











































































































































































































































































































ound-level concentration; in the sumi - and autumn season (with relative high
temperature and low wind speed), relatively high concentration and small dispersion area
could be identified, along with the short distance between the stacks and the location with

maximum SO, ground-level concen tion.
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uverse of discourse

Figure 4.5 |  set operations - standard union
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Figure 4.6 Fuz  set op.
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Universe of discourse
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Figure 4.8 the Rule-based fu  system with - fuzzy inputs d one crisp output
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Figure 4.17 Membership function of envirr  nental risk associated with the probability of
violating the loose ambient air quality sta ard (note: P% = Prol »ility of contaminant
concentration exceeding its corresponding ambient air quality standard)
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Figure 4.20 Fuzzy inft
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Fizzy composition process
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(2) Survey on Medium ambient air quality guideline

The annual average >U; No. of Respondents rcentage (%)

concentrati.  should be

approximately:
30pug/m’ or less 2 7
50pg/m” or less 16 53
55ug/m’ or less 5 17
60p.g/m3 or less 5 17
65ug/m” or less 1 3
70pg/m? or less 1 3
80pg/m” or less 0 0
Total No. of Respondents 30 100
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