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June 14, 2006

Optical Remote Sensing for Emission Characterization
from Non-point Sour ces

1.0 Scope and Application

1.1 Introduction. This protocol provides the user with methodologies for
characterizing gaseous emissions from non-point pollutant sources. These methodologies
use an open-path, Path-1ntegrated Optical Remote Sensing (PI-ORYS) system in multiple
beam configurations to directly identify “hot spots” and measure emission fluxes. Basic
knowledge of a PI-ORS system and the ability to obtain quality path-integrated
concentration (PIC) datais assumed. The user must be capable of using commercial
software to utilize the procedures and a gorithms explained in this protocol. The
methodologies in this protocol have been well developed, evaluated, demonstrated,
validated, and peer-reviewed.**?

NOTE 1 — Any mention of a“PI-ORS system” in this protocol refers to the open-path
PI-ORS instrument itself, as well as any associated components used, such as mirrors, scanners,
and software.

This protocol does not discuss specific applications (e.g., hog farms, landfills), but
provides genera guidelines or procedures that can be applied. Detailed protocols for
specific applications may be added at afuture date.

1.1.1 Scope. Thisprotocol currently describes three methodologies, each for a
specific use. The Horizontal Radial Plume Mapping (HRPM) methodol ogy was designed
to map pollutant concentrations in a horizontal plane. The Vertical Radial Plume Mapping
(VRPM) methodology was designed to measure mass flux of pollutants through a vertical
plane, downwind from an emission source. The one-dimensional Radial Plume Mapping
methodology (1D-RPM) was designed to profile pollutant concentrations along a line-of-
sight (e.g., dong an industria site fenceline). In future revisions to this protocol, additiond
PI-ORS emission monitoring methodologies (other than the methodologies described in
this protocol) that address non-point sources can be added as validation data are generated.

1.1.2 Choice of Instrumentation. The choice of PI-ORS system to be used for the
collection of measurement data (and subsequent calculation of PIC) isleft to the discretion
of the user, and should be dependent on the compounds of interest and the purpose of the
study. The methodologies are independent of the particular PI-ORS system used to
generate the PIC data. It is recommended for the HRPM, VRPM, and 1D-RPM
methodol ogies that the typical expected concentration over the longer beams should be
about 10 times the minimum detection limit of the instrument. When thisis not the case,
the user should replace nondetects with values of half the minimum detection limit (see
Table A.3inthe Appendix A).
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1.1.3 Developmental Basis. Severa methodol ogies have been developed and applied to
estimate emission rates from non-point fugitive sources — such as landfills, coal mines, and
wastewater treatment plants — using PI-ORS technologies.® ***8 The methodol ogies explained
in this protocol were developed from studies that concentrated on devel oping, evaluating, and
demonstrating the various configurations of the radial plume mapping (RPM) based
methodologies.***"**! The RPM-based methodologies (configurations, procedures, and
algorithms) were patented as a technology for mapping air contaminants using a PI-ORS
system with a non-overlapping, variable pathlength, radial beam geometry.® The RPM
methodologies are the intellectual property of the University of Washington; if you plan
to employ the RPM -based methodologies, please contact the Office of I ntellectual
Property and Technology Transfer at The University of Washington (UW TechTransfer;
techtran@u.washington.edu) for potential licensing.

1.1.4 Applicability. The methodologies described in this protocol are appropriate for
characterizing ground level area sources and non-point fugitive emission sources such as
landfills, lagoons, and industrial complexes. The limitations of these methodologies can be
based on the instrument or beam geometry.

1.1.4.1 Instrument-Specific Limitations. The PI-ORS system chosen will determine
the maximum pathlength, the compounds that can be detected, and the detection limits of
these compounds and can influence accuracy and precision as well.

1.1.4.2 Beam Geometry Limitations. Plume emissions are assumed to originate near
ground level (within three meters from the ground). If some or al of the emissions are
above the three-meter criteria, then the beam geometries explained in this protocol may
need to be modified. Complex topography and obstructions may require some variations
from the standard configurations described in this protocol.

