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1.1 AHFEOE =
.11 BROKRSIGGREDOEE

AARIZEBIT 2 KRGO L L, Bk RIb % B AEIZHE BLEEBOR 3 HEE S 7= BTG
REF (1868~1912 4F) DYIHINC E TS, Y, FikiSe-Cotssise, ek M3 kEEIC
PR L. BATREER 2 & KIEAER] (1912~1926 4F) 12T T, ENEHITHF LW RRIGYLIN T
A U7z, KB, BORFEOREH TIL, S EOmEREDOM, HBIGEFSEON T
D LIS, Z D% O K FPFEFTOSLHID, F TR E LW KRG & A S8,
FEIRFICKRER T 7200 TR <GB T 5 RRIGY b RERRE L o7, K2, TiRROR
R, ZREOR]FEL, KR B SLHLL & W o TSRS ST O U BV ik, R
BRIZPE D Fi sE B b D HEH 23 EL D JEMOKFESEITIRA et BF A A ST (THARD RS,
QepE ), RRBRE o ORI FE 22 B 23R, 2000).

B R RO, REEIEZ X D70 HARBFEEIC LY | YRR EETH L8k
. ARICEM - B ERAICEASIL, RHICLEOBERA R Lz, —FH T, A%
FEET R LF— L L LEERT, AHTRE TRV CACIRER LY Z £ &3 5 KI5
YeRiEZ S X 2 U7z, @ERFEREN (1955~1973 4F) T2 AT 5 & EEDELF T3
bR, =R VX —JEOEE S ARNLAMICE Y Bbole, 2D, KREIGY b
HIREY) (SOx) ZHL & LIoiF3ZBREZ 2 3o, JRllfb, Ak L2 THARDK
SUGYOIERL |, KRR MR PR 7E 2 B, 2000), Z O EREREICIZ. K
KIGGTE T TR LSAKREHEIZ L DHEDLTHEIME L, MRAERE SHLND A FILKEIT K
2 AR R OV KRR (BB AKIRIR), BRI T AIZE DA XA A4 X AW, SOk D [
ABHEAEL ] OAEMENREL L, BT BIRRONER RO HERE S5 325 & 72
<77,

1967 FFITITAFRREAREDHIE S 4. TEROREFR T2 ETE 2R 2 5 21TH
WTAEDORIENE DD TEETHD Z EIThANH, FEE. B RO AL RO
EORGILICEATAEREEZHALNC L, YICAEDORGILICET A RO A L 72 5 FIH A
EHDHZEIZED | AFEMROBREGHIHELZXY | b O TEHROEREARET D L &b,
AEREZRET LI EEANET D] (FE15) IZESE AFITHOBRRENK S
72 1969 ARIZIXFNED S IER FORNE IEOITE O BFEE LT, FiEBILIZiR D55
FHUE (11 R OB DS 0.05 ppm 2 2 720 2 & 155) DBENTHID TRIT b7,
E BT, AFEMREREICIESE . RKUGYRIR 2R AP OB HEET 2720, TRR
HYBhIRE] (1968 AEIE) 23 1970 4RICKIRICSIE Sh, BRESUEZ T 2 72 DIZED
BT B FEPEH BB R XD T AR SO« BREHIN & W o T AERS IEHEAf O & B E -
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T, AAROKRZEEITIE L &FELL (Fig. 1.1a, BEEEE, 2018a & CIZEX),

REIGYBEE, =3 X — e (FRatE) SBBEICBEE L T\ d, Fig. 1.2 IZHAR
O i BERR B AR M LARE D = L F — G PR — IR =1L F— G B OHER (R L —
JT,2018a) K OVKKIGYRIESE DB A2 R4, = 3/L X — G & 13w R RN &
O &EFLEL L. 1955 4F (2,696 PI) 75 1975 4 (14,378 PI) DTS fFLA ML T\ 5, %
D%, 2005 FFFE TOMICAMGEHKIC L 28 =32 F—(bRFICL Y =3 F—igEo
ONESEL L= 0D 2005 40 22,095 P (JFUHRHE 59,153 J7 kl) % E— 7 |2 2016 FHIE
19,836 PJ (JELMIHL S 51,227 75 kl) L&KL L CTREIVVKEZ > TV 5,

—REFNX—DOEFBER L E 22D & 1960 FELLRTIEA R, K] TET R —D 60%
LLEZRBHE LT ey, SERERE LG, EEOEL T TEMBER . =¥ —Ji
DERESFARNSAMICLEAL L, 1975 FEITITAIEFRN 2%IE LT, LML, fAilfE
A= XN X — DOREMBOBLED D BUFIZ L 5 =3 X —IRO LML HEE X
F. 2005 FEOATHIAEERIT 47%, 2016 FEBAE TIX 40%I2F TR LT\ 5,

KRB AR DEREEILYE (Table. 1.1) IO KRKIGRWE (—BR LRFE (CO), 1Hibehi 1
KP'E (SPM, Suspended Particle Matter), _FR{bZEFR (NO»)%) IZHFEITHNL TS, i
FTORKIGYRR, =R F—JEDOLERAELFIZ L > THARO RGRE IR UE LTz,
2016 AEFEREAST, ERLAREE (SO2). NO,. SPM, CO (1983 4ELIME, HS CEREELEL
AL IZOWTIRIZIEETOM R CEREAUEL L (Fig. 1.3, BRHEA, 2018¢ & olZ/ER) L.
INHORKFEE S EMIIIEAERIZH D (Fig1.1), LoL, MbFEdFFoZ ok
(Oy) DEREIFEUET 0% &R (Fig. 1.3d) L. KAPEE S EHAIIBNER (Fig.
L1d) ICh D, slEkE. RRWE (ZEFBRY (NO, LHEEMEAEILEY (VOC,
Volatile Organic Compounds)) OHEHINHIXIRAED HI T\ D (FREEA, 2018¢),

UL IRE (PMas) 1, TR W T, FER RWEOH T H R 2.5 pum LR D
WUNRRL IR E O BEED . —E DR EZ KT L TWD Z L 2 BErm i &£
ST E T (BREEE,2008), ED72, PMasiE, 2009 FFIZENTHH 7 ICEREREL LT
FXIE (Table. 1.1) S3u7z, 2016 4 D PMys DERBEFLVERENRRIL, M ARKRENTER (—
i%JR) T 88.7%. HENHHENT AMER (BHER) T883% Th -7z, 2013 FLIKE, —K/™.
HHER & 12 PMys ORI BRI ME ) (Fig. 1.4b) (2 0 BRETIEMERER SR S EH (Fig.
l4a) LTS, LU, AGERIUIN Hite<o DU [E] Hi J7 O W= PV i 2 #usil 2 B8W Td, K
SRE U CBREIERERCR (/D) 2T 30%0 5 60%FEE DKW HIR2MF/E L T\ D
(BB, 2018¢), Fio. MU FRWE OENIZE T 2 PHIHIROIED HizonT
D & &) (BB, 2015) TIX. PMos I3RIRE &I AEIRN S DI | AR
LEMETEZOMANRFTHLZEND, RICKLELRBZLZHMADOTENLETH Y |
BEAL L EEE T v (B 20E, AEFREET V) 2 AV T, PMys OEIEGIRZ TX 5
RO EREANCHHE - BREEL DD, AR - DR ZRPHIHR 2 FT 5 2 L BB L fR
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Fig. 1.1 Air pollutants concentrations over the years for the general environment stations. The
concentrations are annual means for SO2, NO; and SPM , and annual means of daily maximum
day-time hourly mean values for Ox. Untis are ppm for SOz, NO,, Oy, and CO, ppmC for NMHC,
and mg/m? for SPM.
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From 2009 the enviromental standards
for PM, 5 was set by MOE in Japan.

Fig. 1.2 Primary energy supply and its composition in Japan (Agency for Natural Resources and

Energy in Japan, 2018a)

Table 1.1 Environmental standard of major air pollutants in Japan. (MOE, 2018b)

Air pollutant Averaging time Level Date of enactment
SO, 1 hour 0.1 ppm May 16th, 1973
24 hour 0.04 ppm
CO 8 hour 20 ppm May 8th, 1973
24 hour 10 ppm
SPM 1 hour 0.20 mg/m3 May 8th, 1973
24 hour 0.10 mg/m?
NO, 24 hour within 0.04-0.06 ppm or below July 11th, 1978
O, 1 hour 0.06 ppm May 8th, 1973
PM, 5 24 hour 35 pg/m® September 9th, 2009
Annual 15 pg/m®
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1.3 Rate of Environmental Standard Achievement of Major Air Pollutants (F.Y.2007 to 2016)

—A— Ambient
—A— Road side

(b)

N
A

2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Japanese fiscal year

Fig. 1.4 (a) Rate of Environmental Standard Achievement and (b) annual average concentration of

PMz s



{EFHEET V& L7 Z—ET /VIZ KD PMys 3 AE IR & G-t

HENTNWD, LrL, ¥ab—r a3 ET ML D PMys OFENTITRER EORFIERE
ThY, BRFETIE, T U7 A7 —VOBEERKIE YA EMRNC TR - FE3 581X
HDHHLDOD, B A —)LDREELERBIEIZHOWNTIE 4o LTV 22 (] 213, Aikawa et
al., 2010; Shimadera et al., 2016), Z D X 5 2T D, LFMIEETT VEFED S 672 55
FIFHERBE L o T D,

1.1.2  PMasZDRIFIRWE O Kt

PM,s. SPM &\ o 7=k IR (PM, Particle Matter) (%, O KKIGLME (SO, NOa.
CO %) LI n | BMO(LFWE CIEev, MY (WiiE 7 > E =7 A (NHs)2804,
YRR T > E =7 L NHoNOs, HifbT & =17 L NH(Cl 25, RERS (RS OC, 1t
WERFE: EC), IREBIRIRFESE, @By, TR EI I, WHR, b2 e,
SN BRI MBEDOREKEE LTHEEL TV D, D=0, KT ORI IRYE o8]
IR IT, AR A < . BB LZ 0.001~100 um OFEFHNICIFIET D,

Fig. 1.5\ T Ko 1a, RBEDMITITE— REMEEND 3 2O E—7 BNFEEL, —fRIC,
B AR Z W CTARR & v, HLRKIFHEIR T D 5~30 um (2 B — 7 2o KR +-E— F
(Coarse mode), #EMECEEREIZ &> TSI, 0.15~0.5 um ([ZE— 27 ZFFOEMFE— R
(Accumulation mode), F70, EITRBEEFED S H DR+ T, UKL TH 5 0.015~0.04
um |2 B —72 Z R OZIEECE — K (Aitken nuclei mode) 3% 5, EH & ((KfH) EE STV
T, ZODEDH L, RO KRKEWHPHIKL T (Coarse particles), /)N & W 23 /INRL 1+
(Fine particles) (ZAHY4 3% (U.S.EPA, 2004), H AR TIX RIFE 2.5 pm LL T ORI RY)E % PMa s
(BB W TITRIAEL 2.5 um LA EDORI 1% 50%% »~ & L CH%E), R 10 um LA F ORIk
WV % SPM (IEIZ BV TR 10 um LLEDKIF% 100 %5 >~ b LTHiE) £ LT, 21
FHURBEAEZHRE L TS (BREEE, 2018b), BT, KETRELMENHE LT
% PMio &, R 10 pm LA EOKIF% 50%% » b L CTHIgE SN Zhi IR E Z e, SPM &
PMyo TITRIRD 72 D (R34 TlE, PMas<SPM <PMy) Z LICHETLHILENRD S,

F72. PMos ZHERCT DKL IR T A BOBFE DEVN S | RRTPIZ BRI & LTt
IND—WhR1 (BC %) & KK OFBRKEIME RS 28 Z LR 2 2 & CTARRE
D R f (SO WiliaME, NOs: fHEAME. NHs: 7 E=7 LM, OA: A= 1
VEY TSNS,

— UKL 1%, HEFED S OO EE S ORI L) DIRBEI - THEH S D, HEREY
DRI BE S & 2 38 A IR 6 um 2 ol & U7 KRR R 0 LT D, — 5,
Y OB - THE S D35 A1E, RIERAY 2 um LLF OB INBL 73k 5545 L T D,

TR, BEUERAIR, BEVR ARSI T DBRBEIC o TR T D SOL NOK. Hik
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Fig. 1.5 Idealized size distribution of particulate matter (U.S. EPA, 2004)

KFE (HCl), VOC ZD A ZMRWE N, £ & L TREAF TOMFEKIT LD ZERE DKWY
B (S04, NOs~, NH4', OA) IZZ{b L CThiffb L=t D TH S,

TR ORIBEE & L TIE, SO NOx, CHLA#), 72 =7 (NH3), VOC 2ZIF 5
5, VOC X, OH 7 Vv, O LLFRISEEZ L, EREORWEREARILEY
EAERL, TROMNHE G L Tl LWk FVER S0 . 2 REF oBEfPR Tk
WZHEME L72 0 LT, BEERL AR LTS, F72, VOC 20 b D, Fioid EiLoSAE
RV DS BEAE ORISR T 1225 F 72 13RI S AL, ki O ok 7N ER CE BSOS % i
Z L., S HIHEBEEOIERWEILEY (SVOC, Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds) % ZE3 %
ZEIZR VR R LIZY, BT AEE SV 35 (Fig. 1.6, Meng et al. (1997) %
JEIZAEXD,

FEAEPUI AN A RIR & BRI KA S v, ABRFICIE, BERAER (L35 F¥E5%) &
BEhR AR (AEhE, fih, MIZEH%) & 5 (Table 1.2), BIERAE LTE, RA T —,
BEAMFEDID VAR AT DM, 2 — 27 AP, YW OHREGE O U A xR ET D
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RENFETOND, o, BERARE LTiX, BEE, M0, MERERETND,
BRI & L Cid, k7, k. KIIEME%ER S 5, UL ZgIcHEN.,
FRIZIR > THE A FEZE L TV D AR T, FEiIRA OEGRIC L0 BT 2 i O LKL
D (Kajino et al., 2013) ICHEBETHIXLERNH L, X610, BEFRICEBN S5 EIIHE
WNEEDHLSEE THRA LT, P EO RES AT T o 22 W T4 i@ 4 5 e
T, ORI ORI AN JAE I, FIRKFH NOs IREESEEINT 5 2 & Avilis
STV (BBEF 5,2016), E£7o, BIPIZHY IA E T2 NOs REE DAL, PMys 10 NOs~
DEEERICOEEN D D ERfEIN TV D,

DX DT PMasiE, %< OWHEIC XML ML ROS 218 U TAERS LD, F

VT DORERAFAER B 1 T HRr M (fﬁﬂi‘i AR, ABS, 2T HL & o T L HER O

AN /‘La“?Di&fi@Fg%%fﬁ O FHIFIC LD RES BT D, D12, WA PMas
DAL R A SRS D 720121, PMas | ﬂ?‘é%@%‘ﬁi{ﬁ@ﬁ@%’é\%?ﬂﬁﬁ‘é%\gﬁﬁ)
2,

PM2 5

SVOC —== OA

Vole
H,SO, ‘;SO primary |\
Aerosol \
OI-I S0, Secondary i |
hv NO Aerosol |
NO, <

:’
N 05—> HNO / el /'/

Fig. 1.6 Formation of secondary PM: 5. Figure is based on Meng et al. (1997).



Table 1.2 Sources of particle matter

8
1
£

Natural Anthropogenic
Primary windblown dust mineral dust from mining and extraction industries
sea salt spray windblown agricultural soil
pollen, spores road dust
wildfire (EC, OC) tire and brake wear
dust from construction sites
fossile fuel combustion
(industrial, residential, autos) (EC, OC)
residential wood combustion (EC, OC)
OC from biogenic VOCs OC from anthropogenic sources from VOCs
Secondary

nitrates from natural
(land soil, lightning)
sulfate from natural
(volcanic SO,)

(autos, industrial processes, solvents)
sulfates and nitrates from anthropogenic sources

of SO, and NO, (autos, power plants etc)
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1.1.3  PMusIZ K BRERE L EEYWE DT OO EH et

PMos IFRIIRD &Y . KEHITEDE LTV 5 2.5um LA FO/NS 7okl - CIEF I/ S Wiz
W (ZOFEOKRKEO 1/30 BE, Fig. 1.7), MORE ETAD LT < MR ~DREIC
Mz, TRERERB~DHENREINTWD (BB, 2018d; Talat et al., 2007; Schwartz et al.,
2002; Dockery et al., 1993),

€PM25s
Combustion particles, organic
HUMAN HAIR compounds, metals, etc.

~ 50-70um <2.51um {microns) in dameter
(micrans) in diametar

& PMyo
Dust, pollen, mold, etc,
<10um (microns) in dlametar

90 pum (microns) in deameter
FINE BEACH SAND

Fig. 1.7 Size comparisons for PM particles (PMa.5s and PM¢) (U.S.EPA., 2018)

2013 4 1 A HE QAL 2 PO FE A L2 PMa s S50 & 2 KRB Z2 KRTB YL S T A1
RAELEERIT, MHAATHILRANCREEEZ B X HIREN BRI SNZZ L b
B Y, PMas T KD RKIGY K MBI OW TOEROBALAEHICE £ > 72 (B4,
2013), T EZT T MUNRL-IRE (PMs) (BT 2EMFE RG] LI, HMEAEE)
EWVND ) DIEEE S, PMys OIRENZIC EF LA (EIRERICRT 2 REEZE) I
B A IEEMREOfREHESFIZ OV TREIN B Z bz, EMFEAAIC L 2 ®EOME (&
Bi,2013) & FRLlomTd,

1) PMos~DEHREIC L 2BBEEEICET A
EWNSOBFZEIZEBN T, PMos OAEIIREEIC X 2 EICT 2 M AIIR SN TR Y |
PMzAs~®ll%%?};%f§&15%)%%7—%“0)?5@:*%%7‘:%5&%@%&éhﬂ\iﬁb\ LU, mssetk
FOEIZIBNTIE, —MER X VAR PMos IRE OBREZIC & - THERZENE L 5 A6
PEIZEE TE T, PMas ~DOIRBEITH T DS RERBLIFET D LEZ 2 HND,
WJi X, PR AR R ECTEBR aR RERIT K D ABT - 2255 & PMas IREE D H I & Dt
B BRR SN O FAZERE R T, BRGZIEE (M SR B e R R
0)2%5%‘ AN ) A B DRI OWT, HIEEED 98 /N —t Z A JUED 69 pg/m?
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LU FIZIR T S 2 O REFESCEE D B ST D (Neas et al., 1996),

7, RN Z RS L UT-EREEIC L D PMys ORMERERBOMRICL D &, VY
PR 72.2 ng/m? 12 2 REMEINRER U 72358 2 R A AL FROFEEE DO ZEAL SR D B AL & 9 Fn LS
%17, TP 127 ug/m® ~0 2 BERIRERIC L 0 FE, D, S Ic B bR A b
IRinolz b T A, R 190 pg/m?® O 2 BREFIREE ISV T H T - e S AEhNE
RBOLNIRPoT2 T HMALH D,

Q) EEWEDHOEENRIEE

FRIOR U7 IR B 2 RS ROCSKEICK T 2 KREAEHRIE (AQI, Air Quality
Index) IZBWTTRXTOANIZK L Th HRREDRFE~DFEL H 2 5 alREMENH D PMas
BEL LT655ugm’ L ENED SN TND Z EEZRAHNCHIZRE L, IEEMRE D7D
EM 7R 22D E LT, BHYEHMM 70 pg/m® 22495 (Table. 1.3), 7272 L. HFHIE
70 pg/m® X D PMos ~DIREFEIC L > T, X TONCHLTREEENRAELDH LN O
TN &, BEEZMEE L. HEHE 70 pg/m® BLFOBE Th - TH AR 2 8N 2
DIDHABEMEDR S DH Z LICHET OV ER D 5,

3) SHOBE
ENICEIT D PMys OFEFEENCBIT 222 M ANRRE L TWA 720, Ellikpric
PEFRE LD DL A% O EEEEICET 5 MAOERIIED 5,

Table 1.3 Temporary evacuation procedures guidelines for PM; 5 pollution (in Japanese)

Alert criteria®) of PM, 5 Alert criteria® of PM,

concentration for concentration for

Criteria of daily activities in early activities in the

Evaculation mean PM, 5 morning afternoon
. Recommneded plan
level concentration 5:00~7:00 5:00~12:00
(/m’) hourly mean hourly mean

concentration concentration
(hym’) (bym’)

Refrain from nonessential and nonurgent outdoor
activities as less as possible. In particular, those who
1l >70 have hypersensitivity” to PM, 5 should refrain from 85 > 80 >
any outdoor activitites as less as possible, given their
physical state.

| <70 Generally, it's not necessary to refrain from outdoor
activities. those who have hypersensitivity?) to PM2.5
should take care of their physical state not to receive

Environmental a harmuful effect on their health from PM, 5.
standard

85< 80<

1) Alert criteria was provied to decide whether a daily mean PM, 5 concentration would be over the criteria of the evacuation level.
2) Child, aged people, and people who have respiratory organs illness or circulatory system disease.
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L14  JR7 V7 HBOT RNV F—FHRIL & RRIGHXR

T VT D = L F =Rk T )L G E(IEA, 2018) 1% 1975 FELARE,
FELLHMLTWD (Fig. 1.8), iz, HE, 4 v FEOT VT EE CIIRFREBICHE O E
NTEBEOWINILEN, AR IIFEEFHT CTOAREE T, L TWD (B /L ¥ —
F¥,2018b), 2015 4EBI(E, 727 MM D — = 3L X — R R DK 60 % (124,484 PI) %
E2ED, 2009 FELIFE, HRERKOTZALVF—HEKETHS, TEHOZ XLV —HEE
DWER (Fig. 1.9, National Bureau of Statistics of China (2018) ZtiZfEX) &5 &, AR
62 % (2016 £F) 25, Ziud, HROGRMRIEEEOK 48 %S T ETHE STV
52 EITHYT D (EIHTRLE—)T, 2018b), ZD7=®, ARLKOAM (FEERNT /L
X —HEED 18 %) ZHRBET 5 Z & Thtth S b S0, 0 NOLSE N KA T TR LR 1% 5
Z L TERESND NBRIFRORL IR E ISR Uiz KRB R R & 72> T 5,

PENZIS T D =3 /L F—{HEHEINE A O RGBS 57280, 2013 410 HIZ
mEOJEET TIE THERARRIESAT T GRIT)] 20 L, RERIBRD L-ULER
T4 BIEOERAZTR T T2, 2015 4F 3 HITIE, FieRINET 7 &2 nm L, miTBUFEDO A K
PRBEDHI, HMmHIR, 7Y V) A EOMH, (YRR - PEHAIR. B CADERE %
WLT, RROEEMGEMNICKE LI Loob, B FOBRWEOPEHEITREDO X ¥
WRUT 4 HRIRE LTRZTEY . BRI AR KRS TIZB O TEEROEE DG
MEZIZHT-6 35 & ORMZ AR HBUFIIR LTS ((EPE A AE AL, 2015), F
7oy AR 12 A3 A 72 LUV T b 2 IREBER PO TR S, BBV O ARSI
L THOBEE ESEOHEN L D (i H R, 2015),

I OIEREIIERIREIC LY BT O B AR~EREmE SN Z ERMmoNTE
D (Aikawa et al,, 2010), ElN KK~ DEELENN b 72 b TREFE~OEENBREIN TN D,
2014 4 2 FHICIXEW 12 TR T PMos ICBET 27 E B MR 23585 S, 8 JFIROBLIALA T A
PIEDEREEFEVEE D 2 (5125725 70 pg/m? Z i L7z (BREE4, 2014a),

PMos IEES AT 2FRICIE, ENICERT 2 b0 LR RICE2bORH . 20
XTI, FENRER & BRGSO BT % Fhii L TWL ER S 5, [N IR D
ENIZEB T DHEHINHIR OIE D FlZonT  FEED L) EREA, 2015 TiX, BN
WWERT2 60 L LT TFREAELREM L, BNICKT 2PEHmBI Rz &R IcED 5 2
ERMELIRFL T D,

o [EAOMEEFRANR (T35 - FEE) SBEFEAR (BEhE, M%) . NH; O%A
JFEIZOWT S, FEHRECEWT—EDOFLGEEZ O TERY | FrCBER M
RETEFEEHENRRENEEZOND,

® PMys D HEEMEDERM 98 /S—t & A WA KR OEEEED EACRER (10 /) O
Z L BWFNEBRFICAEL TR Y | BREBROFLEN/NSWEEZ bR AFE
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BV TERREZBIN L TWD R H 572 L, ERNRAERDEZEN RR SN D,

® NH; (., “IRAERKIFOIFNWE &7 505, PEHBEOARHEREMENIFF IZEm,

BpRE I L0 Hukey, FREIAYIC PMos DIREEDS BRI 5 ATREMED & 5,

— 7 MEBETEYSH RIS OV T, ZEBIC L DEENNE LD 2 LD, BEEE Tl
2013 A5 12 HIZ [PMas BT 2SR BUE (BEE Ry r—) | 2% E L., BEEE ot
A B LZEEEICER Y A TWS, BRI,

)
@
®
@
®

TOTAE, SE SO = — XS U RE ) E) RIS B Uk
AAROEN T HAT, BRAHZEORI, EAHELE

PMa s 53 53MT . BEMENE S A N EEOFT 7= 72 8ISk 2 BHFR %k [ |
BOR, Boflr, BRRm A ISR BRI
ZEMTOE=H V7T —2 O3, 7

LWV EE D ED BTV D,
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Fig. 1.8 Annual change of primary energy supply and its share in Asia (IEA, 2018)
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Fig. 1.9 Annual change of primary energy consumption and its composition in China (National

Bureau of Statistics of China, 2018)
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1.1.5  RRBLORBERFEGHEFHFIE

PM,s DHIBZN R Z TE SR ER&AITHFHE « BREEL DD, G - 2V RAY Pk ISR
ZET L T 72oicid. B E OB AR ZG GIREOIEN VLA TH 5, RKIUBLINIEL,
REGROBD AR L, SHIRCERODRERIET 572ODFEL L TAARTIEH S
25, WY BRI EIRI N ORI GZE M R COBBNI AR FRETH D, EDTD, KRG
GBE ORI T 5IRE O AT O T2 dkax 2T AR I TS (Table 1.4), X
FKMRET VL LT, BT T L E LT —FET MRS, ZhEhoET
L& MBS T DB R OV IR &2 £ 6 & T % (Burr and Zhang, 2011; Hopke,
2016),

{LFHEE T TP A X B U & TN DA, RKIGEE R ORI &H 720
O EF RO HRWE Ok, 28, P00, RERBRAFE L, B - 56l
2B T 2 RKIGRDEREEZEICHRT 52O TH Y | KEREERET (U.S. EPA,
United States Environmetal Protection Agency) |2 L B {bF s E 7 /L (CMAQ, Community

Multiscale Air Quality model) (Byun and Schere, 2006) 23E N/ TIA < FH STV 5,

Table 1.4 Summary of existing source apportionment methods that are commonly used. Table is based on Burr and Zhang (2011).

Type Example Strength Limitation
CMB,
Observation-based Sparse Observations
PMF L
Receptor-Based . Accurate Some require prior knowledge
(this study), . .
Conceptually Simple of emission sources
UNIMIX
Conceptually simple
(CTM) Accurate for linear chemistry and small Computationally Expensive
. . emission changes Results often non-linear and non-additive
3-Dimensional CMAQ/BFM . .
. . Directly related to development of control Not true “source apportionment”
Sensitivity (this study) )
. measures Dependence on baseline
Analysis I L L .
Ability in simulating indirect effects and Uncertainty in emissions
oxidant-limiting effects
o Uncertainty in emissions
CMAQ- Spatial Distribution o .
A Dependence on baseline simulation
(CTM™) ISAM, Handles non-linearity L - .
. . Omission of indirect effects and oxidant-
3-Dimensional (TSSA) One model run o L
. . limiting effects (for PSAT) assumptions in
Tagged Species Variety of “sources” source apportionment for secondary PM
CAMx-PSAT  Potential for true source apportionment PP Y

species

CTM: Chemical Transport Model; CMB: Chemical Mass Balance; PMF: Positive Matrix Factorization; CAMx: Comprehensive Air
Quality Model with Extensions; PSAT: Particle Source Apportionment Technology; ISAM: Integrated Source Apportionment Method;
TSSA: Tagged Species Source Apportionment; BFM: Brute-Force Method; Indirect effects: the reduction of one PM species or PM
precursor affecting another through aerosol thermodynamic partitioning processes, gas phase oxidation, and aqueous phase
neutralization; Oxidant-limiting effect: the formation of secondary PM species limited by availability of oxidants.
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{EF LT T V% AT AT FUE T BAAE T 5, EWNIZIBW T, PMos (24
2R AETRIENT . FFIZ SOL 5 O "KL+ DR ATRMANT X, PEH BRE T E (BFM,
Brute-Force Method:) & &% 7' {7 & [~ L—"4—{k (tagged species source apportionment) ¢ 2 F$H
MIRHEH SN TWD, BFM 1E, FrEDOREREH RN &I b E 52, TOfFRE LTH
SN DIREZAZ I AR T GHFHI WD HIETH L, BFEM O—fTHLERr 7 ¥ MEIL,
KGR OPEH EZ L el L7cG6 0 BRI E OREZLE (PMys T O ZIRKF5%) %
KIGREFRNODOHFE LT D HETHD, —FH. Z7M&E Mb—8—ElE, FFEDFHAR
OPE SNTRTBRIEIC # 7 2 AT CREGHRE 21TV AT E DD AR L 7R 7
DEFHREIZKT 52 7 OWNRNOIR ARG 2RO L FH1ETH D, LrL, BEM O L9
(2, FrE DI A FIH L7258 O PMos AREOS SRA R 27 E4M 9~ 2 Fik & L TIIFIATE &
VN (Clappier et al., 2017), F7z, WFEICE AR ET G OHEFERIZ, HeHEICH L TH
HIE DIREISE DB THIUL BT 503, FEREOLAEIT L2V (Kwok et al,
2013), D72, WITNOFiELZ AW L5E TORAERT G OFMICITIEELET 5, =
D & DAL FHEE TV CHRARN FHIRELZF T 2720121, BAFE N OHHIND
—URRLA-72 b N ZRKLAF DO RTER AT A8 KK Tk - 28 - &3 2 8 mEr 7
BREBUNZET MET D2RERH Y . RHERMERHES, LaLl, ¥YIab—varsE7L
X, AN GREORERDMZFETE 5 Z & FAERMIESME 2 DR ARG O
TWHREZHFICTE 22 & MRMROFMOFER TR TE 528, Lotk
TR =T AL IR MBI B 5,

Lt 72— T MIERKOUEED B S DIFE > TEFER AP O F IR E 2/
HFT 22TV THD, (LFREET VITPEHEA X U b LI Lm0
T IACFE DO ARNHEFEMHEITER LT, KRG EOHEHREZBR - B/ M+ 52 & 2%
ELARTIUXR R0, e Y —E7 VBT — % 2 IR AR O FHIRE %
RT3 H7, ZNOOMEEBET HHENRRY, LET X —FT LT IITA < F
HAINTWaD1%, (B5E &IV (CMB, Chemical Mass Balance) £ & [IEfE1THI K145 iF
(PMF, Positive Matrix Factorization) {£ (Paatero and Tapper, 1994) T %,

CMB BT RMIBO AT T 1 7 7 A b (GEERD O OILFRHEET — %) ZFIHL
T, 1 ORKEOBIT — 2 22 BIERORIEMIT 2175 Z L BARETH D, 72720, HE
FHEROHELD L SITET VICEATHIRER T2 7 7 A VOZYPEICKRE UKFT D
(B, 2011, @ FER T 1 7 7 A MIBHEOSCEN B S - % L THRE SN D 23,
T DOHA | HICER DO AR —FUZ L D RHEFEMENFITAE IS (Wang et al., 2012), F7-,
AR T ORI L LT Ga . AR BRSO THRZA R Z 57200 e LisE
TNV OBTENRENE L2V ATREEIC b BB T 2 ERH 5 (BREIA, 2014b), BIfE, KEER
BfRA#EIT OB — L X—T L (https://www3.epa.gov/scram001/receptor_cmb.htm) T Watson et al.
(1979) [k > TR ENT- CMB £F /LD Y7 h =7 (EPA-CMB8.2) N7V —0 =7 &
LA TS,
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PMF {E I 2B D RGBT — 7 Z /a5 Z L2 L0 EEARRAR (K1) et
DRAER T 7 7 7 A NV R OTFEREZFRICHR T 52 08 TE D, DF 0, Gl
FAPICET D IF BB G LN TVRWSEICLARKE T2 b OEEDO SN ATRETH 5 M.
IZBWT, CMBIEICKH T BN H D, 72720, RFAHOREIEEMERH Y | EHS
N RFOIERIZE T MAEE O ZBIP AT 2 /IIFEBEEZET D, 7. PMFIETHE
H & A2 FEANRIK 23 X TEUII ST F O F IR & LTI T 2 S ITR 647
(NH4)2S04 D L 9 13 5 DFEATFN D DEEEN KA & U TR S5 ATREMED & D 23, F84E
TALEZ FET 5 HHRIZ PMFIETIIE LNV LITHE LRTIUIR B2, BifE, K
EBRIERET OR—L—T |k
(https://www.epa.gov/air-research/positive-matrix-factorization-model-environmental-data-analyses)
(Norris et al., 2014) (21X, Paatero etal. (1994) IZ L > TR EN/ZZPMFET /LD Y 7 h U=
7 (EPA-PMF5.0) A7 UV —o =7 & LTAIN TV,

1.2 ABFFICET 2BEE OB

PM, s JRL R E O3 AETRIXEIN O pEZEP B B B HER R EDENER 721 TIlER, 797
Kbz 36 AR &3 5 KREIGYE 3 e 2 B 2 CHEIEN T BT RRIG RPN IELS b - T
WD Z EIBEEOZE TR SN T E 72 (A4 D, 2008; Aikawa et al., 2010; HfE 5, 2015;
Shimadera et al., 2016), LA TlE, ENSCTIA < FIH S ALTO D 0FPEE T /L CMAQ % H
W FEARTRIRAT IS B 2 SEATAFFRIC DWW TR T %,

D (2008) 1%, HEHEE 50 Y%l S W EEMRAT OFE RS . HHBEIC IS T D 2000
FEPEDORARFT G2 HGH Lz, ZO/EE, SOXIZ oW THIEE RO TGN KREL, Z0D
TG B D 58 %, AZFT 80 %L IZETELTEY, HAD NARFHAEIROHE G-
XA LT 37 %o IRt DK E N NS R D EZFITILS0% THDH Z & &R Lz,
FTo. AED (2011) 1, 2005 FEEXRIC, Br T U MEZ AW T PMos IREIS T 2%
AVRTFGMEAT A FEhE L. ES AN EIRPE & G503 K MR - SeElE . B - S, EHEE
IZBWTZENZI 48 %, 31 %, 26 % L 725 Z & &R L7z, Aikawa et al. (2010) X 2003~2005
EEOAARE 32 #RICB T 2BIFE R 2T L. BARD SO2 R EITTE D O
PUER L TlENOEIZANT TR T A2HRICH L 2 2nT e e bic, EnT v MEL
MAWT, ESANS OB YO8 2R L, BEIG RO A RO RRERFERE~D %513
7 EH 40 %L ETH D Z L AR LT-, Shimadera et al. (2016) %, 2010 £ D PMys i
SRy DOFHEAEEE OFHM & PMas IR O TRIFEZAFHI 21TV, SO 12DV TR/ N
ERHEEZ RAFCHBLL, B E B 822 LaRrLl, £/, o7 v MNEE
AW T, BEEHY L ENE YO B2 R L, BEEEYeks & ENTG YeRF D PMa s i B O T
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FRZEFHM A ATV E NG YLIRFIZ PMo s EE O/ NI E LS 22D Z & 2R LT BLED D,
AARIZIB T 2R BT GFMIC OV T, BB EPRESEET L LTSN AED
PN S ENOREERL 21T ) DHEVLE E TEME L F SN EECTH D,

BT, ZWRLFIZ DN TR, RRT D% < ORIEIC K 5 M CIFRIE 2 b7 ROk
ERCERSINDZEND, NIBMEE C2EDTRERTHHANEECTHLLEZD
N5, BiES (2015) 1%, CMAQ & 13#72 5 KAXUEE /L CAMx (Comprehensive Air quality
Model with extensions) (ENVIRON, 2013) B X O¥ 7= b L—H—JL&E T, KKHFIRE
EXRIGEE L, SO2 DRIBMATH 5 SO, £ THED, HARD SO DENIN O AR 5% HE
L7, F7-. Chenetal (2014) I(FCMAQ BL ¥ u 7 v MEZHWT, BIBIZHIT DB
BEiG Y D528 % RIS E S 0 B ORLFEEIZ L 5 H D (Direct LRT, Direct Long-range transport)

. BEEES D B S CE 2 EAMVEIRATEYE L BB END S YR S RiEE o
B2 E 2 H D (Indirect LRT) (ZXHI L, SO LA D KK+ DA A 2 [jflisr (NOs™,
NHs") %87, KBNS OBBEEY: & EWND S OIBEYOEEGEBIZOWTHEEI L, 20
fi&i 2% Indirect LRT {2 560 %5 NO3™, NHy OEIE 23 & < | BB EN O PMas IR EEARHRR & LT,
ATEE'E (NOx. NH3) OHEHERIENS A2 E 222 ATREMENRH D L WA L TW5, Ll
BEFEEE, KEED» O OGO ENRREVARIZEBNT IO LS i In Tz
W, 2 H T U TIRIZEBT D SO0 3 LV NOy Dkl DV CiX, Zhang et al. (2012) 23
EENOPEHPER], Ying et al. (2014) A3 [EE N O3 A #ulgn 1| 0 % G-t 2 F2 i L T 5,
F 7. Chenetal (2017) IXBEZXGUTHIBYE (NOx, SOk, NH3 %) HEHEZ AL ET
BA D PMys IRFERIREIZOWTIIT 21T > T 5, L L, W OMFSE b it I 23R
ESNTERY ., G & ENGROBEE B OV CERE THER L e lmE ITEF OMD
FRO AFAE L 72\, ABFEE 7 V& AW CRART 52 3 272 5 3548121, @H. 1k
FHNEET W K o TEHHAE SN RGP EIRE 287 — 2 L g L, b5 imikes
ARFEAELTWELEEEZELL HHTE WA EMRT 5, LrL, ZHUIFRCET IV
THEM L7 AERTEOIE L S ZRiET 5 &1IBR 5720 (Cohan and Napelonok, 2011), #72
HETN, b LI, FLET AL THS THNTOREN LR DGE . Hx OFRAERTE S
MELHRSTNEE LTH, BT /MK H2BIHMEFBMENFFEE Ch 5 alietEn & 5,
ZDw, ark T NRREDET ML DRARFTGMOME LKA L, BERES
iz 2729 Z LiE, BonEROGEEZmO L EEZ D (IR, 2018), LT T
X, BT — 2 2 BIC L LS E—E T LR T A A S hE TRAERS 5
FRAT 2 35 2 70 o T B AEVRFRAT ICBE 3 5 e TR JRIC S W TR T 5.

