) 0.967 0.182 0.494 0.322
winter Dec. Feb. (n=88) 0.981 0.415 0.624 0.504
all seasons (n=359) 0.928 0.245 0.609 0.405
"Italic" means"p  0.01", others mean "p<0.01".
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