1.2 Compound List. Any fugitive gaseous compound is a potential candidate for
application of these methodologies. These methodologies are restricted only by the
limitations of the PI-ORS system chosen.

121 Sengtivity. Table 1 shows sometypical sengitivity ranges for severa PI-ORS
systems. Prior to field deployment, the expected sensitivity of the PI-ORS system should be
evaluated against project goals.

1.2.2 Data Quality. The level of acceptable uncertainty is dependent on the
application of the reported data— whether for hot spot determination (HRPM),
measurement of emissions flux (VRPM), or line-of-sight profile concentrations (1D-RPM).
The user must tailor their choice of PI-ORS system, configuration, and tolerance
parameters to meet their end needs.



Table 1. Typical Sensitivity Rangesfor Several PI-ORS Systems
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PI-ORS Formal- 1,3- Acrolein | Benzene | Ammonia Total
System* dehyde | Butadiene vVOC
Scanning OP-FTIR 2-10 2—10 ppb 8-30 15-50 [ 05-4ppb | 1-5ppb
(for > 100 m pathlength) ppb ppb ppb
UV-DOAS 0.5 ppb NA NA 0.1 ppb 1 ppb NA
(for > 250 m pathlength)
TDLAS NA NA NA NA 20-50 NA
(for > 250 m pathlength) ppb
PI_DIAL ** ** ** 10 ** **
(1000 m pathlength) mym®

* See Section 6 for full instrument names.

NA This compound cannot currently be measured with this instrument.
**  Typically a custom-built instrument. Sensitivity ranges are instrument-specific.

2.0 Summary of Methodologies

2.1 Principle. This protocol describes the application of the HRPM, VRPM, and
1D-RPM methodologies designed specificaly for the use of PI-ORS systems. The HRPM

methodology utilizes multiple non-intersecting beam paths in a horizontal plane and

optimizing algorithms to give atime-averaged surface concentration field across plumes of
contaminants. This methodology is used to locate hot spots close to the ground. The VRPM
methodol ogy utilizes multiple non-intersecting beam pathsin avertical plane downwind
from the emission source to obtain a mass-equivalent plume map. This map, in conjunction
with wind speed and direction, is used to obtain the flux of pollutants through the vertical
plane. The measured flux isthen used to estimate the emission rate of the upwind source
being characterized. The 1D-RPM methodology utilizes multiple beam paths along aline-
of-sight to obtain concentration profiles downwind of a source (e.g., along an industrial site
fenceline). The peak concentration position along the line-of-sight can be incorporated with
wind direction to estimate the location of an upwind fugitive emission source.

2.1.1 Theuser-selected PI-ORS system collects spectral data; there are no true

“samples’ that require preservation, storage, transport, extraction, digestion, or
concentration. The chemical concentration of each gas species of interest along each beam
path is obtained following the measurement and analysis procedures for the instruments

being used.

2.1.2 Thephysical range and sengitivity of the methodologies are determined by the
limitations of the PI-ORS system selected to acquire the PIC data. The accuracy of the

results from the methodologies depends on the instrument accuracy as well as: 1) the

quality control (QC) criteria defined for the methodol ogy-specific algorithms, and 2) the
accuracy and representativeness of the wind data (for VRPM and 1D-RPM

methodol ogies).
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2.2 HRPM Methodology — Hot Spot Source Location. The HRPM methodology is
used to locate the source of fugitive emissions or hot spots. A rectangular area (which may
be a square) is defined around the ground location where the suspected gaseous emissions
are originating. ldeally, the HRPM configuration will cover the entire suspected source
area; however, this may be prevented by equipment limitations or site conditions. Larger
areas may need to be divided into smaller sections and studied separately.

221 Oncethe HRPM configuration area has been defined, it is divided into smaller
rectangular areas called pixels. The total number of pixels required isless than or equa to
the total number of beam paths. Each pixel will have at least one optical beam path that
terminates within its boundaries by a pathlength-defining component (PDC).

