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» As expected, simulated surface winds among the four WRF simulations are different, since
AX affects how terrain (and other factors) is represented and thus the development of local
dynamically- and thermally-driven circulations.
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» Winds aloft among the four simulations are more similar

» Differences in the winds are likely affect how tracers are transported into
and out of the valley surrounding JPX38
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Next Steps

» Perform a more detailed evaluation of
the meteorological analyses and
predictions compared to observations

» Examine effect of spatio-temporal
resolution on dispersion from other
potential sources as well as on
transport and mixing near sources

» Use tracer capabllity in WRF to
perform on-line dispersion calculations
of noble gases at small time steps,
Instead of off-line HYSPLIT dispersion
calculations that temporally interpolate
meteorology from files

» Explore how vertical wind profiles from
— lidars at IMS sampler sites could be
used to better understand source
attribution
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