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The Research on the Aerolion
Dust Deposition Monitoring

WANG Zan—hong

(Urban and Environment Department of Peking University, 100871)

Abstract

Aeolian dust deposition is one of the main processes for the exchange between atmosphere and
earth — surface, which indicates important environmental information. But now the monitoring of
Aecolian dust deposition is insufficient for relating research. Based on current monitoring procedure,
the methods to measure dust deposition could be classified into tow: dry and wet way, according to
different sampling medium. Compared on the monitor results carried on the flat roof of Yifu2 #
building in Peking university, sampling amount by dry way is 76% of the wet way. Any way by
vessel, no matter dry or wet, could not simulate natural dust deposit completely. Therefore the data
should be rectified grounding on the regional geography. Establishing the monitoring network for
Aecolian dust deposition is discussed at the end of this paper.
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