NOTE 2 — The methodologies here are not instrument specific. For ease of presentation,
pathlength-defining component (PDC) is used to denote the component on the other end of the
optical path from the PI-ORS instrument. Depending on the instrument selected, this could be a
source, detector, mirror, or other reflecting object.

2.2.2 The scanning PI-ORS instrument istypically placed on a corner of the
rectangular sampling area. The reconstruction algorithm for obtaining concentration
contour maps consists of two stages (detailed in Section 12.2).

NOTE 3 — Although the PI-ORS instrument is typically placed on a corner of the
rectangular sampling area, in some cases it may be necessary to place the PI-ORS instrument
along a boundary of the survey area. This protocol does not address alternate placement of the PI-
ORS instrument.

2221 Aniterativeinversion algorithm is used to determine average concentrations
in each pixd.

2.2.2.2 Aninterpolation procedureis then applied to these concentration valuesto
calculate concentrations in higher spatial resolution.

2.2.3 HRPM calculations are performed and the locations of concentration maxima
qualitatively indicate the locations of gaseous emission hot spots. Wind speed and direction
measurements may be recorded while collecting HRPM methodology datato aid in
interpreting the concentration contour maps produced.

2.3 VRPM Methodology - Estimation of Emission Rate. The VRPM methodology is
used to estimate the rate of gaseous emissions from an area fugitive source. A vertica
scanning plane, downwind of the source, is used to directly measure the gaseous flux
(detailed in Section 12.3).

2.3.1 Thetota length of the measurement area required depends on the size of the
emission source, as well as the limitations of the selected PI-ORS system.

2.3.2 Theheight of the scanning area is dependent on the PI-ORS system limitations,
the distance to the upwind boundary of the source, and the limitations of the infrastructure

4
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used for mounting the PI-ORS system components (e.g., mirrors and/or meteorological
station).

2.3.3 Wind speed and direction measurements must be recorded for flux calculations
and preferably should be monitored in at least two heights (usually at 2 and 10 meters) for a
more accurate interpolation and extrapolation through the height of the vertical plane. In
gpecia cases when two wind monitors are not available, one wind monitor can be used at
mid-height (3-5 m) to represent the average wind of the entire vertical plane. The VRPM
method was validated with two wind monitors'; however, because alinear interpolation is
applied between the two wind monitor heights, one wind monitor at mid-height should
provide similar results.

2.3.4 The PIC measurements along the elevated beam paths (achieved by elevated
PDC) provide vertical concentration gradient information of the emitted plume. The
beam paths on the ground (ground level PDC) indicate the approximate ground level
concentration profile along the length of the VRPM setup. Ground-level refersto the area
as close to horizontal as possible, relative to the surface of the measurement area.

2.3.5 A bivariate Gaussian function (or superposition of two) is assumed for the
plume mass across the VRPM plane, and the parameters of the mass-equivalent bivariate
Gaussian function(s) are reconstructed from the measured PIC. These reconstructed
parameters are then used to calculate the concentration values across the VRPM plane at
high resolution.

2.3.6 The concentration values (in ppm) are converted to mass concentrations using
the molecular weight of the monitored gas species. The products of the mass
concentration and the wind speed normal to the measurement plane are integrated across
the plane to calculate the mass flux through the plane. Because the estimation of the
emission rate is dependent on the wind data, stable and measurable wind conditions are
desired so that the source remains upwind of the VRPM plane.

2.4 1D-RPM Methodology — Line-of-Sght Profile Concentrations and Upwind
Source Location Estimation. The 1D-RPM methodology is used to profile pollutant
concentrations along a line-of-sight downwind of a fugitive emission source. This
pollutant concentration profile can be combined with wind data to estimate the location
of an upwind source, when applicable. The scanning PI-ORS instrument and three or
more PDC are placed in a crosswind direction along aline, such as an industria site
fenceline.

24.1 A Gaussian function (or superposition of two) is assumed for the plume
concentration profile along the line-of-sight of the instrument and the parameters of the
Gaussian function(s) are reconstructed from the measured PIC.