Balachandran et al. (2012) (%X, L &7 % —E5 /L (CMB, PMF) & CMAQ tracers (¥ 7 f} &
k=Y —ikD—F) 12X D PMys OFANR A H-AENT 2 2001 4= 6 A KT 2002 41 A D K[H
T hT R ERGICER LT, ZORR, BT VORERF G RET T v
WU T AE R, BERE T T K 2 BARTF SRR L0 b EEMER I BT 5 LWL
TW5%, Huetal (2014) 1, CMAQ |2 & 23 AP A GMHTIC CMB E7 VIC L DR ERE 5
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SR A 5 % SO S B 2 A AR L, 2004 45 1 H O K[E & % 8RIC PMys DR TR A G-ttt &
Fhi L7z, ZORER., CMAQ HUKDIAIR T LT & g LT, A M, A F—7 A
A A~ ARBEF DI 2 T G HEGHE RICTEHESFAET 2 2 L 2®mE L TV D,
Bove et al. (2014) X, PMF }& U8 CAMx-PSAT (Particulate matter Source Apportionment
Technology) (2L % PMys DIEAIREF HARNT % 2011 -5 H~10 HDA 2 V7 ¥ = / SHITEAD
D 3 MR ERIGUENE LTz, ZOREE. MFIEIC K D5 AERMTR RILEMERICITES L
TWVWHZENHERTELZLODO, PMF IC L VI SN2 RAER (K1) oFicix
CAMX-PSAT IZ L B H & O LN E /2 b ONBNFEET D Z & 2 HE L T 5, Pirovano et al.
(2015) 1Z CMB & TO* CAMx-PSAT |2 & % PMa s DTSR 54T 2 2004 4-~2007 4, A1 ¥
U7 owu v r o 7O 9 MR Ex G L, EORR. WFEIC X DT
FERITEMERNITES LTS 2 E BRI NN, AFD PMys EiREFHIZIB N T
CAMx-PSAT DI FEHEFHTIT, KG. PRHEA X b U BT D RSN
FHETHZL2WELTVWD, ZOX D ICEADHEIZB N TIE, (BFEEET VL LE
TR —FT N EMBEDET PMys OFRAER T GHEGHIET 2 MEPHAIND DD, F
FOMBLIRY , /7 U7 kAR E LTS 72 5720,

1.3 ABZEO B RO HE

ABFIEIEL A ARIZI T D PMas I Y DI AR T GMENT 21T 5 Z LM EMTH D, L, 5
AR T GIRAT 24T O TR, T1.1.5 KKRIBROFERT G L) Th_ X o 1T, Bk
IR TFENFAE L, T O BIZIE U GRS WY T 20BN S 5,

PMy.s D KA (SO 3 L ONNOs %) 1, KKHFDZ < ORIEEEIZ L 2 8EHE CIRIE
AL R CAER S NS, 1.2 AREFRICBET 2BEEOHITE] Tk X 91z, b5
EETNEROCERNEZ XL E LI ARHERHC SO T, SO2 DENSAOF AT 5%
HERF L72WFSE (A6 5, 2015) 13FAET D H DD NO; (2B L Tl BiB%E (NOx. NH;) %
G 5O TREETEY: & ENTE Y DA BB OV CleE THERF L72AFSRIREE LAV, £ 2T,
AARIZIIT 5 PMas 1O NOs IZBI LT, AiBRE (NO2. HNOs, NH3) £ T &0, EHN -
ES AN S OFGHF 21T 2L 2 FH DM E Lz, 50 HikE LT CMAQ
FOBw7y bz, B GE7 U7 5) OANREFESHE, ERO AN BRI
FOBERIA « AAREFHEH 2 & 72Ny 7 77 0y ROR5EHEE Uiz, BAERE 5-HE
FHOMRERIT 2010 FFEE L Lz, 2010 FFEEIL, BREEEICL D PMas DRTIE (BREEA,
2010) 23O TRERIATONTZFETH Y | BN O RKIG G RFEERRIE /I KL 5 PMasE
BIRETZT T2 < PMas DA U RORBRTITONT S BBMEAZ R T 2 2 L3 rEE
Thd,
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W, BT — 2 2RI LT e 7 ¥ —E TV SALFREE T LA B DT PMys D
FARFT G 2 38 272\ 13 DN AEROEEEM R Ea2 iRz, 1.2 AFFEICEE 3 5 BE
FEOMZE] TRRIZXHIC, BT UTHICBW LSRG ET LV E L X —ET L&
HE T2 PMys OFAR T BHEEHC T 2 MG IR S Tn iy, — 5T, LbieTF 2 —
TT U KD PMas DFATRE G2 88 272 9121, PMas B BRI T2 <. PMas ik
5 (A ARGy, IRFERGY. BB 72 L) OBINT —2 gl e b, £2C, M EIG
RIZ & 2 PMos OFATRIE (BR5E74, 2018e) S RERIZBAAE S AU72 2013 4F B Z iR b sk GeAF i
(2, SRR - UTEHIE D 11 MR A AT L LT, RSO ATRIZ BT A I HIIAFAE L
W=, LT X —F T )LIZIE PMF & VW,

H 312, LETZ—ET N LALTFEIEE TV B G DT PMas O3 AR E 58T 01
AFEFIE LT, A A~ AP EIRZ BRI T ST 21T o 72, A A~ 2RI
X, AR, BAEEICHE ) BREE BN BAR TH Y . ORAEBE K OB O R E D
WEETHD Z oD, PeEA X2 N U ORFEFEMEREMN, (LSF8EE T O FEMEKT
ZiE% S HR°J VY (Pimonsree et al., 2017; Vonguang et al., 2017), & Z C, 2014 FFKZF (10/20
~11/9) (T P EHACE THAE LT BAFEITHE D A A~ ZRBEIC K D PMas O IR %
(Ikemori et al., 2018) & DU TH#MT 2 F2hE L 7=,

BRBIZ, 2D EREMICEHME L, PMas OFATRE G IC OV CRIEMICHRETT 5 2
LEARIZED BB E T 5,

1.4 AFRICOWERK

AFHICIE, Fig. LI0IZRT L DI 1 B HH 6 ETHE STV D,

1 BiL, o R, BRI, MIEER, HIEICOW TR LT,
2 BT, ALFHMEET AR OB S E —EF LOME, FNENDETILE W5
AR FF HHRAT DO IFIEIZ DWW TR T,

953 BIE, ALFEEET T L E AW CHAICEIT D PMys (HEEEHE) RIBRME OF AR % 5-
HeFt Lo R A2 R~ T,

84T, ALFBRTET VROV T Y —F TV EMA G YT, 2013 4EE ORI - I
WHUIRIZ 31T D PMas F8AEIR & G-HER L 12/ A 1~

5B, ALFEHEET AR OV S X — T ARG DT, B DAL e AR
DEWN PMosIRE~G- 2 5% 5215 Lo R 2R~ T,

%6 BIE, AR THONTZRRERIE L, SBOREE LPEIZONTHERD,

71
552 5
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Chapter 2 Chemical Transport Model and Receptor Model

@ Outline of WRF/CMAQ model <+ Outline of PMF model
%  Estimation of source contribution <« Estimation of source contribution
Tes I’y Using the combination

T Using CMAQ model e of CMAQ and PMF models

Chapter 3 Source Apportionment of Nitrate Chapter 4 Source Apportionment of PM, in

Aerosol Concentration in Japan Tokai-Kinki district in Japan

«  Configurations of WRF/CMAQ <«  Configurations of WRF/CMAQ and PMF model

4 Evaluation of Model performance <«  Evaluation of Model perfonmance

4+  Source Apportionment of Nitrate < Source Apportionment of PM, s using CMAQ and PMF
v v

Chapter 5 Impact of biomass burning in China
towards PM, . concentration in Japan
4 Configurations of WRF/CMAQ
<« Evaluation of Model performance
«  Estimation of impact of biomass burning m China
utilizing the existing result of PMF analysis
e e

Chapter 6 Conclusion

Fig. 1.10 Outline of this thesis
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ErE [LFWEETTINE LS —FT L

2.1 fbEFEEET I

RLERGEIO THMETH D | FEXE, Eim, RAEZRED ANBER,. KILTEEHCEEY &
2B O BEREROPEHWD . JBUZ L D8k, KRULFRICEIZL VBRI LTS, b7
#i5E7 /L (CTM, Chemical Transport Model) 1%, K&IGRMWE DIEA - #ak - (LU -
LA OFEEFE 2 B - ALFERNZ RS DTSRRI E | EE O 3 ROLZERNIZBIT 5 R
TG E IR E O L A HEFH CE DHMEET LV Th D, (LFIEET VI, B0 # 5 %t
LU S HEREEREZGR E LI RHIEFIEET NV E KT U770 EOFEBAE XL &
L7z I b FHiE T 7 VIS IN D, —MINIS, RER(L LT 7 /L 0O 22 M fii e B 135
T~ km R &KL < L REIE LS T L D ZE IR 138~ km & XD I (K
15,2011), F7o, SEIBALFEET T L OXR LT DN O OFEREMHFITIE, 2B
EETNOT =2 EFHT5HZ LBEZU,

LA T TV TR RN O RRIG R EREOHE 265 270 912X, F&LT2 o
DANT —=E2B0BEL D, —DiF, [EETT ML o TER SR G3 T A—% (A
M- EUH, AR, W) THO . I, PR X Y (fRIR) AEREET 2R,
%%@J"?WT:! U BIOGR B ETd 5, (5)1l, 2010), ABFFETRHW AL E@%ET v
CMAQ (21, fEI& SE 7 /L (WRF, Weather Research and Forecasting model) (Skamarock et al,
2008) 12k {’Eﬁkénf_m%!7~& Z CMAQ ATHARSRT =2 L TUNTLT57 a7 A
(MCIP, Meteorology-Chemistry Interface Processor) 23Alli&, 2SI Tk v, EWNIT WRF
KON CMAQ # W= RETEYIZ BT 2 i < s ST D, AIFETHRRT —
S OAERUZ WRF & iz, BIECIE, ARE TV WRFE, HEHA 2 R U IZ o0 T
R 1% AT T L CMAQ IC W T T 5,

211 K&E5/ (WRF) OfE

IS E 7/ WRF 13, BN L OWFZEH B I CTHZE S - BUESR S Tl (NWP,
Numerical Weather Prediction) €7 /L Ch V| #%EH 7 17 77 L (ARW, Advanced Research
WRF) L HIZEH 7 12277 A (NMM, Nonhydrostatic Mesoscale Model) @ 2 FESFET 5D, HI
Fix, FITKERZMIZEE % — (NCAR, National Center for Atmospheric Research) (Z & U B
FEN, NCAR WD R Y A — b« v A 70 Ar— LSBT (MMM, Mesoscale and
Microscale Meteorology Laboratory) (Z X > CEEHINTW5D, HBE L. KEEERE T
> % — (NCEP, National Center for Environmental Prediction) (Z K ¥ B % & 41, DTC
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(Developmental Testbed Center) (Z &> TEEH I TV, BIE, NMM RIEDOH R — I
HbEbi, 2071275 AO—#IE, HWRF (Hurricare WRF) © 7' 12 75 AN THI &1
T2, ABFJETIE WRF-ARW Z /] L7-, WRF-ARW OFH#IE, ITFD LB TH D,

1) SERIEMENE « IEFFKIED 3RITTA Y A —)VET )V

2) Fortran 90 CTitik S izA—7 v VY —2RZHAWHEET L TH Y . WHIFE D iTHE

3) AN 7 7 A I E, NetCDF (Network Common Data Form)
(https://www.unidata.ucar.edu/software/netcdf/) % %M

4) NCAR *° NCEP %, it D% < OHFFEREBILRFE O W I K> TR ED b,
Rx e B TCIRIRSFIASND L 9. R—b—
(http:// www2.mmm.ucar.edu/wrf/users/), A —VU 7 U A NEIZ L HEH - B — MEH]
VAP IVES

5) 1-way 3 XL O 2-way @ nesting $EREIZ L - T, LI O /(T A 7 — /L& TORGE THIN
ARETH Y, ERERE KRG LI THIS ATHE

6) FEBEOXRL T Ial—rvaromic, KLY I 2L —va BT AERML
C LES (Large Eddy Simulation) <>t %% 0 #5fif 525k A3 Al i

7 EEONFIIET S a— RREEINTEY, SR BEOICL U X — A D8R
23] HE

8) KBURNTIED DWW TBIHME & D7 — & by A7 LHF|H AT heE

WRF-ARW ([ZLDKBHOY I 2 b— 3 iF, i - BHAIAT — % L KRB BEEOK
BfiENTT — % % WPS (WRF Preprocessing System) (Z X - C WRF-ARW Tt A& A REZ 2T
RUTEH - AN EShth, FEITansd, i - LRI - BEXS T — 21003, KEHE
FWAFT (USGS, United States Geological Survey) (2 X D {ER SN2 EKT —% & v b,
MODIS (Terra Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectro radiometer) MHif&2> S /EK S 72 2ERT —
vy MEMEMESND, £l REERORBURNTT — 21203, oS 53 aEk
A — IV DRGEET VS L EIC/ER &7 GRIB (GRIdded Binary) IO 7—4% 7 7 A
NMER EN 5,
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WPS L., geogrid, ungrib, metgrid ® 3 2D 7' 1 /T A TR I NS (Fig. 2.1), &7 07
TLEMEEZLTOLEBY THD,

° geogrid
BLRG & B AP - TR £ RIET S 2 LT I - LHRI T — 4

%%ﬁﬁ%%«mﬁb\ﬁ%ﬁ@@m;-ﬁg HERTRIE, LR O AT
DZEFIEHRZ T 7 7 A V2 B

® ungrib
GRIB RO EBUENTT — X 7 7 A VWD DREEH =M L, metgrid THiAIAM FIHE
RO 7 7 A VAR

® metgrid
ungrib (2 K o T 7= R R E % geogrid (2 & VD 1ERL S V72K ERHAE o tiiicn
D L TRE T AER

External Data WPS WRF-ARW
Static
Geographical —p| geogrid real.exe wrf.exe
Data v » Advection
metgrid » Diffusion } Mete(.)rOIOgy
A > Microphysi Field
. icrophysics
Gridded . Initial condition
Meteorology Dat—Fp|  ungrib Boundary condition » Cumulus 471 m——
FDDA file > Land Surface Restart Simulation
> PBL
» Radiation

Fig. 2.1 The flowchart of the WRF modeling system

WRF O L 705 70 777 M, realexe & wrfexe Toh 5, real.exe Tik, WPS @ metgrid
DN 7 7 A v b LICHIIZAME, Kl - SRS LW 4 Ko7 —Z Ak (FDDA,
Four-Dimensional Data Assimilation) 7 7 A VZER L. TN HD 7 7 A V& H & 1T wrf.exe
W2 L > TR - JEHK - ZMEE - FEE - RXUESE (PBL, Planetary Boundary Layer) /& & -
HIR T« BRSOV CEHEM T D,
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212 KBETNOERGEA L WEER

WRF-ARW OFHHIT, 522 EMEN: « FEFFKIED Buler FRERXIZE S TiTbihvd, 20K
BT, WEEOREMZEE H D/ IMER COMMAICE VBT 7T v 7 2K d;
BINTH Y . I > 7oK ESREJERE R (n JBAESR) (Laprise, 1992) (2 & » TRl &4
TWb, KREITIE, n BEERE WRF-ARW THW B2 KRR % 7T,

(1) FKEREREIER (n BEER)
WRF-ARW (28T % n FEER OBEEX % Fig. 2.2 1”3 T n BEAERIIKRATEIND,

Pan — Pdnt
n= Tz Ha = Pdns — Ddht (2.1)

2T, WATAIIIRZER E R U, pan : D0 SITBIT BIENOEKIERS . pane : 7t

FEIR SR ODIET) . paps + HIRE R, ulx,y) : EIR(, )BT D BEALEHE Y 720 DZE
K[OBEZZNZIURT, n OMEITHERE 1, FHEEK EWmZ 0 & LT, KEIcL v #
DfEIEZE T 5 (Fig. 2.2),

A 3;]]1;

Pn: = constant

Fig 2.2 Schematic of WRF vertical coordinate (Skamarock et al., 2008).

2 XEHFER
Ua O, MIFFEIR (o, IR 2 NI FE Y 72 0 ORI ROERE RTZEhD, 7T v
7 AR TOEHIT, 22) RNEERIND,

d
V=ypuv=(UV,W), O= ”da_Z’ 0 = uy0 (2.2)

ZZT, v (= wyw)) s K2 S X OB TR O E RSy, 0 (= dn/dt) :
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RAESREIRE RSy, 6 IR & KT,

LEX YD, WRF-ARW TO n JEFERZHWZ HRAGR GEE R, BARTFER. B
BHEAR] (EFEOR), DARTF vy AR, 2B T RN R | i%zh%
LT O XS IR TE 5,

o EHEN LI
au dp « ap a¢
3 + div Vu + Hal == +— . 577 Pl =Fy (2.3)
av dp «a Opdgo
— 2.4
T + div Vv+udaay+adanay Fy (2.4)
W\ div v @ —F 2.5)

ZT,a (=1/p) : bE (BROEE p O, p: LT, ¢p(=g2) : VAKRT v
T IVIWIT NG IERGFETH Y . AilE, F: &Sk 2500) (EiEE, SLIKRA .
R ofey, ek Bikic L 556 7)) =R,

IRALRAF

20
= +div VO = F (2.6)

o HEMRFH

aaﬂ+ div V=20 (2.7)
o TUFRTUI¥ILR
Z—(f+—(V grad ¢ —gW) =0 (2.8)
o X717 —ffF:{
% +div Vg, = Fy,, (2.9)
ZIZT, Qu(= Mam) : KIETHY . (= 4 9er G iy ) 2 KFER - E - [ - KD
RE, Fy,  FKWE AT D0 2%,
I BT, HRZERDOUE ag Ozl AL LT,
d
% = —0glq (2.10)
. ESpozlr R E L TREFEXNTH D
R46,,
p= Po( )V (2.11)
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BHWLID, Z I T, po: 2EHEKJE(= 1000 hPa), 6,,(=6(1+R,/Ry)q, = 0(1 +
1.61q,)): RIRNAL. y(= C,/C,) : TEIELE C, 3 LOVERLEL €, DHEL(= 1.4). Ry -
HLRZE R DORIBER. R, : KEKDOREKER A RKT,

)

YRR
WRF-ARW OWHELEBFIILL F D 5 OB KB E N5, Fig. 2.3 ([ MHELEFE O BH

PEORENE 27”9,

Ef PR

KR, EAK, W, BK, T, B BREORKTOKMER L OZENLORAINR
REIZOWTHbiIL, EWEOIREHPEEBIRENFHRE SIS, HEICE I RKED
BT L RIRIC K D ERL - IRLOAERL « FZMRENBE I, KRR T
BENDETNTY v AT —NVOEBICLLBKDBHESND, —fEAICHKRES
10 km A DFADNNMEBRIE D& 2 FBE L TV D,

© MHEERRE

Y77y RRAT =V ORED BRI ON D, KFEFHERF TR TRER
EFYE - TR X OEOBFAOHER N BE S, T O sttt OBk A FHE
INb, HETRIFEA 5~10 km PL EOFREE DOGE 2 1E L T\ 5,

@ HiFRmiEEE

THihoREE, HHAIE T L OFE, B I OBEORKORE, & 5ICkghEk
(2 X5 T X, BB - FEEIRRIC K D BRSO OBFEN S D #RE S &2,
HF% - ¥ - KIEICRIT BB - K7 T v 7 A%t T 5, £z, EREBEEIZOWT,
B B R A & 3R i e, B IR 7 LR RIS XD RO IR ET
%o KR OMAELEMITBE I T 72 LSM (Land-Surface Model) 23 H W\ 54
Do

@ PBL - 25 i fe

MREBEN DO - K37 T v 7 A%t &I, RRERTOELFEXICL ST
7V AT —/VOMET T v 7 AR D, PBL AF—Ai, ZE « REERIC
BIOIMEBEMNODT T v 7 2ADT 07 7 A NVEREL, KKFPOWRE « K55« K
JiEOEEEOMEAR LR T 5, Fo, BEHEERERERIZ B THEHUE O KK D
WheZRET 5,
® s

MR B B O LA & H B X OEBERE S O KK OEFHRE S LI,
RSN DWW TREF DIKZR, COx O3 FEDH AREIZ L 5 AR DY - Het
WER, B SV TR O RIS T DI - b - Bl a4 5 = & T,
MBSO I T BN S A i < 723D O T 1) & FUH S & R e T %,
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PLEoOERRIcIE. FRFNICEBOS T a vy AESNTEY . BRI ho
R EMHAEIZER LA TV 5,

cloud
detrainment
Microphysics € Cumulus
cloud non convective convective
effects precipitation precipitation
Radiation € —> PBL
surface
surface .
emission/ sensible/ surface
downward albedo latent temperature/
short wave/ heat fluxes humidity/
long wave wind
—H Surface %

Fig 2.3 Interactions of WRF vertical coordinate.

@) ARk T—FRLFE

WRF-ARW (I GHRKSEE A1) LS5 Fik L LT4koeT —# Ak (FDDA) Fi& (7
v V) WEEIN TS, FDDA X, % O E 7 /L T2 R E 7= (28LHE
EETNOTRNEDZERE A DT T B AT 52 LT ET AV TCOTFREL R
BURNTIE £ 72 1 3BIEI TS 2 FIETH D, WRF IZIE, BIRICE 2 bz BB
F =2 WD IRIET v P 7 e ARE O R TS DT BLRINE & BBV 5 E8EE
Yy RH Y BEEOEE « B (1, v). B, KEKIRS I ZENENICH LT,
A (2.12) IZHESE, FDDA RHEATE D K92 -o TV 5,

26 ~
ZZT, 00/0t=F(0) AEEDEK 0 ODETILTHRIX, Gp: T v TREGE). Wy :

BTy v THIROTZDDES, B : FBUFHTIEE 721 TBUE A KT,
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213  HEHA VUMY

HEH A > X N U (Emission inventory) 1%, xf&& T HHURD (KX) {GRMEHEHES
WER], AR T IV (B2 X)) BUZEBELZH0 %209, LFREEET VO ANT—H
ELTRERERIT, TOLONK[GEWE TH L —RWE., {LFIEEIZL VAL S
TURWE ORI L 7 HRIBE O R, ThTICET AERTH D, BAETIT, A%
FIR & BRSPS, TRENARESITHINAWE T IV IS5, #EHioRKE
Zim C DM a Il BB STV DI AT, G E G % Table 2.1 ("4 (FR)11, 2010), {1k
PEET LT PMos IS DO RRIGRIE Y I 2 L— a U 2B 27291213, x5l o 4R
P EOEH TIEAR+4 Ty RGN O o346, ARG 23 @ O HEH A X b
U & (i L2 T U2 520, Eio, ALFEEE T L TIIRKUGRE O —IRAERE Ok
FRISHBEENTNDZ LD, HIBME THD NOx, VOC OMEIERDLIE L 725,
PM [ THHAR TG E 1T T2 <, R BIER b LB & 70D (7RI, 2010),

& DI E OPEHET, EREFAESIC L 2 EEFD L <iE, (2.13) X CRI HAEE)
Y7 OVE G E OPEH & & R T HEHAR %L (EF, Emission Factor) & E1TEREE, 1HE &0
RS 2 R IRENE (Activity) OFEICE VRSN 5,

E=AXEF (2.13)
I T, A EEhE (Activity), EF : PEHIfREZ KT

IEEH R, SO T — OB ENEH SN 5, PRI PR R RE A
LMD FEFIE T =2 B2 EAT L ENET LA, T BATTERVES
IX. SCHERE (B 21, TPCC, 2006; EEA, 2016) & L <&, BATHFZERERSEH SN D, 7eh.
PEHIRER A BN L X =l EO L 9 ICESCHIEAL ThH 2 b A IEE RO AT, (2.13)
NI K VP ELZFH U2, HllEdsy . FFMBL) 2B R LTy ik & 7 v odk
BT —HEFNT 52 LT,

Z DIENMEBIOHEH BHER O FIEIZ DWW TIE, /R IR B B Al MR i S o o
FEREEE, 2007) ICEELLS BN TS, BUFTIE, &) (2010) OoEZEZFIH LSO,
BAERI A ATREZe et A 2 N U | ARG E B IET 2 72 O FEE T OV TR
Al
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Table 2.1 Air pollutants and emission sources in emission inventories (Morikawa, 2010)

Source sectors

2
o]
x

(@]
o

SO, VoC

PM

NH,

HCI

Conbustion sources

Stationary source

Large combustion sources

Small and medium combustion sources
household

Waste incineration

0]

0]

Mobile source

Road: Exhaust

Navigation

Auviation

Construction and industrial machines
Rail transport

Agricultural source

open field burning
Agricultural machines

(olol[oNoNoNoNol o NoNONO
lololloNoNoNoNol oNoNONO

O0O0OO0O0O0O0O00OO0OO0

O0O0OO0O0O0O0O00OO0OO0

Hydrocarbon evapolation sources

Industrial source

Oil refinery

Petrochemical plant

Gas station

Painting

Printing

Adhesive process

Industrial solvent for rubber
Other industrial solvent
Cleaning

Mobile source

Road: Evaporative
Construction, industrial, and agricultural machines

Natural source

Biogenic

O0O0O0O0OO0OO0OO0O0O0OO0O|IOO] OOOOOOOO

Others

Agricultural source

Livestock
Fertilizer application

Industrial source

Leakage in fertilizer production process

Urban activities

Sewage treatment facility

Latrines

Human perspiration

Pet dogs

Cigarett (o)

OO0OO0O0O00OO0

Natural source

Soll

Sea spray
Volcano
Forest fire
Lightning

OO

OO

00000

Mobile source

Road: Tyre and brake

o
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1) TITOHHA N b Y
@ EDGAR

EDGAR (Emission Database for Global Atmospheric Research) (%, EkJI| JRC (Joint Research
Center) &4 7 ¥ X BRBEATAMRAE T HMERL L 72 RERI R OPE A X R Y TH D (Olivier
etal, 1996), 2009 4£{Z EDGAR v4 28 U U — X &, ACERMEIEE 0.19%0.1° THEH B AR AE &
Miz, ZD%k Y U —A &7z EDGAR v4.3 OYEHET — 213, Ril3 2 BERA RO PEH A ~
> N U HTAPV2 (HEGHAEYR 2008 4=, 2010 4) OBHFICHIH T %  (Janssens-Maenhout et
al., 2015),

@ REAS

REAS (Reagional Emission inventory in ASia) 1%, [EZERBEAFSCHTCHEMISE BRSNS 70 &
DOWFZE T N—T 0B LT T T I O A X~ U T D (Oharaetal., 2007), *I54
B 1% S02. NOx, CO, NMVOC, BC, OC, NH3;, CHs, N2O, CO,, *f44-1% 1980~2003
£ GEZ), 2010, 2020 4F (FER) T, ZFRERUICOWT, FEH - MIROERMPEHE S K
TARAREE 0.5°%0.5° D HEH T — & BMERL & iz, BIEIX REAS v1.1 Z & (L L 72 REAS v2.1
(Kurokawa et al., 2013) 28U U —R2 & TV 5, REAS v2.1 TiZ 2000 4£~2008 4% 56 4212 .
IKTARAGFE 0.25°%0.25° DHEH T — Z D3 HEEE (https:/www.nies.go jp/REAS/) SHL TV 2,
@ INTEX-B

INTEX-B (Intercontinental Chemical Transport Experiment-Phase B)
(http://www-air.larc.nasa.gov/missions/intex-b/intexb.html) 13 KERMTZZFH R (NASA, National
Aeronautics and Space Administration) 23BA% L7277 U7 Gk A v XU U THY, TV
T Extg L UlzgEH A > X~ U TRACE-P (Transport and Chemical Evolution over the
Pacific) D%MT — X125 7=2% (Zhang et al., 2009),

PR T — & OHERTERAER T 2006 4, ACHAREE 0.5°x0.5°T, FEAEPUTIEETT, FEE, F
Ji&E . BEVE LR D 4 FP O BRI B A B TR S TV 5, HERHE S E 1T NOL. SO2. CO,
A2 RAEKFE (NMVOC), PM Th %,

@ HTAP

HTAP (the Task Force Hemispheric Transport of Air Pollution) (http://www.htap.org/) 3 K[EER
FARETC EC (INEER) FOWINT K D KRG URE OH-ERBUIXRIZB 42 2 27
7 #—A (TFHTAP) Db EERRENT-2ERA X N U THY, BAE, HTAPv22 28UV
— A ZFL TS (Janssens-Maenhout et al., 2015), HEHIEOHEFHFEIIX 2008 4 & 2010 4% Xf
BT KRG E 0.1°%0.1°C A BINCHRME ST B, HERH G 1S NOx. SO2. CO.NMVOC,
BC. OC. PMas, PMi TH %,

INFETRRIBIEOPEHA X Y BMERSNTE =R, FE~v=a7 /1, %
PEH A X2 b U OIFRAFIRIZONTIE, I (2014) <2 THEHA N2 R Y i3 a2 ) (B
5 %) (http://www.acap.asia/acapjp/doc/emissionjp.pdf) (ZF & H BTV 5,
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2) BAAEOPHA XY

HTH DO REKIF GBS B D DAL ORI 1%, 20 SHFH OB TH Y | "G EM
DERR, ALFEIEET T LD (EN) BIHEOFBMHIZ BE S5 & REHEY - 22/H]
I mRBE O EA X MY ZFIHT 5 Z EDNEE LW (R, 2010), £D7=D, LA
TCIXAARENZXSG L Lo @G OPEH A R U 26RT %,

@ EAGrid2000-Japan

EAGrid2000-Japan |%, W7 7 a7 /3—F A X2 U EAGrid2000 & A A EH
FERIRR T 2 (Kannari et al., 2007), Table 2.1 ({Z/x S5 ERFEATE A 7 3V BIOHEH &3,

1 BEBEAOT—Z LT 1 km WD A v v 2 ETEIESH TS, ZDk,
EAGrid2000-Japan % ~— A ZHEHFERE DL LA B JE L CTHEFHEIR 2005 4R K TY 2010 42
DOHEH A X U DBRFE, ARSI TV D (5, 2014), HEEEXEME L SO2. NOk,
CO. CO,. NH3;, NMVOC, PMys. PM;o CTH 5,

@ JEI-DB

JEI-DB (JATOP Emission Inventory Data Base) %, HAREN® AEhE, KFEOREERKAEDR,
FEELIR VOC, KINZ X 5 SO, it & CTAMERE L7 dktti A <> b U ¢, 2F 1 km 5D
fRAGEE (ABNB LSO T — X213 10 km UG OT—Z NEEND, ). AZL, HAZLEE
O7=T — X TR ST %, JEI-DB I H B H LR (Automobile Source: AS) & H B HiE i
LISt (General Source: GS) @ 2 FEFADHEH A X2 b VIZX 31T SN TRk S L5, BIAfE,
JEI-DB2011 }2 OV JEI-DB2014 AR STV 5,

JEI-DB2011-AS (JPEC, 2012a) KON JEI-DB2014-AS (%W [ A H A B B #AF 5T,
2013b) 1%, HERERIGRAEDS 2010 4FEE, MR EEI3K) 1 kmx1 km T B & O P HHBRRBNHEEF S
ATV DD, PR EEHICH W EHEBIOFRIZHIED H 5 (JEI-DB2011-AS X 2005 4
FED#EFHT — % . JEI-DB2014-AS 1% 2010 FE ORI —# & & L ICHeH & & ), HEEExt
LWEILNO2, NOx, SOx. CO, CO2. NH3, NMVOC, SPM, 4fxft/k3# (THC), &X I
THE., ¥ A YERETHD,

JEI-DB2011-GS (JPEC, 2012b) KON JEI-DB2014-GS (% A7 A H A [ Eh 5aF 78T,
2013b) 1%, HENELSMEH &2 PG 13K 1 kmx 1 km CTHEH EHEF (JEI-DB2011-GS
1% 2000 45} OF 2005 45| JEI-DB2014-GS (% 2010 =N HERHER) STV b, 7272 L,
i & OPEHUZ DWW TIHERF R & 72> TRV, HEFH S B TR BE LR IZ DV C
NO.. SOx. CO. NMVOC, PM (X, fEHE, BhEx. 72132, 08I NH; HHEGH.
AR VOC [T NMVOC Th 5,

@ UEEBCRATZEE (OPRF) 12 & 2 #MiadEH A o~ R U

JEI-DB 1%, a2 b 0T — 2 13 & Fh Cuani=d . inEIRO b O I3 LEBOR AT
UM FAAMERL L7 ARAABEH A > X N Y R ELSER SN D, 207 — X I3MHEER 1 kmx
91 km THUATARAA, SR, TRAE BROPEHIZ-DU T 2005 4F (OPRF, 2012), 2010 4
(OPRF, 2013) ZXIBICHEE STV D, HEEIRIEGE L NOx, SO, CO, A H  (CHa),
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NMVOC, #ifig{tE# (N.0). PMj, TH 5,

(3) ZFDfhoEHE
O MM VoC

WD BFRAT D VOC ITIFRIRHED @A Y 7L o0, FIAL LT WE ) T
e BAXAXRUVERD Y | ZOENEAERIIAZEIRO VOC JEH &L 272 K B2
PEAFERI AL TS (Kannari et al., 2007), HE#EIRO VOC %A &I A HESXCKIRICKE <
L, EEORERITRE SAFITEFITD 720, HFHET L E LT, MEGAN (Model
of Emissions of Gases and Aerosol from Nature) (Guenther et al., 2006) 23 A< FIH STV 5,

MEGAN T3z, B 30 #x30 # (1 kmx1 km) TH RS (EF,
Emission Factor), HEMmAEFEEL (LAL Leaf Area Index), HE##&RE & 1 ~° (PFT, Plant Functional
Type) O7 —# PRI TW 5, EF, LAL, PFTICHIX, KRETNADDE LD G
[ D5 & KBGO O EME (WRF-ARW O HIJ) 7 — 2 13, MCIP |2 & % 7 — Z I L34 3)
R U CHEARIEDO VOC #5725, 7272 L, 7 VTRt STV B PEHRENE. K
EOMMFEOT — 2 BN EIZ72 > TWDH T2, BRIZBITHHNERE B D Rt ICHE
LT UL 57220,
©  NA T~ APRBER SR D RKIG R E

TR K SRR FRIE O BAMIEH) (BFBEE) FD NS A~ ABRBED D b RRGEWE T
e 5, ENOBREE X I O REKUGEME OPEH &I OV TiE, EAGrid-2000Japan <2
JEI-DB THHEHEN Rt ST\ D, —T7, ES O A A~ ZRBEHEOPEHBIZ SN T
X, RN T — XIS E 2Ry A HEFH L 72 FINN (Fire INventory from NCAR)
(Wiedinmyer et al., 2011) & TY GFED (Global Fire Emissions Database) (van der Werf et al., 2010)
FEEFHT L ENTE D,

FINN (L7E, FINN version 1.5 23388, http://bai.acom.ucar.edu/Data/fire/) TlL, L 1 km
X1km O HBIPEHET — 2 23FIH T %, HEEHSGE I SO2. NO, NOs, CO, COz, NH;,
CHs, NMVOC, BC, OC, PMys, PM;i CTH 5,

—7J7. GFED (¥7E. GFED version 4.1s 2328, https://www.globalfiredata.org/data.html) C
(T, BREBEE 0.25°%0.25°, HAIS L <X 3 BFRIAIZO T =2 Mgtk ST s, HERHRS)
'H 1% SO, NOx, CO, CO:, NHs, CHs, NMVOC, BC, OC, PM;s, TPM %EThH %,

BplE & 1L, BREEMI DORFECR AT - BB OREDNRNETH S Z L, HEH & %
[ZHERHT 2 Z LIIAES TIERV, £72, EROFZEFCHBHA~O RKIG G R E A T2
fa R, ITETIIELEE EA T RWRAERTE2FF>Z LM ERFH STV D (Morino et
al., 2010; i 5, 2011), S BHIZ, /3o A~ ZABRBER KO KZIGRWE B EI D D OB
it LT D HEE S S (Mukai et al., 2014) ZTERY | FAEPRT G ORS, A 4~ 2K
BEIC X D BORELZZE L T, JeA XU MY ORM, BERGFEMT 2B IR 5%
ERH D,
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@ kil o 80,

K6 o SO PEH & & LT, Andres and Kasgnoc (1998) % J&\2, £k 7 vV LE75 /b
DOERER ALK 7 7Y = 7 & (AeroCom, Aerosol Comparisons between Observations and
Models) (2 &> TIERR S e 7 — 2 BFIH FTRE T 5, AeroCom X, EERD KL R HIZ,
1979 A5 2009 4E £ TO HBID K LIHRD SO HEHET — # F 22k L T\ 5, F7z,
WD KILTHR SO HEHH &I T KERIT O K LM 7 — %
(https://www.data.jma.go.jp/svd/vois/data/tokyo/open-data/data_index.html) 23FI|fHA[EETH %,
2005 FFEED AARDFEE 9 K76 D SO PRI, BN ARETRPEHEOR 2 fFI2HS 3
D EOWE (FR)I,2010) bdHDID, =R, BER EOTEKINORE 23T 09 Hilik
\ZBUT DR T GMATIZIX. BN SO, DA E L THERE L TEBLERH D,

@) BERISEZEEBRT 570 ORI E
@O VOC Ak

VOC OHEHA X2 R UL, —#ZFR\T VOC & L IZNMHC #ETigfltahn s, —JF
B LT T LTI, VOC 32 WL DD T A—TI1Z58E L, I A—T7 Z L6 E
Bz A% =L (B) KV ILPRIGEZEL TS, 207D, YA X M) b
DGR F— 2 U2 VOC 3R R T 2 LEN N H 5, ENO VOC HEHA < F Y
IZDOWTIE, BREEA OERMEARILEY (VOC) it A 2 R U iate
(https://www.env.go.jp/air/osen/voc/inventory.html) (23T, FFTEMOUNLE & BEH EDOHER
FERE LA ThIvT\Wb, £72, JEI-DB IZfHE T 2{bFHiEE 7 /L CMAQ M d PM-VOC
Fp% T — % ~_—Z (JPEC, 2012¢c) LA TE 5,
@ NO AL

NOIENO & NO ZBFH L2 D TH Y . BREESRIFICT I Y NOLOHEH&EITH & LV,
NO/NO, #7725, —RICEIRTH HIEE NO BAERT 2HIENE L, BERENENE
NO, EREIG D HEMT 5, DT, ARG Uiz NOx R & Wi+ 2 L BN
Do
® PM #pk

PM DORRR I ORI 3 AN DN T (NOx & [FIRRIZTE AR CTe B E T2 ER S 5,
PM AEAR TR RIS IE T IR TR AT L R 1R U ARV EICARF T 572, J8
JRZ L OERIEHRAEZE L 72D (R)1,2010), ZH 6 JEI-DB IR 2L FHksE 7T /L
CMAQ H® PM-VOC 7 — % ~X— A (JPEC, 2012¢c) BFIHTZ 5,

AWFFE T, JEI-DB 2B A2 E 7 /L CMAQ I d PM-VOC #LpkT —Z _— =&
(JPEC, 2012¢) DIEH>, SMOKE 28T 2T — % . VOC « PM OFiR 7 v 7T I
SPECIATE (https://www.epa.gov/air-emissions-modeling/speciate-version-45-through-40) 7% & %
LI LA (2005) Ik DM RESE & LTz,
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214 fbFEEETL (CMAQ) DOHEE

CMAQ 1%, KEBRBERETIC X - THZE - BEHINTWDHH 3 RO/ FHEtET LT
bD, BT KEINBUNE P RKEEFRUER 2R oY — /L L LT, £72, REEDRN
RG L R OIHEYE DAL FHIZAL - R L OBRE 7 1 & A EE M2 28 & OBIfRME
EHYET H7200 Y —/L L LT, 1990 FRFMHTBAFE DG F a7 (4K, 2011), CMAQ
X, BEOLFERET T VPR T » TR 72 EREORIE Z Xt RICERE S
TE7DIZxF LT, CMAQ DA TIREIR 22 A 7 — /v (@i~ KFE) Dfkx 7o KR BRI E
AV v, RiIRE, BBMEIEESS) ICEATEX 52 & (724> B one atmoshpere”) & =12
7 M ELTRREBT SN TWD (MK, 2011), FHAIE 2018 4E3 AIZU UV —R & iz
521 Ths, CMAQ DERFHEILFRRDOLIBY Th D,

1) A4 7o 3 RITRREF@ETT vV

2) Fortran 90 Troik S izA—7" >V —AEHWIEEET L TH Y . WHIFE E AHE

3) A7 74 WIERUL, NetCDF EZUZE SV 72 /O API (Input/Output Application
Programming Interface) (https://www.cmascenter.org/ioapi/) TEZ23ER A

4)  1-way nesting FEREIC & o T, KNS JRAT - #fi A7 — /L £ Thx e A 70—V T B
DRZIGIE B L M F RS Z RIRFIZH] 5 2 & A3 FT6E

B) KRBT —HXDAIIE LT, K[EET /L MMS (Fifth-generation Mesoscale Model) (Grell et
al., 1994) X° WRF-ARW OFHERER AN 5 2 & 2tk & L TG

6) HEHOLFRINIET 2 a— RAEEINTEY ., #HEENICSCEKEAF—LAD
HER S AT HE

7) B - BEEC - BOG - AR - TEESE. T ot AR O R EE AL O T AN AT RE

8) CMAQ ®=—H#—[X, CMAS (Community Modeling and Analysis System)
(https://www.cmascenter.org/index.cfm) &> % —®O Y% — k ZF|H L CEEEAIZIEIL
A a=T 4 LIERAHT D Z L ANATRE

CMAQ IZ L A b ks I = L—3 = Uid, Fig 24 1277 7 r—Ilih> CRIERDED b
b, FTE. [ETT VO T — 5B LORERD D RKIA~OILF BT — 5 %
t L2, CMAQ DRI D 7 1 75 L Tdh %D CCTM (CMAQ Chemical Transport Model) T
AR ZFATT D DICRETIR AT 7 7 A VAR L2 T 672w, CMAQ AT O,
w7 — X EY —/v L LT, SMOKE (Sparse Matrix Operator Karnel Emissions)
(https://www.cmascenter.org/smoke/index.cfm) 7% CMAS & % —CRALIN T\ A5, AR
BNCEER STk A o RV D AT — 2R R L & 72 %, SMOKE 32K
EEA2xRe LR TEIAAERER L OO, HHET U7 Ml Z I W5 2 LI
FELUN (K, 2011), & Z TABIZETIX, SMOKE % 3L IC/ER & - #H 3K~ D PEH R
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{LEFgEET V& L' T2 —FT I KD PMys AR FF 5-RAT

7 e T b (B5F,2011) (I2&k 0 /KT V7B IOBAROYEHEIZET 28807 —% %
MAEDET, CMAQ AHOP I ET — 2 2 Fk L7z,

CMAQ (. MCIP, ICON (Initial CONdisions processor), BCON (Boundary CONditions
processor), CCTM O EE L T4 5O 07T AT SN TWS, &7 07T A efEsz
1) N

External Data

Emission Inventory ' Emission Processor CMAQ Modeling System
A h 4
e, —»[_er P con
v » Advection & Diffusion ’ Dry and Wet
Global CTM ———»| ICON and BCON |} > Gas-phase chemistry Deposition
CMAQ Default » Aerosol chemistry Gas and Aerosol
Concentration Profile » Clouds and Aqueous Chemistry Concentration
» Photolysis rate
» Emission
Nested or Restart Simulation

Fig 2.4 The flowchart for the CMAQ modeling system.

