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b L, BIECORERITEZ24EM & LOIH OREZl % 3
LFTRUE, BEIAR, BAEZSHEEGS X5 ER
BO@DY v 7Y v /RN EES, F2RL, F1IX
LR CENRHNERNEROBMOEE 07— 2% H
W, EOFEI X B 240HBE @R 1IBEETSTo
TEEIIX25RIRIG & 7 B) BoREBEO RSl
BERT—2D0ThEXRB LI DTHDH, BDHT
BUL—EELRD,

LL, RIBEETFALLEOREE CREHOFLHE
HOEERBRS AR L HET 2 LERD BT,
BET — 2 ORI E S HAY T b5 %
BionwThBH S,

Tz & 2iE, AQDM i Larsen OFEAH L = &
EDTWS (Larsen, 1971), ZOFHiET %%
EOWRICOWTIRBETHICIE T TE\ 7 (Inouye,
1975 ; #F « 57, 1975).
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#13% Brummage (CONCAWE) »f@#ric Fv7- Bl L7 o8 HIE (Brummage, 1968),

Stabilit Efflux Exit Temperature Heat Wind No. of
Authors Cat Z rate Velocity | Difference Flux Speed | Observa-
€8OTY | Nm3s! | ms~! °K cal, s71 x10/0 ms™! tions
Lucas, Moore, neutral 24-122 | 3,3-17 130 1,0-5,1 4,4-10,5 13
Spurr (1963) various 101-405 | 3,75-15 120 4-16 3-10,5 14
‘Bosanquet (1975) unknown | 4,1-35,3 | 3,7-11,0 25-116 0,07-1,58 3-10,0 8
Stewart, Gale, neutral 69 14,6 50 1,16 4,2-12,3 27
Crooks (1954) slightly- 69 14,6 50 1,16 4,4-8,0 12
unstable
Rauch (Duisburg) n'eutral 36-76 5, 2- 99-125 1,25-3,25 | 2,1-9,7 137
(1964) slightly- 28-78 4,0 98-121 1,10-2,95 | 1,6-10,5 159
unstable
fairly- 46-76 5,8-11,1 100-115 1,40-2,95 | 2,5-9,3 35
stable
Rauch (Darmstadt) neutral 7-11 3,4-5,5 270-298 0, 65-1, 1 4,1-9,2 33

Bz 53R REIRTEY, ILRBEOTODEE
THFLVWRBE b D LTk b (Briggs, 1969), %

#23% Moses % Lot Carson 2AEFECHVE
i LR 0B HIME (Moses, Carson 1968),

M ERBEERDOTHD. thboRirEl, AL Station Stable | Neutral [Unstable] Total
Briggs ic LT, BERC I B ERDOHTIOKU LR -
il R NI
XObb %@ki%ﬁ“ﬁg@ﬁg‘l’l hiiph, ¥ledsb Harwell 8 27 11 46
ORERMLEIC LY, BEROEYEAETHIE Duisburg 51 328 379
LTWwW5%, Gernsheim 10 33 43
HETHE BV bR T\ 5 Brummage (CONCAWE) Bosanquet 7 7
»3% (Brummage, 1968) 33X 0% Moses and Carson Widow’s Creek 1 9 10
D, (Moses » Carson, 1968) i, RBIiEZEDOHITH DY, Xk Gallatin 2 24 26
ECRES VbR X S ieito> TE A Briggs ORX Paradise 4 26 5

(Briggs, 1969) 3#%E BT 5. & ZTI%, Plume Rise
D—RENHRZLET T, hbEAROMBEA & Lo
WD,

812213, Brummage 23fEEHc A7 ERIED T
FRLELDTHS.

Brummage |} Plume Rise A 2n DK%,

Ahpw=KQu* uv 1)

LEE, WUoNHELy, TOLETRUELEOSHED
Rizkn, K, s 8L yERDdl, L, ERXTQH

#2721, 500m ¥ TEHEM LIS DIXI0LTEL
DT, EREDLE  BEIER EFESECELTWICh
E o g ThH . —ic, Plume Rise (ZBHEIAD
AT HEBINADT, LT —xDWHHL
X F O EORENLETHS, Fi-, Brummage D
BT EREGDKIGD Qu 281~ 3 x10° cal/secd
HECD > THEDTRNZENDRB L, Qu DIERE

13 cal/sec THRb LiBkiE, » [m/sec] 13RI EDLEEXDE DR

HOEEDRAETH 5. ZRBO T — 2 BN LR, Brummage 13RO
#1ERBOTICRT X 5, TofFAVRE  oReflik

438 EOERED 5 % 76% i 75 331 fEiZ, Rauch A B = 0. 047 Qy0-58/u.7 (2)

Duisburgiz 3813 % 5 — £ TH 5. LI - T, Brummage
ORI Rauch O F — 2 B FEINTVEY, #

XL, HEVEELRELITEIOREFECLT WY
CEZT, RAZRELRL.