2.4.2 Multiple peak locations are reconstructed over time along the 1D-RPM line-
of-sight. These peak positions are incorporated with corresponding wind directions to
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create back-projected vectors for each measurement period. When the back-projected
vectors converge in an area, this indicates the probable location of an upwind hot spot.

3.0 Definitions

1D-RPM: One-dimensional Radial Plume Mapping. The 1D-RPM methodology is one of
the three methodol ogies described in this protocol, and is used for reconstructing line-of-
sight profile concentrations.

CCE: Concordance Correlation Factor. CCF is used to represent the quality of fit for the
reconstruction in the path-integrated domain. CCF is similar to the Pearson correlation
coefficient, but is adjusted to account for shiftsin location and scale.

Cycle: Cycleis defined as one complete sequential data collection through all PDCsin
the setup.

Gaussian function: A normal distribution curve with a specified mean and standard
deviation.

HRPM: Horizontal Radial Plume Mapping. The HRPM methodology is one of the three
methodologies described in this protocol, and is used for locating “hot spot” sources.

Kernel matrix: A matrix detailing the length of each beam path in each pixel of the
HRPM plane.

NNLS Non-negative least squares. NNLSis similar to a classical least square
optimization algorithm, but is constrained to provide the best fit of non-negative
concentration values used in the HRPM methodology.

PDC: Pathlength-defining components. PDC is used to denote the component on the
other end of the optical path from the PI-ORS instrument. Depending on the instrument
selected, this could be a source, detector, mirror, or other reflecting object.

PIC: Path Integrated Concentration. Given in the units of parts per million-meter (ppm-
m), PIC isthe integrated concentration of a gaseous pollutant measured along the beam
pathlength.

PI-ORS Path-Integrated Optical Remote Sensing. An instrument system used to acquire
gaseous PIC data along an open optical beam path.

ppm: Parts per million. Typical units of gas concentration for PI-ORS instruments,
ratioed by volume.

SBEM: Smooth Basis Functions Minimization. An algorithm used in the VRPM and
1D-RPM methodologies to fit the parameters of the Gaussian basis function(s) to the
measured PIC data.
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SSE: Sum of Squared Errors. The SSE is the sum of the squared differences between the
measured and predicted PIC at each step of the iterative algorithm used in the VRPM and
1D-RPM methodologies.

Tolerance parameter: A threshold value used to terminate iterative search algorithms of
the methodologies described in this protocol.

VRPM: Vertical Radial Plume Mapping. The VRPM methodology is one of the three
methodologies described in this protocol, and is used for estimation of the emission rate
from an area source.

4.0 Interferences
41 Gened Interferences

4.1.1 Field-based interferences may result in the need to deviate from the setups
specified for the PI-ORS system (see Section 11). Some examples of potential field-based
interferences are vehicular or pedestrian traffic through the beam path and physicd site
obstructions (e.g., buildings, trees, and complex topography).

4.1.2 The methodologies described in this protocol are based on concentration
analysis of the chosen PI-ORS system, and different instruments may have unique
interferences. For example, concentration determination may be affected by the presence of
water vapor and carbon dioxide in the infrared, or oxygen and ozone in the UV. Detection
levels for several compounds may increase with the presence of the interfering species.

4.2 \Weather Interferences

4.2.1 General. Certain weather conditions such asrain, fog, or snow can obscure the
light beam and affect the ability of the PI-ORS instrument to continuously measure gaseous
concentrations. Transient, but significant, obscuration can occur during heavy precipitation
events, particularly with longer path measurements. This could limit the sensitivity of the
PIC measurements or the ability to collect data. All meteorologica conditions are recorded
inthe field log so that the data collected during adverse conditions can be reviewed. The
data collected during these events may be filtered out before inclusion in the methodol ogies
calculations.

4.2.2 Winds. Wind conditions can greatly affect the results of field measurements and
should be taken into account when interpreting data collected using the methodologies
described in this protocol.