®  MCIP (Meteorology-Chemistry Interface Processor)
K[EET /v (WRF-ARW) O 6KR5- P22 ME et U, JehT —2 0 #1%
- RS OIEREB L CCTM DA EE L7257 7 A VEAERT D, T DEE,
R[REET NVOBEFUHEOK MR MEOR B EZ R Z T 52 L #EZE L, WRF ©
FHARSEEC L Y & CMAQ DOFHRFEI D 3N S < 725 £ 9 MR A R ET D,
® ICON/BCON (Initial/ Boundary CONditions processor)
RETGRE B JOZ ORI E O E DN - ERKM 2RSS, SMUGEER
O« BERGSMHOIERRIL, T HHFRREBE LT CMAQ 7 7 4 /v b ORFHIZE LD 720
PREIREE T 0 7 7 A b, ETATEERALTFENE T T VIS L DEEAE (NCAR 12 & 525k
FigkE T /L (MOZART-4, Model for Ozone and Related chemical Tracers version 4)
(Emmons et al., 2010) &) Z M\ TIT 9, 1-way nesting 35 21T 9 4. WAIFEK O]
W - RS OMERICIE, AMAIFEIRO CCTM I & 2 BEEOFEMERZ VW TIT 9,
® CCTM (CMAQ Chemical Transport Model)
FRIGRLEHEHT— 2B L 3 5070 7T ML VER SN 7 7 A V&I,
%fz IR RKIGYE & 2 ORIERMEIZ OV THE - BT - IR8 - B - HIRE R 4§
BL. RRTORESMLMM: - BtEihE BEEROM N 7 7 A VEERT 5,
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2.1.5 ALFEEETNOEBFER L HHE - (LF2EE

CMAQ Tix, B L72BHANT — & 2 b LI KRKIGIECHIBMAD BT, IE8. =<
MBS, =7 wy v EE - EEFomiEtk, 26 LIbHWE OREHRER & |
FEE, R, RUEICKVBRE LI BRI Z LICEHRZ1T 5, ST TOWE ¢ O
& C. IO RATHE S LD,

1) EREGEX
ac, _
= = Adv +Diff + R + Ec — S (2.14)

Z ZC, Adv: BB, Diff: JEETH Y . W ¢ 12OV T, R ALFEE . E  HEHL S Tl
W QLB 2E£7, BIIZMCIP 225D ANT—% . BEHII/ER U728 T — & 2 JLIcEH A
ENnb, HER ABFE . HERIE CCTM IZBW CRFR &N 5,

(2 W#E - LFBE
CMAQ TOFRIT, KEHITBT DWE OB % I - LFBIED A I =X LIZO0
THERAT v a v ERET D2 L TITbhd, ERBEEZLITIIRT,
O Bimtt (HEREEEEET)

R EGESH I K AL E R BAR L. K - SRELS M OBERICHEIN D,
B ROBIEREFIEIZ, 2 2OBREDNH 5, —2iF, ShEBRICE &ERFEE B E
THHETH S, MikiL, WRF-ARW OFHEFERZFI 25512 Y .. WRF-ARW
DOFETH ) S =ghEEE (omega calculation) &, PPM (Piecewise Parabolic Method)
(Colella and Woodward, 1984) Z#HWTEHET L HIETH D, %EIL. WRF-ARW,
CMAQ M CZEREBE DR FIEN R D Z LD, SWEBROE &RAEZ R LEE
HIEOITRESN TV D, AREHMOBFIL, MCIP 22bDRESET — & & 12 PPM
2T, B FRICBT 2 EEREEEZ BB LR IND,
© LR

ICFWEDOY 7 7 ) v RAT— )L ORFRGIZER L, KF - ShE S M OEFREITSy
HEND, $HhEGFROYEENEL, ACM (Asymmetric Convective Method) version 2 (Pleim,
2007) BAHVBAL, KRS T (NZERE) TIERERO LRI D IR, FEiige
T (&ZiEkE) Tk PBL FEICEEDS < RFTR GBI BE SN D, KFEH M OHL
BT, SRR &R AR I S SHEBURB B R SN D,

@ CMRBESOS

R OICFEN KGO L0 & Z PSS TH Y | SLfRBERS E ST
ZE - R - HUBRHE, BROEESCKRAFOTT 7 Y L OFGEL - INEIC L - THE
F E D KGR RO T - I EE O E A ORHEICKAFET 2, CCTM
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WLk TAH UV TA UV TEERSE Y v s 27 Y VEER LB LORIE - BESL25E
LTEEENHETH D,

@  KAEEEBUS

RRZPOHLWE R L OZ OFIBRE OBk < 22t 720 2 5 . b OSET v
& LT, CBO5 (Carbon Bond chemical mechanism version 2005) (Yarwood et al., 2005),
SAPRC-99 (Statewide Air Pollution Research Center mechanism version 1999) (Carter et al.,
2000), SAPRC-07t (Hutzell et al., 2011) ZRNEIRTE | A4V o OARKICE D 2R
WALE O BB EIR > TN D,

® =7 aY sk

REHDTT 1 VAR SR FIRIEIC VT, BRI - ALEIED— Yok
FOHEH ., RBIERE OFUST K D IR DA L OEN S O - BMIEESEIC
BfR3 5, CCTM TiX, PM ORiFE534R 5 RPM (Regional Particle Model) (Binkowski and
Shankar, 1995) |2 &> T, Aitken ®&— K. Accumulation &— R }2 T} Coarse E— K &1 9
3OOREER MO E LG DE TRELIND, L7 3 E— FORESAMIL Fig. 1.4 12
RLTEEBY THD ., Aitken E— I X T Accumulation &— ROFIAY, PMas ITFHY T
%, Flo. 3 OORZRE— ROFIZ LY ZBKIFEE 10 pm LT O PMyo D EHHE S5,
H A« RiA O AR IE ISORROPIAV2 (Fountoukis and Nenes., 2007) {2 & - THrbi,
H,SO4, HNO;3, NH3, HCI, 7 kU 7 A (Na) 2525\ CH A KiF DN EHE S NS,
HEMEEE X, =7 v Y VOB ERREIZE D SRR - THIFIHSRMEEFIC X
D HZMEILAEE Y 2 — /L TEE S 415 (Pleim and Ran, 2011),

® EwFE - WO

FEERIE, A EFROE, GRWEOMERS . BIELE I X DI MEREEIC
HEREFNZ LD, KIGHHEEOZIC LV GRWERE BN ELT 5,
CCTM TiE, ACM IZHEALH T 27U » R — DRV « FEBEKIEDOGEE R L O
K[BEETNAHNCEENDET NI Y v RRAT—LVDED 3 FHEOEREBF I T
5, WL OG & iR FS 12 RADM (Regional Acid Deposition Model) (Chang et al.,
1987) 122N T 5,
@ PR

CMAQ 1T OERT 28 ET — 2 ITNA., MARESL, 77— b5, T3k
A A | (Foroutan et al., 2017), MR (Kelly et al., 2010) D PEH 4 CCTM DEFHHE
IZBWTH U TA U CRAEZIT) ZENRFRETH D,
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2.1.6 RBARFLHEFOFE

CMAQ [T X2 RAPRFHGHEENIZ, Er T v MEEZ AW, v v MEX, 1115 K
RIGHDFAEWFT GHERT Tk TR LSS, 2UHNET — X 260 L72@ % 55 (Base
=) AT, BROREROPHED S 2B a | LIEFHEZITV, W& DZ2ES 2D
L TCHHDORAERDFLHEZ MR T2 HIETH D, KFIEIC K D FGHEF R RN
NEENDREBET L2LETH L0, BHINEFHOREELDOHGECSWTIE, 4
TOMEL T D,

2.1.7  ET/AHBERMEICAR DK EHERE

LR E T V& VT, PMas OFAIR A BT 2 46 272 91213, 1 L7ze7 L8l
HMEABEOUNCHE L TWD Dy CROLNWDMEREZNTZ LT\ DD 2 HATchER L Tk <
VER D D, ALFHIETT /L OMEREFHMNIZLR D FEEHEIEIZ DWW TIE, HK (2007) 12X D FE
LIiZd~Hn T D,

WL THER L7277 /L OPEREREGIZ 13, BIHNES L O EME O FEIE (Mean Obs. 33
&£ Y Mean Sim.), FHEIf2%L (R). MBE (Mean Bias Error), RMSE (Root Mean Square Error),
NMB (MBE normalized by the mean observed value), NRMSE (RMSE normalized by the mean
observed value), 7 7 7 # —2 |Z A% #E|E& (PF2, the proportion of simulated values within a factor
2 of observation), IA (Index of Agreement) A #EFHEEE L L THW, &FFHEE ORI 71E
% (2.15) ~ (2.21) TR,

(M — M) (0, - 0)

R= = = (2.15)
JEL =23, 0 - 0
MBE = i7 — 0 (2.16)
1 N
RMSE = Jﬁzi=1(Mi —0;)? (2.17)

NMB = Z M, — 0)/2_ l (2.18)
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1N _
NRMSE =Jﬁzi=1(Mi—oi)2/o (2.19)

PF2 : fH5ME L BIHE DO 2T (N)D H B, 2.20)
0.5 < M;/0; < 2 %7247 DEL '

Li(M; — 0,)? (2.21)
Y (IM; = 0| +10; — 0])?

[A=1-

ZIZT M 0p @B (BIAIE. WHE A Db HHRIZRT 2 —RHIE) (2R 5 EES
K OBIIME, M. 0: 3RS K OBLIE O FHE,N: % > T AT H 5, 1A 13 Willmott (1981)
WX o TERSNTHFHEIE T, 0205 1 OB OMEAERY | 1T T EFHEEITEIE D
e b L <I3ZERIZR e (BEMLR OR RSN T — 2 TR 25613, IFfE 222 b D7)
ZEDHLATWDZ EERT,
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22 LESHX—FTFT)L

LETZ =Tl HOBIR (LE7 2 —) 2B 2 RKIGRME I E KT L
72 ThHAH BB EROTFE L HEHNHET T 2ET V2N, LET X —FET VT, %
APICEAT 2RO D, CMB LS L <1, ER T PMF EDO K & < 2 DIKH|
IND, A&, VET 2 —ICREE 52 28AROFER] (87 %) 8 X0 OLFHL
B GEERT 17 7 A V) \ZBET HIERD T ORI ARG AR ERTE 50, %BEIT
AR T v 77 A NVEE R LR TH, ETAGFEDTRTH DL L ZAHADRMEDORMTH
% (HE, 2011),

CMB iEX, T8 ERE 7 XOT 07 7 A4 WIZHONT, HxICFHRES E&
TE D HRITENMER S DD, RITREROENS LS, ETVCEATLIHAR v 7 7
ANDOREND L SRS KFET 5, 2F0, fHxDLtvF 2 —2RKTLBER T 27 7
A VCET DR A FRNCINE TE 2008 9 DBTORG ZRET H 2 LT d (5
H, 2014b), —MRICHAER T 0 7 7 A VEFBHEOmRLFEN G LI L THERIN DN, £DY
B HUESCE RO R —EIZ K D ARHEEMEZ FICEE L uid e 5720y (Wang et al., 2012;
BREEAE, 2014b),

—J7. PMF JE1T, BRRETNVREERD 2O, K E2BHT -2y bE2&FA
THZENKRDBND (Chanetal, 2011), ZD7=®, B E - ITEEM B TOBIH 7 L
—A, b LIIZHEOBHIT — 2y AR LTI R B R0, ABFETIL, B4
B a7 7 ANVOREEREZZET D2 &< BERTEHI D /TieZe, LES Y —F
T U PMF £ 5 L& 3R L7z, LU Cld, PMF &7 VOS2 OV Tl 5 23, ARAF5E
THU /= PMF €7 /L (EPA-PMF5.0) (Fig. 2.4) TOERD BV ERHEICEmEHED D, £,
PMF &7 VENTIZ I 1T DR B REEIZOWTIE, )5 (2011) K& TN Norris et al. (2014) TX Y
FERR RS TV D,
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Input/Output | _| Base Model | | Displacament Bootstrap BS-DISP
Specification Execution Execution Execution Execution
Concentration Residual DISP results BS results BS-DISP °
& Uncertainty Analysis plots plots results plots
S ObelPred o
Configuration Obs/Pred
File Time Series
Concentration Profiles/
Scatter Plot Contributions
Concentration Factor
Time Series Fingerprints
Data
Exceptions

Factor
Contributions

Diagnostics

..%

Fig. 2.4 Flow chart of operations within EPA PMF (Norris et al., 2014)
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22.1 PMF EF/)LDOE

PMF 1%, ZEELOBIT — %%~ 2 WL ODORFIZofEd 5 FET, RTH58
FORF7T v 7 7 AV EMEN DGR L FRFIEH T2 2 &3 T& % (Paatero and
Tapper, 1994), PMF {£ T, (2.22) R & 5 e EHE&RAAXICESE BllE (L eE7%—) ©
FOTIRE R a5 LR 7 a7 7 A TR L, SRR BAEIR) O% 5% HaaoicHe
FIRE ISR
o HEMRFHI

P
= Zk_lgikfkj + €5 (2.22)

TIC, gy BULRICBITAREN (=1, -, n) PORS (=1, o, m) OB
(ng/md), gy : WEHIZH T DEFk (k= 1, -~ , p) OMXFE AR L), fi; : KFkD
TR Ty A AR DG OWRE (ng/md), e : aBHT Oy OBUANE & T T LS
TRHEME O AR R,

PMF E7 LTI, x; 2 BB CTE Dgu. fij» BEORTFEpE AT L2 HMNET D,
fEATH X ET ViCpa 52, (223) NTER SN D HBIRQZ /NI T 2 (guc® LU,
<~ hU w7 R) DR LHFEICL > TRD S,

o HIMBI

¢= 22112211<uu> 22112211< Zi}gwjb> (2.23)

22T, BRI BT AREBHF OB OREITH D NHE S eij/uij :
A= AFRFE R RS, A — VR ZEII LR T 5 7 VAR O A FE OREREICFIH &
o,

720 Gies fif FTADEIZ RS20 KD ITHEZ T 5, ZDOX 2, PMFET AT
ﬁﬁ%?H&ty%:aiﬂéﬁﬁgﬁ%%%mmééwﬁHT\ﬁ%kbf%ﬁ?éﬁ
KeBIRoTWHLLMIRT HZENTE D, TDRD, fi, TRRSNLIKRFT 07 7 A

RO AEPFICHR LI RES B, R e 7 7 AVSRER T 07 7 4
N B UTCRARTGHEHD B I bivd, FRF7T a7 7 A NNED LD RBEAERE
AL TWD DO (12T %) 13T E O FICERLND,
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222 PMFETA~EATHET—ZEy FDIYER

PMF 7 )V CRARTGHEGH 2B 2RI ICIF 2O ANT — B0 E LD, —DiF,
BIHLSICBWTREIIE S 5 VTSRS () 1B WO TE A 2R IRE () Z2R0E L= B
X DT —=FEy b (kv b v 7 R) b —DMEx OBIMEDO RN S ZED 2T —H
b )y 2 R) ThHD,

1) BAE< Y 7 X

BUMEx; 1213, < 056, OXRINME, O TERMELLT O, @IKZE8 75 K
RZERMT T (RFE) EREENTW5, Zh S OE 2 BN A i 2 %
Mg 5 e, PR LANS LI, BiRTH5ETVOMEELK T, BERET L
Rzt 5 2 ENHEEEE 725,
RIMEOBEENAAFS 5 H5EE LTI, T3 EmRBEAb6NnD (i, 2011),

O KB E 720y M E E D EEZE O b O Z RN D RS
BEDRRBKBE T2 > T DREIRH LA ICERA SN S,

@ XKWL TR0y (DR HBRBE 725 TOIRWEEL S &) ffT > 5 ERSL
RIRPNENE DY ZENTICINZ D & BT NLDOBEAELIE T EEMENH 570,
KPR BRI S0 D,

@ R A A R 0 I FE oD RA AR O EHE T E
O, OQDOFHENBRIRTERWESICERA SN D, 72720, B L7ERET VR
KREBREEEHE 22N E I, HOBEAEZIKET HLENH D (Polissar et al., 1998;
Song etal.,, 2001), EPA-PMF5.0 TIZRMMENS AT 7 —ZIZE EFNTWD5GAETT, PRE
IZEBL, [HOBEALZIEE (RiENES (RiRT2) Z@HFO 4 [5ICRE) TELH X1
7o T D, HOBEHOFEFEZOWTERIRT 5,

R FEMELL T O HHE DB DWW TIE, FERIED 172l CREHT 2 HEN X < £
A& TWD (Polissar et al., 1998), ZDA S, ik L7z K 9 ICEH L7l H A T
LTBLILERD D,

IOV, PMFE£T AN THIT 5 Z LIIRETH 5720, PMF 7 L~ A
TR~ FY > 7 BT DB DIRESM AR L, BREMEAE EN TV RV
ERFTL TR LERH D, PMos BAHAIEEIZI T 2 BEEOMMEICIZ, T 2 o HE
WIESFHES L TWD,

O AFNRTF A
— IR TCIL, R A A LA A OBAITE LVIREE TIEET S 2 &b,
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REFERI2A A (FBA A2 (Cl, NOs, SO42), A A4 > (Na*, NHs', K, Ca*", Mg*"))
IZOWTORHFER LY, BBA A, BA A OSRBBEOAFLZRD, BEMEDO
AEAZRET 2 HETH L, BN IR ERGE R ERERES CF 1947 H) R
B, 2007) Ti, SEEEOEFHLN 0.8~1.2 2HE EREMTIEARV) & L TEHHE
LTWa, LnL, TXTOAFUils 2% EREDOAFHEOFEHIZHWTWS DI
TlEeWa, RERS (REEA A2 72 L) BEBICHFET 856 70 3@ 544
NAHFRMENRS D, £1-. A AT o ADOHEAHIZ LEELL 28 L84 . PMF
ETINCERERET NMREGD DI T — 2 BN RY 72 2 H5EOMENRET D
7o, HAHPAOREIIXERELET D,

©@ EEREHTE TV (CMC, Chemical mass closure) €7 /L
CMC E7 /WL R E OB B & %o DO FEE Sy FrE DA A sy, OC,
EC. BrEDEIBRSY) & DEMR AT RD T &, UBEOREIZIB WD THEHIE
TP EREREZHEL, WEHEREOZAM AT 5, BEREHED
DIZHE LT FE RN G 2 DR 50E. iy e OBRBERAPIZHB T 2RELTFIRE, §F
TEDIEEPRO R B EDITREROERCESIMAFIC LV kESh S, F
#7p F95 & L CIE, Harrison et al. (2003) (2 X A4R%E LN, KEBREG#ETIC X 514%
¥ (US.EPA., 1999) RS TS, L L, WIENRBENDOET AL THD 20N L
b AAOSEEE L E AL TS Eixn iy, 2T, AFZETIE, ERNO LT
72 (Bi5E4, 2007; Nakatsubo et al., 2014) 12V, (2.24) &2 V-, BAREI I Nk
W EREEERE ISV TRF SN =2E 19 7 FrOREMEIZIESWTERE Stk
BThHsd (BilEd, 2007),
PM, sMass = 1.375[S027] + 1.29[NO3 ] + 2.5[Na*] + 1.5[0C] + [EC]
+ [SOIL] (2.24)
[SOIL] = 9.19[Al] + 1.40[Ca] + 1.38[Fe] + 1.67[Ti]

B DET ML RO TRLFRWE OB B EOHEEM (PMysMass) % FERIE
(PMys B EJRE) LIl d 25 2 L2k 0, ZORENZ Ol E IR T ok 1-IRW'E O
WOREMEZH L TV DIDOHENH HRRERRRE 25, 72720, HIEHS, Rz
CIZ X ORAFIRWEOMRITE R 2560805 Z LITEE LR2ITHIER L0,

O, QOFHETHRFME L TERINT G L2220, FABHAERES L <X, 3B HriESE
WCHRAELTZa v Ix—ya bk, kK, 1EKEDIER FNR5 AR P
T T TR B E MR E S D,

RPN, EE LHERE B2, K & K Ca & Ca?%) N5 EAIE. F—lky
O EHMli A T S 720 AT OT —Z TR S D (Maykut et al., 2003; Kim et al., 2004),
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Q) FHENST—H~<HFIvI R

EPA-PMF5.0 CliE, 2 O FIECBINEDO A NS T —4~ N vV ZAERET HZ &
WTE D, — DI, BN (AR O RN Suy; %52 2 H5ET, b 5 —oid, Bl
IR CT (2.25) ~ (2.26) AT &KV R Suy; & RAES 2 H1ETH D (Poilssar et al., 1998),

o BIMEAHED S DHER K

5
uyj =g * MDLy (xij < MDL)) (2.25)
u;j = J (Error Fraction; X xi,-)2 +(0.5x% MDL]-)Z (x;j > MDL;) (2.26)
2T, MDL; : KRGy ORI T IRIE, Error Fraction; : By DRRET T 7 2 a v (47

HrHEIZRET 2 RiED S OFIE) X7,

%# L. Error Fraction; % FEICH R _OD\T*&')“(k (T, RHEDSu ;2B 5I
b D ENTE D, Error Fraction\Zid, H D mHTIZI81T 2 FRAEER 2225 Ej/b
DI (B, 2011),

¥, oY) o OB AT E I O RHEN ST OWTIE, BT VIR D AN
7> & (Extra Modeling Uncertainty) & L CHIli&E, BRETHZ ENTE D, 7272 L, T AARK
WCHEO RN S ZMET L2 LI3GONET VHOGBEMELZER ) Z L 2ZE LT
AU 720, ZOIENIT, RN S OHEFFFIEIZOWTIX, Reffet al. (2007) 128 - TE
B~ BTN D,

3) EOEHLOFHE

AR L7230 RPMEZ I CE 2 72856, BRI TIREUL FOOEL . TR
ED 172 fETE# LSS0 T, _n%@TH&wﬁﬁ%éﬂk%<@6_kﬂ%\
EOBELZFEL, ETNVOMIIKETHELZ NS TO2LERH D, o, AERIRE
EEND I HIIRWVAGIE, RF D5 % IHFHEGLRNED, RENSEREL T D, fEHrkt
%ﬁ%%%?é%@ﬁm%k;ﬁw\%fwﬁmﬁﬁﬁ%géwﬁ<?5:kﬁ%ibw
@ﬁ%mn)EMQMMOTiﬁ@EﬁHT%ﬁét “Strong”, “Weak”, “Bad” & \»
D 3OO ERT, Ky T EIMEOEAERET DH T &blff‘fé Strong D AN S 13fF
HT& D35% Ebtﬁﬂ B SAD 3, Weak IZRFENS B 3fHE L7720 T NWMR~DOFEN X
a5, £7-. Bad 1T T /VHEOEHIZITMH S0,

EOBELAT TSy, BRI, OTRES, ZNENORENS ZHE R TRIET D
ZENRLEFELY, T—FEy MIOWTOFEMARERIE LR WEEEIZ DN T,
signal-to-noise (S/N) LA FIH T 5 Z L 23 CTX % (Paatero and Hopke, 2003), EPA-PMF5.0 Tl
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S/N tb% (2.27)~(2.28) R LW HEHT 5,

®  signal-to-noise k.

= (2 (xij > u;5)

” u;j vy (2.27)
di;=0 (xij < uyp)

S 1o

2) =2 d:: 2.28
N>] n i=1 Y ( )

T IZT xR ORI fOBIME, wy; - BLEX; DR S 2R T,

Fo, BHESNT SIN D, By DO ESF T 29 5 F1EIX, Norris et al. (2014) 23
WOFEERBL TN D,

> 0 = S/N<05 .7 Bad” (AT S FR4N)
> 05 = SIN<I1 07 Weak” (RHEDN X % 3 1)
> 1<SN 7 Strong” (RENSOEERL)

AL TH ., Norris et al. (2014) (28D SN HIZE S EOEADOHRHEL B Z /o7,

223 BRT—ZITHFEESTOIRF BER BORE

K14k p ZIRET DI, TN p 252 TPMF €7 VO PR 2175, #H,
LB O HEBALE (Seed number) 7> 5 #E%LA] (EPA-PMF5.0 TIXPiifatH & LT, FHHR
3520 [EIFREE A HELD) OV IR LEIREZIT S, SHEIBURL22WEE, PMF 7 /UICE X7
KT p ARG CTH D LS D, £, FHEBICRLTH ISz 0 B0 iRL
HEILICRE LT A5G, BERETAMBELN TRWE IS,

O DHEGEHETH D Orheory 1T, (229) X TEZIND,

Qrheory = nm — p(n +m) (2.29)

ZIC, nc: B m i EERT

(2.23) X CHHEIND Q1%. PMF ET7 /VIZHEALLEABIE~Y Y v 7 20 bR Sh
HETHY . Qe EFFEILD, EPA-PMF5.0 Tid, SMUE ((2.23) RNTHERIHIES L De;j/u; 7 4
LLEDREL ZBRSN L TR SITE Orobuse BIFIFFICHE ) SV D Qe & Orovust DAEHEIL, A
TR ENRKENWT —ZEENE N TWNDLZ EEERL, RE LR p Tl
AIENFHHTE TORWATRENE DN ® 5, ZOHA N T8 p OEE2EFET 20 4 E (B
HAE) OBV FNERETLENDD, ZNHORMEEE 2T, #HESGRL, Hh&h
% O (Orobust & OQirue) PHTEEDNINES <\ Orobust™= Orrue™= Otheory & 782 DK FH p ZRTE L2 T

47



(L EET L & L T X —FT 1T KD PMys BARE 57T

e B0,

722l ZZCTIRELLERFH p 1%, THEMICEE R p) ITTE20, ol -K+
@7&774»&@?%J/7x)%%;L/%h%h@l%#%ﬁ%& ERE 2T b0T
b0 FFEDFAEP, B ZITERAWBIT LD BAERLZ LA TE 500, FKRF O
B (G~ PV w7 Ry OEENRE—UPNEBRETHEAEAL I D60 EERRBEOR 706, —
REREE L W LINEDOHEGNEL 2> TWNDEE) THINEDKRIENNE LD, ZTD)
rMﬁ%uWﬁ@pJ%§9%Wé@(%ﬁ%uWL@pJ%ﬁWﬁ?ﬁﬁ%ﬁﬂugk
725 (Ito et al., 2004; Kim et al., 2003; /5, 2011),

224 BONCETNE (RFROFEEES) OBEEE L 2L

PMF E£7 /LT, AIRD LY T AAEAT LBIET — 2 WO REFRE, &8
HHEDOARTEN S OFRE, 7 —F OELHE, RNFBORER, Frx RITREZR %, el
WHZITO, (222) RUCESWTET VEZEHL TV, Lo T, BbNIETMRE T
TMZEAN LT BIIE~ &V 7 2ADRICIE, (2.23) RITR L7zfkkEe; GURHHRORLSjOB
HME & =T ML SNZFRIEORZE) 23584 L, BIHIE & SHEME ORI K & 2 TEBEN & 5k
B LGP ERGFELTCLEIBENWLDLDH D, TOD, ETHOLNTET MVROES
FEARM Lo, E7 NMRO G MR (R OLZENE, Nl FEMEEOHR) (TBITT 2, £
TROZ U272 5 BRIZIZ, AT —% HE ORI @R, WERFDT —% Dix
HOXE) LD bD L, HEOBHEIZL DD H D (Brownetal., 2015),

PMF &7 /LTl gig- fig DHEITADIEIZ 22 620K 2 52 T T MR E T 5705,
IR TEE—D Q 152 gi fr; PHAHEDOEIT—DIZEE 6720 (Henry, 1987), &%
M (G~ frj) PHBADENSHOME (guen fij) PHARDIITER TS 2 L 2 HEEE

CEOHMBEAERO BB LD, [BEEO B B ETRWIE S 23R < | Base factor D gy &
U\fkj7 cY w7 2% < O il HiVEEERD B HEIZIKL 720 MRIZEA OfE S K
TAND Z LAy (R, 2011),

1) EFVOBEEE
EFETMCEALEBIE~ N 7 A LB oNTEET VREOBREGENG, T VOMEE %
95, EPA-PMF5.0 Cix, BHMEDO HEMZFHMET 27200 — & LT, #AAX, K
RN, AP EPE L T D,
®© ®WA
BATRIE, By Z & OBAINE L =T MROBREZHFAL L TEHT 22 LR TE D,
FomE ORI, FEUFHROME NG, ETVOBEEELTMT 52 LN TE D,
Z 2T, HEMEMEW S SRS oW TR, EOEAZRETSLE LLIE
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BIE~ R Y v 7 ZANICEFERFE > TORWLER LT, BT 2 0ER’ L 5,
IR 51X

RERFIRNE, Aoy & &S ET IV THELT 5 2 & BREE R AT > TRV )M
BT HIENTED, FRICHEBOBRZIZEBWT, T /L THETE TWRWEREDNH
L%E1E. TOREIABEET MIEAT HANT —% BRI~ ~Y v 7 2) bR
D 2L bRRTT OMENRD D,

TR

AR, (2.23) N TRHE SN Deyj/uy & 1T, £T NVOEEEZFFHITRET
LILENTE D, £ e/uyde AT 7 LJRT Kolmogorov-Smirnoff*ﬁﬂi@f;ﬂﬁﬁ‘g
B O EMMEE MR T Do e /u SIEB L CORWES | ZOMSIITET
VTG L TWRWATREME /< | O B A% %ﬁ%bf\ﬁ%ﬁﬁé_kﬁ%ib
U (S, 2011), —F5, IERAT LTV DAL e/ DRI 95 %iT 2, K99 %id £
3 OFEICHAT D2 LR END, DFED . ej/u, RN +3 ZHBLTHM LTS
AT IE. AHENSPBRICEESNTND I EERBLTWS, Ziud, 1222 PMF
EFETNAPAT LT =22y NOMERR] TIER LA NS T —2~ b v 7 A/
EOESDOFENZYE TH - T2 EMERT 5 DI (Kim et al., 2003)

T VRO R L PR

EPA-PMF5.0 Tl & B X HALHHEFHp O T THOLNZET /LA (Base run) D24

)

)

i 57290, 3 DOFENREE STV S (Paatero et al., 2014; Brown et al., 2015),

Bootstraping (BS)

BS VE13. FITHRFE OBLAE AN @ EE 2T VRIS 2 5. 2 TRy (BT — 42
DIXHHOEIZ L D) i+ 5, £, BlHE~ N v 7 ZA0bHEBE LRVMEED
T—=27my 7 Z@RL T, FILWVBIE~ ) v 7 225 L%, ZhaEicH
—®DRTH p O FTPMF &7 /L% FAT (Bootstrap run) 35, ¥KIZ Bootstrap run T4 5
AU72[K¥- (Bootstrap factor) & Base run CT#5 5 #U72[K - (Base factor) O BE#HE S (—
XEIIZIZ, Bootstrap factor & Base factor D aF 5-OFHESN 0.6 LLEDOTA, W& 23EHHE L
TWD EHE) MRS 5, 2T D Bootstrap factor 3%} 9" % Base factor & B#ESIT 5
NTWNWD Z ENREFE LU, 100 [F]D Bootstrap run (233 T, 4% Bootstrap factor @ 80 %
(80 [A]) LA _E73 Base factor & BHE-SIF LTV 236, RIES p 1L#EY) ThHh 5 LiFIR &
1% (Norris et al., 2014),

Displacement (DISP)

DISP {£1%., EIZHRT-OREERICER T 23R E 27 HEd 5, BARRIZIE, Base factor ©
R BB S ETGE D, O B/ (Omed min) & 72D ET ML EHT 5, 72721
Bl 72E7 VEIT Base run FED Q fH (Obase) & Omod min P75 dQ (=Qbase = Omod min) 23
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dOmax UL T (EPA-PMF5.0 TiX, dOmax 1L 4. 8, 15, 25 IZfE, ) THLHMERH D, Z
DFHE S Base run TIF B A7 K50 X Bl #072 158907 S 4L, &0k (8 % Base factor D]
R AFFR) Al TET MVEPEONTBIER Y P EnD (B A1, 20 By OB
7 =2ty M LT 7 SORF RIS 25E813, 20X7=140 HIOFHEAH
dOmax (TR L TERE SN D, o
@ BS-DISP (Bootstraping with Displacement)
BS-DISP {£ i3, BS %<& DISP iEAMTHOAL, WE ORBRENKRERNIHHE S5,

225 [HTOBREORAERET5HE

BACHIC AR DT g Oy~ B Y v 7 R BRAETROMIR & T EHEGH 24T 5, 72721,
Z OEAEIIMNTE O FBD A LLNT WD FAEPFRIROBIAE FfET 2 2 L NEE
L\ (Reffetal., 2007),

EP. fi; ¥ MY v 7 ZAORGHEIZHE B U, FRIRAR DA ) B IR ATROBAT 242 0 1A
te, FEAEPRORSHMIZBET 2 H WL, BFORERT 07 7 AL (BIZI1E,. USEPA O
SPECIATE v4.5 (https://www.epa.gov/air-emissions-modeling/speciate-version-45-through-40) &
Wo 2R AT 7 7 A NVDT —H_X—2R) 1217 T/ <, PMF £5 V% RV 4798 ©
Mo nicfii~ bV w7 A0S E OBEMEEZZEIZTE S (BlAIE, Viana et al,
2008; lijima et al., 2009; Zhang et al., 2013; Nakatsubo et al., 2014),

ZDED, gu~ MU v 7 ARKTRH T Z L O EFHGOEE G, HAEROMIRIFIH T
D, BlAIE. FEHIE (BIEEICHES BREES THNITKFICTFENEGL 2 D), FH -8
KoZE, BHMEIC X2 F5ET ERRBOR 7206, —HEREXLY bIREOT 5035 <
o TND) IZERTIUT, BAEREZKVIATLI LN TE D, EHIT, KEBHIT—FZ K
SEREARNEROBT —2F L OB L EE LT, BAEREZHRT 2L bAETH
% (Zhou et al., 2004; Wang et al., 2005), L2>L., EREOBLEDBIKT & BAIRO BRI A BE
FICRHBTE Wia, WP 8p 2HE, RETUNERS D,

BRF2 E DA Z R L TODEERNICHI T E 2 BRI 20U, 308 i ioxtd 5%
Tk DFHREa, X, 2.30) XTRkDDHZENTXD,

m
Qg = Z lgikfkj (2.30)
]:

BB, JFONZETNVRIZEBNT, OEDDORFICEB DR AT 5 EEL TV DY
& (lijima et al., 2008; Nakatsubo et al., 2014) 2MFEIET 5D, ik, R FAEPFICHRT D
K TH-Th, BUHISHIZRELE Y — 08 lE THEHELTWAHA, b &
FNCXRT 5 2 L IIREETH 2 Z LITERT 2, BIEL TW L EAERN N TET VR
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ERFDICIE, BRF ORI fREL LIT 5, A TREIB OB Z1T 5| fEtES &
2% 8O MEOWEZIT ) FEDOTRBMLEL D,
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HWIE HARITBITS PMys (FHEERHE) ORLERFEHEH

AREFETIL, BHARIZET D PMos HOREEEE (NOsY) (2B LT, AIlE%'E (NO2, HNOs, NHs)
ETEED, BN - EARAERNGOFE % CMAQ I L W E&MICFHMET 5, wHHEETD
FiEELTEe Ty MEEZRW, B (T OTHE D) O ANARESEH. BN O A SLIR
el T O RRA - BRERYEHZE 07Ny 7 7T 0y ROFEEZHEHT 5, FFiC,
E/ O N EIFEHEH 0755 (Total LRT, Total Long-range transport) [L[EF+ 7> 5 R -ligik|c
X5 6D (Direct LRT) &, E4) Gk ST & 2 EIMLIFRTERYE & HAREND S HEH
SNT-BIBRE DR FIC & 5 @ (Indirect LRT) (ZXHI L THERT S (Fig. 3.1),

REMGE, HEHE

[BG]

[A]

Jépan contribution

[J]

Fig. 3.1 Outline of source contributions for PM> s in Japan

3.1 FHEMEREHESRMY
3.1 EESER AR

CMAQ DFMRFEK (Fig. 3.2) 1%, FHHRAMEZBE L DD, W7 U7 BII A AR &
NENHE, A > REfEREL. >0 B AEIZENEE ko5 AR O Z 3 FHE T 5

Eo, T U7 (DL, 60 km #7-), HAE (D2, 15 km #&1) IZEE LTz, EnhEfEi, H
FfNH 122 100 hPa £ T% 34 JGIZnEI L7z, REDFEMA Table 3.1 IT/R7
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Fig. 3.2 Modeling domains for the CMAQ simulation: (a) East Asia and (b) Japan with the height
above sea level and the locations of the observation sites for PM» s components for four seasons in

JFY2010.

SHEHARX, BhAERIR A 10 HBER T 7214, 2010 4 4 H~2011 43 H (2010 4E5E) % 3FAfh
SFRIAR & Uiz, 2010 4EEE 1L, BREEAIC XL D PMas OFRIIE (BRbid, 2010) 23418 T4
EIATONTFTH Y E N ORKIG YL R RE R K 5 PMys B &EIRE 21T T <,
PMas EERDICOVWTHHFHMEZHR TS 2 LN TH D, i, BT o KREET
TNDANNT =2 LR HPeHET — 2 D% 0%, HEFHEKRE 2010 FICHi—T 25 2 & 23ATHE
T LD, YA E AR RIS E LT,

3.1.2 WRF OFE LM

WRF OH1JE - L HIUFI 7 — %13, WRF USERS’ PAGE
(http://www2.mmm.ucar.edu/wrf/users/download/get sources wps geog V3.html) THLEh T
W5 USGS IZ K WERR S =Bk T — 2 & v b i K OE BB R ® LRI A > o=

— 4 (NLMI-LUFMD, National Land Numerical Information Land Use Fragmented Mesh Data)
(http://nlftp.mlit.go.jp/ksj/gml/datalist/Ksj Tmplt-L03-b.html) % W7z, RIHE L, KRG EE
0.0083° x 0.0083° CH&fii SN TH Y |, HHIFIHA 24 IS N TV D, RHF L, [E e
Bt (GIAJ, Geospatial Information Authority of Japan) #UE#IX ([FE LA #) & 1FE LK
(Mo 1580 . FEF-HEX 25000 (HIXEIE) | 6 L ORERER T — 27205, 100m A v
2 AL CHIB R - P R G OGN SR SN S 118 (H, ZOMoRMM, Hk i
H, R, AR, B, oMo W)L ONE, Mk, okik, 07 8)
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Table 3.1 WRF-ARW and CMAQ configurations

Parameter

Settings

Spin-up period
Simulation period
Output interval

Map projection

Central point
Horizontal grid spacing

Vertical domain

22 — 31 March 2010

1% April 2010 — 31 March 2011

1 hour

Lambert conformal conic

30°N, 110 ° E (D1) and 36 ° N, 135 ° E (D2)
60 and 15 km

34 layers

(up to 100 hPa,1% mid layer height = 26 m)

WRF Version ARW 3.7.1
Horizontal grid number 140 x 140 (D1) and 120 x 140 (D2)
Topography / Landuse 30-sec USGS / 30-sec USGS and
100-m MLIT-GIAJ
Initial and boundary NCEP FNL, JIMA MSM-GPYV, and
NCEP/NOAA RTG_SST HR
Analysis nudging G, qw=1.0x10%s" (D1, D2)
Explicit moisture WSM6
Cumulus Kain-Fritsch (D1, D2)
PBL and surface layer YSU PBL and Monin-Obukhov similarity
Surface Noah LSM
Radiation RRTM (long wave) and Dudhia (short wave)
CMAQ  Version 5.1
MCIP Version 4.3

Horizontal grid number
Initial and boundary

Emission

Horizontal / vertical advection
Horizontal / vertical diffusion
Photolysis rate

Gas / aerosol phase chemistry

135 x 135 (D1) and 115 x 135 (D2)

MOZART-4/GEOSS (D1)

Asia: HTAPv2 (2010),

Japan: EAGrid2010-JAPAN, JEI-DB-AS
(Vehicle), and OPRF2010 (Ship),

Biogenic: MEGANV2.04,

Biomass burning: FINN v1.5,

Volcano: Aerocom (2009)

Yamartino / WRF-based scheme

Multiscale / ACM 2

On-line photolysis module

SAPRCO07 & AEROG6 with aqueous chemistry
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(http:/nlftp.mlit.go.jp/ksj/gml/codelist/LandUseCd-09.html) IZHFE SN TW5E, FD7=H, E+
ﬁm%ﬁi%ﬂ Mo A v a7 =IO TIE, USGS D 24 O THIFIFT —2 D5 5

5y (DFEBT, @I 7 R & B, @R & B, @R, @IRAM, ©KiEk) 12
AL LT L7,

W1 - BERSRM & LT, D1 I NCEP (2 & % &EREE T — % (NCEP-FNL) (CLSL
Research Data Archive, 2017) 33 & UNMER IR RTG-SST-HR (NCEP Real-Time SST archives,
2017) 2 L7z, D212ix, ENOKRESOREMEZ M LS 5720, MREREIC
RTG-SST-HR #ff f55 LIFME, KEJT (JMA, Japan Meteorological Agency) (20 HA -
A ARS8 2 SRR S U= BBURATIE (A YV BUE T HE T /L (MSM-GPV) (5T,
2018)) ZfEM L7z, 7272 L, MSM-GPV THUY it T e\ 7 —Z %, NCEP-FNL % {ifi
M U7, &7, RUEEIELMSM-GPV OXJEREIZHE 9 & 9. NCEP-FNL O7 — % Z[#]5[\\ T
R LT, BT —ZICOWTOHEEZR LT IORT,

® NCEP FNL (NCEP FiNaL operational global analysis data)
ARG EE 1° % 1°, 6 eI DO REKK RO EBURIT T — 2 Th 5, RIKBEFE AT
2\ (Global Telecommunication System) 572> 615 H AL BIHNE Z & & IC2EKT —Z Ak
L A7 I (GDAS, Global Data Assimilation System) (Z & > CTEER S LT %,
SUEMHIE 26 J8 (2016/5/11 12:00 LA DT — X 12 31 O OKEH TR /2 5,
http://www.nws.noaa.gov/os/notification/tin16-11gfs_gdasaaa.htm) (Z73H| S TFE Y (10, 20,
30, 50, 70, 100, 150, 200, 250, 300, 350, 400, 450, 500, 550, 600, 650, 700, 750, 800, 850, 900,
925, 950, 975, 1000 hPa) . #axfifE, EAREGH, VART Uy VEE, 4V URE
Lo, FERE - MEXHEEE, KUR. JBGEEPE - ALy, BRWROT — 2 3G i, iR
[T VAR BROREEE GRE ORK « EKMEDOM - BN « BEOWThD) . i
ARLE T LT — SHRMERROEIS . TBAIRE, T E &R - BRAS . KTE
A, BEEEIG . KUR. PBL &S - BokE, KU, A - MOHm A, KGR, EUEHY -
AL DT — 2 N EEN TN D,
T84 8 (0~10 cm, 10~40 cm, 40~100 cm, 100~200 cm) (ZoEI STy, +
HEREE, HESKEOT—FNEENTND,
® NCEP RTG-SST-HR (NCEP Real-Time, Global, Sea Surface Temperature High Resolution)
ARG 0.083° x 0.083°, 24 IFHIEIRE D EER DR EIRE DT —F Th 5,
® MSM-GPV (Meso Scale Model-Gridded Point Value)
ALk 22.4~47.6 F£, R 120~150 FED H AR K OVH AR AZ 5 & L, 3 R
B, ARG RS 13 3R 12 3B T 0.05° x 0.0625°, ZUEMNICH VT 0.1° x 0.125°T
el STV 5,
KU L 16 JBIZaE Tk v (100, 150, 200, 250, 300, 400, 500, 600, 700, 800, 850,
900, 925, 950, 975, 1000 hPa) , YA RT v ¥ ¥ /L EE, JEEHER - mabsksy, <. -
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Ft. AR EOT = NEENTWD, MRE ISR FIERE, #ERE, RS
WY - FEAEERSY. AUR. FEXHEEE, FEREKE, EENETEN TV D,

FEMTAE T > ¥ o 713 A E I, B afgioxr LT, BUEHA - ks, KR, 'RE
HAZOWTF o ¥ TUREK Gy = 1.0x1074 571 & D1, D2 fEIC5E A L 7=,
WRF OPEERRICET 547 v a VEEIC DWW T, RO X I ITRE LT,