OB EASEYFELLEEYRT LI 0T, 8 A by =0.175 Qy*l%/ w3/t 3
HI AT R A A DO BT BEMEA50~500m D D TH 5. 7L, Bic EROBITCEELTT —2e—RE H» 23
42 VR&! 25, 2.




REFLRDOY I 2 V=V 3 VEFARKT B WL O DRERIOWT 123

#%3% Moses ko Carson XTHVHABEISKR T B L o EEKED &FE (Moses » Carson, 1968).

Station Wind speed Exit Velocity Heat flux Stack height Stack diameter
m/s m/s k cal/s m m
Argonne 1 7,3-1,0 13,2-4,7 12,7-2,0 34 0, 44
Arbonne II 10, 3-3, 1 14,0-4, 56 34,4-3,3 34 0, 44
Harwell 11,7-3 9,90 1215-1215 61 3,46
Duisberg 10,5-1,6 12,1-3,5 2475-979 125 3,50
Gernsheim 9,2-1,5 5,3-2,2 1003-384 75 . 2,30
Tennessee Valley Authority
Widow’s Creek 6,6-1,5 24,5-22,9 1,79-1,57. 104 153 6,34
Gallatin 8,2-1,6 16,4-14,8 1,77-1,5. 10 153 7,63
Paradise 11,3-2,3 19,2-15,3 2,46-1,7.10* 183 7,93
FRXh, FROFEK0.175120.180 DFNE LW E L FRAR RN FETRD,
1. REEDEE A=2.65
(3) RTZAlm R u ¥ BT 5 2 1Tl o T oy o2 A=1.08
575, Zhik, Duisburg o F— 20X BbhskE T e A =0.68

TREEBT, Lo F— 2 TR e ITRBIT B L DS,
Wol¥ 5, Moses « Carson 2RI FE R LT — %
OHFTEE 2RICRTH, ZOHESBE 710 EH53%
1wt % 379 D 7 — 2 H3F U Duisburg 0 0 TH %
Z bbb,
B3R, ThbTF—20#TERLTHS.
Moses » Carson I,

A hn = C; (vs/u)C* d + C,QuC%/ u (4
ORIz lk, Cix 1L, FhCiRit Y s
Yse3/ye 1%5DMEEXEZ, ThZhOBET DV TH
MNHFET C L C nfEixEDIE, ZHADHEDE
UL & DEREREY LR LR, Cs =1/ DRH
RLERVERYEL B LV OBRESL. L, (4)
Ko d (m) BERERNE, o RPHEE m/s ThH .
LT, BREEBCRD=Z2DOREE
o R&E  00/0z2<—0.22°K/100m D4

A hn=3.47 vsd/u+0.33 Qu?/ u
. th37  0.85° K/100m>36/0z> —0. 22°

K/100m 04 (5)