4.2.2.1 Camwind conditions do not affect the HRPM methodology agorithm for hot
spot source location. However, very low wind speeds are not ideal for the VRPM
methodol ogy for emission rate estimation, as the source plume may not be carried through
the vertical plane in the absence of measurable wind.
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4.2.2.2 Very high wind speed conditions are not ideal for the HRPM, VRPM, or
1D-RPM methodologies. High winds may displace or vibrate the optical alignment of the
components of the PI-ORS system used in the setup, and affect the quality of the PIC
values acquired in multiple beam paths. They may also cause displacement of the hot spot
in HRPM. High winds are also not ideal for obvious safety reasons, as scissors jacks and
other vertical towers can become unstable.

4.2.2.3 Based on controlled studies performed in the past, the following wind speed
ranges are recommended for optimal results:

HRPM methodology: Near 0to 5m/s
VRPM methodology: 1to8m/s
1D-RPM methodology: 1to8 m/s

4.2.2.4 For wind speeds between 8 and 11 m/s, data acquisition for VRPM and 1D-
RPM may take place, but should be carefully checked for reliability. When sustained winds
are observed above 11 m/s, field measurements are not recommended, as data quality will
most likely be compromised. Genera field safety protocols should be followed for the
well-being of field personnel and for the safe operation of the PI-ORS system.

5.0 Safety

The hazards of performing the methodologies described in this protocol are those
associated with any field event. Safety procedures should be established and implemented
before using this protocol. Many of the potential target compounds are hazardous air
pollutants (HAP), which may be suspected carcinogens or present other serious health
risks. Exposure to these compounds should be avoided. PI-ORS system-specific safety
protocols (e.g., eye exposure to lasers) should be followed.

6.0 Equipment and Supplies

6.1 Instrumentation. Any scanning PI-ORS system that can provide PIC data may be
considered for the purposes of the methodologies described in this protocol, and may
include the following:
Open-Path Fourier Transform Infrared (OP-FTIR) Spectroscopy
Ultra-Violet Differential Optical Absorption Spectroscopy (UV-DOAS)
Open-Path Tunable Diode Laser Absorption Spectroscopy (TDLAS)

Path-Integrated Differential Absorption LIDAR* (PI-DIAL)
* LIDAR — Light Detection and Ranging
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6.1.1 The choice of instrument must be made based on its performance relative to the
data quality objectives of the study.

6.1.2 The OP-FTIR and UV-DOAS technologies are widely used, due to their
capability of smultaneous chemical detection for alarge number of gas species of
environmental interest. However, when only afew gas species are of interest, it may be
more beneficia to employ other PI-ORS instrumentation, such asthe TDLAS or PI-DIAL.

NOTE 4 — A U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) compendium method (TO-
16) for making quality PIC measurementsis available for OP-FTIR™, and a set of companion
methodologies to this protocol are anticipated for devel opment.

6.2 Vertical Sructure. A stable, vertical structure is necessary for the VRPM
configuration, and may include scissor jacks, towers, and buildings. The particular
elevation device is unimportant, aslong as the required, stable elevation is achieved. The
criterion for stability of the vertical structure isreliable PIC data

6.3 Computer Software. Specific computer software may be required by particular
PI-ORS systems for obtaining PIC data. VVarious versions of commercia software are
available for post-anaysis of the acquired PIC and wind data for all three methodologiesin
this protocol.

6.4 Meteorological Measurements. There are a number of commercialy available
meteorological stations that can be used. The QC checks described in Section 9.3.1 can be
used to assess the accuracy and precision of your instruments.

6.5 Survey Measurements. There are anumber of commercialy available survey
instruments (e.g., rangefinder or theodolite) to measure pathlength, azimuth, and elevation
angle. The QC checks described in Section 9.2 can be used to assess the accuracy and
precision of your instruments.

7.0 Reagentsand Standards

Use verification gases as a QC check for the methodologies described in this
protocol (refer to Section 10).

NOTE 5 —Suggested verification gases for OP-FTIR QC purposes are acetylene, ethylene,
propane, propylene, and sulfur hexafluoride.

