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Fig. 1 Controlling function of atomspheric polutant SO,

concentration to fogwater acidity
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Tab. 1 Comparison of measured pH values with calculated

pH values in Qingdao '

Bk AR

BRY pHLW{E pHilHMHE
X33, & A/
3 4.58 4.57
5 4.50 4.55
6 4.50 4.63
wEr 7 1991. 8.8~ 4 60 4.64
8 6. 10 4.61 4.64
9 4.52 4.33
12 4.58 4.52
13 4. 82 4.65
_ 21 1.26 4.20
BRX 22 1991.6.8 4. 40 4.21
23 4.10 4.27
T 24  1991.6.8 1.70 1.70
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Tab. 2 Comparison of measured pH values with calculated pH valies in Yantai and other cities

- HE : .
HIX — ZREX BUX E¥ p 48] K&
KR i = 2w :
Cso, 1991.6 | 0.017 0. 066 0. 056 0.046 /o / ’ / A
(mg/md)| 1991.4~6 | 0.028 0.107 0. 087 0. 074 0. 082 0.036 - 0.014 0.019 0. 020
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Tab. 3 Removed ratio of fog to atomspheric polutant SO,
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Abstract

This paper emphasized on controlling effect of atomspheric pollutant SO, in Qingdao on fogwater acidi-
ty. The pH values and Cso, (concentration in atomsphere). obtained from statistical analysis of obsetvation
data. can be obtained in the folloaing formula pH=6—Log(608. 4Cso, —16. 55). The pH values observed
in fogwater of Qingdao and Yantai corresponding to the pH estimated from the above equation has testified
the reasonableness of statistical formula. The estimated results showed that the pH values of fogwater are
from 1. 95 to 4. 90 in Qingdao, from 2. 70 to 5. 20 in Yantai, more than 5. 50 in Penglai and mote than
5. 10 in Longkou. The calculation results for removed ratios of SO, show that the ratios of artificial pollu- ‘

tant are direct proporation to its removed ratios, and inverse proporation to remained ratios in atmosphere.
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