Alm=0.35 vs d/u+0.171 Q4% u
- 58 00/02>0.85°K/100m D34

Ahym=—1.04vsd/u+0.145 Qy'’2/ u
Fle, REECBERKRS LT - 2%2@FLT,

A hm=—0.029 vs d/u +0.169 Qu*2/u (6)
HE, IO, ZOoORBRCREEHBCRT LMIE

197842 7

Ll ZoX > LTHEEREMEL (5) R0BE
LIREEbLLE ol Ehb, HHERXIOREZREL
T3,
¥l &7 -2 RREECHbYRSKD (7) R0
TR LTckS R, C=0.168 L\ 5 {HE B 1.
A hn=Cs Qu'’?/ u 7>
ZoRE (3) Aol s L,
A hm (Brummage) / A by (M and C) = 1. 04 u!/*
(8)
Lih, Lichi-T, Mose &m3ki1x Brummage DR
X VECENMER L D2, BEONIWEEIDHEVE
b bigu,
(5) RHLE (6) REFRTHHREADMENBRS
L, RRERD LARENPIIREOFU I 55, §
2E€NDL bbb ERD, FRERD T — X IR
CHBKFE LTV D L EIRERTOLNELN DD, H3K
DET I E, REEROT—20 KM 2 LHDD
Argonne | X O ORAEHE T, Qg =10°~10%cal/
sec DA — FDOBWD TN/ b DT, EERFED 34m
CBER, LER-T, Z0Xd iRy ElELiFo
AREFCHE LELNE S NIEDTEMTHY
Moses % & % ORI CEBREHLUNAOEETOHEM %
BWDTW5,
wic, Briggs (R D TV — AADE AFE
(Entraiment Velocity) 23 7 v — A ORFBHEFRE RS
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THBIT B ENS, WD Taylor D= v f Lo v
v HEREAWT, ERHER LRGBS IOER
RrORE L &tbe st 2R 2B, KL, Z0B
&, LEROHBIGEK (=v v vai v MRED B3
LbERELebEVWC L, ROHEY » — % EE LT
5k, EEYHCEIAA7{LTAERISIN Y
BTN - EELTNDIE R EBADMBE AN D
5. L2 L, Briggs [JHERIEHIEOERME & oK
X BEHHEME B R LR, o
SADMEEMz e ETRW—FKE RT3,

BN DRPEEHE LR &% 5 & 2 513, Briggs o
R T N — 2 OB ERD TR D, LizdioT, Plume
Rise 2B\ TEEHE x DBARIZ /e > T B ETH B, 7z,
ZORTRAPLERLEDHEDOHERIA LI OTH
D, BNCR~N7c Moses DK & HENB L L ELAS
B5.

Ticbb, FRERILEECHOTRAEBECET S
TRk sSrbhs ERYT 3,

A h=0.053 Qy!/3 e y~1+ 5218 (9
LB HAL IR X OARREDORIL ¥ =3.52* JFT, %
TEERILY = 1.8 u s 12 IR CREBECEL—F
Ex LD L, 21X QuDKEIC L - TROEYR
L5,

Qu<1.5x10°cal/sec, x*=0.0238 Qy°8

Qu>1.5x108cal/sec, x*=0.5738 Qu25 (10)

Fie, LR SREEERET, s=g/T+00/0z t&
Abhs, Lihs-T, BREARERPILEIORE
ERIIRATEZL BB,
Qu<1.5x 108 cal/sec, A hm = 0.0101 Qy>3 » !
Qr>1.5x 106 cal/sec, A by = 0.0844 Qy5 » u~1
an
¥k, BERCIZRORTEL OIS,

A hm=0.080 (Qu/us)'® (12)

L, (12) K&y A1) RTRDE ERBOHH
BWEEZEL 5 L2132 (1) KAWL 2R >TWn
5.
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T, ERRCIIKRVAVBRS,

A hm=0.39 QyH 538 as
Ll E2 Briggs ORTH B, oORXFIERCHHET
D8, ERREIMEL KT S XA TERE D
TEERERE LS,

HIRL, $E TR =Z>0DRK & Moore o 5%
(Moore, 1974) o\ CHiElC B TEEMEY & b, @il
B Aln skl 5 TEWZLDTHS,

7272 L, Qu=107cal/sec DEARDOVTDOHDTH
%, %z, Brummage DXOBAITA b » u 1Y, Qu i
B OBt HiIsVDTC, =3, 6, 12m/sec D
BEDONWTRDTH 5.

Moore DFIL, A — 23 ERI D BEH % 271k
L, ¥F073ATEAL oA TAELT WL |
EWVWSREBIR B B L LT 7 — A DBE R RN KD
hDTHS,

O HiE, Brummage 3sk7 Moses DRIt
Briggs OX TORT BERE 300m~800m ;g OfEiic
TBH T Lhvbhnb, ¥i, QuAtl0°cal/sec BEEINE
{7£% &, Brummage O} Briges OBRKEE Y LE
Slfli%x &%,

WEGEHE TR, AL EER0E WS, YREED
HERRCHELYRIET. EE58, BMNIHOTHE
ROV B OKREFM T AV TG E 2Tk -
R, 2 x108cal/sec DABURIER O F 5 JWE T1X
Briggs OX,Z VI Moses DA FHA WX b D
FHLUT 2 SIBEEL, #T 2 x 10° cal/sec JUF IR
DF LR Briggs OR % F\ 7285413 Brummage O
REACHE L D 1 MBER Mk, BXMozFL
H#D B\ e FAFHEC B o TOHTREZ L THS
5.
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T\ 5 1 BME DHEEH R HME B S T TR SR B
T LR BRABEEOH TR, ¥, HEFEF 1O
i o\T b2, &2 TR OBER T 4 1B 3
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