WSM6 (WRF Single-moment 6—class scheme) (Hong and Lim, 2006) & H\ /o, KA F—
LTI, KRR B FK BK, F, HoND 6 DOIRE L LiEm AEE’ EE
SNs,

o HEmM

Kain-Fritsch (Kain, 2004) Z /2, RKAF— AT, RS REET VICL -
T LW - FRIEEZEIT 5, 1990 4512 Kain & Fritsch |2 X » THER SN2 A F— 4
(Kain and Fritsch, 1990) 728 BEFEOT Y b LA 2 A 2 FRFERAMED O HZER
FOFRERRIZBET 2O ERE R STV 5,

® PBL i
PBL & 7 D ILHURE DI 26> % /> 11— LD YonSei University (YSU) PBL
(Hong et al., 2006) Z MW 7z, YSU AF—AE, Nohetal (2003) %% &2 PBL L0
TEZ%E L C\5, £72 WRF @ version 3 TiX. Hong (2007) % & & (ZHREIFIC 22 E
FEFRENORAND LV RES D L O IEBREERLET 2713 ZABRHR ST
W5,

e MRt
Noah LSM (Chen and Dudhia, 2001) % H\ 7=, Noah LSM Ti&, 1TH3%E S 0~10, 10
~40, 40~100, 100~200 cm D 4 J@IZnFI S D, Fiz, WAEXS - ElE, BigkE2E
B, Fmith, AR, HEIEKAR O PHE D Lo, HEEE - SKROTHE
179, EHIT, HEDIRE, BHENDKI R EDFRHAT I,

® fithtA X — L
FW U A % — 4121, Mlawer et al. (1997) @ RRTM (Rapid Radiative Transfer Model)
ZHWz, RRTM AF— AL TlE, REBH AT brg 16 123 L, K&K, Os,
CO, 72 EDH A F LOEDIFHITR S FEIc b 5,
F 72, B A F— 2020, Dudhia (1989) D AF—LZHW-Z, ZORAF—AT
1%, KEGHUE OIERFOFEL, KZARKIT K DI (Lacis and Hansen, 1974), ZEIZ L 5K
5+ RN (Stephens, 1978) ZERE L, iGN TR & BB 7 7 v 7 ARTFRISND,
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3.1.3 CMAQ DB LM

KEFOIHYE R L O OFIEEE OWFL « (L2 OSBRRZEIZ OV T, RO X H I
RIE LT,

® S BUS
SARPC-07 (Hutzell et al., 2011) Z A7z, 12,13 HEHA >R MU | TRz B0 |
CMAQ TITFHHE AR OBH D=, % D VOC il Z KGR A O TiEe<
VOC il 2 W< DD 7 N— 5 L, ROSRAER DS L7z A F— LI L0 AL RUE
ZZE LT\ 5H, CMAQ version5.1 @ SAPRC-07 A% — LD HEHIEREIZEIT 5 VOC i
i, AT VT e R (HCHO), A% /—/L (MEOH), =% /—/L (ETOH), /= h >
¥6 2 f (MEK.PRD2), % (AACD), 7 & F7 /L7t K (CCHO), % DitiAHE: (PACD),
7% k> (ACET), XMW (FACD), =Dt 7 /L7 & F¥H (RCHO), 7' U A4 %H%—/L (GLY).
AFNT Y FFH— (MGLY)., ¥ 7 F /L (BACL), 7 L' —/L (CRES). HEBRT
VT B R¥E (BALD), A% 7l A (MACR), AF/LE =L k> (MVK), &1t
AEFn7 /v & R¥E (IPRD), =F L > (ETHE). A Y 7L > (ISOP), &/ T /L~
(TERP), /X7 7 ¢ ¥ 5 i (ALKI~ALKS5), X ¥ (BENZ), h/L=> (TOLU), %
L #H (OXYL, MXYL, PXYL), &Of5&EKH 2 fE (ARO1, ARO2MN), # L7
4 V2% (OLEl, OLE2), T A X7 /L2 (SESQ). a-E' %> (APIN), 1,3-7 4T
> (13BDE), 72X (PRPE), 1,2,4- b U A F LB (B124), 7EF L' (ACYE),
77 vl A2 (ACRO), 7% L (NAPH), AHEEEE—= A7 /L (RNO3), _IKARHKL
FOHIBRE & 72 5 AR FEHE (SOAALK) DAEF46 TR L 72> TW 5,
o 7 nuYV Ll
AERO6 (Sixth-generation modal CMAQ aerosol model) % H V7=, AERO6 T/X PMys D
—UHEH O & LT, #Hi7zIlC 4 fE (H,0, NHy', Na*, CDHZNBIESTEY | 1EkD
AEROS TIEZZ DDA TEH D PMoer ICH ENNTWZFED 5 H 9 FE (Mg, Al Si, K,
Ca, Ti, Mn, Fe, NCOM (Non-Carbon Organic Mass)) & 1B S 47z, L7235 T, PMys OHE
HIZIFERN BB E STV D SO42, NOs, EC, OC I LFEOfEZ IR 725 18 FliD
SYELMEE L 72D (Appel et al., 2013),
F 7o H AR O FHREIL AEROG6 1235 L 72 ISORROPIAV2 (Fountoukis and Nenes.,
2007) TITOIL, HARLA-H3BLOLER SO DA S DO B D3 T 5,
® I - BRI
KREIGGE R0 ORI E IR EE OPIH - B SEIFIE, NCAR ORERILF#HEET
/L MOZART-4 (Emmons et al., 2010) OFHFEMERZEEH L7z, MOZART-4 Tix, K&E
T L& LT NASA OBAFE L 7c RERRKKMHFERS & KIGER £ 7 /L GEOS-5 (Rienecker et al.,
2008) ZfEH L, RERA KTG & U CARCEAMEEE 1.9° x 2.5°, $R1HE. 56 J& T 3 efilfAIfR D FF
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BN ENTW5h, MOZART-4 TiX Ox, NOx, K{b/KFES-OH <° HO», RO, %D T Y
1 V5 85 FOKH L FFE L . SO, NHs', NHuNOs, fREFH 5, M (0.1~10 pm
@ NaCl ZHfE T4 FEIZHHH) OFF R FEOT 1V b PR 5 NS 39 FEO Y670 &
157 FEOKFUEFSOER BB SN TV D, HEHA X b VIR, ARERPEH & LT
ARCTAS (Arctic Research of the Composition of the Troposphere from Aircraft and Satellites)
(Jacob et al., 2010), A A~ ZERBEH R OHEH & L T FINN (Wiedinmyer et al., 2011) @
version 1.0 MEH STV 5,
o fEHET—#

PEH &7 — & OFERIE, HEFHFER DR T) 2010 FOHHET —# &b K HOBE L.
W7 TR 5 NAERIRPEH E1Z HTAP version 2 (Janssens-Maenhout et al., 2015)
M L7, BARBIZET 2 ANHERELEFEO S 6, BEHFEEFRO b DI
JEI-DB2011-AS (JPEC, 2012), fAEIR D & OIXIBLEBORMFERM EH (OPRF) 3MER L7
Akt X MU (OPRE, 2013), HEyH - LIS O A 2k TR HE I
EAGrid2010-Japan (#25, 2014) 245/ L7z, MAEJRPEH £1X MEGAN version 2.04
(Guenther et al.,, 2006) (2 X W HEGF L7z, ANA A~ ZBRBEHR RO HEH &1T13 FINN
(Wiedinmyer et al., 2011) version 1.5, KILEP D SO, PEH &1 AeroCom 12 K - TR S
7= —% (Diehl etal., 2012) (AeroCom D AHEFHEER A 2009 45) 2 L7=,

TEEMEX A b MR IR, KRBT — X BLOHE - LTHRIHT — 2 IS,
CMAQ DY 7EF NN THIHEZRL L. E7 VN ORKIG I E ORI AE T
L7z, B A 2 N O Y7 =7 V1% Foroutan et al. (2017) RT3 7 & 7 i Kelly
etal. (2010) DEF L EILIZ LT,

3.14 HBEHEDOZERE S
PR T — & % JLCHER S - HE IR 1) 2 2P B2 ] L 723187 — 2 (Base)

DA, BEALREH 720 DY NOx, SO,. CO. NH;., PMys, coarse &— NRIHEH
AT (Fig. 3.3),

58



F3E HARICEBIT D PMys (IHIRHT) OFEAEIRF GHERT

(a) NO, (mol’s) st » (b) SO, (mol’s)

S A
d )

Fig. 3.3 Spatial distributions of yearly mean emission concentrations: (a) NOy, (b) SO, (c¢) CO, (d)
NH3, (e) PM2 5, and (f) Coarse Particle in Base case.
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3.2 RAERFSHHOFE

PM,s LIk 2 BRI E Y& 5 2 3R HERH T D 72, BTG Y% 5 (Total LRT) %
Direct LRT & Indirect LRT (24548 L CHERF L 7= (Fig. 3.1), PMas EERERLR S TdH D ilEE 7
YE=U A (NHNO3) 26, AARICET D ERAERKBRIZONT 3.1) ~ 3.4) KiTr
7,

ENOx,]apan + ENH3,]apan - CNH4NO3,Domestic (3-1)
ENOx,East Asia T ENH3,East Asia CNH4N03,Direct LRT (3-2)
ENOx,East Asia + ENH3,]apan - CNH4N03,Indirect LRT (33)
ENOx,]apan + ENH3,East Asia CNH4N03,Indirect LRT (34)

E & CIIRIBEEPEN &L IRE AR L, & O East Asia, Japan |3 OWE OF L%
RLTWD, 2O Lo, HARTEHI SN D NHINO; ORAEFRTEHIX, 3.1) 4 EN
CTHEH SV RIBRE (NOx. NH3) (2825 ki D4R (Domestic), (3.2) I x7 E4Hh
ECJRATEEE (NOx. NH3) DR BARL Lz “ WKL O i (Direct LRT) (22T, (3.3)
KO (3.4) RUTRTEAD Dl SN CE EEIMEFRATEEE & EN CTHEH S - /iR
ERENTR & LT RAER LSO (Indirect LRT: fE#2/EA%), Background (BES A
FAREIRPEL) D4 D20 SN D, PMos IREICK T 28 FE5OE M TEEZ (3.5) ~ (3.9)
KATT,

Total LRT = [Base] — [AO0] (3.5)
Direct LRT = [J0] — [BG] (3.6)
Indirect LRT = Total LRT — Direct LRT

= {[Base] — [JO]} — Domestic (3.7)
Domestic = [A0] — [BG] (3.8)
Background = [BG] (3.9)

FHEEGERMBT D0, RFETE, a7 v MEEZHAWE, BERIIE, SRS
i L7237 — R (Base) 1212 T, AR (EHA NSRRI &, ENA SR
B, EAN - EAASRESEHE) ot EEZ Yo & LZsE 72— (A0, J0, BG) O
EFERITL, Wi —ATHREINLEREDOE S ZZTOREROFS L Lic, @FE, Er7r v
METIZEN AL EREEEO RS % [Base] — [J0] (2L W HE T4, 3.8) KR
Domestic ar G- OB FIEFZN L 138705, Ziud 3.7) TR T L 91C Indirect LRT 23
[Base] — [JO] & Domestic 47 5-& DFESEEFRINDHZ L, DFE D, [Base] — [JO] (Zi%,
Indirect LRT 521 E E 5 Z LIZERT S, 20728, (3.6) BLO 3.8) XTrnT L HiZ
Direct LRT, Domestic 27 5-OHEFHZIX, ENIMER O H A RWE OMHEEE 1 (100 %HIJK)
L2 A O EMITEREZAWC, £F52H0HT0ER’H 5, EaT v MEX, %t
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G &3 D TR FIREE SRR E O BT U TRIERIIZINE L2 WGE . IR R
FEIZKRT 2R EROFLGZ EMICEH D Y TORRNZ ERHMEINTND (A6, 2011,
Kwok et al., 2013), ZD7=, RFIEIZL D FHHFRERICREEEL T EN D R 2 EET
LMBTIH D0, B ENTCHFEOREFEMEOHREEIC DWW TIL, 5% OBEE T 5,

D1 fEIRIZ 31T D NOLHEH &I 41.4 Mt/year ([E4 N ZELTR: 34.1 Mt/year, [EIN A ZEiR: 1.5
Mt/year), NH;HEH &3 28.9 Mt/year (FEIFM A 2T 26.9 Mt/year, [EN A2 ELJH: 0.4 Mt/year)
Th b,

¥, FHMF G HEIT . NOs™ D ENFE AR ZF 518 DWW T E N U DRt 2 B 6 M2
D72, NOs OHIEME L 725 NOWHEHIENRZ WL B2 biud HEIHE NO, « PM (LXK Hl
W (E L =R - ZERE KB - o) d5 X OTUNALERE o 4 Hilk & L7- (Fig. 3.2),
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3.3 CMAQ D RERAM

AR TIE, CMAQ OPERERHA & LT, PMas iREDOHFHMEDOMEGR 21T o 7o, Hlodg & 72
LB L U, EAMSTAE R, ENIE 2010 4E2 B AT PMas iR O 23 Tz 12
MR ERIG L Lz,

% 72, PMys DORITEE OBLME & O Eik Tld ERDR S o 23 320 S -4 12 #iS o
55 D IR AR E Jm OBLHIME & bhilg U7, BUR i, # BT — & o I > Tk~
72t%. CMAQ OPERBFHAMAL RIZ DN THELET D,

331 HiEERET—%

E4 PMos O HIEHMENL., KEEBE R — L X— (US Department of State, 2017) T
NS TWAILRIZE T 2 PMys BT — 2 2 Wiz, EWNIZEIT 5 PMys OBLHIMEIX
2010 4EFEIZ PMas DR TIE DM Ton -2 E 12 Hs deiEEsligd, =wRian, s
W BB, ZRIRRIRTF, BWEREET, TEERAG)IT, R saEX, KBOFSh,
JE SRR, R LR T, fm R RAE R T R IR B AT 123817 D PMas RS KOV
5 B5r (NH4'. NOs™, SO42, EC, OA) O#UIE (H FHME) %2 vz (FREiE, 2010), Bk
SSEIL 24 R D7 4 N —H T 72k FEH 201045 H 14 H~5 A 27 H)
B 201047 H 26 H~8 A 11 A) . #H (2010411 A 5 H~11 A 18 H) . & (2011
£ 1A 26 H~2H 10 A) OAFHIER 2 B8 OBHHINTHILTWD,

Flo. AR TERZHTTND PMos B LN NOs DHIBEMED—>Th 5 NO, DELH
IR, BRDRRAIE 23 FEh S A 7= A 12 M o UT 5 o R ESALRNE R b AL
Y RIRART, RN T, PARRTEE AT BRI\l ?%%mﬁm FOHR I
SERK, RBRORFRBRT, SerE SRl v, R L W RS T i R R . REASURARIRET) O BLRI
% Fv 7= (National Institute for Environmental Studies of Japan, 2017), NO, PAZ+ D RiiBR#E
(HNOs, NH3) OBHMEIZIL, SEEBENT — 2 X—2A0H 5 Kk 7T —4 'y & L TR
HEZ TN D 30 #i (ARVEEALERTT 2 i, SR IRBTR T 2 HuSds K ONR R, BERS IRl
. W ERZET., TEERM)IM, MR JOMEAT., BE RS, & R E T,
BRSO, ANRERT, EHREAT, RRLIRT, ZrmR4A HER R L OEHE
i, S RORHEETH . R R, Fndkl vigra i, FE R, SEUR SRR LR
By, (P RL AT, mERAESET . fE IR TR K OUKSERF T, REARIRTE L, EIRIR
E% L R VR R IR i) OBl — 5%%Wﬁ(Lﬂ%%ﬁmmf RN N R )

YL A 2, 2012), BEIL T 4 VZ —2Xy ZIEIT 1 M BRAL CORRE JFHI & L
f%méﬂfkb\ﬂﬁ@ﬁ@7~&#ﬁ&émfw
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332 PMusEEOHIM

1) E4D PM,s BEBE

Fig. 3.4a (CALRITIIT 5 PMys A AR~ 3, BHRAEMEITBLIIIME E R < —8 1A=083. n
=323) LTHY, BEE—270X A4 I 7 HBIFICHBIINA TV, NMB OfEIE-0.13 T
oY, FM % U T PMys R OFHREITBLINAE 208/ Nl LT, 2hid 10 H 8 B
%L, MIREY— 7 RORERTH, FHRME TIIREICE/ NS TWelzd LB 2
b7,

(2) END PMsOBEE

Fig. 3.4b (ZIEWN 12 #i/5D PMys H M, Table 3.2 (2 EIN PMas AR 7 @ﬁ@ﬁkﬁ
FAEOFFHEEE B2 /R, PMas IE OFHAEIL MBE = —6.0 pg/m?® & it/ N A 12
%@@Pm=omk%<@ﬁ%ﬁiﬁ@m®LaﬁgzP&fLWiofwkoik1A=
0.87 CEHAMITBIAIMEORIAE b L <X TRV | HHMEIXRA TH -7, LLF Tl N0y~
Z HUL SRR ) & RITBEE DR RAE R A2 MEET 5. NHIZDOWTIE, 1A =090 & —4%
WU CTREOHAZENIL HHTETEBY, PF2=0.74 £ Z< OF-FEMITBLIED 1/2 2>
52 fFDORIIZITIN F - Tz, NOy 122V TIE, o0l KEHl (MBE = 0.5 ug/m’) 4 51
MZHDHDD, 1A = 088 &L —H% 1l L CTREDO A 24 LE)IRIFICHB TE T\, Ln
L. ZHILA OZFH Tl RGBT 27~ L, PF2=0.49 & FH5E & BRI Tl m 25 7 6
MTze PMas DA A B3 IE i74w&ci5mﬁﬂﬁ$% A F UG L, R
FERIEDMT OIS, NO; 55 O RS 1T IR B O IR T IR R 7 1 L &
DL TRIE S e 2 &i:kw¢ﬁ¢ﬁ%%%E(Mbg& ME~ =27V (B
B4,2012) THIEEMINATEY , BEH NO; O KFHEiO K Th 5 & & 2 HiLlz, SO
IZOWTIE, %%iﬂmyﬁ(MBE=42uyf)¢%ﬁmﬁ IHDHHLDOD, 1A=0.89 & —4FE%E

WU TRED A 2 Z8)3 L < HHLTE T, EC 1L, /Nl (MBE =-0.6 pg/m®) (2
HDHHEDOD, IA=0.73 & 4% Lf%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬁii<ﬁﬁém1mtoaAimni

(2R NI/ NEEI{E ) (MBE = 2.9 ug/m?) &7 L, BKINZZE OB DSBS & 72> 72, BT

mb%%w#% EORIEEICHE O BREEDNBA LR DFH THDHLN, ZOHEXIZL DK
KIGHE O T — % OIERIE, BPBE& OFABERE, R, RANLE S O R E A A
ThHI D, YeHET — X ORERERERE VLTV, 612, F 4 B THMITER
RHEMB, KRREETVTHHAL T2 ENOIFFEX e &7 — # AN/ Nl S v T % ]
REMEN B D (55 4 3 4.3 fifli© 7 V2 0F L7z PMos BAERZ GM0T 2 28, UL EnS, B
Bex e ET — 2 5 OA O/l EHEIR & % 2 iz,
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Fig. 3.4 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean concentrations of (a) PM» s in Beijing
and (b) PM» s averaged for the 12 ambient air pollution monitoring stations in Japan in JFY2010.
Dates in China are in CST (UTC+8), whereas others are in JST (UTC+9). The line shows the
simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each observation site, whereas triangles show the

observed values.
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Table 3.2 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated (Base) daily mean concentrations

of PM 5 and its major components at the 12 observation sites for PM» s components for four seasons

in JEY2010.
PM, 5 NH4* NO;3;~ SO427 EC OA
Sample number 674 671 601 674 674 674
19.9 2.3 2.0 5.1 1.3 5.0
Mean obs. (ug/m?)
(15.0) 2.2) (3.0 4.7 (0.9) (3.3)
13.9 1.8 2.5 3.8 0.7 2.0
Mean sim. (ug/m?)
(12.8) (1.9) (3.9) (4.2) (0.6) (2.2)
R 0.85 0.84 0.81 0.82 0.72 0.59
MBE (ug/m?) —6.0 -0.4 0.5 -1.2 —-0.6 -2.9
RMSE (ug/m?) 9.9 1.3 2.3 2.9 0.9 4.0
NMB —-0.30 —-0.17 0.25 —0.24 —0.46 —0.58
NRMSE 0.50 0.57 1.15 0.57 0.69 0.80
PF2 0.70 0.74 0.49 0.72 0.52 0.22
IA 0.87 0.90 0.88 0.89 0.73 0.62

Note: parenthetical values show standard deviations.
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(3) PMas DRIRMERE

WAT, AR E SR CIBAEHIE S 72 PMas 38 X OYNO, OBUANE (B FE¥E) & b5
DFMFHEEIZ OV TR A BT 5, PMas IZOWTIE, —4E 418 U TNl A (MBE =
-35ugm’) THDHHLOO, FHEIRE R=0.73, IA=0.81 (n = 3,526) & BEDZFHI L OZEM
E#a BAHCHE L Tz, £72, NO» b —4HF %18 U CilivNaF i (MBE =-5.6 ppbv) ThH 5
HL OO, FBEFEE R=0.79, IA=0.79 (n =4,306) &BEDOFHF L OZEMAS %2 BIFICFHER
LCU 2, PMas B L OYNO, D TA OEIZEN 12 Hi D 2010 4EFE O A S 2 KB LTy
Do DT MR I b RFREIC & 2 ZBIEK &V PMas (ZFEIZBI O FEMED RN 1A
DIED B2 AR ST < K LD 2RI X 2 ZEHIE DS K & W NO XS o
ZOFBED BN IA OO REFIZAE A ST W ICHET2XLERD 5, ERE,
CMAQ 73 NO, Z it/ N9~ % Z & 125U T, Shimadera et al. (2016) DFEATAFFEIZIB T,
FH, KB & W o 7o KA, RBUR T3EHIET & o 72 NO B &3 2 itk T oD NO, 2
FEITEE BAFICHBL SN D b O D, /INEURES T3 K OV NOL HE HH &3 72 Hidsk 2 8 2
TEJR D NOL JREEDS /NG & 70D Z RSN Tn D, Ko T, ABFZETO NO, Dt/
Pl S R CER EE 2 i,

EEBIERT — 2 RX—ADH S KiHET — 2ty b & LTRSS TV D 30 s OFTER
Y'E (HNOs, NH3) OH APRFE ¥8AEEE (TN, Total Nitrate) 3 L UO%RT v E =7 A (TA, Total
Ammonium) JEEDOFEEI LM (B 4~6 A, EZF: 7~9 A, #KF: 10~12 H, 4% 1 A
~3 H) LEFHEMED SR % Fig. 3.5 12779, HNO; 1% PF2=0.50 (n = 120) TRKZE, &Z=|T
BT KFEmE R 27~ L7z (Fig. 3.5a), —7F. TN X PF2=0.84 (n=120) &% < OFHEM
DB D 172 726 2 ORI E > Tz (Fig. 3.5b), HNOs X, [EAFH Sl 2R H L
THARIZHE S L0 T, HE - BREOHKKFIZ NOs & LTIRVIAEND Z &3
HENTWD (Kajino et al., 2013; #5575, 2016), CMAQ N T [Al S T E B STV D 73,
PRI 351T 5 HNOs BrEZEOE/NHE S L <1, HNO; DA &S\ K S v Cnbd Z &
DEKZE, AR5 HNO IRE O KFHEO—K LB 2 biviz, £z, TN OFIMERR
722 &b MR A L EERL - DET VN TONEICHBEARZR I TNDH720,
HNO; J 28 K LTV 5 a[REMED Y ® %, NH3 1L PF2 = 0.58 (n = 120) T, &2/ NGE
i 8 % 7~ L 7= (Fig. 3.5¢), —J7. TA I PF2=0.63 (n=120) & £ ¥ % < DR BLHIE D
12 776 2 fEOMITILE > Tz (Fig. 3.5d), NH; OEHITMEAECAMTEENC L5 DR FE
THY ., PEHBREORMEFVENS K E VY (Kannari et al., 2007; #&F5, 2014), ED7-8, HEH
BAEMICHEG T2 2 EBEREECTH D Z &0 NH IBREOE/NGHEO—R EE 2 bz, 7z
72U, FEBMEREMICRIA L 72 HNOs, NHs B A OBRIEIL T 4 V& — Ry Z73ETRIE ST
WHZEEBETHLENRD D, 7 4 F—ry ZIEIE, BIERRM O RS 23 R R S
ThHHM, ATBEOR T IRMEEMET D7 4 V¥ ETOFRISFITRER L TH AS)
BESCRL TR IREDOZNENOWEMIZHERE (T—T 1777 8 250HETHD
(EEEIE, 2012), F£7o. 7 A NH =3y 7RI N ARGy LRIy OB (TN, TA) (29
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WU, By OEBIEEE L v b IEMRRIEHEZRD D Z N TE D HikE S5 (5
B4, 2012), LAEDG | FHIC LY HNOs 1ZIEKFHM, NHs (L8NG9 5 & 5 dfd sk
575, TN, TA OFHIZBDBRBIFCHBE SN TV E2ZET 5 &, A E (HNOs,
NH;) OEFEOFHEH LT CMAQ THHEINTWD EEZ LN,

PLEDRERNS . Base 7 — A IBIT L KEKETT /LD PMys. PMys iRy 3 K OVHIER

WEORBEZFHI L7 & 25, OA OFFIEITOPHMEN R SN bo D, B RAF & ¥
Wr sz,
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Fig. 3.5 Scatter plots for observed and simulated seasonal mean concentrations: (a) HNO3, (b) Total
Nitrate (TN), (c) NHs, and (d) Total Ammonium (TA) at the EANET 30 observation sites in Japan

for each season in JFY2010. Reference lines for 1:1, 1:2, and 2:1 are provided.
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34 REFRFSHEH

ARHEITIE, HEHNE NOx » PM IEXPR - (Al & - =—FEFE, Kk - LEE) IO
JUNAEEBEE D 4 HitilkiZ > T, PMas 38 K OARIFZE THE S Z H T T2 NO; 12DV T, BifliK
WEE TaED, HN - ENARAR OB ER TS 2 4G5,

341 PMusBEORARTS

FUM AEERRE, KPR - SLE R, =50 - —HER L OVEEE (Fig. 3.2 28) 0 4 #5100 PMas
MBI KT B EN - ESEERD O ORI G HEGHFE R %2 Table 3.3 IT/R7, & HU5K
D PMas = FHIEIL 14.0, 119, 10.6, 10.0 ug/m® TH Y | P60 5 B NT TR 3 D H[H &
7~ L7z, Total LRT ZF5-1%, JUMALERIE TITAFE ) PMysIREED 54 %z S 7oy, EHE T
132 %2 £ > TH Y, Domestic &5 (37 %) 23 Total LRT % 5-% LERl~>7-, DF VD EHL
(23U D REED D OBEEG AL, JUNIEEE & o FE{l ik & X CTIRERTH Y |
Domestic %5 D EZ LV R Z T HAMIKTHL Z 2R LTV D, AFERIZFE L 2010
FEJE x5 & L7z Shimadera et al. (2016) DOMATHIZERER & HIEEG L TE Y. HHE S KH
M, REETEME & Vo ZENPEHIROREZ R ZIT TVDL ZLICERLTWS L&
X HALTZ, —7F ., Chen et al. (2014) OFEATHFFEREFR TIL, 2007 FOBEBIZOV T, CMAQ
(2 X D PMys B EHE 1F 29.8 pg/m3, Domestic, Direct LRT, Indirect LRT %7 5-1%XZ 41241 17.9
ug/m? (Base case DD 60 %), 8.1ug/m? ([l 27 %), 2.9 pg/m? (A 9 %) LA I TW5D,
Chen et al. (2014) OFERITFHEER, eHET — X242, FHREEEDAWFIE O G H MR X
0 B D OFH RN OB FUREZ CMAQ OF 7 4V hEREMEEZHNT WD Z &b,
Background %52 AL L D /MRS > TWA RN H D, ZD7D, KIFFEORE
L HEMICHBIZ TE A2, Lav L, Total LRT %7512 &5 5 Direct LRT %7 5-E A MEAL T
D EIZHOWTIL, BiE (Direct LRT %5 74 %. Indirect LRT %51 26 %) & . BEFEEIC
KEED 6 OBEERE 2% 58 < 52T 2 JLNAEEREE (Direct LRT % 5-: 86 %, Indirect LRT % 5-:
14 %) S5O PEMHUIE A FF DR & AT — B L Tz, JuMNAEE P& Direct LRT % 5-F16 723
BELY bEWERE LT, PEO PMys 28R E & 70 2 Husos fhEHEH G | dbat, B
—HIZEPLTWNDZ L, SHIT, ZAHHBROERE PMys 2 5 o8003 KV o EUC &
ST, BHRNBEINST WA TH D Z EBREEL TN D EE LT,

Fig. 3.6 |2 4 HUlB DO ZHIBI PM, s I LT 53 2 R AEPRE 5-HEFHE H 3 L O Domestic,
Indirect LRT, Direct LRT %5125 % “WRKiF DA 4[5y (SO2. NOs~, NHs") DR
T, PMos PRI, ZFEBITH LR IZOT TR T 28 mIEEH 53, £210.8
~16.3 pg/m?, EZF9.9~11.4 pgm3, k7 9.5~13.2 pg/m?, %475 9.7~15.5 ng/m® OHEFAIZH
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D, MU TERIOEHREN R bEL o7z (Fig. 3.6a), PMys FEHRREIC S 5 % % 55
Hlx. BRI & B 2 E R Lic, thoZE & ik LT, EZ0 Domestic 4 5-
DEIEITE 32~42 % &< 725 —J5, Direct LRT Zi5-1% 24~37 % L IRWEI A Z R LTZ, BEZ
ORI E B2 | FH LY ORA AR TREED N A EIFYEH SR K O KI5 E
DOMBEEDFEN/NE L 22D, REERITAL S (2008) NEZFIZESN AL RPN EF S
MWL THZELERLENFELEALTEY, EFHFAORBBGNEEL WD EE
Z BT, AZL, PMas IREEIC 5 D Direct LRT %-5-28 24~54 % L Ik b K& < 2o 72, #F
2 P EAR CUNAEERRE, KB - SeiERE) Tl FERAKEL b EmE27R Lz (Fig 3.6d),
ZHUE, AFIIRET LR LV OROEELEZ bivlc, —F, Fig. 3.6c IZRT LT
Indirect LRT 2 5- 134 A% 43 23 NOs" . NH4 C 54 STV /=, Indirect LRT % 5-1%. Direct LRT
FFh- L FARIZE D B HICNT TH SN T 28 m1EH 5 o0, #HIRE O % 52203072
<HLDFE L 1Ta B DM AR Ui, BARRIZIE, Indirect LRT (ZXxF9 % NH4 %513
0.3~04 ug/m’ &L —ETh o720, NOy FHITHEZ 0.2~0.3 ug/m’, 47 0.8~0.9 pg/m?® & =
B LD FHGENKEL 2ol
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Table 3.3 Comparison of annual average concentrations of PM> 5 in the four areas in the four cases:
Base, A0, JO, and BG and comparison of source contribution estimates for Total LRT, Direct LRT,

Indirect LRT and Domestic sources in JEY2010.

Annual average concentration of PM; 5

(ratio of the contributions in Base case)

The northern Osaka- Aichi- Greater
part of Hyogo Mie Tokyo
Kyushu
Base 14.0 11.9 10.6 10.0
A0 6.5 7.0 6.5 6.8
JO 10.5 7.7 6.7 5.6
BG 4.0 3.7 3.4 3.1
Total LRT: 7.5 4.9 4.1 3.2
(Base- A0) (54%) (41%) (39%) (32%)
Direct LRT: 6.5 4.0 3.3 2.5
(JO- BG) (47%) (34%) (32%) (25%)
Indirect LRT: 1.0 0.9 0.8 0.7
Total LRT- Direct LRT (7%) (7%) (7%) (7%)
Domestic: 2.5 3.3 3.1 3.7
(A0- BG) (18%) (28%) (29%) (37%)

Note: LRT stands for Long-Range Transport. Units of all values are pg/m>.
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Fig. 3.6 (a) Simulated source contributions of PMys across the northern part of Kyushu,
Osaka-Hyogo, Aichi-Mie, and Greater Tokyo area in Japan. Each bar in each season indicates the
source contribution from Direct LRT, Indirect LRT, Domestic, and Background. The rate of PMa s
components (SO4>", NO3;~ and NH4") in each source contribution from (b) Domestic, (¢) Indirect
LRT, and (d) Direct LRT across the northern part of Kyushu, Osaka-Hyogo, Aichi-Mie, and Greater

Tokyo area in Japan.
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342 PMusHFORET V=7 LOREREE

NOs; 3 LTV NH4NZ DT, 4 HUs D Z=4151 a7 G516 &2 B L 72 R & Fig. 3.7 12875
HALE O NOs HFEXR T 1.5 pg/m’ T, ZUxtd 5 BG, Domestic, LRT #5513 NE
U1, 60, 39 % (Direct LRT: 5 %, Indirect LRT: 34 %) T& ¥ . Domestic 33 & O Indirect LRT
IC LD EHOEEMLOMIEE LV b REL Rotz, ZDT-8, EHLED PMys K&IEYLITAN
OHIE LV HENTAERK L7 NOs OREZ LB =T Tnbd B2 bhlz, ££7-, 4 #
4@ LT, NOs @ Indirect LRT 7513 UZF% 18 U C—E&FIET 523, EZF D Direct LRT
FHIZIEFIT/NE < | AFT Direct LRT F5- 23K & < 72 o 7= (Fig. 3.7b), NOsRif-1x & L
T, CPEEFRMED NHNO; & U THFE L, BEFOREIRIFIE%EEE TR L TRIED HNO;
& NH3 IR D 03 < AFOMIRFRHIR RO E FEInLCTWHEEZA LTS, 2
DYEE, 4Z=D Direct LRT & 5O FAIZHE L TD EB X bitlc, NHMEFEEREX
1.4~1.8 pg/m® TH Y, NOs &Rk, HMOHIKIF & Domestic %7 5-35 X O Indirect LRT %7 5-
BENKE L B @Em%Z7R Lz (Fig 3.7a),
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Fig. 3.7 Simulated source contributions of (a) NH4" and (b) NO3™ across the northern part of Kyushu,
Osaka-Hyogo, Aichi-Mie, and Greater Tokyo area in Japan. Each bar in each season indicates the

source contribution from Direct LRT, Indirect LRT, Domestic, and Background.
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343 WERT UE=U LAOHIBEYWE ORLEREFE

(3.3) BLV 3.4) RUT/R L= L 91T, Indirect LRT 23815 5 NH4 8 LT NOs DFF 51,
ESTHEH S 72 NOx b LI NH; & EWNTHEH & 4u72 NHs & L < 13 NO 23 [E N TR+
L L7ENOEH SN D, £ 2 T, Indirect LRT F512B1T 5 NOs HHOFHIZLE TN %
fiENT9 572D, NHNO; ORIEHE (NO,. NHs, HNO3) DOHG- & #E5E Lz, AT,
D N2 RPEH (Total LRT), EWNO A& EJRYEH (Domestic) 5 X OBESIRA - B SRR
P =S 7= Ny 7 7 Z 7 R (Background) Z %[5 & L7, Fig. 3.8 12 NO,, NH; BL O
HNOs @ 4 Hulghl] - ZREiRI1 DR AR 551 %2 77, NO IZIUNALEIE T4 ZRIZ Total LRT
FF5-73 1.4 ppbv T o 72103 At oo Hiksl | Z=i 1342 C Domestic &5 ChHA STz (Fig.
3.8a), NH3 & NO; &[] U< Domestic &7 5-C i HAL72A3, WUZEZE U T, kG iE )
OIS TEHEGNEM LT (Fig. 3.8b), 52, NH; @ Total LRT &5V OfE %
RLEZEND L IRERENENEER GBI TWD LB 2 bivlz, —7, Fig. 3.8c
R XK 912, HNOs IZZFHiIZ L W Domestic, Total LRT £ &5 DE /A kK x < 2k L7,
Domestic 7 5-13HFEN b @ <. 66~89 %% i, AZRIL 15~58 %lTW £ -7, Total LRT
FHIX, FHEINCEIfR e < RIGHUEAS B O I T THIN L7z, RRICRERIC AR b am VW LN
JEEREE CI%, 4T Total LRT %7-5-28 0.7 ppbv & 245D 66%% (56D, EFM A EIEIE S
PEH &7z HNO; D2 % 38 < 3217 TV =, Itahashi et al. (2017) 1%, 2015 4E 1 H OERFICE
I7 % PMos i FE B OFRAT 24TV, KEETHRA L2 NHINOs KL 23 &g & s S b
LT HNO; & NH3 (2538 L. HNOs O —#TMBHEICE VAT D b oD, Bffd 25 ES
JHO HNO;s & | [ENETR O NH3 12 X > T NHNOs BERRT 2 AIEEMHEN & 5 Ll LT D,
AWFFETEH, LD DOROFEEIZ LV | [ESMER D HNO; 73 H A ~B R, EWNTHEH S
NH; ERUS L, NOs DAERRIZEH G L TWbH EE X b, £/, ESNERO HNOs D% 5
FIUNIERE T o L bR 2D 2 ERHLNE R 5T,

NOz. NH3 35 K OV HNOs ORI 35 L ORI E G- R O 22504 % Fig. 3.9 [ZR-7,
Z 2T, BAERT G LT, Base IREICKT D E R LR (Domestic, Total LRT) D7 5-E|4
(= [ FEPREF 5]/ [Base #2E]) 23 LTV %, Fig. 3.9b (27”89 Domestic 4F 5-3 D ZE2 [ /347
M5 NO #EEE T IUIN D — 5B 2 R\ T, NHs R EE I AN 4235673 Domestic &-5-FH3E Tl
HDONTEY, EWEOREDCIZFEENENYHER R THD Z LWL ERoT,
—J7, Fig.3.9a \ZR”3 X 912, HNO; JREE TR T &L T 2.0 ppby Lk, #ifE 5. JuMl
AL E 1T 1.6~2.0 ppbyv Aiff: & il e & Hit U CHEIRE DM R bz, £72, NHs iR
JEVIRRBE T34 2.0 ppbv UL E7223, B LTI 0.5 ppby LA R & 725 Tz, Lo T,
W T L CREEH SR D NHINOs #2175 HNOs & NH3 (208 L, NH3 (3hilfe T =7 L
AERRIZIEE S, HNOs JBEN EH-3 2815 (Itahashi et al., 2017) AL TWDH EEZD
iz, F72. HNOs #EEE @ Domestic 47 G- IFHBE A HIZ 72 513 & ER-T2@mA R Sz,
BT Total LRT &7 G-I 32 FEIZ 72 1% £ 5 < L JUNHETT T 80 %LL B s F 53R &R
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L7 (Fig. 3.9c), LA ENS ., BiBE#'E (NO.. NHs;, HNO;) OZEMpAmnnh, PHE Y ofE
DR T REETHAE LTz HNOs 28 HAR~BfiK, EWNTHEH & 472 NHs & UG L. NOs™
DERRIZETE L TWD Z L D3R S 417z, Chen et al. (2014) 1Z, Indirect LRT 2 5% % NOs~,

NHS OFEERE L. BEENO PMys IR & LT, AIHE (NOx. NHz) OHEH &
HIEAS BN THDHZ L2 HE LT D, L, RIBEWE ORAERF5EIA F I L
Ty, HAREREE, EAD 5 HNOs 23R LT < HEIZOWTIE, sy 3 EN THEH
SHU72 NH; & i U, Indirect LRT & LC PMosiRE EFICTHF G LTS AREMEDRH D, £

DA, HENO NH; BN X > T, PMas I R 2 TX 2 RN H 5,
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Fig. 3.8 Simulated source contributions of (a) NO, (b) NH3, and (c) HNOj across the northern part
of Kyushu, Osaka-Hyogo, Aichi-Mie, and Greater Tokyo area in Japan. Each bar in each season

indicates the source contribution from Total LRT, Domestic, and Background.
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Fig. 3.9 Simulated spatial distributions of source contributions of (a) yearly mean concentrations in
Base case, (b) Domestic ratio, and (c) Total LRT ratio for nitrate precursors compounds: NO,, NH3,
and HNO:s.
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35 £&8

ARFETIE, 2010 FFE A ARZRGTHET I 2 b—r a2 E L, PMusBEBEERS IO
PM,s 10D NO; R EIZ %19 2% HAREN - [E AN LR O T 50747 2 BiBRY'E (NO2 . NHs, HNO3)
HXFRITE O THEM L7z, CMAQ IZ X% PMys st EIZ, AAREMNS T R AT 22 82
R UTe, AER T, BUE ORI 102.2 pg/m? 126 LT, FHRAEOFE T IT 89.4 pg/m?
ThY ., —HOYMIIIT 2EREY — 7 Zi/NHE L TWe b D0, G Tl PMas BIE
OFEMEE 2 BAFICHE Lz, EPNICEO T PMasIBER L O, HEHAS B L OHIERY)
'E (NO2. NHi, HNOs) DOFHEIGE DMl A41T > 72, PMas IRE OFHRMEITEIED 12 225
2 ERREICINE - TR, FHEB S BAFCHEL L TV, PMos MR B TIX OA OFF
BUEIZORHEN R SN2 OO fthd PMas Rk O FRBLMEIZRIF TH D | PMys 21K
& LCEHIZE 2 BAFICHE L7, NHNO; OFIBRIE OFHRMEICHONTH, FEICEY
HNO; [ F KF-f, NHs (X8G9 2 mix d 523, @FEOFHAE)IEL CMAQ THIELX
T,

Fiz, Bunr v MEEFRAWT, BARESNO ALEFEYEH, BARENO A ZEFREPET S X
OBERA « BREFEEH 2 G071y 7 770 ROFRGEHE L-, 2, NOsOH
REND N AEIREEHE D% 5122\ T Direct LRT & Indirect LRT (24338 UHEEF L. Jup Ak
HOREL KPR - JoERE, R - —HEER L OESEICE T 2 FE A L., HARD PMys ik
FEWZRTT 5 KB D OMBIHEY D% (Total LRT) 1%, JREDHI 40~50 %% HHTHY .
Z D 9 B 30~40 %A Direct LRT, #J 10 %73 Indirect LRT DFZETH 5 = L3 yinoT-,
Direct LRT (X312 SO4*, Indirect LRT {X NOs IZ X B & H N KE VY, F£7-, Direct LRT D%
BIXAROFNSFEITNT TRE L 2572, Indirect LRT FF 513 54 CTH 2 O 5HIE
TR & < Domestic 77 5-{ZEL 725347 &7k L7z, RTBRAE IS )E 2 F8 AR IR A G-HER R SR & |
Indirect LRT [T K[> Sk S 41T < % HNO; & ENHEHERO NH; & OB 1{bic k2 b D
THDH I ENGgoT-, NOs @ Direct LRT %5 O EYIZIEN O PEH RS TIX 35
Z LI TEARWAS, Indirect LRT 7 5-OBEEH YL, EWNO NH: Hifillc K-> T, #ifl Tz 5
AIREMEDN B D, 1272 L, AHERHI M. NHs HEHH BT ARSI R & < NHs il oF%)
PEIZOWTIIBEDET ARG ORAEZHE 2 72 ECHlian s & Thsb, £/-, Er
T MEIZE D FTFGHERRE RICAMEFEENE END A LEE L 2T T2 b0,

ARETIL, BARIZEBIT2KEH PMas & NOs B LT, NOs ORIEME E TEE D, AR
EA - EAFEAEEN S O 2 KGETT /M X0 ERISEHET 5 2 & B3k, 51,
KREGIEK L, S DITH A RIEEDRT G 21T 2 12IE, @R D~ > R I % 5t
BLlvIal—VvarEEETH2IENMELEEZOND, -, BERFSGHGT
HBEELT, AECIEB e 7 v MEEZAWER, L ——3EIC X DHERHE R & o il s
TV, BAERGTEHEF FEC L 2BV ERFT AL bHETH L LEZBND,
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FA4E HE - TEHIRICBIT D PMus BRATRFSHEE

ARETIL, BT — 2 Z I LT PMos ORAERF ST 2175 LS 2 —FT 1, £H
Pt A X MY KT —H 2 ANT—H & LTREAHD PMys I 2 HERE, S8BT %5 5-if
Hr & 36 2 72 H AL F s 7 L 2 M AADHE T, PMas OFAEJRZ GMHTHE R OE @M %
RIple, LETSZ—FTNVICED PMas DRAEIRF GIHT 23 272 5 121X, PMas EEIRE
72Tl <, PMas ORSBIT — 2 BB L 72 D, 22T, i AREIZE D PMys DR
SPRIE (BREEA, 2018e) MNEERICHAA ST 2013 A5 2 MRNTSH AR IZ, HE - ITsiih
o 11 HiuS (Fig. 4.1b, Table 4.1) ZfEMrtR e Lic, £, MEHUIROFBARICET 51
WITTFEE LW, e 7 X —FF LI PMF 2 Vi,

ARETIX, £, PMF 7 /I KD PMas OISR G G-AT 2 36 2728 o 72, IRIT, (b5
EET N THD CMAQ DFFELMORE, HaEFHEiZ 3 Z 7o\, BUIMEZ Y4 IZFEBLL C
W5 Z L EMER LT, &2, PMF T /LAURIE L7z PMys AR xS L 72 38 AR % 5
Hrz CMAQ LEBwv 7T v MEIZEY FEl L7z, RBICHE O/ R L E L, PMas OFAEPRE
GRS RO R Flo oW Tk~ %,

4.1 PMF EF M X % PMys BAERE MR

AT, KIEBRBERET 233 L 72 PMF £7 /L (EPA-PMF5.0) (Fig. 2.4) Z MWW T, B
g - ATEEHIIEL 11 MU0 PMy s JEAETR T BT L 72 715, RIS OV TR 2,

411 fRATHERT — ¥ LHESRMG:

(1) RBAEWFRITICAW-BRT —%

2013 FFREICHIT BIRIRIZ L 0 FEE S 72 PMas DR TIE (BREEA, 2018e) 7 — 4 D H b,
U - TR D 11 # 0D PMos BB — & A %4 & L7- (Table 4.1, Fig. 4.1b), Hif -
MUY A ARO P YRIAE L TR0, HBNIZ IR % 72 RKIG YR AT L TV D
KB, #5, AR E Vo RETTICE T 2B KM, KA %@#ék@%@mk
BUAT I DA, LEHCZ OMAS M AR T 58K, il b RIS 1T 2 M.
BPE X4 R & R0 ETRS PMys JEEE I A 5.2 TWA L EZ L5, £7-. ENEITT
72 < ES DD DIRBIG Y DG AT CHRE SN TE I TH H D
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Fig. 4.1 Modeling domains for CMAQ simulation: (a) East Asia (D1) and Japan (D2), and (b)
Kinki—Tokai district (D3) with height above sea level and locations of observation sites. Fig. 4.1b
represents D3 highlighted by the gray box in Fig. 4.1a.
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Table 4.1 Location and classification of monitoring sites.

AT R - T

4
H

HIIZ 31T % PMa s S8 AR 77 G-HERT

. A Latitude  Longitude  Use to

Domain Place Type (°N) °E) PMF
Beijing Urban 39.95 116.47

East Asia Shenyang Urban 41.78 123.42

(DI) Shanghai Urban 31.21 121.44
Guangzzhou Urban 23.12 113.32

Japan .

(D2) Oki Remote 36.28 133.18
1 Toyooka Rural background 35.54 134.82 ®
2 Nagahama  Suburban background 35.39 136.27 ®
3 Gifu Rural background 35.42 136.76 )
4 Suma Suburban background 34.65 135.12 ®

L . 5 Nadahama Suburban industrial 34.71 135.23 ®

Kinki—Tokai

District 6 Kumiyama  Suburban industrial 34.89 135.74 )

In Japan

(D3)
7 Yawata Urban background 35.14 136.88 ®
8 Motoshio Urban traffic and industrial 35.08 136.92 [ )
9 Izumiotu Suburban industrial 34.50 135.41 )
10 Yao Suburban traffic 34.63 135.60 )
11 Tenri Rural background 34.59 135.83 [ )

aAll sites in D3 are classified according to two criteria: the nature of the surrounding area (urban,

suburban, rural) and the types of pollution sources involved (traffic, industrial emissions, or

“background”). Background stands for the place which is not located close to any specific emission

source.
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(XA 5, 2008; Aikawa et al., 2010; ##& ©, 2015; Shimadera et al., 2016), LA E 5, &I AEIR
DFFEH PMF ET /MZ LV RF & L THRE ST, TR E L TEL WD EEX
oY g

M PMas ORIET — 213, TRERPHUNRLIRDE (PMas) B HIE~ =27 /LD
WEIZOWT GBAEN]  CERL 24 44 A 19 AFHTBRAKRRIEE 120419002 SEERE K « K
KREBRBER ARSI, B/AKKEIEE 120419001 = H B HERE G KR R) (BREi4, 2012) (2
Kox, WEOME - HfriThbivTn g, BEMICIE, OISR ICE W TSk
TF L UHIIE (PTFE) B AR K OV JEBHER AT K 5 24 e OFEHEZE . @RUBHEEE
L7z PTFE ®AMKIZOWNTIE, PMas B EIRE O &, ICP BE/SHT (ICP-MS) {£IC X 24
BTHRREDODN, A4 7 u~ T T 7 (I0) BT X DA F U, @ibkHiitE L7z
AIHERLAKICOWTIE, =~ FTT o L - VT LT H U RAEZLY | Ri Ik
B ORFERMS%E OC & ECIZXAILTHITT 5 L9 ED LTS, 2013 FEED FFLAsy
BIE L, 28 2 8K 2 BN E : 5/7~6/2. B : 7/23~8/7. FKH# : 10/22~11/10,
M) 0 1/22~2/5) S, B 617 BB S e, AHUR OB A GUBHRILR) % Fig. 4.2
IR T, BERORICEDT SAVEA A8 B ICEZY L, %k 5 PMF 7 VI K D&
R 24525 DRI LI=7—4 (591 Uk 13480 L 037%45 T 5,
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Fig. 4.2 Sampling date (colored box), analyzed (orange) and eliminated (black) samples at the 11

sites.
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(2) PMF T WVZEATET—% &y bOVERL

%2 WTIRR/= LB PMF E7 /L CEBRLRET NEET 512135 < OBIIT — 2 % 2
% L9 %, EPAPMF 5.0 User Guide (Norris et al., 2014) 1%, PMys DFAJRIENTHT — X & v~
FE LT, —EIIZ 10 226 20 O T — % 26T 5 100 REHL LT —2 B HN 6
% ERRTNDN, RERAIZIL 300 BREHL EOT — X 2 AT 5 L BIERET MRE1F0
T, HI5 EVEIRIC K V1T TV D PMys DRTIEITFRHI Z L 1ICK 2 & 7> T D
Tosd, BEOT — X1 14 3B x 4=56 FEE BV D DA T 100 FHEHZ B2 720, £ 2
<. Kﬁ Tk, KOBERETVBEZENT L0, BEMAOT—2%—2DT —4
Yo hE LTS D FiEE vz, AFEIL, Karaetal (2015) (2 XY R fEiRigic
BT 5 PMg ORAIRFEGMITICRH S ziEn, BERTH, k5 (2017) 12k v, Juill
HisE > PMa s S8AETRF ST ISR ST b, AFEORSIT, BEOITHS (Le7
H—) T ARG 2 TWHILEDRF (J8EJR) 4 PMF E7 /MKl cE 52 L1tdh
Do 12720, RO HE DB IIREY /N X 22 508 % AT TR 7 A i 95 2 & 1IN -
RHEBENND D, AFEDBHITH D CMAQ (2 L DR ATRE GFRHT & O bl K OME fEE
DO EIZiE, ETIEFELR PMys BAERK 1 ORE &L HFERGOEREBEILESND Z &,
B R CAFTE L8MT — 4 TITHE A TO PMF #2175 Z L IXREETH D Z &)
B AT TR L 72 LS ORAETRR A D RFEICOWTIAHOMEE T 5,

Table 4.2 (T PMa.s OB & K O HIE O SF-E)E, Froufil, feokRfil, &/ MEds KO
TR Z Tl - 72 BLHMEOEIE (BDL), PMF &7 /L TR 2155 To O W Topliy 2”3,
BUAMEIZIX, Z< %A, OXENE, O FIRELL T OaHrE, GJRIKZER 23 K #7228
FERZ2TTIE (BFE) EREENLTVD, T D Ol 2 B UNT LB I AT 2 FEhi
Dl RBIRLZNWE LI, BT 2T VOMEAELZEK TS, BELTT VML
BAHZ ENHELE /2D, £ Z T, Polissar et al. (1998). Kim et al. (2003). Kotchenruther (2013,
2016), Nakatsubo et al. (2014) LD HEEZBBIZTFLO L B0 REMOBRE, BLEO i
NEBIMEOEADOTIEEBZ Inoiz,

A FUNT R B RREREFIEC X 2 RBEMEE S TRE ORI
@mT@ﬁuT®Aﬁﬁi TERAE D 1/2 1 T

BRI AS 50 Y%Ak D5y (Sc. Sm, Hf, Ta, Th) Z R4+
k@@%a@ﬁﬂ@@%
Al — sy O ZHFHM A [FHEE 5 72 BE L7 HEM (K & KF.Na & Na' Mg & Mg?",
Ca & Ca?") 122\ TiE, Bt FERELL EOBRAEEIS 231 F iy DT — 5 D
EFETNFANT —H & LTHIA

©® 00

BUAMEIC T D RN ST —H~ b U v 7 AZOW T, (2.25) ~ (2.26) RUTRTHERE
\Z X VWERIE LIz, 7%, Error Fractionjld, T L4 15 % & E L. Extra Modeling
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Uncertainty 13 0 % & 3% E L7z, F72, EOEA (Category) DFRIEIZHDOWTIL, KD S/IN
b2~ & Norris et al. (2014) OFEICHG, JRAL, FTRRo & B0 ERE LT,

> 0 = S/N<0.5 .7 Bad” (AT S FRAN)
> 05 = S/N<I 07 Weak” (RHEDE % 3 %)
> 1<SNN : 7 Strong” (RHENS DEERL)

3) REF¥ FEER) ORE

72N p IRET D720, KT5%E 4705 9IZ3%E LT PMF €7 VO Tt
BT, (229) RPOEIEEZID Oreory B XTI BIF HALIZ Orobust & Qurue D
HeRE % Fig. 4312033, W8 p 2RET DI, FHESBGEL, MO S5 O (Qrobust &
Oiie) DITEDINE L\ Qrobust™ Qurue= Otheory E TR DMENH D, Lo T, T DEMEH
TR p X, THEETHD LEZZ BT,

25000 1.0%
0.8201%
20000 0.8%
2 15000 0.6%
= o
s &
O 10000 0.4%

5000 0.2%

0.0016%

0.0%
4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11

Factor number
Fig. 4.3 Robust (circle), true (triangle) and theory (diamond) Q value for the different factor
numbers (left axis). The relative standard deviation of the Q value for the different factor numbers

(right axis, cross).

@) ETNVRORYHEDOHER
FRTHRELEHESFGEBIOANT =22 b L ICETMRZEL L, B, KRS
B, AT EDOY =V EZFH L CET VOB EOHREZB I R>7, RIZ, HERFO
FRATRELE D BRI X B AEJR & R0 BRI - S8R5 Z8N G, BT VBN R TRA
I3 L OV O % 5D RN R OB & G 20 % . JeATHFIEIC K D PMF f#MTHE 53
FOHE O BRYEAEE X THRAE L7, Blx1E, KA, TE2BET 2K, #E, 4
RN OB ThIVE, T8, S DY Sh o EREER ko iiiic X 5
FENEL 78D T ERMFRFS NS, %IZ. Bootstapping {£% HWT, ET WIEOZ Y%
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MR L7z, BURROICIE, BN T LR & 1B, Bootstraping 12 & % & 7 /LMD H
Z 100 [F1544T (Bootstrap run) L7z, D%, 15 547K+ (Bootstrap factor) & Base run T
257K+ (Base factor) DZFEOFEIAN 0.6 LLEE 72> 7251528 80 %LA &> TN D
%R T2 (Table 4.5), # A+ 20 b DRMEENTZ S e TG BT VTR, FHREAT
DEFEANT—FORBELEREYIK LB IR\, FEEHETREET MVRZE N LT,
AR AT BROFHR A, SERHERO 5% Table 4.3 (TR T, A2 8 HITIT, 591
B (Fig. 42 N V) 105 20 DR T — 4 (Table 4.2 3 X OV Table 4.3) ZffiH L7z,
P2 150 £ TOWRE T, FHREOEWIRIRICOWTIIEDEA (Category) % Strong 7>
H Weak & L <L Bad ICEE L, 55415 FT VRO Z Y PEIT DWW THLY K UIKRGELZ 38 2 72
oz, T2lE L. BAERDORHR AR TIRENS (Table 44, H%iBT 5, ) IZOWTIE, HRF
DR RAEFROHEBERERLE 25 2 &0, JRAL LT OSMZ AN U TR iRz 5 H L
7o
® T IVARIZIIT DIEIEAMS OFFBIWNEN RAFIZIR DT, fEDEA (Category) % FIHEZR
Strong ([ZEET 5, 7272 L. PMas (ZOWTHIEBI O3 TR O R & fh 3 5 K+ Tk
722 Weak & 3%,
® Bootstapping 75 TH: 5415 Bootstrap factor DAk %57 D 28 Bhig O VU 73 (&5 FH (IQR,
InteQuartile Range : 7 — & Z FMAIZWL~TZER, T 5 1/4 & 3/4 OROHIFH) MNIZ Base
factor DIERKL D DBAFEL TWDHZ &, DFED . AT —F OFIRFIEIZ L - T, FElE
BT DIERLEIE N RE S LB T 5 2 &e | BEROFEEZRFFT 5 Z &,

Norris et al. (2014) 1%, IQR IZILE - TWARWEE D FET A 1E. S bR HET IR
DARMEENEZMRFET D LENH D LR L TV 503, Table 4.4 THRE L= &3 AR O FRER
ST OUVWNTIE, Table 4.6, Fig. 4.6 13T K D IZK R 1 DFER /7739 TIQR IZIXLE - T
VW7o, F 72, Table 4.5 12779 X 9 1T Bootstrap run (23T, KK T 99 %LL EANFE—DK
FEBEST N TN Z Enh, RETIVRE R E LT,

4.1.2 KHERFOBERE X ORERST5HET

PMF €7 ANEH LT 7 DORTFIRTRERARIT, BITHFEOFBREESRB LoD, K
T DRI L OHIS - ZREIBIREZ L) S RE, IR L7z, R, KOk
DT, BHAREWN % %512 PMF f#HT % 320 L 72 Tijima et al. (2009) <> Nakatsubo et al. (2014)
DFERZSEZIC LT, FRTDIRTHATE L ORAERE 72 2 HER 10— % Table 4.4
WORT, £72. FERFORSHL A Fig. 4.4 12, HER, ZFEEHHIOE 50 % Fig. 4.5
IR T, AR TR, &R T2 FE OFAEIR & MRS DI o 7o pliorfiak, Hum - ZREHIR
FEZAUIZ DWW TR RS
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O WilER ki1 1
Z DOKFIE Fig. 4.4 1ZRT X 912, MDA SO & NHy Tl B, AHadtiE

T, BEMIORERKbEL o TW5D (Fig. 4.58), WK 5. (NH4)2SO475’£552/\
ELTWD LR ENT2, (NH.)2S04 1% PMos O EBRER RSy D —> T, b REHE
PRIGETHEE LTz SO MREH TR L7242, (NH)2S04 & 72> CTREEBflgIE S LD Z &
MDEHITWD, Fio, BUHSAIETE 2 OB T T, FHIREN TR 5 M %
ARLTWD, filxiX, Fig 4.5a 238\ T, £ (Site 1), K& (Site 2), I F (Site 3) %
HB L7egt. 727 RERICHR bW IXR - OIREN R b mW A, BUICALET D
Fi, I BIIIREN T > TWSHRANZH D, FEITHFZEIZEBV T, Aikawa et al. (2010)
<> Shimadera et al. (2016) 2 & 0 KA S JRIHwLE S 72 SOL PR X B AN S H A
AT T, WA 2R T 2 ERREINTWD, LLEnDS, ZORFIEEE LT,
T IT RKEED N EIRE & 072 REKIG Y 3 (NH4)2S04 & L CIAEMRE S 41 5 it
TR AL L7 b D LIRS 7z, Z DOKRT23 PMas IREIC D 5 FHEHIGIL, 36.7%T
HoTm,

@  HiEER IR 2
ZDORAIE Fig. 4.4 17T L 912, SO & NHREENEWIED, FiigR ki1 1 &
LT, B3 (As) BLUGR (Pb) OFLHEIGHREV, 7o, WilER ki 1 & [FH
BRIz, 2L OME TEBOE SN R b 2> TW5 (Fig. 4.53), F D78, (NH4)2S04
MERSy LIRS LTz, — IS, As 22 < TR -IRE OR AW, A ERIRIE &
ST % (Mastalerz et al., 2004; Suzuki et al., 2014; Nakatsubo et al., 2014), & RIZ.
T VT REED THEME LA RKIIFEEFTOBEE L TALFIH SN TS (Ohara
etal., 2007; Zhang et al., 2009), F7-. Zhang et al. (2013) %, dLAIZ BT 5 PMF fi##h <.
SO4*, NH4", Pb OFGREWIRT-Z A RREER - & L TIIRL T\ 5, LEnrDS, =
DORFIEEE LT, HEETOARBREEH A D (NH4)2S04 23 KI5 S iz b D & iR
ST, ZTORFD PMusiREIZ O D FEEHIAIZ, 103% TH o7,

@ ERSE
ZDORFIE Fig. 4.4 17T L 912, SO & NH RN EWIED, FiigR kb1 1 &
g LT N T YT A (V) BERO= v 70 (Ni) OFGEIGEREV, 72, 248 (Site 4),
MW (Site 5), JRKEE (Site9) & W\ o FmHEEFHEOHSIZBIT D RENRE L 2o TN D
(Fig. 4.5b), —MXAIIZ V B L ONNi 22 < STohi IR E OR AW, BEIRREE L Shi
TW2% (Mamuro et al., 1979), F7=. BEMZREIE T 28005 OPEH &2 /R2 4 2 W&
E LTV ZFH L7ATHIZE (Zhao et al., 2013; Nakatsubo et al., 2014) 23#E S LT
Do VLEMS | ZORTFIE, M & O FEIASE R D (NH4)2S04 315 S 7z b D
RS NT, ZDORAD PMas IREIZ O 5 FEHIG L. 69%THh o7z,

@ EFzE
Z DRFIE Fig. 4.4 1277 X 512, OC, EC, 7T E L (Sb) OFHGEIGNEWIEMN,
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ity DE G bR & D, OC, EC OFHEIENEWGE. (RED) BREER 5231
mIinbd, iz, ﬂ)iﬁ%$®7V%%Ayh®fM’aiﬂ HEfED T L—% &
AR5 Shb AP SN D Z &G B A A & T DR OEEME L e D
25T & if‘ﬁﬁﬁﬂ“(“%%ﬁiéﬂ“(b\é (lijima et al., 2009), & 512, Fig. 4.5¢ IR
(AL (Site 6), TR (Site 8) &\ o 7 AZIEE DN LI\ B BRI E O MBS
Té%fﬂ K72oTWD, UbEns, ZORFIE, EKRELLOABEOPET 2
HRD b D &R S 4172, Z OEF23 PMas IREEIC E%é%ﬁEU:iHZ%T%oto
A T APRIE
Z ORFIE Fig. 44 1IR3 X 912, OC, EC, BV U AL A (K) OFGHEIERE,
F 72, Fig. 4.5d {Z"9 X 9128 (Site 1), B (Site 3). KEE (Site 11) &\ o 725184}k
RN T, B, AHORERE L RDMEMB RO, FITHIZRICBWN T, AlEB
FOVRZEFEFM OBEANEIZ E D A A~ ABRBEIZIZ, OC, EC, K'BH L TnDH Z &
MG X TV D (Zhang et al., 2010, 2013; Tsai et al., 2012), & 512, Ikemori et al. (2016)
I, 4B CHIZE L7z TSP iEHZ DWW T, OC, EC, MC IR, A A~ ABRBEDOfRIE
WETHDL VRN AV AREZRIE LR, KB &ITB W TS v ZRBED
TERELSRD ZEEREL TS, RIS, 4 HEHNICALET 5\ (Site 7). 7t
M5 (Site 8) IZBWTHRH], AHORENEL 22 AN ALND, L ENG, ZDR
T, AN A RRBEH D S O LR STz, 2 OEADS PMas IR 5D 5 5-H
Al 13.8%TH-oT=,
T TERKMUA
ZDORFILFig. 44 IR T X OIS, AN T AALF L (Ca¥), TII=U L (Al), FX
¥ (Ti), #k (Fe) &\ o7z BEEARTR T LRI S L7285 (Bove et al., 2014) THERK
ENTWb, F£7=. Fig. 4.5 ICEMICEENE L b Mm%z L, ZHEE (Site 4), #Hk
(Site 5). J\I% (Site 7). JoHE (Site 8) &\ o 7= T MU ANEE 5 HUE DO H 5 EIE 0N &
{725 TWnD, — RIS, REFICEIET 5 HERL 7 0% < 1L, B, B,
JBOEE EFIC X pHEHICHKT S, BLEnD, ZoRFIE, B, TERBUAR
RDbDEMRIRE NIz, ZDRFD PMasIREIZ D 5 5EIGIL, 27T%Th o7,
R ki1
ZDORFIE Fig. 441277 X 212, NOs & NHARENRE W=, T v E=T A
NHmowEH%“k%iEhﬁ;NHMO@?H@%&T%@%’ﬁ7ﬁﬂ%&&HM%m
ERGIZELT HMEEA LTS, Ziud, atisdbm L <, B, LMo
ROV & <. B, EMICRENRE K TLTWS (Fig. 4.5f) fER &%
AL TW5D, F7=, Nakatsubo etal. (2014) & NOs~& NH S Zf8EME & LC. N1 %M
W IR T IR L T 5, BLE D, ZORTFIT. MiER ki 7 & IR S -,
_@l%@PMmﬁE_Swéﬁﬁﬁa X, 124%Th -7z,
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Table 4.2 Summary statistics for concentrations of PM> s and its main components.

Concentration®
(PM,5: ug/m’, main components: ng/m?) B?Lb Use to
Mean Median Maximum Minimum (%) PMF
PM> s 19.36 18.85 52 1.9 100 % °
ocC 3631 3532 13000 540 100 % °
EC 1463 1302 5100 130 100 % °
ClI 221 75 2500 1 64 %
NO;~ 1204 410 11000 19 93 % °
S04 5811 4850 21000 89 100 % °
Na* 131 120 1700 6 94 % °
NH4* 2429 2200 8800 53 100 % °
K* 145 130 673 8.1 96 % °
Mg? 23.7 21 120 2.9 65 % °
Ca** 59.7 50 330 5.9 93 % °
Na 159 140 780 7.7 90 %
Al 62.4 45.5 450 1.8 87 % °
K 181 170 658 18 99 %
Ca 46.3 35 230 0.26 91 %
Ti 5.12 4.1 27 0.17 75 % °
A% 4.50 2.6 37 0.06 99 % °
Cr 2.75 2 18 0.05 66 %
Mn 9.16 7.4 43 0.35 99 %
Fe 134 110 670 7.2 98 % °
Co 0.142 0.0675 1.7 0.005 69 %
Ni 3.59 2.3 28 0.075 92 % °
Cu 6.68 4.5 80 0.26 90 %
Zn 46.4 31 560 0.54 89 % °
As 1.44 1.2 6.2 0.066 98 % °
Se 1.19 1 5.7 0.086 90 %
Rb 0.543 0.44 33 0.023 93 % °
Sr 5.69 2.24 71.3 0.50 100 %
Mo 0.990 0.71 8.7 0.03 80 %
Cd 0.384 0.35 2.2 0.024 85 %
Sb 1.40 1.1 19 0.069 91 % °
Cs 0.103 0.073 0.54 0.0038 72 %
Ba 3.68 3 32 0.09 95 %
La 0.121 0.095 0.65 0.0062 69 %
Ce 0.222 0.17 1.8 0.0088 87 %
\% 0.384 0.22 3.2 0.01 61 %
Pb 12.3 10 54 0.36 99 % °

aPData below the limit of detection were replaced by half of the reported detection limit values for the
mean calculation.
"BDL stands for Percentage of the below-detection limit. The components of less than 50 % of BDL

was excluded from the table.
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Table 4.3 Summary statistics of PMz s and its main components in the final solution by PMF.

Category  S/N LOD: Raw Slope  SE® R? KS Test
(ng/m’)  Samples Stat P value
PMz 5 Weak 5.66 0.1 100%  0.97 1.93 0.95 0.04 0.42
NOs~ Strong 4.58 0.0315 93 % 0.99 0.10 1.00 0.25 0.00
S04~ Strong 5.66 0.025 100%  0.96 0.35 0.99 0.09 0.00
Na* Weak 424  0.021 98 % 0.20 0.04 0.14 0.04 0.25
NH4* Strong 5.66  0.0093 100%  0.98 0.19 0.98 0.13 0.00
K* Strong 435 0.02 95 % 0.82 0.03 0.87 0.10 0.00
Mg?* Weak 1.90 0.01 65 % 0.31 0.01 0.27 0.04 0.44
Ca?" Weak 346 0.0144 89 % 0.30 0.02 0.32 0.03 0.53
Al Weak 291  0.0014 79 % 0.33 0.00 0.39 0.02 0.91
Ti Strong 541  5.70x10° 97 % 1.00 0.00 0.99 0.11 0.00
\Y% Strong 4.61 0.012907 93 % 0.78 0.03 0.87 0.09 0.00
Fe Strong 3.74  0.00041 82 % 0.74 0.00 0.86 0.11 0.00
Ni Weak 4.76  0.0035 94 % 0.21 0.01 0.34 0.07 0.01
Zn Strong 535  5.12x10° 89 % 0.85 0.00 0.85 0.07 0.01
As Strong 456  5.96x10° 94 % 0.71 0.00 0.73 0.07 0.01
Rb Weak 420 0.00018 94 % 0.33 0.00 0.43 0.04 0.43
Sb Strong 532 0.00046 97 % 0.84 0.00 0.86 0.09 0.00
Pb Strong 525 03 99 % 0.99 0.48 0.90 0.03 0.58
oC Strong 523 0.1 99 % 0.68 0.29 0.82 0.05 0.13
EC Weak 566 0.1 100%  0.97 1.93 0.95 0.04 0.42
aPData below the limit of detection (LOD).

bStandard error (SE).

°Kolmogorov-Smirnoff test.

Table 4.4 Average source contribution (both in percentage (%) and mass (ug/m®) ) estimated to

PM; s at the 11 sites in Kinki—Tokai District in Japan based on PMF.

Source Contribution, % (ug/m?) Tracer chemicals
1 Secondary sulfate 1 36.7 (6.92) SO4*", NH4*
2 Secondary sulfate 2 10.3 (1.93) As, Pb, SO4*~, NH4*
3 Heavy oil combustion 6.9 (1.30) V, Ni, SO42~, NHs*
4 Road transportation 17.2 (3.24) Sb, Fe, Zn, OC, EC
5  Biomass burning 13.8 (2.60) K*, OC, EC
6  Soil and industrial dust 2.7 (0.50) Ca?", Ti, Al, Fe
7  Secondary Nitrate 12.4 (2.33) NO;~, NH4*
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Fig. 4.4 Source profiles (left axis, bars) and percent of species on each factor (right axis, diamonds)

of PM> 5 sources classified in the 11-multisite dataset.
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Fig. 4.5 Source contributions (ug/m®) to the PM, s mass concentrations for each season and for the

four seasons on each site and the average of the 11 sites in Kinki—Tokai district in Japan in JFY2013.

The 11 sites are listed in order by site number, as shown in Fig. 4.1b.
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Table 4.5 The factors in PMF modeling and percentage of BS runs for the 11 sites in Kinki—Tokai
district that mapped back to the original factor on the condition of 100 bootstrap model runs and R

set at the default value of 0.6.

. Road . Soil and
Secondary  Secondary = Heavy 911 transportati Blomass industrial Secpndary
sulfate 1 sulfate 2 conbustion burning nitrate
on dust
Mapped 100 100 100 99 99 100 100
Unmapped 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Table 4.6 Analyzed species, category setting in PMF modeling (strong: default, weak: ),
determination whether the base run is within the interquartile ranges (IQR) around the profiles (Yes:
within IQR, No: without IQR). Cells highlighted in gray represents the tracer chemicals for each
factor in PMF analysis.

Catogory  Ssomien Soday Moyl g B i S
on dust

PMy s Weak Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
NOs~ Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
S04~ Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Na* Weak Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
NH4* Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
K* Strong Yes Yes No Yes Yes Yes Yes
Mg* Weak Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ca** Weak Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Al Weak Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ti Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
\% Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Fe Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Ni Weak Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Zn Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
As Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Rb Weak Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Sb Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
Pb Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
ocC Strong Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
EC Weak Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
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Fig. 4.6 Bootstrapped % of species mass at the 11 multisite dataset (100 bootstrapped runs, block

size = 5, total samples = 591).
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42 CMAQ IZ k% PMys 4R E 5HEE
421 FHEEREHESE

(1) FHESERE HEHH

CMAQ DFH-HfEIE (Fig. 4.1) X, B3 FELR UL, HREAMEEE LSO, W7 U7k
I AZERPEL &R WRE, A v REfEfE L, 230 B ARBIXE N A TR O 5 AR O &
JEENFIECE B L5, M7 U7 (D1, 60 km #1), AAIE (D2, 15km #&1) IZR%EL
7oo F7o. PMF BT /U X DT RIS R & Ol A 38 2 72 5 72, D2 FEINIZ i - T
WM (D3, SkmtgF) ZFRE LT, ShEEIEL, FH3ELF U, MEHE S 122 100 hPa
F T 34BIHEI LTz, BEDFEME Table 4.7 (2, FHHEAEO FFHMERMERRSE IR L 72 #is
DO—% (PMF 7 /L CHIH L7@ll 7 — & & [Fl—HiR) % Table 4.1 IZ777,

FHE AR, BhAESIRT A 10 BRI 2013 4E 4 H ~2014 43 H (2013 4E%) IR E L 7=,
2013 FRLEIE, M5 EVRIRIZ K D PMas ORUPIE (BREiE, 2018e) 3 REHIICBAM S 7o 4F
THY ., ENORKIGYLHEFFEARE R X5 PMas ERBIEE 71T T2 <, PMys EERSY
WZOWTH M ZERT D 2 EDRARETH D, 1EDITH  PMas OBLAIT — 2 12DV THE,
KEEBEE A — L ~— (US. Department of State Air Quality Monitoring Program,
http://www.stateair.net/web/post/1/1.html) 7>6 ., Abntii, &G, g - IR o 4 HSI
BT D PMys HEIREE, BREEEREAT ISR A HEES: T5B-1101 2E OBREMF7EHEBI O A Y
B KD PMays 15 YO EREMRH & 38 AIRZT 5374 CFhs S A7 R O PMys BLIIIT — &
ENFIHTE % ((http://www.nies.go.jp/ pmdep/ctype/).

(2) WRF DFHRSEM
WRF O#ifZ - L7 —# 1%, USGS IC L W EkSn=eEkT—4 &~ k
(http://www?2.mmm.ucar.edu/wrf/users/download/get_sources_wps_geog_V3.html) % FH\ 7=,

W1 - RS L LT, DI 2 NCEP-FNL (CLSL Research Data Archive, 2017) 3 X
RTG-SST-HR (NCEP Real-Time SST archives, 2017) ZfifH L7z, D2, D3 (21X, ENOX G
OFBMEZ B LS50, BREEEIC RTG-SST-HR i 4 2 LsM L, MSM-GPV (&
%07, 2018) A L7z, 7272 L. MSM-GPV THUY Hb i TV 725 — % (X, NCEP-FNL
R L7, £7o. REHEIL MSM-GPV OKJERIZE 9 £ 5. NCEP-FNL OF —# 4 fi]5|
WTEH L7,

FRFTIE S > v IR REBIR, gniE Aokt LT, B EE - bk, KR, BE
HAZDWT T » DU THREL Gy = 3.0x1074 s A 2R8I L, DI LA, D2, D3 2o
VT 2-way nesting =72 FHR A S0 L 72,

WRF OWEBRRICET 547 > a VEREIC DWW T, LT D LB RE LT,
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Efy st

WSM3 (WRF Single-moment 3-class scheme) (Hong et al, 2004; Hong and Lim, 2006) %
AW, RAF—ATIE, KER, BAR/EK, H/EOXSTIREEORKHFKSTOT
W2AT 9,

FHEERE

Kain-Fritsch (Kain, 2004) Z o, KA F— AT, HEBEOHSRETTVICL S
T LR - TRmAFRHFE TS, 1990 4512 Kain & Fritsch 12 X > TYERR S 72 A F— 4
(Kain and Fritsch, 1990) 6 EFFDO T b LA v A 2 FBRIERAKPED RO AIRER
FOFEGRICBET 2OV ER KR STV 5,

PBL &2

Mellor-Yamada-Janji¢ (MYJ) (Janji¢, 2002) % 7o, ARAF— A TIEELESR = %L
X — Ok AR A MR TELTR P ERR S « ELIRIEHURE A R E T 5,

R R

Noah LSM (Chen and Dudhia, 2001) % f\ 7=, Noah LSM Ti%, +Hi37% & 0~10, 10
~40, 40~100, 100~200 cm ® 4 JEIZnEI SN D, £z, WHAEXS - ElE, RigE2E
B, FEiH., A%, EEPEKR O TTRIEZ S Lo, IR - SAROTHIE
179, EbIT, HEDIRE, BHENDOKS R ED TR BT I,

T A 20—

R A % — AI2iE, Mlawer et al. (1997) @ RRTM % iV /=, RRTM A% — AT
. BB A7 MvE 16 1253EIL, KA. 0. CO7e EDH AL L NEDIY:
FIVE S D EERIC b D,

F 72, B A F— 2120, Dudhia (1989) D AF—LZ W2, ZORAF—AT
%, KBEHUH O KIFOEGEL, KARKUZ L DWL (Lacis and Hansen, 1974), 2L % X
5+ WU (Stephens, 1978) Z&[E L, G P& BB 7 7 v 7 ABRTFRIS LD,
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Table 4.7 WRF-ARW and CMAQ configurations

Parameter

Settings

Spin-up period
Simulation period
Output interval

Map projection

Central point
Horizontal grid spacing

Vertical domain

22 — 31 March 2013

1%t April — 31 March 2014

1 hour

Lambert conformal conic

30°N, 110 ° E (D1) and 36 ° N, 135 ° E (D2, D3)
60 km, 15 km, and 5 km

34 layers

(up to 100 hPa,1% mid layer height = 26 m)

WRF Version ARW 3.5.1
Horizontal grid number 140 x 140, 120 x 140, and 119 x 109
Topography / Landuse 30-sec USGS / 30-sec USGS
Initial and boundary NCEP FNL, JIMA MSM-GPYV, and
NCEP/NOAA RTG_SST HR
Analysis nudging Gy gw=23.0x10"s"
Explicit moisture WSM3
Cumulus Kain-Fritsch
PBL and surface layer MY PBL and Monin-Obukhov similarity
Surface Noah LSM
Radiation RRTM (long wave) and Dudhia (short wave)
CMAQ  Version 5.0.1
MCIP Version 4.2

Horizontal grid number
Initial and boundary

Emission

Horizontal / vertical advection
Horizontal / vertical diffusion
Photolysis rate

Gas / aerosol phase chemistry

135 x 135, 115 x 135, and 114 x 104

CMAQ default concentration profile

Asia: INTEX-B (2006), REASv1.1 (NH3), and
ARCTAS,

Japan: EAGrid2000-JAPAN, JEI-DB-AS
(Vehicle), and OPRF2005 (Ship),

Biogenic: MEGANV2.04,

Biomass burning: FINN v1.5,

Volcano: JMA and Aerocom (2009)

Yamartino / WRF-based scheme

Multiscale / ACM 2

On-line photolysis module

SAPRC99 & AEROS with aqueous chemistry
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(3) CMAQ DFESM
KEHFOIHYE R L O OFIEEE OWFL « (L2 OSBRRZEIZ OV T, RO X H I
RIE LT,

® SHMLFRIS KT v/ L ik

RAFOHGE I L O ORIEEE O s & LT, KUHEF G SAPRC-99
(Carter, 2000), =7 & /LiafEIZ AEROS Z{#H L7z, CMAQ version 5.0.1 ® SAPRC-99 A
X — L OHEHIBRRIC BT S VOCKHAIE, A /L LT VT B B (HCHO), A % / —/L (MEOH).
7 N ¥H 2 FE (MEK, PROD2), FEfi# (CCO OH), 7 h7 /L7 & K (CCHO), Z DA
iz (RCO OH), 7% h> (ACET), 7= /—/L (PHEN), ¥f (HCOOH), TDOh7 /L5t
K¥ (RCHO), 7'V AF ¥ —/L (GLY), A F /7 U AFH%—/L (MGLY), 7 & F /L (BACL),
7 LY —)L (CRES), H&KET VT & R (BALD), A% 7 vl A2 (MACR), AF /L=
N R (MVK), EOMAEIFIT V7 v R$E (IPROD), =5 L (ETHENE), 1 Y 7L v
(ISOPRENE), &/ 7 /L~ (TRP1), /3T 7 4 J 5 (ALKI~ALK5), X P
(BENZENE), O 576 2 #E (AROINBZ, ARO2), 4L 7 ¢ »¥H 2 ffi (OLEl, OLE2),
Y AFT L (SESQ) DEFH33ZFEL > T 5,
® I - BEARSME

REEIG G E R0 % OFTBRYE IR ORI - BEF SRR, AR O RK A I8E L7 CMAQ
TIFIVNORET T 7 AV EMH L, D2, D3 OMlEERASLMIE. £ D1, D2
BT HRKHFAT A R IRED | FEFFIRROFH AR R OIER LT, B3 THIALE
RIS T T /L MOZART-4 (Emmons et al., 2010) OFEFERZH W 722 & OFEC
SWNTIE, 4.2.2 CMAQ OHEREREAT Tik~ %,
o EHET—X

T T IR T D ANEEIR SO2. NOx, CO, PM, NMVOC DOHEHEIZ 1%, INTEX-B (Zhang
etal., 2009) 3 & OV ARCTAS (http://mic.greenresource.cn/arctas_premission) DHEHIA >~ |
VaMER L7, BRSO T U7 kD NH; EHH &%, Ohara et al. (2007) Ofiz M=, H
A1 D N2 EIRHEHIRD 5 6, HEHELE O $ D13 JEI-DB2011-AS (Japan Petroleum
Energy Center, 2012), AR IREEH S HFFEECR TSI (OPRF) 23MERL L 7- fRfiadk A o~
~Nr U (OPRF 2012) 2 L7z, HEH - faLish o A2 IR IR
EAGrid2000-Japan (Kannari et al., 2007) Z i/ L7z, fEAEIEHEH E1X MEGAN version 2.04
(Guenther et al., 2006) & & 0 HEFH L7z, /A A~ ZBRBER R OHEH RIZIT FINN (Wiedinmyer
etal., 2011) version 1.5, ‘K ILEZJRD SO, HEH E (X AeroCom (2 & > TIERK &7z 7 — 4 (Diehl
etal,2012) ZMH L. HAREWNIZOWTIERET K LTEEhZRLE R CIEE 3G % 72 K L
DAHPEHEBRE LT,

7B, KREIGYE IR OHEF TSI (2013 4R & R L= HEHHET — # OHEFHHER
F—EL T, 2072, EHHEOFEEEIZ > T, CMAQ IZ XL 5 KRAGEWE
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HESTIREE OB HMENME T 92 aTREMED B 5,
4 PEHEDOZER SR
Pe 7 — & & JCHEG T SR RIS I T 2 2R & A L7237 — XA D HAL

¥+, HATEEE & 72 0 O NOx. SO,. CO. NHi, PMys. coarse &— Fhi+HEHEZ R
9" (Fig. 4.7).

98



Fig. 4.7 Spatial distributions of yearly mean emission concentrations: (a) NOy, (b) SO, (c¢) CO, (d)
NH3, (e) PM2 5, and (f) Coarse Particle in the Base case.
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422 CMAQ DMEREZAM

(1) HESRT—%
ESh BT — 4 & LT, KEEBAEF—L— (U.S. Department of State Air Quality
Monitoring Program, http://www.stateair.net/web/post/1/1.html) TZABH AL T2 H[E 4 &
Aty dEBG . By« S T) (Table 4.1, Fig. 4.1a) @ PMys #2EE 0D B Ml % AV -,
ENOBIIT — 212X, FFio 2 >O#HT — &%mmto
® RIEHREMIERGHEEL: [5B-1101 2EO R IEHE DG HEEEEIC X D PMasih
YD FEREMRI & 5 AR a5l C Ik = m‘:jt KT |1 Y AR e H B AT
HEE ACSA-07 (FOAE + TR SHED) (2L 285 (FRI) (Table 4.1, Fig. 4.1a) TD
PMys B &R, SO REDOBEINIT — 4 (http://www.nies.go.jp/pmdep/ctype/),

® 2013 4EFEICHIT FIRIRIZ XV S S 7z PMas ORYHIIE (BE5i4E, 2018e) T—4 D H
H. PMF AT IS A 72 B « ITss it o> 11 #1500 PMys iy 8LHIT — % (Fig. 4.2),

(2) EHD PM,sEEEE

HE 4 #HHICRBT D PMys B EIRE O H A OW T, BHNE L FHHEMO R % Fig. 4.8
(2, FEHEEIZ X 2 ks A Table 4.9 (R d, ST OFRMIIBHME B< —% ¢k
I IA=0.78, n=364, &S IA=0.77, n=313, E¥F :IA=0.79, n=1363, LM : IA=0.77,
n=361) LT\, £/, Fig 48 \TRT L2 ICHHATH & HBFITH T, PMas B ERE Y
— I DEAI T BIFICHBE STV, MBE OfEIZALEA-18.3 pg/m®, EH23-9.8
pug/m® Th U | FER A @ U/ H > 72, RIS, 10 A0S 3 I TRAELR
PMys DEIRE E— 7 % CMAQ Tl RIEIZHE/NHE L T\ =, —F ., EfED MBE OfEX
11.6 pg/m?, JEMIE 5.9 pg/m® &, 4EM %18 U T CMAQ (B HIME 2 i KFEAG 3 2@ m 2~ L
72o CMAQ (. 6 A5 8 AIZHT T PMos IR 2 REHM 32 H A ZEAFAE L Tz,
H% PMas REEICDUNT, CMAQ 28l KEFAM, /Nl L Cuvd 2 &A%, U - T (D3
FEIER) 12 ED X YV ITHEST ENCHONTIEL, DB TE SICHEET 5,
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Table 4.8 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean PM,s or SO4>
concentrations at the observation sites in JFY2013 where are Beijing, Shenyang, Shanghai, and

Guangzhou in China and Oki in Japan.

East Asia (D1) Japan (D2)
Beijing®  Shenyang® Shanghai* Guangzhou® OkiP OkiP
(PM2s)  (SO#*)
Sample number 364 313 363 361 332 324
Mean Obs. (ug/m?) 98.1 72.8 55.4 53.7 13.9 4.1
Mean Sim. (ug/m?) 79.8 63.0 67.0 59.6 7.0 3.6
R 0.72 0.67 0.66 0.62 0.78 0.75
MBE (ug/m®) ~18.3 -9.8 116 5.9 6.9 -0.5
NMB -0.18 -0.13 0.21 0.11 —-0.50 -0.12
RMSE (pg/m?) 57.1 38.1 38.9 30.1 85 2.6
1A 0.78 0.77 0.79 0.77 0.72 0.86

aThe daily mean values are for dates in CST (UTC+8).
"The daily mean values are for dates in JST (UTC+9).

The grid cell corresponding to each observation site.
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Fig. 4.8 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean PMz s concentrations in (a) Beijing,
(b) Shenyang, (c¢) Shanghai, and (d) Guangzhou in China. Dates are in CST (UTC+8). The line
shows the simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each observation site, whereas triangles

show the observed values.
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Fig. 4.9 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean concentrations of (a) PM» s and (b)
SO4* in Oki. Dates are in JST (UTC+9). The line shows the simulated values at the grid cell

corresponding to each observation site, whereas triangles show the observed values.

() RRIEIZBIT 5 PMasBER LU PMas H D SOF R E

WIZ, BRIEIZIIT D PMos IREEIZ DWW THER T 5, ki, D3 ik & 7 o7 Ko
IZfzf& (Fig. 4.1, Table 4.1) T 2BEETH Y | FHEHIMFIZ X 2 KRIGYIWE O JLI8d#Hm%E, F
ZAE AR OBRBEIZIE D SO, ASEIEAR Tk S 4v, B3 5 F DOBIGMRITICH L
7R TH D,

PM,.s B BRI FE K O PMa s 10D SOL2JRFE D HAENZ OV C, BLHME & 3RO Ik % Fig.
4.9\2, WEHEEIC X D ks B4 Table 4.8 (27897, PMas B SRIREE O FRAE I8 HIME & W
MZEBOMEAIC OV TIE LS —FHLTEY, 1A =072 TRELY -7 DX A 2 7 OFEME
LR CTHHoTZ, LL, NMB Offi3—0.50 TH Y, FEMZiE U CRIEIZIE/ NG LT
Too ZAULXCMAQ 235 HIZHAEL TV D iR B — 7 RFOIREE 2 KIgIZl/ NGl L TV b
Z LT &, B TO PMys B ERE & F ISR/ L TV Z EREL TN D,

PMas D SOLIREDFHFE HBLANE & L< —EHLTHBY, IA=086ThHV, REL—
I DEAIVTOFRBIMES BRIFCTH o7, £72.NMB OfEI3-0.12 T PMos E &R D NMB
Lo uEMNTNE L, BINHEEEICH D B DD, PMys HEEE LD L HBMIZRATH
oz, Flz, AROFE4FHOFREME L TH, 1A DEREBE <. CMAQ DOFHH

M fmf
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EAERE & RS —F LTz, BLENDS | BRI TlX PMy s B &R FE & i/ Nl 9~ 2 s
HDH OO R X 3D PMas H O SOLREIZOW TR U TRAICHE STV,

4) i - TRHIEICEIT D PMas B ER XU PMys BTIREE
PMa.s DEST 3 AT A Taodu 7o B - T s s o> 11 HigL (Table 4.1) (2817 5 PMas R 5
N 5 %y (SO2, NOs;~. NHst, OA. EC) DOBLANME & FHHAE O ZHIEAMME D Hhik %
B C Fig. 4.10 (27”9, Table 4.9 12, &k @ B VEHEE RS ER L, FitHEE %
B LR ZRT, Eo0 11 HS O JIAE 2 #iF A LT (Table 4.1 9T Site 6
LF&KFL) % D3 fEOMRFMA L LT, PMas IR ©H NTFEL 5 il D A SEIE DO RER S
A% Fig. 4111739, BLFTIE, Ay 2 & ACBLIIME & GHRE A ik 32,
® PM,sEH &S
H B O ZRE A Tl FHREME BB D 172 205 2 5 OFPFHNIZILE - T\ 7= (Fig.
4.102), S 51T, IA OfEN 0.80 (Table 4.9) Z/xL7=Z &S, CMAQ I PM,s B BRI
ZRIFICHBELTWA EEZ B-, NMB Ofiid—0.20 T, £l %8 LT CMAQ i
ANFHIE A 2R L7z, RIS, AHNE/ NG S 40TV AR 232N > 72 (Fig. 4.10a),
ERE AENLTICBIT A EAEM D AT U CHIE L » IRV EZHER L T
(Fig. 4.11a),
® SO
B O ZRE I Tl BRI B D 172 205 2 5 OFFHNIZILE - TV 7= (Fig.
4.10b), X BHIZ, IA OfEM 0.89 (Table 4.9) Z /R L7=Z EnD, CMAQ £ SO2 EEL B
IFICHBLL TS LB X b7z, NMB Offi13-0.068 TH YV, Ff 4 LT CMAQ I
W NFHE R 2R L72 b DD, PMas B EIRE D NMB O & V13K o72, £, F
B & 2 BHE 72 TR BLE OE VY GEKFRM R & O/ NEEl 72 &) (3R S e o 7
(Fig. 4.10b),
® NO;
Hi R D ZEEEIIME T, FHREIZA I Z BRO CTEURIED 172 225 2 5O PNIZIN E
HF . TR & focot (Fig. 4.10c), F£7=. IA Offii% 0.32 (Table 4.9) T, H-H
EORERFANZE S | FHRAE & BLIE XA 2 Br T L < Tl (CMAQ 2N\ RFEAT) L
Tz (Fig. 4.11¢), AIRD LBV PMasHOA A GHIEIZ 7 4 VX2 XKD 24 I
MER., A 4oz L, BEREMTbN D, NOs 5O P fHBMER LRI
D3R WSO AT TIOR8 7 4 L Z s Bl L TR S 2 B id, K&K
INBLTIRE (PMas) MRIE~ == 7V (BREE, 2012) THIEMINTRY ., B
HINO; DI KFEM DO —KTH D B2 LT,
® NH,"
B O ZEEEYE Tl BRI BAME D 1/2 2> 5 2 fEOFPHANIZIL E - TW/= (Fig.
4.10d), =HIZ, 1A 0)1ﬁzn 0.75 (Table 4.9) Z R L7=Z &£226 ., CMAQ X NHy iEE 4 |
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IHZHBLL TWA &2 bivlc, NMB OfflE 0.21 T, CMAQ &M/ NEEAT e )
DR < Z LIS O FHE TITIE R FEARE M 23RO FEAY R b7z (Fig. 4.10d), CMAQ
DOBRFHBOBN & LT, *A A2 & 725 NOy MR EMIB R SN TnDd Z 2
WEBL WL LB LN,

OA

Hi S B OZEE B T, FHREEITE IO —EB 2 B TBINED 12 75 2 (5 O#EFHN
W E B 727 o 72 (Fig. 4.10e), F72. 1A OFElX 0.45 (Table 4.9) T, NMB OfE13—0.75
ThV ., FH%HE LT TCMAQ T3 L < /Naffli L Tuhiz, CMAQ D/ NaEATi D B[R] &
Uik, BRI/ NGB R 2388\ 2 & 2 B AUE D TRAE L 72 REEFRFEY O
BEHUT A DREN R EE X bz, FATHRICEW T, ZRAER L= AR FER S
(SOA) DFBEMMEMBBLANE DK 1/5 12/ Nl S 45 &y 9 i (Matsui et al., 2009) 23
SNTEY, TOERE LT, SOA DFEKME (VOC) OHEHR SOA DA LR IZ %]
THRFHRMAARRE LI INTND (RALD, 2011), LLENDS, OA OFEMEA
BIZOWTIEAHROBELE T 5, 728, AT T 2 3HEMA B EAMH & BLHME
EHEBETE TRV (Fig. 4.11e) ZERE LT, BUHHSEDIC SET D BT Thh
ToBPBEE DRENE 2 BTz,

EC

B O ZRE A Tl FHREME B D 1/2 205 2 (5 OFHNIZILE - T 7= (Fig.
4.10e), = 5HIZ, 1A OfEAY 0.74 (Table 4.9) Z/RL7-Z & v5H, CMAQ % EC B% % B 4T
B L TWA LB X bz, NMB Offii3-021 TH v, FM %8 U Cl/NarmE
oLz, LU, ZRHINC K 2R Z2 R oEy GRREHT s KON/ Nl 7e &) 1A
BENIR o7 (Fig. 4.100),

PLEMG . D3 FEEAN O 11 #iIZ- DWW Tk, CMAQ 1 PMas, SO42 ., NH4', EC DR
ZRFICHELTEY ., U1 - RSS2 E LT T LV ORHEE R 2 FV 72220
STEBR O U-gEH A Xy b Y OHERHERE O TREEIC S\ Tk, T ch S 31
(2013 L) L OSHR Xk (D3 fEIkN) (2BW\W T, KREREE IV LB DL,
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Table 4.9 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean PM,s mass and

componentsa at the 11 sites in Kinki—Tokai district in Japan.

PMz2s SO NO3~ NH.* OA EC
Sample number 591 591 591 591 591 591
Mean Obs. (ug/m?) 19.1 5.8 1.1 2.4 5.7 1.4
Mean Sim. (ug/m?) 15.2 54 3.0 2.9 1.5 1.1
R 0.71 0.80 0.14 0.68 0.53 0.62
MBE (ug/m?) -39 -0.4 1.9 0.5 —4.3 —-0.3
NMB -0.20 —0.068 1.7 0.21 —-0.75 —0.21
RMSE (pg/m?) 8.8 2.7 4.0 1.8 4.8 0.8
1A 0.80 0.89 0.32 0.75 0.45 0.74

aThe daily mean values are for dates in JST (UTC+9).

The grid cell corresponding to each observation site.
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Fig. 4.10 Scatter plots for the observed and simulated seasonal mean concentrations of PMa s and its
major components at the 11 sites: (a) PMzs, (b) SO427, (¢) NOs™, (d) NH4", (e) OA, and (f) EC. Open

squares, open triangles, open diamonds, and crosses show mean concentrations during spring,

summer, autumn, and winter, respectively. Reference lines for 1:1, 1:2, and 2:1 are provided.
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Fig. 4.11 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean concentrations of (a) PMazs, (b)
S04> (c) NOs37, (d) NH4*, (e) OA, and (f) EC at Kumiyama (called Site 6 in Table 4.1). Dates are in
JST (UTCH9). Open circles show the simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to Kumiyama,

whereas the triangles show the observed values.
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423 PMusiBE DRAIRET G-HEET

CMAQ |2 L% PMys B4R Z GHEFHTIZ P w7 7 Mg (CMAQ/BFM) & W=, Yu 7
7 MEE, RHEHEEZ R L3R — 2 (Base) (2 T, F5 2R LW IEATROHE
HEZ e & LEFHRE —ZADFRELZFETL, Wiy — A THEINTCREDES 22 D%
AROFG LT HETHD, a7 v MEZ, xR ET 25 R IRE DS AIEEY E OBk
RT3 U TRIBRICIGZE L2 WEEE . NOs % O YRR LI x T 2 AP O T 5-% 1F
FEICEID B ToNWnZ ERFEINTWVD (A D, 2011; Kwok et al., 2013), L2>L,
SO BLV EC OFHGHFHZE e T v MEZBEH L7eH&IL, #7fFE FL—H—1EOf
REFFEF—ET S (Kwoketal, 2013) Z &R0, Er 7 U METHE LI-&HEHEF 5 OAF
& Base 7 —ADRELENIZIE—HT D (A0, 2011) ZEeRHESNTNWDLZ LD,
SO B XL EC DFHHEFHIOWTIE, HAERMER FIEOBNNIEZET 2LER RN EE
Z BT, CMAQ DOYERERHEICH ., SO B I WNEC OFBMNRIFTH L=, MiWE %
HULMZ & T AETR O B G 2 D 2

FWHHEEEOXF G & 72 HFAEPIL, CMAQ DATIT— X Th HHEHA X R U & PMF &
TR L7ZRAORIZEWEER H 5 L DO THLIMENRH D, FD7=H, Table 4.10 (2
R 4 OORAEROFG ZHG Ui, BRMICIE, BN AASEFEDEH. B AREZD O AR
. BERNOBHBED O, BNO AL F~ 2B TH D, b LSO HEHIED
5 O% 5 (Others) & L TiZ, MMEIROHEL BSOS A A~ ZRBEHEL . EWN O BERNF
O OPRBEETRPEL , W20~ D O BEHED & DZKFENE NMVOC OFEH, FHEZE,
FEARZE D5 O NHs OHEHERE N T 5, ZNHIEZTOMO%EE & LT, Base 77— AL 4D
DFAEPRE G- D7E57 % Table 4.10 IZHEFE LT, BFAEPN D OFHGHEEHRERIZOWTIT, 8
Ml 2 JR IR AR 5 282729 PMF T VIC K 25 HEGHERZ YL Lo, . &
HTERET D,

43 WETNVZHEH L7z PMas AR S 5N

Table 4.10 (2, PMF & CMAQ M5 23@ 45 4 SOREFO T EHEFHRER (2 11 #iSo
FEEBIE) 2T, 4 DORERICE FNRNEFGITONTIE, CMAQ (X% Dfthh (Others),
PMF (Z® 138, TR U A L ORIk & LTz, PMasiRE~DF5-% g L7255
By 4 OOHEHIRD 5 B iR Uk (ESAZEIRPEL) . BB (B AL O
PEH, EEAZE (ENOBEEHN D OHE) 2oV Tid, Wt T O GHEEHMEICEITH
b0, FiER KR OFEG N —FRE L, IWNTEMRLED LI, EEZEID
DEFEMDRENEWSIHANI—FH L Tz, LrL, N A7 ABRBEOFEHIT OV T
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CMAQ MR X /Nl L Tz, EC IREDOFLGZ I LIzHE. 4 DOHEHIED 9 5,
il R ORI, EJHABE, ERAZ@OWET L DO FHIRIZ— ﬁbf“tobﬂb\ﬂ4
F = ZRBED T HIZ DN TIEL CMAQ WK E /il L Tz, £72, CMAQ & PMF @
nm5®§%¥wmxnx4=M)®m%@@% RO BAfR 7R < | BREESR kL, EE
PREE, EHAZBEIINT NN A~ ARBEL Y bEWEEZ R L, LLEND, WETLO
A G ZARBERF HAAT D OTEN H D & E 2 Bz,

ZOERKE S HIZHE ﬁéﬁ@(mMQkiUmMF@§%%#ME%5%whbto#
R#& Fig. 412 17, Fio, WETADHERE L 72 S5 o ZREiHE IR & B 4 8o I
72b D% Fig. 41312737, LUFTIiX, PMas, SO, ECIZ{EH LT, &FAERICHIT 5
BT NDOHEGHEHERDOENE BT 5,

® [ilER kI
ZERIPEHIR S (Fig. 4.12) 1%, CMAQ 75 PMas. SOs2 Z /N4 A A 8 - 72
D5, WETAOMEFEOERITIAMI L Tz, B (Fig. 4.13a, b, ¢) TH CMAQ IZ X
DRAEREFGHEEHEIZ, PMF 1T X 2 BARTFHHEHEOBE 12 726 2 f5OHIFHNIC
INE->THEY, WET VORI S m -7 (PMas X R=0.91, SO X R=0.92
(Table 4.10)), LA 226 WE T /UIXES AN B ERYEHIC X 0 AR U 72 iEE R R
DHEGEZHRLZTEBY, WETNVORMROEEMITEmWEEZ BN,

® EKAZIH
PP 25 (Fig. 4.12) (X, WET /L& S RBHEHIDR2NE DD, PMys, EC
DIRFEL~JUIHET VL E BRIV THR L Tz, F£72, B (Fig. 4.13g,1) T
t, CMAQ (T & B ER R GHEFHIE L, PMF (2 X 23RS SHEEHEO R 12 75 2
EOFFHNICINE > TEY | WET/VOMEBREOME S &mh o7 (PMasiE R = 0.75,
EC IX R=0.75 (Table 4.10)), —77, SOZIXWET /L& b, 1FEAEFENRA LN
72 ZOERE LT, SOL DOHIBME TH D SOx D HENH D OPEHEAMB O PR
&g U CIERITA 720 (D3 FEIN D SOx #HEH fl 3 204 Gglyear (ZxF LT, HE)E )
5OPEHIT 0.32 Gglyear) Z EMFEEL TWH EEX LN, LLENDL, WET/ANH
FHNLPHOFEERZTBY, METLOMEOEAITEH VN EE 2 BN,

® HANE
ZEEBIHE R A 5 (Fig. 4.12) 13, EFICHEET VORE L SVZERALND DD,
7 L DA B SR X LR iV M A& 7R LT (S04 1 R = 0.53, EC 1 R = 0.61
(Table 4.10)), F7=. BAilX (Fig. 4.13d, e, ) Tix, B O~ OHLS THTT /L ORE R
DRELSTHEL TNz, ZOHEKE LT, CMAQ DFHRICHWZAMAEEH B DO HEH4E
WAS 2005 4F & iy < L AR AN K & 2o TV RTEEME N T B, feindk &
DHERBIZHOWTIE, EHAEE T K 2 WHAMIOEEFE G A T, 2005 42 0 NiEE
(2 &% CEMTEE RN 287 T KL 72> 7=DI% L2013 4F 13 156 5 KL & THE &A% 46 %
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B L TNDZERHEIN TS ([EH EAZIEA, 2018), 7272 L, #atOFHEX G0
%020 B RO A 9 D NMEEDE RS TR G AL, HUSD] s HME 2RI
TERNWIEND, RFERLEEBO LEDLELZLIINEETHL Z LITHET D4
N D, £ PMF ©F /L1, KEGEEIALE S 5 3 M CHEE, #ix, RKE) ©
25 SRKEE (Site 9) OEMRBER 5% 037 0 K HEFHL TR Y | BUHNTER 3 5 RE
MEENTODAMREMEZ R L T e, FEERIC, SRREHA RSN LTl 7 /L O HEf%
BEHREH LSS, PMas, SO2 . EC & BITHBIREN ER-T5 2 L3R I
(Table 4.10), LA D, WET/ANEMBRBEDOFELEA TRV | MET VO RITHE
ALTWnbHEEZ LN,

A T APRIE

ZEHEIBIPEHTR T G- (Fig. 4.12) 1%, PMF O & GHEFHRE SRICKT LT, CMAQ I1XZREiIZBAfR
AR E A EFGRR SN0, WETAOMERE D EFLo 3 SORAER L
L CHELIRVWEZ R L7 (PMasiE R=0.26, SO271L R=0.09, EC i R=0.31 (Table
4.10)), F7-. HARK (Fig. 4.13j, k, 1) TH CMAQ |2 X 2 RAPZ G-HEFHEIX, HuS -
IR <. PMF E7 /WIC K D BAEPRTFHHEEHED 172 726 2 fEFOHFH S50
TV, BRI B0 EC O T BHEFHE O TN K& < 72> T % (Fig. 4.12, Fig. 4.131),
— R, FKITRRD DEDOBEEE AATEHNCEB 22 b D TH Y . BFHEE A PMas
BEZ FRSEZRREELERINTWD BREEA, 2015, ENIZEIT 55 2
PM, s I JEIC B % 5 2 D EHNZ OV TIL, JEITAFSE (Kumagai et al., 2010; Ikemori et al.,
2016) ICkp@ELH D Eonn, BHMEEZKICEART G 2E 35 PMF €7 /L0
FEROGHEMEIX., CMAQ LV bEWEEZ BN, CMAQ Tik, Blixic L2k T
— % L LT, EAGrid2000-Japan % F]f LT\ %, EAGrid2000-Japan Tit, EFFHEX 2K
DY EAE REES 272010, (EWRIORERER, TR OBEIINZ, BAKES
ORBEICE S Tb b OREHEZEZFIH L T\ 5, B - TS MiskiX Fig. 4.14a (E 13
EEHRE v a— Rh—E 207 —# ZIEIMEX, http:/nlftp.mlit.go.jp/ksj-e/index.html)
R T RO ICRBHIARIEL TR Y | IR EPREE RN HCTHRAT D ATREMEDR H D |
EAGrid2000-Japan (2 K D H#EF (Fig. 4.14b) T sAET 5 23 © OB E & 23 EY)
ICHERF SN TV D K IcAZT 6N, L L, SETDHEMTITON DS OM
B [E, ST A EREICHET 5 2 LIXEEECH Y . PR E AR SBICRIH T E
% XD e HEHERHIEE OMBIRY FF1E L7V, D RIUT, /SA A~ ABRBER RO PEH
BIIAMEFEMERE <, 4O X H 12 CMAQ IZ L AHEFHIENE L </ NEfd 5 I2E -
B2 b, LLEND, CMAQ OHEFHEIX. PMF 7 /WIC K 5 /3 A A~ RRBEF
HaZLB/NHEL TRY . WETVOREORESIT, CMAQ MFIH Lo/ o1
~ ABBEPE BB/ NG SN TWEZ ERRIANE B X Sz,
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Table 4.10 Summary statistics (avg. + st. dev.) of seasonal contributions to PM,s for sources
commonly recognized by PMF and CMAQ/BFM at the 11 sites in Kinki-Tokai district in Japan
(CMAQ/BFM: normal typing; PMF: italic typing).

) o Site-by site
Site-averaged contribution (ug/m?q) i
i correlation
CMAQ Corresponding to CMAQ/BEM, PMF
o PMF factors R (n=44)
emission sources
PMy s S04 EC PM,s SOs> EC
Anthropogenic
o Secondary sulfate 1, 6.7+3.6 3.1+1.7 0.15+0.05
1 emission 091 092 0.50
) Secondary sulfate 2 8.8+4.0 4.7+22 0.10+0.04
outside Japan
5 Shi Heavy oil 21+£22 07+£08 0.10+0.11 041 053 0.6l
i
P combustion 1415 04+£04 0.06£0.07 (0.50%) (0.69%) (0.74%)
Domestic 21+£1.0 0.01+0.03 0.58+0.33
3 ) Road transportation 075 031 0.75
automobile 32+14 0.10+005 0.62+0.28
Biomass 0.06 +£0.09 0.01 £0.01 0.00+0.01
4 Biomass burning 026 0.09 0.31
burning 267+1.26 0.10£0.05 0.25+0.12
Secondary nitrate,
) ) 42+1.6 15+£0.8 027+0.14
Others Soil and industrial 0.09 -025 0.23
32+£30 03+04 025+022

dust

aSite-by-site correlation for the observation sites except [zumiotsu (n = 40).
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—<— Contribution by CMAQ/BFM X Correlation (R) for daily concentrations

x X x (@) PM, 5
X XK XX

PM, ;5 (nug/m?3)

SO, (pg/md)

EC (ug/m?)

summer

Secondary sulfate
1 and 2 (black)

Heavy oil
combustion

Road transportation |Biomass burning

Fig. 4.12 Comparison of the PM; 5 source apportionment by PMF and CMAQ/BFM. Each bar shows
the seasonal mean PM, s components of each factor classified by PMF at the 11 sites: (a) PM» .5 mass,
(b) SO4?7, and (c) EC. Open diamonds show the seasonal mean concentration of the contribution of
each emission source by CMAQ/BFM as shown in Table 4.10. The crosses show the correlation (R)
for daily concentrations between PMF and CMAQ/BFM. Reference lines at 0.7 are provided for R.
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Fig. 4.13 Comparison of the seasonal contributions for PM»s, SO4>", and EC at the 11 sites for the

sources common to PMF and CMAQ/BFM: (i) secondary sulfates, (ii) heavy oil combustion, (iii)

road transportation, and (iv) biomass burning. Open squares, open triangles, open diamonds, and

crosses show spring, summer, autumn, and winter, respectively.Reference lines for 1:1, 1:2, and 2:1

are provided.
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(a) Agricultural areas

1'% 16°% 1% 1™

0.000 0.003 0.005 0.008 0.010
PM, 5 (9/s)

Fig. 4.14 (a) Agricultural areas highlightened by the green dot in the Kinki-Tokai district. (b) Spatial
distributions of seasonal mean PM,s emissions from biomass burning in the autumn in

EAGrid2000-Japan in D3
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44 FL®

AETIL, 2013 4R D 3 - TSIk 2 X5 PMF £ 7 /L & CMAQ Z HV 72 PMas 84
T 2 35 Z 72 572, PMF £ VI AT 58T — 4 & LT, 2013 I HITT BIAIRIC
X0 FEhE S 7z PMys DR HIE (FREEA, 2018e) T— X D9 b B « TSI 11 HsS
D PMas BT — & Z AU =, PMF &7 /UIC X A THE 5, 11 #5500 PMys BT
—HTHE A G2 TS T ODRF (BRI 1, ileR ki 2, BEMANE, &
FEAZIR, A A ARRBE, T - TEERK CA, MR IR ZRRE LT,

[FIRFIZ, [RIFEIRIN O PMas SAETRMENT 2 CMAQ LB 7 v MEZ AW TE T 5729
CMAQ DPEREFHN 2 i L7=, CMAQ (22X 5 PMys atRfilix, HARENS T B AT 72
BiMEZ R Lz, RIS, BRIKIZHRT 5 SO2 BLIEOFHMIL IA = 0.86 & RAFRHERZ R L,
T VT REED B IRIE#E S LD PMos D SO RIEIZ OV TH L CRAFICHB S LT
D EEZ B, PMas DRI AMT OV B - sl od 11 #i5 (Table 4.1) (2361
7 PMas JRFE 72 5 N 12 5 ikk4y (S04, NO;~, NHs*, OA, EC) @1, CMAQ (. NO5~,
OA % T FHREAN, /NG L7-H DD, PMas 2, SO . NHs', EC DiEEZAL
Z BAFIC B LT,

BAZIT, WET /ZILET 2 4 DOFAENR (LR ki, EilAGE, EKAH, A
T ZPRIE) DFFHGHEFHFEFRICOWTHIERZB Z /2 o 70, WET /VITHIE R R, Hil
PREE, EHEAZBEOFRHIZOWNWTIL, AL TND I EDMER SN, A A~ AREEH
HAZOWTIERE S TRBEL Ce, ZOERE LT, H Y - sk 3R ks G 78 L
THEO ., WX ORAEMRM, Bk, BETORENBERE CIIREE T, JiHA XU hVICk
HIEME7HEH DR CH D Z ENREEL TCWDH EEZ DN, 2O L) ICHEHEET LORE
REWET 52 LIk 0, ALFHEE T VO EICHERYEN A X Y OARHEFEM: %
BETDHIENARTHD I EEAETII R L, ZOXIICEERDOET NV EMRAS DY
e TG 24T 5 Z & T, MET VOMPTREROEEMEZM ESEL LR TED
EEZHND,
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BSE EHHANA Z~RREEZ L AENPMsBE~DRE

ARETIZ, PMF ET /L& CMAQ Z#AE DHE T2 PMas DI AR & 5T O H 6] & L
T A A~ AP FIR 2 BT BRI & BT 21T o T2, /S A~ ZPRBEIEL. BRARK
K, RIEEICHE D BREEXENRHRARTH Y | £ OFRAEME R OHIEDOREN R TH D
Zenn, HEHEA XU N U OARFEFEMEN, LT T LV OFEMER N EHR S
X7 (Pimonsree et al., 2017; Vonguang et al., 2017), 5 4 EFE 438 WETLVEOFH L
PM, s 5AEJRMEAT | 12T, B « TSRO BFRE S (/34 A~ ABREE) e BN/
P STV D ATREME A4 L T\ D, —J7, NA A~ ARBEITIRDEL T THAL T
BY . KRB ASA A~ ZAREEDRIA LT a . BN (7 U7 K 22bilpaE-> THAR
() ~IEIEEE SN D &V ) HHl (Zhuetal., 2015) bEE S TW5, 22T, 2014 4
AR (1020~11/9, LT, THEATRIGHR) o, ) IS EHAEES (Northeast China, L%
NE China &9, HEEE G, BEILEORI=ZEZHET, ) TRAE L EBIEEICE
D INA T APRBEIZ L D PMas DSRERS - B~ At S 7= 5] (Ikemori et al., 2018) 12D
WTCHH L, CMAQ (T &% PMys O JRIBHREMEAT 4 F2hi U7, JRAEFEITHE O Bple & 1%, R
DA AU 78 MBI 3 WO TR HERS |8 AT D EIRIE DALy DT DT Z 7o d Z & 3
2N, FENTRED R A TEBE X L 2 KRG E OHEH 832 < PMas OHEH 1T 0.88
Tg/year (2008 4F) &HEFFESTWD (Nietal,2015), FEICEIT S PMasfadEH &L, 14.5
Tg/year (2008 4F) L H#EFH STV D (Kurokawa etal., 2013) Z &5, ZD 6 %NEHEXIC
£ PMasHEHHIED O TV D, 7272 L, (EIHER: O BFEE S 1IRAET DRI R E S D
72, PMasHFHEICED 2FIE TS HITE< 20 | BPHEE 2% PMos IREEIZ 5 2 2 RN
SHIZREL ZEBTREIND, £72. 7 A U IHLZEFH 7D FIRMS (NASA Fire Information
for Resource Management System,
https://earthdata.nasa.gov/earth-observation-data/near-real-time/firms) Tt I TV HE v
ARy b (=K 7T—FTH 2014 FAFEICHERALGHCZ O F DK TR O R v &
Ay EBBHlIS TV D (Fig. 5.1),

ARETIX, ALFHIEETT L THDH CMAQ DR S DORRGE, MEREFHZ 3 Z 720, 2014
FEOHFEENO PMas IREZ CMAQ M HIZHHL L TWA M E MR L7z, KIZ, PMF £7
JVTHERF ST RER BI85 A~ APRBEETR D PMys IR (Ikemori et al., 2018) &
CMAQ T L DA A~ ZRBEDO T HHEEHRE R & 2B DE, B O A F~ ZARBED IR
IS 2N EN PMosIREEIC E D X 5 7o B % 5.2 TW A EHRER LT-, 728, CMAQ 12X %
A T ZAPRBEIZ K D PMos IR RIS 2 FHHEFHTIZEE 3 &, F4mLE UL ERrT D b
EE AWz, LB REOARILH CTlI A A~ APABE (Biomass burning) % BB & RKBLT 5,
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5.1 CMAQ 2 X 5 PMas O RISl E AT
511 FHESEREHESHE

(1) FHESUR & R

CMAQ DFMAER (Fig. 5.1) 13, FHHEAMEZBE L oo, K7 U7, hEHRALHE
LN KRR KE DB E N TV T V7 285k L. 2> A AII[ES 0 BB 12
K25 PMys DRIBHGRE SN D FH AR T & 5 X 9 ITRIE LTz, BAERICIE, /7 27 ik
(D1, 60km #57) . HAIE (D2, 15km#+) & L. $hiEJEITHIZRE 2> 5 E22 100 hPa £ T
Z 34 BIZAEI LTz, Fig 5.1 ITRSIALTW D FEHILEH D PMys BLHIHLA & Tkemori et al.
(2018) A% PMF &7 /VICHIH L= BlIHS O—& % Table 5.1 \2°79, F£72. WRF, CMAQ
DR EDFM A Table 5.2 (2777

FHEHIRIZ. 2013 4R 12 A 2B EWIM & L CRRIT 7%, 2014 4F 1 ~20144F 12 /1 (2014
) Rl R & LT,

(a) East Asia (b) Japan
Qigihar = 3 :
50N L2 B - ™ /
r — - Harbin
o > L
D805 jen, | Mudanjiang D
| =
Changchu £

SON ) Jiin

Emn)-ang

- s

20N (st Fushun
30N
20N o J .

10N G
10N v

A
110€ 120€ 130E 140E 120E 130 140E
© Observation sites in NE China O Other obsarvation sites in China
* Fire spot (FIRMS) @ 3 sites in Noto peninsula in Japan

Fig. 5.1 Modeling domains with locations of observation sites for PM; s (listed in Table 5.1) and fire
spots (MCD14DL) provided by FIRMS during the target period (October 20 — November 9 in 2014):
(a) East Asia and (b) Japan. Green lines indicates the three provinces of NE China (Liaoning, Jilin,

and Heilongjiang).
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(2) WRF DOFHREM
WRF DO H#1JE - LHIFIH T — 21X, USGS IZ L W E S e RERkT —Z &y FEMA LT,
W - BERSE L LT, D1 (2 NCEP (2 X % NCEP-FNL (CLSL Research Data Archive, 2017)
B J OV RTG-SST-HR (NCEP Real-Time SST archives, 2017) Zf#f L7z, D2 (Z1%. EHNOKG:
BOFEMA B S 5720 WL ILEIZ RTG-SST-HR % f# 4 2 L4k T, MSM-GPV (4%
G7,2018) 2R L7z, 7272 L. MSM-GPV THUY #i T 7227 —# X, NCEP-FNL
ALz, £72. K[UEMEIL MSM-GPV OKJERICA 9 £ 9. NCEP-FNL OF — & % N#f
LT L7z,
FRNTIE S > v I3 ERHEYIR, ghiE A cxt L, JBUEEME - My, iR, ’BE
HAZDWTT V0 THREL Gy = 3.0x10 57! % D1, D2 fESIZE H L 7=,
WRF@%EL@’@ﬁéﬁfya/ﬁﬁkowfﬁ\ﬁ@iju&ﬁbko
W%%&MgmmmnM%)%%mtoxz%~A@i\m%%\£m\£k\mm\
E HOLND 6 DOIRAE LIBAIEIERENEZE S NS,
o fEERE
Kain-Fritsch (Kain, 2004) Z /2, RAAF— AT, RE S REET VICL -
T LW - FRIEEZEBT 5, 1990 4£{Z Kain & Fritsch |2 X » TIERR SN2 A F— 4
(Kain and Fritsch, 1990) 735 EFREDOT L b LA A v FRLIEFAKMED BV TRER
FOFRERRIZBET 2N ENE R I TV 5,
® PBL &t
PBL S E D LILBIRB O 2k 5 7 > v—H A0 YSU PBL (Hong et al., 2006)
%%wtoYﬂJX%HAm\NmmM(m%)%%ECHEL@%ﬁE%%ELTw
%, F712 WRF @ version 3 CiX, Hong (2007) % % & |ZHRJARFIZZESE BN DRSS
KRS NS KRB A BT 27 03 RARHRE I TN D,
e MRt
Noah LSM (Chen and Dudhia, 2001) % H\ 7=, Noah LSM Ti&, 1TH3HES 0~10, 10
~40, 40~100, 100~200 cm ® 4 EIZnEIESND, F£iz, HEAEX D - ElIE, RikzE
B, Fmith, AR, EEIEKR O TPHE D Lo, BHEEE - SKROTHE
1T9, BT, MEDOWKRE, BHENOKD 72 EDTRIHIT I,
® fihtAF— L
F W s A % — 2 02i%, Mlawer et al. (1997) @ RRTM % A 72, RRTM AF— AT
E REBIH AR L& 16 1IZ3FI L, KA, 030 COREDT AL LPEDIT:
HITR S DN FERI S DAL D o
F 72, B A F— 2020, Dudhia (1989) D AF—LZHW-Z, ZORAF—AT
1%, KEGHUE OIERRFOFEL, KZARKIT K DI (Lacis and Hansen, 1974), ZEIZ L 5K
5+ WU (Stephens, 1978) ZB[E L, G RIC T & BB 7 7 v 7 ABRTFRIS LD,
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Table 5.1 Location and classification of monitoring sites.

Domain Place Type? Lzztoilt\lu)de Lor(lcgliat)ude IIJ)sl\e/:Ht:o
1. Qiqgihar Urban 47.35 123.92
2. Dagqing Urban 46.58 125.00
3. Harbin Urban 45.75 126.63
4. Mudanjiang Urban 44.55 129.63
5. Jilin Urban 43.86 126.55
6. Changchun Urban 43.88 125.35
7. Shenyang Urban 41.78 123.42
8. Fushun Urban 41.86 123.90
?}I)();‘;heast China 9. Anshan Urban 41.11 122.98
10. Benxi Urban 41.30 123.77
11. Dalian Urban 38.92 121.64
12. Dandong Urban 40.11 124.38
13. Huludao Urban 40.71 120.83
14. Jinzhou Urban 41.11 121.13
15. Panjin Urban 41.11 122.05
16. Wafangdian Urban 39.63 121.97
17. Yingkou Urban 40.67 122.23
Noto peninsula Wajima Remote 136.95 37.29 °
in Japan Matto Rural 136.56 36.51 °
(D2) Kosugi Rural 137.10 36.70 °
Yawata Urban 136.88 35.13 °
Motoshio Urban 136.92 35.08 °
Nagahama Suburban 136.27 35.39 °
[zumiotu Urban 135.41 34.50 °
Other observation  yodogawa Urban 135.56 34.73 °
sites in Japan
(D2) Toyooka Rural 134.82 35.54 °
Kobe Suburban 135.23 34.70 °
Tenri Rural 135.83 34.59 °
Kainan Suburban 135.20 34.16 °
Seiken Suburban 135.54 34.70 °

2All Japanese sites in D2 are classified according to the nature of the surrounding area (urban,

suburban, rural, and remote). Remote stands for the place which is not located close to any specific

emission source.
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Table 5.2 WRF-ARW and CMAQ configurations

Parameter

Settings

Spin-up period
Simulation period
Output interval

Map projection

Central point
Horizontal grid spacing

Vertical domain

1 —31 December 2013

1 January 2014 — 31 December 2014

1 hour

Lambert conformal conic

40 °N, 120 °E (D1, D2)

60 and 15 km

34 layers

(up to 100 hPa,1% mid layer height = 26 m)

WRF Version ARW 3.8.1
Horizontal grid number 119 x 119 (D1) and 144 x 138 (D2)
Topography / Landuse 30-sec USGS
Initial and boundary NCEP FNL, JIMA MSM-GPYV, and
NCEP/NOAA RTG_SST HR
Analysis nudging G, qw=23.0x10%s" (D1, D2)
Explicit moisture WSM6
Cumulus Kain-Fritsch (D1, D2)
PBL and surface layer YSU PBL and Monin-Obukhov similarity
Surface Noah LSM
Radiation RRTM (long wave) and Dudhia (short wave)
CMAQ  Version 5.0.2
MCIP Version 4.3

Horizontal grid number
Initial and boundary

Emission

Horizontal / vertical advection
Horizontal / vertical diffusion
Photolysis rate

Gas / aerosol phase chemistry

107 x 107 (D1) and 132 x 126 (D2)

MOZART-4/GEOSS (D1)

Asia: HTAPv2 (2010),

Japan: EAGrid2010-JAPAN, JEI-DB-AS
(Vehicle), and OPRF2010 (Ship),

Biogenic: MEGANV2.04,

Biomass burning (BB): FINN v1.5,

Volcano: Aerocom(2009)

Yamartino / WRF-based scheme

Multiscale / ACM 2

On-line photolysis module

SAPRCO07 & AEROG6 with aqueous chemistry
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() CMAQ DFESM:

KREFDIHGEE B L OZ ORERE OB - (L OSEBRRE IOV TR, kD k5
HIE LTz, RRFOIFYEWE R L O ORIBRME O KSiEfE E LT, SRR
SAPRC-07 (Hutzell et al., 2011), =7 & Y /Li#F2IZ AERO6 ZfEH L7-, RKIGEMERE D
ATBRA L 2 FE DI - B2 41X, NCAR (2 L 5 MOZART-4 (Emmons et al., 2010) D&t
REMA L,

P ET — X2 OWTIX, MR O FEROT =2 LD XOBE L, K7 U7k

BUF 5 NAEJFEPEL B2 HTAP version 2 (Janssens-Maenhout et al., 2015), A& IR PEH &
a:i@ﬂéﬁz%b}%%,ﬂﬂf (OPRF) 2MERL L7 fismadEH - > R U (OPRE, 2013) Zf#HH L7-,
A AN 31T 2 NBEIEPEHTED 5 6| BB EEJRO b DX JEI-DB2011-AS (Japan Petroleum
Energy Center, 2012), H By &« ffin A A2 ELJEHE TR IX EAGrid2010-Japan (15 1 &, 2014)
ZAEA U7-, WEASECIEBEL &1 MEGAN version 2.04 (Guenther et al., 2006) 12X 0 HEFF L 7=,
KPR D SO, HEH & 1X AeroCom (2 K » TIERK &7z 7 — 4 (Dichletal., 2012) ZfEH L
7z, BB HUROHEHEOTY) DWW TIE, RICHE RS,

@ AT RARESRHE

AREECTHGHEFFOXER L 722> TV B ES O BB RO HEH E 21T FINN (Wiedinmyer et al.,
2011) version 1.5 @ 2014 SRR DT — & Z V=, FINN Tix, #EBHT —% 006 BHRlOAN
A A~ APRBER SR OPEH B HERE S, 2ER | km OACEHRGE DOF — 2 gt Sh T 5,
AU < 2817 — % 2 T BB HEH &2 #E5F L TV % GFED version 4.1s (Giglio et al.,
2013) OWAFRGEEIT 0.25°TH D720, SR EE DT — 2 H3FIF T & % FINN 23AWFZEIC
A & B2 bz, 723, FINN & GFED %O BB P A = b U &, 2k %t
Grl LT HRIZ BV T, WE O BB YN EICEASMENH D L HE STV D (Wiedinmyer et
al., 2011)0

EJN WL BEH SN RRIB R EIRE X, PBLIN T HIZAOM LTV D b D K
TE LTz, JATHFRICE VT, B FICRAET 5 BB IC L 2 KEKUGRMEIL, TDEIN
PBL WIZHH S5 E G STV % (Paugam et al., 2016), & 52, BT /AVFHEIZBWT,
BB i A2 KRB ENICEL Yy Lz — A & EEo B BRRRUCE Tl Lz — A CTHli#
OFERITZIEEN 2N L LS TUW D (Yang et al., 2011; Garcia-Menendez et al., 2014),
LLEms, FERRORETELYTH DL EB 2 b,

FINN version 1.5 Ci&, 7 i L#iFH X5 (OFER - 30 F @BIARDZ W F -
HEARHL, QFTINAR, @OIRHFAR, @@%@%ﬁ% @R A HUI O F kAR, @EFHH) 50 BB
PeHESN AL SN TV S, Fig. 5.2 (2 DI fElds X OV EFRABESIZ 815 5 A Bl o -4 51
BB 725 D PMys HEHH & F 5515 & PMos#hBEH &% | Fig. 5.3 (2 D1 fEIN D BB 725 O}
¥ PMas BEHHER D434 A3, DI SEICIE, 6~10 A LISME, BV IR & D BB (KX
K DEERPEHIE L 72> TV D (Fig. 5.2a), FEFALE CIE, 2Rk 5 0 BB (BlE ) 23
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FERPEHIRE 72> TV | FFT 10~12 HIZIZZDOFIEN 70 %Lh L& 725> TWns (Fig.
5.2b),

—75 . HEENO BB HEH E D 4% M GUTEEM /R MR A 35 2 70 o 72 SEATIHFSE (Zhou et al.,
2017; Qiuetal., 2016) T%, HUgHID BB PEH EHERE S 41, FIEHALE O BB H2KD PMa s
PEHEOELHRESNTNWD, ZHOHEHA v b U ORI, HIROEF IS U7z
IEEE (20X, EIC X D2FERAER R L) COMRBERZE S, Ak o250
BB HEHA X2 Y L0 H S BICHRERHEGEIAB I 2bil s, Znb A Xy Y
B110> BB 3D PMys HEH B FEG S B4 Table 5.3 12897, FEHALE D BB H3K D PMa s
PEH B2 DWW TIEL FINN & FEENOAO BB HEH A > X MU (Zhou et al., 2017; Qiu et al.,
2016) T7~11fEFEEEOTlE L T 7o, BARRIZIX. 2012 40 BB H 2D PMy s HEH f1d FINN
version 1.5 7% 61 Gg/year |Zxf L, Zhou et al. (2017) % 691 Gg/year, 2013 4/ FINN version 1.5
23 48 Gg/year |Zxf L, Qiuetal. (2016) 1% 349 Gg/year & #E5+ XA Cu /=, F 72, GFED version
4.1s ® BB HEHA > X b U TH FINN & [RIK#ED BB HI3KD PMys PR &R 4,
EEND D BB HEHH A X~ U (Zhou et al., 2017; Qiu et al., 2016) & OFEHEA[F U < 3§
A LTz (Table 5.3), ko T, @Bkxfged L7 BB HEHA X v U ZHWTC, FEEI
HAaRIG e LIciHEEZ B 270 9121%, BB RN EAHRE T 10 fFREMM S /7 —AI12D
WTH, CMAQ IZ L% PMys I DO BN A G L. FINN version 1.5 @ BB #EH &A%/

WCHERF SN TV D 0 28T 20N H D, Lo L, Vongruang etal. (2017) (% FINN version
15 ZHWT, 2023 HORMET U7 # 50l E R LTEHEERB I holz b 2 A,
FINN version 1.5 3HF T 27 (& A LB, 0, X N AJED) THA LBV RARH KO
BB JABEZ G L TV D EHE LT D, K#%ﬁﬁf%*% W7 VT 2E AT
% Z &5, FINN version 1.5 @ BB HEHi &4 — AN 72854, BB JEH & O KFEAMN

D RN WEES 2 PIE D PMys I E OFBINEIC & 28T 5 wlEE %75%5 Fro, FEHALE
L& 9B AT LIER DIEMFRIEDOBEANC X% BB HEHHEOEIE @2 & 2% Zhou et al.
(2017) Ik VHE SN TWD, HIEk L72 &£ F Y FINN version 1.5 Tk, HHIFIHBID> BB
HENRAE S, 2 2B 50 BB HHHEN G EN TS, £ T, Bt oo
BB EHEDO AR Z M S 72— 2220 T, CMAQ 12 X5 PMys I O F BN A iR 5
Z bl U7, PEEALERICIR VTR 5 0 BB P B2 BB PR EIC E© 5 EIAIE
50 %% i LT\ 5 (Fig. 5.2b), &> T, BBHEHEARE T 10 FREERNS G- r—2 L
BHEHENFRBRED LD L), BN S 0 BBHEHEZ 205 L7y — 2D E LB Z
oz kL7, Uk, BB Tjkﬁjic:ou\ﬂibW) 37— AZHOWTCEAE A FE L, CMAQ
W2 LD PMys IR FE O FRELM: & Mg 3
O fEHES —Z (Base) : BB Tjkmi%tﬁﬂbnéﬁﬂ“ CMAQ DR % EhiT 57— A
©@ AL #FIH»S O BB PEEEZ /2 10 % (FINN10) : 7 >0 LH#F|H2 5 BB HEHi&

10 L. CMAQ DR A2 Ei+ 57— A
® EHH)ND 0 BB HEHED A% 20 £% (FINN20 crop) : E#tns 5 BB HEHI &4 20 £7
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L. CMAQ OitHEZET 57— A
7ok, @, OlZH>W\WTiE, FtEMmEkSE, FEHMEIC AR L,
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(a) Domain 1
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Fig. 5.2 The relative contributions for monthly averaged PM,s from BB sources in 2014 for the
seven land cover types (left axis) and monthly variation of the total amount of emission (right axis)

over (a) Domain 1 in Fig. 5.1a and (b) NE China.

Table 5.3 Comparison of the yearly PM s emission from each BB emission inventory for D1 and

Northeast China in this study.

PM, 5 in BB emission D1 Northeast China
(Gg/year) 2012 2013 2014 2012 2013 2014
FINN v1.5 (original) 5,317 4,918 3,473 61 48 51
FINN_crop20 8,760 8,510 5,795 395 512 622
GFED v4 2,739 1,508 2,376 46 44 126
Zhou et al., (2017) 3,527* - - 691 - -
Qiu et al., (2016) - 1,446 - - 349 -

aBB emission was estimated for the whole China excluded the other countries in D1.
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f 8 3
!
000 750 1500 2250 30 00 000 7.50 1500 2250 3000

PM, < from BB emisshon (g/s) PM, ¢ from BB emisson (g/s)
Fig. 5.3 Spatial distributions of yearly mean PM>s in D1 from BB emissions for seven landuse
categories and all landuse: (a) Glasslands/savannna, (b) Woody savanna/shrublands, (c) Tropical
forest, (d) Temperate forest, (¢) Boreal forest, (f) Temperate evergreen forest, (g) Cropland, and (h)
All landuse (Total PM, 5 from BB). Green lines indicates the three provinces of NE China (Liaoning,
Jilin, and Heilongjiang).
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Fig. 5.3 (continued) Spatial distributions of yearly mean PM s in D1 from BB emissions for seven
landuse categories and all landuse: (a) Glasslands/savannna, (b) Woody savanna/shrublands, (c)
Tropical forest, (d) Temperate forest, (¢) Boreal forest, (f) Temperate evergreen forest, (g) Cropland,
and (h) All landuse (Total PM,s from BB). Green lines indicates the three provinces of NE China

(Liaoning, Jilin, and Heilongjiang).
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5) HEHEOZEM S

P BT — & & HACHER SR HE IR 2 2P EZ L /-4E%E 7 — X (Base)
DEN G-, HALREEH 720 O NOx, SO,. CO. NH;, PM,s. coarse &— RRiHEH
2% 7 (Fig. 5.4),

=

(a)NO, (mol's) | | @rp y) (b) SO, (mol's)

(e) PM, 5 (g/s)

R f57 <
D A

Fig. 5.4 Spatial distributions of yearly mean emission concentrations: (a) NOx, (b) SO, (c) CO, (d)
NH3, (e) PM2 5, and (f) Coarse Particle in Base case.
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512 ANAF<ZRRERLED PMasBEDFEHE 0L

CMAQ IZ X % BB IZ L% PMos IR T 5 GHEEHIIZE 3 |, F4HEFE UL ErT
v NMEE AW, Biko 3 2D — A (Base, FINN10, FINN20 crop) LI#MZ, BB HEH &
DHEIZ LT —A moFINN) OFFEEZIB T2, 3207 — AL D% % BBICK 5%
B UTHERF LTz, 7272 L, #EEF SN2 BB IC L A HFHIXEN BB IC L 2 F 5138 £
H D& LTHY -7, FINN version 1.51Z & 0 #FH STV 4 [EN BB HEHI & (0~1.8 t/day)
XA, EN BB HEHE S L CHIF LTV % EAGrid2010-Japan OFEHE (75 t/day) ktt$§
LT 2#HLLEA 72, ZdD7-8, FINN version 1.5 (2 K 5 [EWN BB O %A 5135 HEFERIZ
b B R B Z 7au, £ 72 FINN Tliff 28015 — % % 552 BB ?#Hja%?%;ﬁrbfb\éib
EN (Fig. 5.1b) TIE. Ay ARy bBIFE A EHERTE W2 &5 6, FINN version 1.5
IZ L DEN BB OFGIFHEMBEIIT LA EREL GV EE2EMFT TN D,

5.1.3 CMAQ D:BEEAf

(1) HE@RT—%

Air quality data of China TR X4 TW % HHEE N OB O PM, s & LI T — &
(https://www.aqistudy.cn/historydata/index.php) % HV 7z, Air quality data of China TiX, PMas
JREEDIENNT S PMio. SOz, CO, NO, D HFEHIME, O3 D 8 FREEFELIE S KL O AQI (Air Quality
Index) @ 2013 4F 12 A LIEOBELT —# BAR ST\ b, CMAQ O HIEEND PMas i
FEOFBMZFMET 2720 . DLICE EN D 118 His (Fig. 5.1a) & HEEILICE END 17
A (Fig. 5.1b, Table 5.1) @7 —# ZF|H L7z, LB TIX, DUIZHEET O —HBiEkZ &
AT, DLIZEEND NS Mz E ., FEHALE (17 #R) 123 LT E4
(18 M) DT —HZRTHOE LTS,

2 TEENOBED PM.sBE

HE A (118 HiR) 12361T 5 PMas L ERIRIE (R O F-4)ME) @ B ZBHIZSWT, B
fifl & FHRAE O bl % Fig. 5.5a 12, #FHEIE % Table 5.4 (Z/R9, FHRAEIZEAME & R< —%
(Table 5.4, 1A=0.73, n=67,861) L. Fig. 5.5a (Z7~"T L ) ITBEIZBV T, PMys B EjRE
=2 DX A IS BHICHBEL STV, NMB OfEIZ-0.15 TH Y, FRlZHE U T
NN B > 72, —J7 . PEHAGES (17 #A) 123881 2 PMys B &R O H 28 1L, %ﬂ
T & FHEAEICTRBES b7, FEEHEREICOWTIE, TA = 0.58 (n = 6,203) &IEVMEA
L. NMB = —0.30 & /N 2358 < 72 > T, Ric, 10 A EFRAEES TReE L
PMys DFEEE ©— 7 % CMAQ TIXRIEIZME/ N L Tz (Fig. 5.5b), FIEHALEIC I
DAYEMFRE DO BEFNC L 5 BB HEH &1L 4 A, 10 A, 11 AICfho A LV &2 & A Zhou et
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al. 2017) Ik VG SN TV D, Elo, PEBAGE TIX AR EREDO L R 2 2—h— (=
0.81 ~7 Z—)L) Rl D/NZ 72 H LTI Z RO TS (United States Department of
Agriculture, 2014), Lasko et al. (2017) 1%, 2T — % 2512 BB A X2 F Y &4E
KT D E. BHEXOPHEZE/NGHMEL CLE S HERE L TROFEZZEIT TN 5,

OEIC X 28 2B O K

ORI TE N T <ML S U < IXAEIRFE 00 BF e &

QFFEPBU L TO WIS A LB LY
LLED S  BKFRICAEINTIE AL LT RAEZEIS Y O /N AR B BE & CTHEH S u7z BB HEHH &2
Base 77— ADEIREIZIIT L PEHRALE O BEE 7208/ N OJFIR & 72 > TW D W REMED B 5,

HEHRALER O PMa.s 'BE &R O/ N O ZEK 2 S HIZfT 5 726, BB JEHH & & 1N
72/ —A (FINN10, FINN20 crop) (281725 CMAQ IZ K % PM, s B & O i3k 4
L7z, BAREICIE, 3 2D/ — A (Base, FINN10, FINN20 crop) (Z331F 5 PMys /£ D
HEfE, BFEEOREER 223 L OBHANE & & 27— 2128615 5 HEBEO 1A ik L7z
(Fig. 5.6), BB HEH B & #N & 72 -7 — A (FINN10, FINN20 crop) £ ¥ % Base 77— A Tli,
CMAQ [E 7 E HALE D PMas L % fie & 1/ NGl LT, FRIS, Y ERARES 00 R e ok
® BB HEHHEOFEN KK L 72D 10 7 (Fig. 5.2b) (ICBWTIE, FHEE & BUHME O TelEng X
KbHREL o7 (Fig. 5.6b), BLHIMEE &7 —ARO 1A Z ik L7256, REEIEEICE
i} % Base 7 —A®D 1A |Z, BB JEHH & &I S 724~ — A (FINN10, FINN20 crop) @ IA &
B LT, 10 H DA L <AKVWME (Base TiE 0.52 (2% L, FINN10 /% 0.74, FINN20 crop
1% 0.80, Table 5.5 3L W Fig.5.6b) Zx L7z, UL, HEASE (118 HR) ZXRITIA %
BHLESA, &7 —ACBF 25 10 AD IA THEEIEEIE SEATREE L TR 7
(Base Cl% 0.76 {Zxf L, FINN10 /% 0.80, FINN20 crop I& 0.79, Table 5.5 ¥ J O\ Fig.5. 6a)
LLEDFER G Base 77— AIZI1T 2 P EHALECTD 10 H 0O PMas i E i/ NEATTI X
version 1.5 2P E B ALEE O EHk#7 5 @ BB HEHHE OB/ NEEHIICER L TnWb Z & 73)4:! AL
7o

—7J7. FINN10 TiZ. TES (118 #i) 1 A~3 B LU 12 H D PMys IEEED [
AR L 22 DB TR . TA OfE b 77— A (Base, FINN20 crop) £ 9 HFH L IETF
LCWez (FlZ1X 1 HDOIA X, FINN10 Ti 0.46 (2% L, Base i3 0.83, FINN20 crop (& 0.82,
Table 5.5 38 & OV Fig.5.62), H[E4E (118 #1.5) Z&Te D1 fEHRICB VT, 1 A~3 HB LD
12 A1, BV AR CTRA L7k SIZPE S BB BEH EOBEH &N AR T (Fig. 5.2a), &
OIAEMIBIIPERET, ¥4, JIv~v—, XEFAHFHIZEFLTND (Fig. 5.3¢), Lk
DOFEFIL, FINN10 123175 1 A~3 AB KOV 12 A D PMys = O KFEAM A, FINN version
1.5 NEVERIIAR D & 0 BB HEHH SO KFHMICER L TW\WD Z & 2RI LTz,

VL EDOFERN S, CMAQ @ PMas I FEFFHINEN X W B4FToH -7z FINN20 crop %, BB HE
HEZHNSEr—2L LT, UBROMITZRB 279,
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) FEFILEICRIT S 2014 FEHF (1020~11/9) O PM.sRE

FEAT SR (10/20~11/9) (Z351F D PMas I BE DI, AR A3 L OBLIAE & 457
— A (Base 3 L O'FINN20_crop) (23517 % HFEHMED 1A Z I E HLS RN ik U 7= 5 R % Fig.
571277 F, Base 77— A TlL, CMAQ I3MEHTxI G [ OB A 2 L < /N LTz,
—7J7. FINN20_crop Ti&, FIEHEALERD 17 HAZ k5 L L7 IA 25 0.77 & Base 77— A D IA
(=0.50) LV bHEWEE R L, FEHACEOSBIHLE D IA IZOW T H#8 U T Base 77— A
FUHEWVEZR LTV e, RBIEEICHED B & 13T, 1EMINHER DO EM R O BEHIAL
TRV AT D, Zhouetal (2017) X, FEHIAIICIENT, FUER I ROKOIEZ
Hz 7210 A D 11 BT, 1EDIHERS DIEMERE ORERIL M X % BB HEHEAE L 78D 2
LG LT 5, EFEORERIT, Base 77— A2 H 1T 2 FIEHALE T O fENT <M HE D PMa s
PR EE/ NI IE, FINN version 1.5 23 FE B O BEH D> 5 0 BB JEH & O/ NGEm IS L
RLTNDHZ EZREBLTWND,
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Fig. 5.5 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean concentrations of (a) PM,s over
whole China 118 sites and (b) PM s in Northeast China 17 sites in the year 2014. The red lines show
the simulated values in Base at the grid cell corresponding to each observation site, whereas the blue

lines show the observed values.

Table 5.4 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean PM; 5 concentrations
averaged for the air pollution monitoring stations in China in the year 2014: (a) the whole China

(118 sites) and (b) Northeast China (17 sites).

East Asia (D1)

(a) The whole China? (b) Northeast China?

(118 sites) (17 sites)
Sample number 67,861 6,203
Mean Obs. (ug/m?) 61.4 57.2
Mean Sim. (ug/m?) 51.5 40.1
R 0.59 0.58
MBE (ug/m?) -95 -17.1
NMB —-0.15 —-0.30
RMSE (pg/m?) 49.5 55.1
IA 0.73 0.58
PF2 0.67 0.69

*The daily mean values are for dates in CST (UTC+8).

The grid cell corresponding to each observation site.
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Fig. 5.6 Monthly variation of the observed and simulated mean concentrations, the standard
deviations, and IA of PM» 5 for (a) Whole China 118 sites and (b) NE China 17 sites in the year 2014.
The blue bars show the observed values, whereas the red, orange, and yellow bars show the

simulated values in the Base, FINN10, FINN20 crop cases, respectively.
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Fig. 5.7 Comparison of the results of Base and FINN20 crop versus the observed values in terms of
the mean concentrations, the standard deviations, and IA of PM2s on the observation sites in China
during the target period. The blue bars show the observed values, whereas the red and orange bars

show the Base and FINN20_crop cases, respectively.
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Table 5.5 Statistical comparisons (IA) between observed and simulated® daily mean PMass

concentrations in each month of 2014 over (a) the whole China and (b) Northeast China.

(@) The whole China (118 sites)

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
Sample

5,764 5,208 5,766 5,576 5,756 5,573 5,765 5,764 5,577 5,566 5,580 5,766
number
Base 083 085 079 076 075 0.74 071 0.72 073 0.76 079 0.75
FINN10 046 0.70 064 0.72 072 0.74 068 0.68 071 0.80 0.77 0.62
FINN20 crop 0-82 084 078 074 073 071 065 068 071 079 080 0.74

(b) Northeast China (17 sites)

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Juu Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
Sample

525 476 527 510 527 510 527 527 510 527 510 527
number
Base 075 0.85 085 0.81 077 0.69 051 048 069 0.52 064 0.83
FINN10 075 0.84 081 0.72 077 0.70 055 049 066 0.74 074 0.83
FINN20 crop 075 0.82 082 066 077 071 052 048 065 080 072 083

aThe daily mean values are for dates in CST (UTCHS).

The grid cell corresponding to each observation site.

134



FSE  [FESNA A~ ARBEIC K D IEN PMys IREE~ DR

5.2 PMF 7 /NVORARFGMHRTEREZFA LIZEN PMs BE
~DFLEEAT

PMF &7 /L CHERH SALTZRER G 0 3 M (mls . IMT. /M2, Fig. 5.1b (BRI S O
ExRT, ) 128175 BB HEOD PMys IR (Ikemori et al., 2018) & CMAQ & Ewa 7 v Mk
(CMAQ/BFM) (Z & % BB HI2RD PMas IEHERRE IR & LG, EIN DA T~ 2R
W D JEIFHRIR 3 EIN PMos IREEIC B 2 D 3B 2 B LT,

(1) PMF €5/ X % PM,s BATRMBITICA A S - 8BHlT— %

Tkemori et al. (2018) 12 & % PMF &5 /L (EPA-PMF5.0) % F\ 738 B TRMRATIC X, 2014 4F
FEIZHT BVAIRIC L0 2l S 472 PMas ORCTIE (BREE4, 2018¢) 7—X D5 b b -
O - TR HIIEE D 13 HIAL D PMy s BT — & AR &7z (Table 5.1), 2 D1EAMZ BB
A OFERS & L CHIHTAREZR LR Z L =42 (Simoneit et al., 1999) DRIET —& &
PMF £7 VW ~DANj7—4% & LTRHIHEN TV 5,

Ikemori et al. (2018) 2% PMF &7 /WIZ K D f#HTRE R 6 BB & L TREIR L7=[R+I2ix,
RN aPPHMT KT, EC, OC BNEERR T E L TEENTWD, o, BEEYREOD 3
RUTEWT, BB 34N & 325 PMas D525 1027~1029 ODHIFNIZ &< Igo T 2 &
ZHE L TW5D (Ikemori et al., 2018),

EFED PMys OGTRIET — Z 1L, TRV IRE (PMas) BHIE~ == 7 v
DRENZOWNT B CEARL 24 44 A 19 BT ERK K KIS 120419002 S EREZE K -
KA R RGERERE. BE/AKKEIE 120419001 5 H BHHEERE G RARER) (Bi5i4, 2012)
IS E BBORE - S Thil TV S, BERmiciE, OSBRI W TS -
fb=F L U¥iiE (PTFE) RAMI L OV SEHkHER ARKIC L 5 24 REfE O BURH#SE . @3UkEHE
£ L72 PTFE ®{AMIZ OV T, PMas ERIRE O R, ICP &0 (ICP-MS) {EI2 LD
ERITHEBEDS, A4 ru~ 27T 7 (IC) EIZ XL DA 4 o, @ibEH#E L
e A SRR AR OV TIE, P~ F T T o B s VT LI Z U RIKIZE D Rk
WETDRFERNS % OC & ECIZKBIL T2 X 2ED BN TWD, 7RI, LRI L=
P DHHITONTIL, PTFE ®AMTHI%E S sl &2 5t gz, FHEk{k,/GC-MS £
L<IZIC-MS L K » Tothdi ks Z7ebiv/z (Ikemori et al., 2018),

(2) BERYEBANRBBI LB A < RBRBEHE R D PM,s DEE

PMF €7 /LB L ONCMAQ 2 XV T H-HEFH U7 fE8 -5 3 M2 81T % BB KD PMy s
K5 () O HZBA Fig. 5.8 (ORT, PMFEEF/LVTIE, 1027~10/29 @ 3 HEOHM 3
i3 U C BB H3KRD PMys 503 E < 7e > Tz, —J7, CMAQ Tik, 10/27~10/29 &
3 HRIZBW T, Base 7 — A28 5 BB HKED PMys 7513 PMF 5 /LI & R,
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BUAHIFIIE— B LT PMF 7 VMR L7 PMos H 5% FlEI-> T e, Lo,
FINN20_crop Tl&, CMAQ 23t L7z BB HIKD PMys A 5-1% PMF &7 /L OHERHE & i
KYEZ EFH L. PMF 518 LT CMAQ DOHERHE I AN BT,

PMF &7 /UIC X 23 EPRFF 5-HERHR RIE, /IM2IZEB VT 10/30, 10/31 126 10/27~10/29
({ZUTVY BB HI3 D PMy s %7 5- D AFFE & 8 L TN T2, BEXCE S Ot 2 H1A Tl R UK HED PMy s
FEPHFEL TR, DT, /IMZJELD THRAE LT/ N2 3Pt X O LB 2 B
7o FEBIC, IEERDITEBHRA SE L TR Y . BUIRICEEREOWL S 52 B E L
TEHFREX DAL 9 DRRICME L TV, 2O, PMF 7 /V0H#5E L7- BB H3kD
PMys 51213, EANTHRAE L BBICL D PMys 508, B TWA AR S 5,
LU, [ 43EE 436 W7 A E0HH Lz PMos BARZF ST TR~k o, H
TEFVAATRE72 EN O BB HEHH A X2 b U/ NGl S AL TV B AlRetE23 dH b . CMAQ T
FHHHF 2B 272 01T L v IEfEREWN O BB JEHEOHEH TEEZBRETT 2 0ERH 5, F
7o, BRERC, PMF £ 7 V2 FWT, [EANTHRAE LT BB L ENTHAE LK BB 2 X3 T
DHE NI FREER IR, FEEDMDIRY F/E L2, LLES, [ENO BB H3KED PMys %5
DB LW T 5 I HONWTIISHBOREL T 5,

Fig. 5.9 12, 10/25 7% 10/30 @™ FINN20 crop T? PMas 4750 H SO 5ARICINZ T, B
OISR & KT #H T (B RS 1,500 m) Z757, %7 R O VERIZ I,
Table 5.2 |27~ L7z WRF OFHRESEMIZ LV ER L7z D1, D2 fEI D555 & Trajstat version
1.2.2.6 (Wang et al., 2009) Z{# /] L 7=, PMF &7 /L 2NRER B2 81T 5 BB KD PMys H5-
D EHEE LTI (10/27~10/29) 123 CL &G TR P E AR © H AR & %
H LT, @S E THREDL— FTREL TV (Fig. 5.9¢. d. e), [A#IFO CMAQIZL D
BB HIZkD PMys a7 500472 b b, REFALE 2 HRE BB T, BB H2RD PMas D5
BAEE STV D 2 EDHERTE 72, & BHIT, 1027~10/29 LISt D # 7Bk b = #dk
HERRE LT ng LSk, PEBIIEE 2 Hfge 2229 2 £ Tl o B A5l - T
Wiz, BLEMND ., 1027~10/29 125515 5 BB H3ED PMas % 5 (3P EHALER TH4 L7~ BB
ThnHZ EIHBA LT,

10/27~10/29 (T H [EHALE TH A L7 BB 23BE8 51280 L 72 12D\ Tl PMF &
CMAQ DHEFHRE FITHEA N L G223, BEB LA OHE (10 #R) IZOWTHEA L
TWDODEMERT DMEND D, £ 2T, HikiIck T2 PMF 5 XU CMAQ 23#EEH L
7= BB H1 KD PMys 27 5- DI APEIZ S\ T, PMF &5 /L TIEHT L7242 13 #5255, #)
FilKl (Fig. 5.10) 3 XUV PF2 (CMAQ/BFM THERF S V72 B2 PMF THEGF S 7= ED 0.5 225
2 EDOHPFAN & 72> TV D EIR) IZXL VM L7z, Base 7—ATiX, PF2=0 T4 13 #i/51T
CMAQ |Z PMF 233t L 7= % 5% FlEl> Tz (Fig. 5.10), —J7. FINN20 crop Tl&, PF2 =
0.70 THET /VOHEFHEDOTHEN L E L TV D Z R Sz, LLEnS . BB HEHE%
BN &7/ — A (FINN20 crop) TlE., CMAQ 1L, BEXME D 3 #7210 T < g « IF
BHIR D 10 HAIZ DWW T PEFAL THRAE L7 BB IZ X 5 PMas OB O FEEZ —7E,
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BHLTWD Z LR SN, 2720, BB 3 Hus LIS o Bt - it 10 Hus
WZHOWTH, ENTHRAELEBBIZXKDEELZIT TWDL AN & D,
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Fig. 5.8 Comparison of the daily mean BB contributions on PM> s concentrations at three sites in
Noto peninsula in Japan in 2014: (a) Wajima, (b) Matto, and (c) Kosugi. The green bars show
PMF-estimated daily mean BB contributions, whereas the red and orange diamonds show
CMAQ/BFM-estimated daily mean contributions in the Base and FINN20 crop case, respectively.
The red shading shows the period for long-range transport from BB sources in NE China focused on

in this study.
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Fig. 5.9 Spatial distributions of CMAQ/BFM-estimated daily mean BB contributions on PMss
concentrations in FINN20 crop case and 2-day backward trajectories started at an altitude of 1,500
m at Wajima in Noto peninsula in Japan. The green lines show the province’s boundary lines in NE
China. The blue lines show the backward trajectories run four times a day (0, 6, 12, and 18 UTC) for
each day (October 25 — October 30), whereas the diamonds show the air parcels position back in 12

hours ago for each backward trajectories.
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Fig. 5.10 Scatter plots for the PMF-estimated and CMAQ/BFM-estimated daily mean BB
contributions on PMy s concentrations on the 13 sites (shown in Table 5.1) in Japan during the
long-range transport of BB pollution from Northeast China towards Japan (27 — 29 October). Open
red squares show the plots in Base case, whereas open yellow diamonds show the ones in

FINN20_crop case, respectively. Reference lines for 1:1, 1:2, and 2:1 are provided.
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53 ¥&®

ARETIE, PMF €7 /L & CMAQ ZHAA ¥ 7= PMas DR AR A G-fhT O A 61 & L
T, A T~ ABRBEIC ER 2 B TR AT BRI 21T o T2, TR & LT, 2014
FERTRIT P E RIS TIAE LT BAEZEITAE O 3 A F~ ZAPRBEIT K 2D PMas D3RR : /IR

s S 7= FB (Tkemori et al., 2018) ([T DWW THEHHE L. CMAQ IZ & % PMy s O Ik e fig A
% E L7z,

2014 FEBEOPEEWN O PMys I IZOWTIL, Base 77— AT, CMAQ 34 PM,s &
JE& BAFCHBE L Tz, L L, B BB & 3 ER T2 10 A o R EBALEIC S
WL, CMAQ 13 PMas iR BE 238 L < i/ Vil L Cunye, EERFIf Dk o> BB HEH & 4 Hin =
72— A (FINN20 crop) (28T, /a2 L7z Z &5, FINN version 1.5 73 =
N5 O BB JEHHEZ /N L TWD Z ENEEB L TWDL Z ENHALNE o T,

Fio, FEEIEH TRA L BB 23 BARNNEBIE LB T 2729, PMF €7
JLUTHER SHUTZREBCE BIC 1T 5 BB IR D PMys I EE (Ikemori et al., 2018) & CMAQ/BEM
(2L % BB OFGHEFHAER L DA 5 Z /e 572, Base 77— A L ILXkHRAYIZ FINN20 crop
TlX, CMAQ I PMF £ VA MERF L 72 10/27~10/29 OFRER - 3 #2815 BB EZIED
PMas 5 ERIL-ULDEEZR LTz, & 512, PMF £ /LA RN RE S & LISk o 1S
IZOWTHER L72 BB I PMys 512D\ T, FINN20 crop (25 1) 5 Z 53 Rl
PF2=0.70 & B4f (Base 7 — A TIZPFR2=0) Tho7=, LLEND, HARIZIAEE L7- BB
FH 3D PMys DFFEHTHE 75 & . FINN version 1.5 23 E HALE O 22> & o BB HEH &%
WG LTV D 2 ENEAT B ive, £72. BB HEHHEAMINESE72— ATk Y| BB
\ZE D PMys DRI A CMAQ CTHELITX S Z A /RLTz, 7272 L, HA~D BB IZX
DI i & & BT 5121, BN TRAE L7 BBIC L 2B E2Z T TV A a2 %5
BT HMNENRDY, TOHOIZITL Y EMIZEN BB HFHEZHE T2 2 BN ETH D,
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HoE Him

ENO PMas LT, 2013 LI, WME B 2 MERF U, BREEAEMERERCE S EH- L TW
D H OO, TN HUEC T [E 1 5 OWET NS 2 MU T, (KR & L CBREE AR TEE
FER DMV HIE M EAE LTV 5D (BREEA, 2018¢), E7-. [Nk FIRE O EMNIC T D4k
HENHIR OTEY FIZon T HEERY £ &) (GREEA, 2015) TiE, PMos ITREWE &%
BEIRBLIEIZ DT 0 | AR L EME T T OMAR RS TH L Z &b, XIRICHLER
B2 ROFRENMETH Y | fLFEE T V% E FV T2 PMas ORI R Z T& 5RY
TERACHHMN - MREEL DD, AR - R IIHIR 2 it 2 2 E AR LR L
TW5b, ARIE, REBRENELL . £ ORKGLEDE OPEHT 2T U7 Hulk O & T
WNZE L TWD WD, ENOEES BB HPERR EOENER T TidZe <, R
P i 2. G I3 € < BRBEREIEY S E N O PMas IR E IR BIS- LTV 5, [EN D PMa s
IGYOFEFAN TIX, PMas ~OMRERRE & @EFEEOMIC— B LRI AN STy
bOD, EREMEE DLW T, —MERT L D AR PMas IREZOBRERIZ X > TH
WENECDAREMEIISETERWVWEDRRMLH Y | PMas ¥ S 7o b I EFEA~D AN RS
INTWVWD, ZOXEHRERNE, RIFETIE, BHARIZEIT S PMys {530 AL E 50 4T
EATO ZENBME L, BAERTFGMT 2175 FiEE LT LFREET VR LET X
—ET VOO IFIEEFENGT, BERTFGHEEROEEEZ R LEE 5 2 L 24
77

B 1ETE, RO RE LT, BAROKRKIGROLEESLBIPL, PMys ORERLALSY & ARk
AH =AW GEEERE, AERTSHEE TEIC OV TR, BEFOMREF 20 Lz
R CAMIED BYE L OHE, R SCOHERIZ DWW TR~ 7z,

W52 BT, ANFZE TN L7- K% E TV WRE, (LZA%EET /L CMAQ, L7 ¥ —F%
7 )V PMF OBEEIZ SV Tk ~<7z, WRF, CMAQ (Z2W\WTiL, FET/VOEICHEH D
R, AR, PELERR R LM RUSERREICOWTE L DTz, £/, PMF (2D
WX, PMF ET VORI B, BT VA~EAT L8 T — 2 v hOfERk, KT
BOWREKD, KRR E SO IZRAEROMRN, T HHEE TIEEICONWTE &bz,

% 3 W TIL, PMas O KL DR D—2> T HHHEAHEIZ DWW T, RIBEME (NO,.
NH;, HNOs) Z 5, BdEiG Y & EWIHROEGEIZ OV T, CMAQ/BFM (T X 2 fifgf %
BIleoTo, TORER, KEEDD OB ROFEIL, PMos IR DK 40~50 %% D TE
V. ZD 9 BHHEI 30~40 %N E TR 71k L 7= PMas, £ 10 %23 E N TR 7k L 7= PMys DR
BChHDHZEMNHA LT, £7o, ENTH b L7z PMos (3 KFED Bk 41T < % HNOs
L ENPEHIRD NHs & ORALREERTH Y | [ENO NH; BFlZ k- T, ENTH 1
5 PMas DA Z JIH T B AlREMER & D Z L AR Lz,
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WL 24T 5 2 & T, MET/VOMITHEROEEMEZM ESEL LN TEL L%
~ LT,

%5 T, 2014 KIS EFALE THRAE LI BIERITHE 5 A A~ ZABRBEIC X
PM, s D JRIHEfENT 2 CMAQ CTHJE L7, PEEND PMasIREIZ OV TIE, Base 77— A
T, CMAQ (342 PMys 22 BAHCHEL L TW= b oo, 10 H OHEHRILE D PMas
Z CMAQ 335 L <a/hafffi LTz, Btk o BB EHE &M r— X
(FINN20 crop) (28T, /NgHlia ks L= Z &5, FINN version 1.5 23 EHH S D
BB HEHHEZ /NG L TWD Z EMEEL TWAHZ ERH LN o7, 72, PEFIE
HCHA LTz BB 28 HARNRER IR LT B2 fiftr 4 572%, PMF E7 /L CHEGH ST RE
BT D BB EJED PMas 2 (Ikemori et al., 2018) & CMAQ/BFM |2 X % BB D% 5-
HERHRE L & DLl 2 88 = 72 o 72, Base 77— A & 13 FRAYIZ FINN20 _crop Tid,CMAQ (X PMF
ETVDHER L7 1027~10/29 OREXR 5 3 #4235 1T % BB D PMys 75 & [7l L~L
DHFGEIRUTZ, Ubdn, BEFO A 4~ AR BePEH B (FINN version 1.5) Ti% PMas i
REBIG A /NE L T D 2 ER L, E612, BERRONSA 4~ ZREEYE &
EHINSE2Z & T, 7 AVHIMERM ETLZEEHLNC L, 72720, HA~D BB

L BIEBBFIZ OV T S BIZHITT 51213, BN THRA L BBICL D EEEZIT T D

AREMEZ BB T D MENH Y | ZO7-OIZIE L Y IEMEIZIEN BB JEHEEHEGHT 5 2 L3
HCThD,

AWFFEIL, EWNSE D PMos 15U Z R T 5 72O O ILFEIE L 70 2 DO TH Y | xI5H
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WKER ECHFET 2D THLEBEZBND, 5k, LFEEET V& AT AT
Wik, Ba 7w MERT TR, Z7AE b L—Y—ik7 EORIO AR SR FiE A
FWZAFE E OF A, L 72 —FF M LB RAERMITICIE, FEDRAIR 2 5
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Appendix

Appendix: WRF D 8EFEAH

CMAQ D AT —4# L LTHIAT R T —#1X., CMAQ B KRZIGHMWE DOiikks L
FENT R RHRIZ BT 2 KRG EIRE 2 FHELT 5 LT, REREEL 525, AR
BERENZE LT T BORMNCAIE L, FEHESCKEREOFEIC LY | EIMERO K
RIGYE N BITR SN D AN S 5, BlZIE, BLFOEE. BARICKEIE YW E DS hk
ENDLFHEMEND D,

o FFE, KFE: K)o oBEMEKELILEOFE ROZE T, AASIENS LTI
PE - PEOE T 2R U725 A ARSI S IC BT 556
o H%: NFEESKRIEDET, MENLOKIM, b LIEEKIEL TR L TAEITI
it L2 ARSI IZ BT 556
® X% HADIHOWE LICHELIEKERH Y, W RIEKOKRERE L 20, bl
iR DB TREEN D KHNET D56

ZDO X ST, fEATHUSEFE S T < EA oS B S T, WRE NG A BmUICHE T
XTCWVDEIDEIER L TBMLERND D, LIKETIX, WRF OMRERHIIZ W= MEHEEE, &5
3EMNHE S FEIZBUWT WRF ICLAREBGOBHMEIZOWTIRARS,
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Al WRF OMHEEFHIIZ 230> B B it fats

T VOPERERHMIC L, BHER X OGHEMEOFHIE (Mean Obs.3 X T Mean Sim.). #H
FIf%% (R). MBE., MAE (Mean Absolute Error), RMSE, 1A Z#iaHEHE L L THW =, B
FiEE, (A1)~ (AS5) RITRT,

p _ Ziza(M; — M)(0; — 0) (A1)
MBE=M -0 (A.2)
(A.3)

1 N
NZLui—g

3 (A.4)

1N 2

RMSE = {Nzizl(Mi - Ol')z}
§V=1(Mi - Oi)z (A'5)

A=1- - _
£1(IM; — 0] +10; — 0])?

T M, 0,3 5B S ORISR AR EME EBRIE A, M, 01XFEEO T
il & BUAME O FEIEZ . NIZY v T Bae R,

FATHIIRIC BN T, REGEE T VT KD TG EEREAT O 72 8D DFFHERE D JEUE (LI, N
Fv—T HHEL NI Table A1 IZZEDORNFETRT,) BIEESN TS (Emery et al., 2001),
WY, ZDORFv— 7 BTG TET L MMS O TR EE %2 A 867 TRME$ 5 72 ORI
Sz, ZOHOFFRIZIBWT, WRF O FRIFEEFHICAN F~v— 7 FLHER LB HE
NTW5 (Bl ziX, Zhang et al., 2012; Kumar et al., 2012; Zhang et al., 2014), L2>L. Hulg4F
PEICBIRZ2 S — O F~v— 7 ETKGET VO TR EFHMEi A 36 272 5 2 L 1dY)
TRWE DR HIFIET S (McNally, 2009; Zhang et al., 2014),
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Appendix

Table A.1 Benchmark standards for the evaluation of meteorological model (WRF) performance

(Emery et al., 2001).

Benchmark standards

Temperature

MAE

IMBE|

1A

N IA

v

2K
05K
0.8

Mixing ratio

MAE

IMBE|

1A

A IA

vV

2 g/kg
1 g/kg
0.6

Wind speed

RMSE
IMBE|

1A

A IA

v

2m/s
0.5 m/s
0.6

A-3
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A21 #EERT—#

AAREAMCBITLZ2RG T X2 IX VAT IV I RFRIBFR A — L=V
(http://weather.uwyo.edu/upperair/sounding.html) &£ ¥ %572, [FA—L_X—T Tk, HREHO
BRI Z & OFEER 0 L 12 DT VY VBT — 4 BN STV b, AETIE
2010 FREOHE 3 M b, bR, ®RE) BEIOEE 1 H#A () 1B 2 iRm0 &
SGEINT — % ZFIH Lz (Fig. A.la), dbi. B, REUIZRENAORNHPESE 207, 51
i, B SO KRE T, BT EERRKOE T TH Y . RRIGEWE OPEH E A2,

F7o. BARENICET 2REBLINT — 2 1 3IRSBIH ) (— M EE NSRS EB gt v
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Fig. A.1 Modeling domains for WRF simulation and the locations of meteorological stations: (a)

East Asia (D1), and (b) Japan (D2) with height above sea level and locations of observation sites.
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A2.2 BARESNORES

e, R, R, fdicksi s, KR - RA - BUEOKHEE % Table A2 2R
T KU - TR - R - JE A 0 FHEAE & BLRIME DR RN & Z 7L 4L, Fig. A2, Fig. A3,
Fig. A4, Fig. ASIZ7T, BEHEORE IR, BUME & FIARICEHRAE AR HERE 0 IRF & 12
REDOE DY) & LTz,

R[RBET ML DEFRERITA A L2 A TREY . BHEE BB Rg2 B A
bz (FigA2~AS5), [IEBIONEALD IAIZHOWTIX, 4 #5T0.97 UL ETREFA
BHHMEEZR L, FBEO IA 2250 T, SUREB LRSI E TR U TRVWEEZ R LT
(Table A.2), ZAUIEFHHEAE D1 2% 60 km &1 CTHE AT T D720, IO ER A IEfE
WG TE TN Z EBREL TV 5, FRIC, BALABHITHPE 2K 40 km, F ALK 40 km
EHEK T LD /S, THIORRE EMEICHE TE T WnWEEZ L i< Tn
5, bz, Bk, REE BICEOEIMELTBY, F—A vy alliffA vy anA
STVLZEN, ARBIORED A LV bEMES ot gl E B X b, 5%, &
JbE Mg s L CETARMEEIT I HAICIT L VMV HIREE 2R ET 5 2 & W
BThHD,
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Table A.2 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of temperature,
mixing ratio, and wind speed at the meteorological stations in China and Taiwan in JFY2010.

Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

Beijing Shanghai Wuhan Taipei

N2 364 364 364 363

Temperature 0 (°0) 12.2 16.0 154 215
M (°C) 121 16.6 17.7 22.1

R 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98

MBE (°C) -0.14 -0.55 2.2 0.56

MAE (°C) 1.4 1.2 2.3 1.1

RMSE (°C) 1.7 15 2.7 1.4

1A 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.99

Mixing ratio 0 (g/kg) 6.2 9.6 10.2 13.1
M (g/kg) 5.2 9.8 9.4 13.6

R 0.98 0.99 0.98 0.98

MBE (g/kg) -0.98 0.17 -0.87 0.45

MAE (g/kg) 1.2 0.72 1.1 0.72

RMSE (g/kg) 1.6 0.95 15 0.93

1A 0.97 0.99 0.99 0.99

Wind speed 0 (m/s) 22 2.8 1.7 2.2
M (m/s) 3.2 4.2 2.7 7.2

R 0.54 0.50 0.73 0.59

MBE (m/s) 0.97 1.4 11 4.9

MAE (m/s) 13 16 1.2 4.9

RMSE (m/s) 1.7 2.1 1.4 5.6

1A 0.66 0.55 0.73 0.33

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Fig. A.2 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c) Wind speed, and (d) Wind direction in Beijing in China in JFY2010. Dates in China are in
CST (UTC+8). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each

observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without missing data points
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(a) Temperature in Shanghai

- ——Sim —— Obs
8 30
S 20
Z 10
5 0
_
-10 : : : : : : : : : . .
30 -
) (b) Mixing ratio in Shanghai ——Sim —— Obs
§ 20
é’ 10
=
0
12 - - - -
@ (c) Wind speed in Shanghai Sim Obs
E 10
T 8
3 6 i
2 AL oAt 4 oM | w | AK
2« BTN Pt PRABMENL
~ 260 (d) Wind direction in Shanghai Sim Obs
i) | L VR
1:9 I A ‘
%180 N 1P | ““\\ l‘ T ik " ‘l
= 120 JTIIE LTI IYY ) \ 81 W 11
S 6o ||l MAGKIR | )

1-Apr 1-May 1-Jun 1-Jul 1-Aug 1-Sep 1-Oct 1-Nov 1-Dec 1-Jan 1-Feb 1-Mar

Fig. A.3 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c¢) Wind speed, and (d) Wind direction in Shanghai in China in JFY2010. Dates in China are
in CST (UTC+8). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each

observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without missing data points.
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(a) Temperature in Wuhan
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Fig. A.4 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c) Wind speed, and (d) Wind direction in Wuhan in China in JFY2010. Dates in China are in
CST (UTCH8). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each

observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without missing data points.
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(a) Temperature in Taipei
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Fig. A.5 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (¢) Wind speed, and (d) Wind direction in Taipei in Taiwan in JFY2010. Dates in Taiwan are in
CST (UTC+8). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each

observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without missing data points.
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A23 BARERNOKRZRYS

FEIN 12 HiR (RLIR, le. Fik. fes. ARJT. T2, HOL. KB, #R7 . [l @R,
JER) 2B D, R - IREMH - FLJ% B K EOFFHEIE % % Table A3, Table A4 |Z/R
T F 7o 12 MU LI2RIR - IREH - BUR - BEAKEOFEME & BLIED B A EORSR
FI1Z54k % Fig. A.6 12" T,

AARESOK G & T, WRE XX BAFICENORR 2 BB TE Tz, KUl
MBE OENEE 725> TWAHHENRZE < . WRF [TRIBEDOEHZEN AR ZTNEHDOD, 12
HSSEY) C AT A, /NG L TV A2 7 H4u7e (Table A3, Fig. A6), IRAHITA
12 Hi5C 1A 238 0.98 BL EC WRF (HIRA L OFHZ(b & RAFICHEL L TW a3, 12 #ish
11 #155C MBE DENA & 72> TRV QIR & FER, /N GHeEm 27 LT (TableAS)
JEGE T, KIBBB RSO IAEE D IFHENL OO, 0.73 LLEDEE R L, WRF (3%
b7 BAFICEREIM: L Cuie, FRKEISBIIME & e~ C L i/ Nl L T 72 (Table A.4), CMAQ
TRZIGRE O AE EAZ BT 588, BAKELANMEE LTHERAIND Z &0 b,
ﬁém%@ubaﬂ?ﬁmkw’é e O é{ﬁég@ B/ NEEATE 3 X OV AU HP IR 2 0D 3t R AT %
BT DHAREMEICHET O HERH 5,
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Table A.3 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of temperature, and mixing ratio at the meteorological stations in

Japan in JFY2010. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

= <

£ 2 S S g @ o 5 i % 2 i stations

% 7 z 2 = = 3 o < 8 2 2
N 364 364 365 364 365 365 364 364 365 365 364 365 4,374
0 (°0) 9.9 13.2 14.2 15.7 14.3 16.7 16.6 16.5 16.9 17.0 17.0 16.5 154
o M (°C) 8.5 134 13.7 16.6 14.1 17.0 16.9 14.1 14.2 17.2 16.5 15.6 14.8
E/ R 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.99
g MBE (°C) -1.43 0.26 -0.57 0.87 -0.23 0.29 0.37 -2.35 -2.69 0.23 -0.53 -0.94 -0.56
qg“ MAE (°C) 1.69 0.90 0.88 1.00 0.67 0.76 0.73 2.35 2.69 0.67 0.78 1.09 1.18
= RMSE (°C) 2.30 1.11 1.07 1.24 0.84 0.92 0.89 2.46 2.80 0.84 0.96 1.32 1.55
IA 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.98 0.98 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.99
N®# 364 364 365 364 365 365 363 363 365 364 364 365 4,371
0 (g/kg) 6.42 8.08 8.55 8.50 8.65 8.49 9.10 8.73 9.50 8.63 9.09 10.14 8.66
o) M (g/kg) 6.05 7.57 8.21 7.59 8.58 8.18 8.65 8.74 8.82 8.38 8.82 9.40 8.25
g R 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.99
é MBE (g/kg) 036 -051 -034 -091 -008 -030 -045 000 -0.68 -025 -027 -0.74 -0.41
:éf MAE (g/kg) 045 059 045 091 033 042 051 033 069 037 048  0.79 0.53
> RMSE (g/kg) 065 083 066 113 044 058 067 044 086 051 065  1.03 0.74
IA 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.99 1.00

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Table A.4 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of wind speed, and rainfall at the meteorological stations in Japan in

JFY2010. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

o 2 = S S Al
2§ ¢ s 5z § 4 5 5§
e % (:3 = g @ =) é g E: v/ m stations
% 7 7Z 2 = 2 5 S > S 2 2
Ne 364 364 365 364 365 365 363 365 365 364 364 365 4373
0 (m/s) 336 3.00 318 242 234 293 396 3.09 365 246 285 265 2.99
- M (m/s) 358 288 432 239 296 290 323 271 309 268 374 3.8 3.13
E/ R 079 084 088 089 072 088 088 085 060 085 087  0.74 0.75
8 MBE (m/s) 021 -012 114 -003 063 -0.03 -073 -039 -056 022 089 042 0.14
T MAE (m/s) 0.82 054 123 040 075 041 085 066 096 048 1.0l  0.73 0.74
= RMSE (m/s) 1.05 072 160 052 098 051 107 082 126 063 125 094 1.00
1A 0.88 091 082 093 077 093 08 088 073 089 081  0.82 0.85
Ne 365 364 365 364 365 365 362 365 365 365 364 365 4374
0 (mm) 363 393 522 339 408 449 392 291 387 390 458 5.6 4.13
M (mm) 271 315 455 299 296 301 331 307 384 340 472  6.44 3.68
g R 073 086 080 077 08 084 074 084 087 08 066 071 0.77
% MBE (mm) 092 078 -0.67 -0.40 -1.12 -149 -0.62 0.6 -0.03 -050 014 078 -0.45
-§ MAE (mm) 229 203 290 224 219 242 234 183 204 215 368 446 2.55
RMSE (mm) 566 662 601 55 645 816 815 517 588 597 1016 11.20 7.32
1A 0.81 090 089 08 08 084 082 091 093 090 077 083 0.86

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Fig. A.6 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c) Wind speed, and (d) Rainfall averaged for the 12 meteorological stations in Japan in
JFY2010. Dates in Japan are in JST (UTC+9). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid
cell corresponding to each observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without

missing data points.
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A3 BFAETHWEZRBBEOHIHME
A3.1 #EEHT—#

AARENMCBTLZRGT =2 IETVIAFT IV I RFRIABFR A —LX—U
(http://weather.uwyo.edu/upperair/sounding.html) &£ ¥ %572, [FA—L_X—T Tk, HREHO
B S T & OIEMER O BF & 12 5D T U4 Y T BT — 2 RN ST\ 5, ARIETIE
2013 AFEEDPEIENG 21 i dest. b &, 7 7 a8 by HUN BHEEL @I R
B, mnt, ME. K, B, s 81, ~ve s BRE, R, @0, 0, mE) 12
BT 2R OKGBMN T — & ZFIH LTz (Fig. A.7a),

AARENIZE T 2 RGBT — Z 1T A W (— W HE NSRS T et o 7 —,
http://www.jmbsc.or.jp/jp/offline/cd0061.html) & ¥ #57=, b#k L 7= #iA1X PMF €7 VDA ST
—ZFIH L7 11 OB (Table 4.1) JEEFORGBINET 9 S (R, Ad R, B, 5w
B AR, M, #E, KR, REB) TH D, Fig. ATb IZZ DA EBFREZRT,
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Fig. A.7 Modeling domains for WRF simulation and the locations of meteorological stations: (a)
East Asia (D1), and (b) Japan (D2) and Kinki-Tokai district (D3) with height above sea level and

locations of observation sites.
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A2.2 BARESNORES

PEEANO 21 # db, B BB, 7 78 b, bUN, BB @I, &, B, M
R, ME., K, BB, s, g1 ey BE RE 80, B0, FEE) BT 5,
RIR - IREH - BUEOFFHEE % % Table A5, Table A6 (ZRd, F£72, 21 #EFH L
SR - AL - BUE - JRA O FHRE & BLRIE O B EEMEORRFIZE(L A Fig. A8 12, LRI
B DRI - IREH - B - B O FHEAE & BUIE O B EEEORERYIZEL % Fig. A9 IR
T BEBMEORE IR, BUAME & RIS FHRAE HAEHERE 0 el 12 RpDfEDEE & LT,
WRF IZ X 2FHERRITA 4 2L a2 T, BlllEE O—ERRonzbon, KRIT
NG, BRI ORI SRR L T (Fig A8, A9),

A OGRS LONRE O 1A (X, BEHORIE (A =0.83) LIFAAO#ST0.93 LLEEJE
WAL BAF R BN A R L2 (Table AS), EEHO IA IZOWTIE, KRB X OVRE L & T
L TIRVMEZ 7R L7z (Table A.6), ZAUEEHAFEIK D1 28 45 km #8F CEt R 21T > T\ 572
B, EHIORREZ EMICHRBE TE TN EREEL WS, 77K, B, XFHO 3
R TIRL TA OfE AR < . WRF (ZEUE 2 8 KFHl (MBE > 0) LCWe, bk X
R, Wb s U <ISmBICIUARDBFET 2 BREICMET H Z &b, THio
IR 2 IEREICAR TE TV R WREEZ L0 iR ZT, 1A OfFENME T L7zEB 2 b, £
7o. 778 MZHOWTIE 4 A~12 ADRGEAZ KIFIZEFFAE L TR0 | 1A OIKFOERK &
7p o TNz,
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Table A.5 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of temperature, and mixing ratio at the 21 meteorological stations in

China in JFY2013. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

. g o . E g _ o 3 . o _ All 21
£ %D g _;—12 gﬁ %D % S %0 1% é .é stations
e 7 % = T S = G S z z &

N 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 363 361 364 7,634
0 (°0) 12.89 1694 8.19 7.47 17.33 16.85 19.65 14.02 18.29 16.21 18.36 11.82 14.08
o M (°C) 11.07 16.34 8.05 2.49 16.39 17.51 17.27 12.57 17.63 15.43 18.23 6.94 12.64
E/ R 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98
g MBE (°C) -1.82 -0.60 -0.14 -4.98 -0.94 0.65 -2.38 -1.46 -0.66 -0.78 -0.13 -4.88 -1.44
qg* MAE (°C) 1.99 1.17 1.17 4.99 1.18 1.05 2.49 1.61 1.16 1.09 0.81 4.88 2.05
= RMSE (°C) 2.53 1.52 1.48 5.45 1.47 1.30 2.78 1.93 1.41 1.41 1.00 5.26 2.80
IA 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.96 0.99 0.99 0.96 0.98 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.94 0.99
N 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 363 361 364 7,634
0 (g/kg) 6.92 9.96 6.38 4.64 9.79 11.05 11.72 10.32 10.99 9.70 10.85 5.97 8.89
20 M (g/kg) 5.93 10.50 6.23 386 10.80 10.64 12.31 10.20 10.54 9.91 10.96 5.21 8.72
g R 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.98
é MBE (g/kg) 100 054 015 -0.78 101 -041 058 -0.12 -045 021 011 -0.76 0.17
:éf MAE (g/kg) 107 074 057 08 118 097 087 062 08 063 057  0.90 0.85
= RMSE (g/kg) 1.54 1.09 0.82 1.29 1.80 1.23 1.13 0.76 1.14 0.97 0.77 1.31 1.20
IA 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.98 0.99

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Table A.5 (contiuned) Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of temperature, and mixing ratio at the 21 meteorological

stations in China in JFY2013. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

g =
%" u ~§ e g‘) E ‘ED g %" All 21 Stations
Ne 364 362 361 364 364 363 364 364 364 7,634
0 (°C) 1522 503 1029 443 652 1666 1573 2327  20.49 14.08
5 Mo 1073 234 884 280 399 1745 1493 2443 19.95 12.64
5 R 096 098 099 099 099 099 099 095 098 0.98
£ MBE (C) 449 269 -145 -1.63 252 079 -080 115 -0.54 -1.44
& MAE (°C) 449 284 208 203 270 120 149 159  1.14 2.05
E  RMSE (°C) 476 359 272 266 374 161 195 189 148 2.80
1A 083 097 099 099 098 099 099 095  0.99 0.99
Ne 364 362 361 364 364 363 364 364 364 7,634
0 (g/kg) 9.16 469 496 549 600 1101 794 1604 13.15 8.89
% M (g/keg) 9.14 405 408 520 575 1001 720 1736 1327 8.72
E R 096 098 097 098 099 098 099 097  0.99 0.98
% MBE (g/kg)  -001 -0.64 -0.88 -029 -024 099 -074 132 0.2 0.17
£ MAE (g/kg) 084 079 097 061 056 119 089 142  0.69 0.85
S RMSE (g/kg)  1.07 111 141 094 077 153 127 168 092 120
1A 098 097 096 099 099 099 099 096  0.99 0.99

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Table A.6 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of wind speed, and rainfall at the 21 meteorological stations in China

in JFY2013. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

= en 2 & < e
» £ 5 3 5 5 z & 3 g £ g A
= § _ng % %D § '§ 2 § g % '% stations
M n 7 T st @) = O O Z Z =

N 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 363 361 364 7,272
0 (m/s) 2.00 2.92 2.58 1.94 2.13 2.93 1.93 2.64 1.08 2.69 1.75 1.21 2.21
2 M (m/s) 2.78 4.45 3.53 3.17 2.42 2.05 2.36 2.71 2.58 3.11 3.00 2.70 3.04
% R 0.48 0.76 0.74 0.33 0.70 0.71 0.47 0.68 0.71 0.83 0.86 0.51 0.67
‘qg’_‘ MBE (m/s) 0.78 1.54 0.95 1.23 0.29  -0.88 0.43 0.07 1.50 0.42 1.25 1.49 0.84
é MAE (m/s) 0.99 1.59 1.15 1.88 0.63 1.01 0.86 0.59 1.52 0.71 1.28 1.54 1.13
= RMSE (m/s) 1.30 1.86 1.43 2.20 0.80 1.31 1.12 0.76 1.70 0.89 1.50 1.76 1.43
1A 0.61 0.68 0.77 0.52 0.81 0.70 0.66 0.81 0.53 0.88 0.76 0.51 0.75

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Table A.6 (contiuned) Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of wind speed,

and rainfall at the 21 meteorological stations in China in JFY2013. Colored cells represent that the statistical

values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

= =

%" %0 § - g” - f:n 5 2 All 21
2 : & ¥ & Bz g  statons

N P pe T @) = N es z
Ne 364 - 361 364 364 363 364 364 364 7272
0 (m/s) 238 - 1.68 266 268 177 188 340 191 221
=~ M (m/s) 3.08 - 270 3.63 360 264 289 511 237 3.04
§ R 0.65 - 049 083 08 079 066 079  0.69 0.67
8 MBE (m/s) 070 - 1.01 097 093 087 101 171 046 0.84
é MAE (m/s) 096 - 112 114 102 09 109 178  0.73 1.13
= RMSE (m/s) .19 - 141 136 123 118 132 217 091 1.43
IA 074 - 060 083 084 079 064 071 079 0.75

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Fig. A.8 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c) Wind speed, and (d) Wind direction for the 21 meteorolgical stations in China in
JFY2013. Dates in China are in CST (UTC+8). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid
cell corresponding to each observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without

missing data points.
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Fig. A.9 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c) Wind speed, and (d) Wind direction in Beijing in China in JFY2013. Dates in China are in
CST (UTC+8). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each

observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without missing data points.
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A23 BARERNOKRZRYS

D3 SN D 9 Him (R, bR, B, R, 2R R, AP KBk, BR) 12k
J5. KR - REH - JBUE - K EOREHEIE %% Table A7, Table A8ITRT, £729
HiRAPE U7 SR - IRAEE - JBUE - BEK B R & BLRIE O B S4B ORR S 2% Fig.
A101Z, D3 OHFRIIALE T D RKIROSIR - AL - BUE - BEAKEOFHEE & BLRIEO B
BIEORERYIZEL % Fig. A1 TR,

AARESOK G & T, WRE XXV BAFICENORR 2 BB TE Tz, KUl
LIS T IA OFEDS 1.00 & WRF IR DOFEHI LA BAFICHHL L TV /2 (Table A.7, Fig.
A.10), L2 L. 429 #iSdD MBE 2804 T D Z &5, WRF 2NE/NE L T 288 A3
F 547 (Table A7, Fig. A.10), {RA AT 2 FR< 8 HiS D 1A 13 1.00 T WRF [ TR E LD
I E BAFICHE LTV =23, 2 9 Mo MBE OfENA L 72> TE Y, &R & R,
/NGRS ) &2 7~ L CUN 7z (Table A7), #2811 2 50AR K OVRE O TA OfEiEfho 8
HIR D IA X0 B O TR 72 o Tuve, M 3R OH B S A& L, e 25
et R FITIT 36, RS ENTND 2 ENIA DR TFIZEHS LT\, 49 i o)ais
3. KIEBBOREALD IAEE VIZENS DD, 1A = 0.85 & WRF I3FEiZ 1% BIFICH
BiME L T /o (Table A.8), FE/KEIZOWTIX, 49 HA D MBE 23-0.7 & WRF [I[EK &%
/NG L TNz (Table A.8), CMAQ TRAVGYME DRI E &2 BT 288, BFAKE
HLASMEE LTHERAESND Z &0 D, BoKEOME/NHI 2 KRG YE DML S RO
/INEEATT 36 K OV IR BE O3 RFH 2 353§ 2 vIREMEICR BT D0 ER H 5,
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Table A.7 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of temperature, and mixing ratio at the meteorological stations in

Japan in JFY2013. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

GIFU NAGOYA TOYOOKA KYOTO HIKONE HIMEII KOBE OSAKA NARA All9

stations
N 365 365 364 364 365 365 365 365 365 3,283
0 (°C) 16.4 16.4 15.0 16.3 152 15.6 17.1 17.1 15.3 16.1
S M (°C) 16.1 16.4 14.3 16.3 14.9 14.8 15.7 17.0 15.1 15.6
‘é R 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 1.00 0.89 1.00 1.00 0.97
‘g MBE (°C) -0.3 0.0 -0.7 -0.06 -0.3 -0.8 -1.4 -0.1 -0.27 -0.4
% MAE (°C) 0.6 0.5 0.9 0.6 0.9 0.9 5.1 0.5 0.7 1.2
= RMSE (°0C) 0.8 0.7 1.1 0.8 1.2 1.1 5.6 0.7 0.9 2.1
1A 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.79 1.00 1.00 0.99
N# 365 365 364 364 365 365 365 365 365 3,283
0 (g/kg) 8.55 8.71 9.22 8.48 9.02 9.10 9.05 8.75 9.05 8.88
M (g/kg) 8.36 8.36 9.07 8.31 9.12 9.03 9.82 8.49 8.82 8.82
g R 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 0.85 1.00 1.00 0.97
"é MBE (g/kg) -0.18 -0.35 -0.15 -0.17 0.09 -0.07 0.77 -0.26 -0.24 -0.06
.:é:) MAE (g/kg) 0.39 0.46 0.42 0.33 0.41 0.4 3.0 0.42 0.40 0.7
= RMSE (g/kg) 0.5 0.6 0.5 0.42 0.5 0.6 3.5 0.5 0.5 1.3
1A 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.81 1.00 1.00 0.98

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Table A.8 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of wind speed, and rainfall at the meteorological stations in Japan in

JFY2010. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

GIFU NAGOYA TOYOOKA KYOTO HIKONE HIMEII KOBE OSAKA NARA All9

stations
N 365 365 361 363 365 365 364 365 365 3,278
0 (m/s) 2.7 3.2 2.0 2.1 3.1 2.5 3.7 2.5 1.4 2.6
— M (m/s) 2.9 3.5 29 2.5 4.0 3.0 3.7 3.0 2.5 3.1
E/ R 0.94 0.95 0.86 0.85 0.88 0.76 0.63 0.85 0.77 0.81
é MBE (m/s) 0.14 0.31 1.0 0.4 0.91 0.4 -0.01 0.47 1.1 0.5
'é) MAE (m/s) 0.40 0.50 1.0 0.5 1.2 0.6 1.1 0.6 1.1 0.8
= RMSE (m/s) 0.5 0.7 1.2 0.7 1.6 0.8 1.4 0.9 1.3 1.1
1A 0.96 0.95 0.74 0.82 0.86 0.79 0.77 0.82 0.49 0.85
N# 365 365 364 364 365 365 365 365 365 3,283
0 (mm) 5.5 4.4 6.1 4.1 4.1 4.1 3.8 4.0 4.1 4.5
M (mm) 3.8 3.1 5.8 2.8 5.1 3.5 3.6 2.6 3.4 3.8
g R 0.74 0.82 0.80 0.80 0.61 0.77 0.63 0.92 0.76 0.75
% MBE (mm) -1.7 -1.3 -0.2 -1.29 1.05 -0.6 -0.14 -1.4 -0.70 -0.7
5 MAE (mm) 3.2 22 3.3 2.4 3.8 2.4 2.8 1.9 2.6 2.7
RMSE (mm) 10.8 7.4 8.6 8.4 9.3 9.3 10.4 5.9 8.2 8.8
1A 0.82 0.88 0.89 0.83 0.76 0.87 0.78 0.92 0.86 0.85

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Fig. A.10 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c) Wind speed, (d) Wind direction, and (e) Rainfall averaged for the 9 meteorological
stations in D3 in Japan in JFY2013. Dates in Japan are in JST (UTC+9). The red line shows the
simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each observation site, whereas the blue line shows

the observed values without missing data points.
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Fig. A.11 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c) Wind speed, (d) Wind direction, and (e) Rainfall in Osaka in D3 in Japan in JFY2013.
Dates in Japan are in JST (UTC+9). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid cell
corresponding to each observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without

missing data points.
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AAREAMCBITLZ2RG T X2 IX VAT IV I RFRIBFR A — L=V
(http://weather.uwyo.edu/upperair/sounding.html) &£ ¥ %572, [FA—L_X—T Tk, HREHO
B S T & OIEMER O BF & 12 5D T U4 Y T BT — 2 RN ST\ 5, ARIETIE
2014 FEOHREEWNO 21 i e, Bl L. 7 7 by B, BB #@IH, &5 &
. MR, FEE. K, BI. wEE, I orve s, BFED R, 89N, 0. FE)
B MEmMOKEEBINT — % ZFIH L (Fig. A.12a),

AARENIZE T 2 RGBT — Z 1T A W (— W HE NSRS T et o 7 —,
http://www.jmbsc.or.jp/jp/offline/cd0061.html) & ¥ #57=, b#k L 7= #iA1X PMF €7 VDA ST
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Fig. A.12 Modeling domains for WRF simulation and the locations of meteorological stations: (a)

East Asia (D1), and (b) Japan (D2) with height above sea level and locations of observation sites.
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A42 BAEADORES

PEENO 21 # dbst, BiE, . 7 78 b BN, BB, BN, &6 B, ™
.EE. KE, B, s, 41, ey, BE, R BN, 0. EE) 2B 5,
KR - RA L - JBGE - BRKEOFEHEE—% % Table A9, Table A.10 IZ/" ¥, F7o, 21 Hu
SR UT2KAR - IRAH - BUHOEHRE & BLHIE O B SEEO R RS20 % Fig. A13 12,
FERICBITA2KIR - IBAHT - JEROFHREM & BUAIE O B SEE O RSRPIZE L % Fig. A.141C
;riaiﬂﬁ®§m VL BLIME & [FRRIC R HEE HAEERE O e & 12 FFDED R & LT,

RF ICE2FEMBITIAA B2 THY, BEE 0—ERRon/-bon, KR
ﬁwﬂﬁ\mﬁﬂﬁkﬂﬁbfwka@AB\AML

RIBB L ONREEED IA 12O T, & 21 #i8T 0.87 LLE & BiFefmBMEZ R LIz, &
HOIAIZOW T, [UEB I ONEAL LR THR U TEVMELZ R LT (Table A2), Z iU
FHEMEIL D1 2% 45 km 4 CHE 2T TV D72 THIOER A IEREICHE T X Then
TENEEL WD, B, KR, PO 3 HR TR, 1A OE2ME< . WRF (3JEGE 2K
FEli (MBE >0) LCWe, 203 H#igid, Wbty U <IZmBIZ IR FET D8R

FIAET 22 b, EHOERZ EMICHE TE T RWEEL I BIZIT, 1A O
EPME T L7z LB 2 b, EEIZOW TR, FEICBIRZR < WRF (3EGE Z 5 12/ )N
L. IA DR FOER & 72> T,
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Table A.9 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of temperature, and mixing ratio at the 21 meteorological stations in

China in the year 2014. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

. g o . E g _ o 3 . o _ All 21
g %D g _;—12 gﬁ %D % S, %0 1% é § stations
3 7 % = T 5 = G 5 z z S

N 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 363 363 364 7,632
0 (&) 13.33 16.25 8.41 6.94 16.74 16.08 19.80 14.23 17.76 15.69 18.03 11.61 13.95
o M &9) 10.04 13.83 7.13 4.74 15.48 17.04 17.92 12.70 17.43 15.13 18.20 8.52 12.45
E/ R 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99
g MBE (°C) -3.29 -2.42 -1.29 -2.20 -1.25 0.96 -1.88 -1.53 -0.33 -0.56 0.17 -3.09 -1.50
qg* MAE (°C) 3.31 2.69 1.83 2.32 1.48 1.22 2.01 1.62 0.97 0.86 0.84 3.13 1.98
= RMSE (°C) 3.78 3.33 2.32 2.83 1.83 1.47 2.28 1.96 1.24 1.11 1.08 3.61 2.65
IA 0.97 0.95 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.97 0.98 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.97 0.99
N 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 363 363 364 7,632
0 (g/kg) 6.51 10.11 5.86 421 10.46 11.15 12.23 10.75 11.37 10.02 11.32 5.61 9.04
20 M (g/kg) 5.43 10.03 5.98 3.88 9.82 10.52 12.71 10.52 10.51 9.55 11.02 5.41 8.56
g R 0.98 0.99 0.98 0.97 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.98 0.98
é MBE (g/kg) .08 008 012 -033 -0.64 -0.63 049 -023 -086 -048 -031 -021 -0.48
:éf MAE (g/kg) 113 053 063 060 079 08 073 066 095 060 062 0.3 0.83
= RMSE (g/kg) 1.54 0.69 0.91 0.96 0.98 1.06 0.91 0.81 1.22 0.82 0.84 0.87 1.15
IA 0.97 1.00 0.99 0.98 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Table A.9 (contiuned) Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of temperature, and mixing ratio at the 21 meteorological

stations in China in the year 2014. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

g

%D g § g f;n g 2 %D All 21 Stations

£ g 2 g 3 3 & g

N % pe e @) = e z
Ne 364 361 364 361 363 363 362 364 7,632
0 (°C) 1578 475 1004 413 681 1613 2378 21.13 13.95
o Mo 1208 054 807 225 429 1657 2343 21.28 12.45
Y R 096 098 099 1.00 099 099 098  0.99 0.99
§ MBE (°C) 371 -421  -197  -1.88 252 044 -035  0.15 -1.50
§ MAE (°C) 371 426 230 211 267 100 085  0.95 1.98
= RMSE (°C) 403 490 303 287 342 129 104 120 2.65
IA 087 094 098 099 099 099 099  0.99 0.99
Ne 364 361 364 361 363 363 362 364 7,632
0 (g/kg) 958 503 541 531 570 1086 1648 14.03 9.04
D M (g/ke) 977 385 402 525 549 936 1631 13.58 8.56
&0 R 097 098 096 098 099 098 098  0.99 0.98
§ MBE (g/kg) 019 -1.18 -139 -0.06 -022 -151 -0.18 -0.45 -0.48
:éj MAE (g/kg) 071 123 143 062 058 153 065 0.76 0.83
> RMSE (g/kg) 093 159 1.8 092 08 192 083  0.98 1.15
IA 099 093 093 099 099 097 099  0.99 0.99

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Table A.10 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of wind speed at the 21 meteorological stations in China in the year

2014. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

= en 2 & < e
» £ 5 3 5 5 z & 3 g £ g A
= § _ng % %D § '§ 2 § g % '% stations
M n 7! T st @) = O O Z Z =

N 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 364 363 363 364 7,632
0 (m/s) 2.01 2.76 2.37 3.44 2.14 2.76 2.20 2.57 0.95 2.57 1.73 1.24 2.17
2 M (m/s) 2.26 4.25 2.95 2.29 2.84 1.66 2.08 2.40 2.22 2.38 2.13 2.13 2.44
% R 0.52 0.69 0.73 0.62 0.54 0.64 0.37 0.62 0.70 0.79 0.84 0.40 0.54
‘qé_‘ MBE (m/s) 0.25 1.50 0.57 -1.15 0.70 -1.10 -0.12  -0.17 1.27  -0.19 0.39 0.89 0.27
é MAE (m/s) 0.77 1.55 0.91 1.46 0.92 1.18 0.72 0.60 1.28 0.70 0.58 1.04 0.94
= RMSE (m/s) 0.98 1.87 1.12 1.93 1.18 1.45 0.94 0.75 1.45 0.89 0.72 1.24 1.22
1A 0.71 0.63 0.81 0.64 0.66 0.59 0.62 0.77 0.54 0.86 0.88 0.56 0.72

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Table A.10 (contiuned) Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of wind speed at the 21 meteorological stations in

China in the year 2014. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

=

%" . § . gb - - 2 All 21
z s 2 F £ 2 % S Stations

N = >~ T @) = en Z
Ne 364 361 364 361 363 363 362 364 7,632
0 (m/s) 244 1.10 1.84 255 228 151 332 203 2.17
> M (m/s) 240 234 242 281 309 198 212 215 2.44
§ R 0.68 0.17 051 079 076 072 074  0.66 0.54
8 MBE (m/s) 0.04 125 059 026 082 048 -121  0.12 0.27
jé MAE (m/s) 065 1.43 092 083 099 066 124  0.70 0.94
%= RMSE (m/s) 087 1.71 1.17 103 123 084 144 093 1.22
IA 0.80 0.46 067 08 079 079 066  0.80 0.72

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Fig. A.13 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (¢) Wind speed, and (d) Wind direction for the 21 meteorolgical stations in China in the year
2014. Dates in China are in CST (UTC+8). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid cell
corresponding to each observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without

missing data points.
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Fig. A.14 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c) Wind speed, and (d) Wind direction in Changchu in China in the year 2014. Dates in China
are in CST (UTC+8). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each

observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without missing data points.
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2 BN D 12 R (S, SR B, R A d R, B R, EAR, R, AT
K, ZRE) 2B 5, Kl - IREH - BUK - MK EORGHEEE—%2 % Table A.11, Table A.12
R, F70 12 AU L72&0R - IRA L - JEEE - Bk EOFHME & BUIE O B FHEO
RERFIZA L% Fig. A1512, EmEORIE « IRA M - JAE - BRKEOFFEME & BHo B 7Y
B DB RINZEA & Fig. A.16 (2R,

AARESOK G & T, WRE XX BAFICENORR S 2 BB TE Tz, KUl
AT IA OED 0.98 LA E T, WRF XKD ZFE b2 BAFCHBL L Tz (Table A.ll,
Fig. A.15), L2>L, MBE OfEMNA & 72> TWDHIE NN, 12 HIASCSEY CA =854, WRF
23/ INGEAT LTV DB 2N /L S A7z (Table AL11, Fig. A.15), IRAHIT4 12 f@,ﬁ“(“ IA 7% 0.99
Pl EC WRF TR A O ZFHIZ b A BAFICHEL L TV s, 42 12 HS T MBE OfERS A & 72
STEY, KIE & FEE B/NFEMGER 278 LTz (Table A.11), EUEIZ, KIEBB RS
O IA L VIR DD, 5E8, BEZBRNT 0.65 L EOEE R L, WRF 1ZZFE£1L
Z BAFICHEEBLME L Tz (Table AL12), IHHF, REIZOWTIE, s & bl LT IA i
EHITEL oo Ta, ZHUE, MBS S A HUNICAEAE L, GHEER D2 O #4515 km

TiX, THOERZ EMEEICHBE TETWRWI EREEL, 1A DK TEFE LB X
iz, Eio. BEBNEE OF KA WRE 138/ L TUh /2 (Table A.12), CMAQ T
REGRE O AE BA BT OB, BAKELANMEE LTHERIND Z b, B
7k$®L/J\a¥fﬂﬁﬁ>jtﬂ{7§%%’f£@{E ML B O/ NI K O IR EE 1 KEEAT 2 75
T L RIS ET D UENRH D,
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Table A.11 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of temperature, and mixing ratio at the meteorological stations in

Japan in the year 2014. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

:

é <Nc <§t § g o % - All 12
= ;<ZC § ) 8 g S g %—1 g.ﬂ % ;5 Stations

< é o = < o - = = O %) <

= = O Z = M T T N O zZ.
N2 363 365 365 365 365 365 364 365 364 365 365 365 4,376
0 (°C) 13.6 14.8 14.3 16.1 16.1 14.4 16.2 14.9 15.3 16.8 16.7 15.0 15.4
) M (°C) 12.2 14.6 12.7 13.7 16.1 13.0 14.9 13.4 13.4 15.8 16.9 13.7 14.2
\Si/ R 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99 1.00 0.99 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99
‘g MBE (°C) -1.4 -0.2 -1.6 2.4 0.0 -1.4 -1.2 -1.5 -1.9  -0.97 0.20 -1.3 -1.1
é MAE (°C) 1.4 0.7 1.6 2.4 0.7 1.4 1.2 1.6 1.9 1.0 0.6 1.4 1.3
= RMSE (°C) 1.6 1.0 1.8 25 0.9 1.6 1.4 1.8 2.1 1.3 0.7 1.6 1.6
1A 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.98 1.00 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.99 0.99
N2 363 365 365 365 365 365 364 365 364 365 365 365 4,376
0 (g/kg) 8.28 8.38 8.26 8.37 8.44 9.07 8.38 8.74 8.70 8.73 8.80 8.90 8.59
@ M (g/kg) 810 769 786 821 808 835 796 848 856 851 845 84l 8.22
% R 1.00 0.99 0.99 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 0.99
s MBE (g/kg) -0.18 -0.68 -0.40 -0.17 -0.36 -0.73 -0.42 -0.26 0.14 -0.22 -0.35 0.49 -0.37
%“ MAE (g/kg) 034 071 056 039 049 0.8 05 040 035 037 051 0.5 0.5
= RMSE (g/kg) 0.5 0.9 0.7 0.52 0.7 0.9 0.6 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.7 0.7 0.7
IA 1.00 0.99 0.99 1.00 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Table A.12 Statistical comparisons between observed and simulated daily mean values of wind speed, and rainfall at the meteorological stations in Japan in

the year 2014. Colored cells represent that the statistical values meet the benchmark standard shown in Table A.1.

<
< E S < % - - ~ All 12
E ;<ZC § - 8 g S é E E % ;5 Stations

< ) = < o) - = = @) o) <

= ; = O Z = @ T e Y o Z.
N2 363 365 365 365 365 364 363 365 364 365 365 365 4,374
0 (m/s) 3.8 3.8 2.8 2.7 3.1 1.8 2.1 3.1 2.6 3.8 2.4 1.4 2.8
2 M (m/s) 3.5 3.9 2.7 2.4 3.6 2.8 35 34 2.2 4.1 3.9 2.5 3.2
% R 0.83 0.89 0.84 0.85 0.95 0.79 0.79 0.82 0.84 0.74 0.87 0.80 0.75
é MBE (m/s) -0.23 0.17 -0.1 -0.4 0.50 1.0 1.34 0.25 -0.4 0.3 1.4 1.1 0.4
é MAE (m/s) 0.72 0.63 0.5 0.5 0.6 1.0 1.4 0.7 0.5 0.9 1.4 1.2 0.8
%= RMSE (m/s) 0.9 0.8 0.6 0.7 0.8 1.2 1.6 1.0 0.6 1.2 1.7 1.4 1.1
IA 0.90 0.94 0.91 0.88 0.92 0.67 0.56 0.90 0.86 0.84 0.65 0.50 0.84
N 363 365 365 365 365 365 364 365 364 365 365 365 4,376
0 (mm) 6.9 7.2 6.9 4.7 4.1 5.5 3.8 4.0 3.2 33 3.5 3.6 4.7
M (mm) 5.6 7.1 6.3 6.2 5.0 5.1 5.2 3.9 4.9 5.8 4.0 33 5.2
g R 0.83 0.76 0.58 0.76 0.57 0.76 0.79 0.68 0.53 0.55 0.73 0.65 0.67
i: MBE (mm) -1.3 -0.2 -0.7 1.5 0.83 -0.4 1.4 0.0 1.7 2.4 0.46 -0.4 0.5
E MAE (mm) 3.7 4.2 4.9 3.8 3.8 3.2 3.2 2.6 3.7 4.4 2.7 2.6 3.6
RMSE (mm) 8.3 9.7 11.2 10.1 11.2 7.7 9.0 7.4 11.9 14.2 8.4 8.7 10.0
1A 0.88 0.87 0.74 0.85 0.73 0.85 0.88 0.81 0.67 0.69 0.85 0.78 0.81

aMissing observation data was excluded for the evaluation of every statistical value.
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Fig. A.10 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (¢c) Wind speed, (d) Wind direction, and (e) Rainfall averaged for the 12 meteorological
stations in D2 in Japan in the year 2014. Dates in Japan are in JST (UTC+9). The red line shows the
simulated values at the grid cell corresponding to each observation site, whereas the blue line shows

the observed values without missing data points.
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Fig. A.11 Time series of the observed and simulated daily mean values: (a) Temperature, (b) Mixing
ratio, (c) Wind speed, (d) Wind direction, and (e) Rainfall in Wajima in D2 in Japan in the year 2014.
Dates in Japan are in JST (UTC+9). The red line shows the simulated values at the grid cell

corresponding to each observation site, whereas the blue line shows the observed values without

missing data points.
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