8.0 Sample Collection, Preservation and Storage.

The user will have no actual samples collected by the PI-ORS system or by the
application of the methodologies described in this protocol. Therefore, a discussion of
sample collection, preservation, and storage procedures is not necessary. Section 11
describes the procedures the user will employ to acquire data by this protocol.
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9.0 Quality Control

It is assumed that the user of this protocol can acquire quality PIC datafor usein
the methodologies described in Section 12. Refer to the appropriate PI-ORS system
manuals and EPA methods for instrument-specific QC checks.

9.1 Internal QC. Traditiona QC samples are not applicable to PI-ORS experiments.
The QC procedures detailed in the appropriate instrument manual should be followed and
must be in agreement with EPA methods, when available. For OP-FTIR measurements,
currently available documents are Compendium Method TO-16 (1999)*°; American
Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) Standard Practices E1982-98 (1999)% and
ASTM User Guide E1865-97 (Reapproved 2002) (1997)%; and the German standard for
OP-FTIR.# It should be noted that calibration cells are not required in TO-16 or in the
ASTM documents. For TDLAS, internal calibration cells are used.

9.2 Data Quality Indicator Goalsfor Critical Measurements. Data quality indicator
(DQI) goals are established to assess the quality of critica measurements and are presented
in Table 2. For the PI-ORS systems, they will be dependent on the specific components
selected for use. Example DQIs for the OP-FTIR instrument are provided in Appendix A.
Regardless of the PI-ORS system selected, the following QC checks will assessthe
accuracy and precision of the meteorologica station and survey instrument, as well asthe
quality of the plume reconstruction for the chosen methodol ogy.

NOTE 6 — Care should be taken when collecting meteorological and survey data, asthe
quality of this datawill have a direct impact on the quality of the calculations.

9.2.1 Meteorological Measurements. The quality of the wind speed data can be
assessed by placing the two wind monitors side-by-side and collecting data for 10 minutes.
The average wind speed for both heads during this time should be at least 1 m/s. The
difference of the average wind speed measurements between the two heads should be
within 20% of the highest average value.

The quality of the wind direction measurements can be assessed by manually setting
the vane on the meteorological heads to magnetic north using a hand-held compass. For
wind monitors with no vane, an artificial wind source can be used to establish a northerly
wind. The measured wind direction during this check should be within 10° as compared to
360°/0°.

In addition to the DQI tests detailed above, there is an additional reasonableness check
that can be conducted periodically to assess the performance of meteorologica instruments
in the field. Specifically, the measured wind direction should compare closely to the
observed wind direction.

10
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Table2. Recommended DQIsfor the Methodologies Described in this Protocol

Measurement Parameter | AnalyssMethod DQI
PI-ORS Instrument Instrument specific a
: Side-by-side comparison of two o
Wind speed wind monitors Within 20%
Wind direction Comparison to magnetic north Within 10°
Optical path-length g"ateﬁ'&”e and compareto known Within 2%
Beam angle Measure and compare known Within 20
angle

HRPM, VRPM, and . 0.8
1D-RPM CCF 0.8

_ 0
VRPM Fux Measurement | Wind Direction 110 +2.5 frocm

perpendicular
. L Reconstructed peak

1D-RPM Peak Location Variability locations

a
Each PI-ORS instrument will have its own specific DQI goals. For instance, if an OP-FTIR is used, measured nitrous oxide and

methane concentrations are compared to ambient levels to assess the quality of the data collected (when measurement occurs away
from sources of these compounds).*®

b There are no true accuracy and precision parameters associated with the CCF. The calculated CCF value associated with the RPM
agorithm must be+ 0.8 for the reconstruction to be considered valid. See Sections 12.2.3.2 (and following Note 10) and 12.3.3.2.

¢ ThisDQI is for each reconstruction/flux determination. Emission rate estimates— based on the Duke Forest validation study™* are
typically considered valid when the wind direction is -10° to +25° from perpendicular (to the optical plane) (refer to Section
11.3.4).

d Reconstructed peak locations should appear in at least two different segments to determine the source location using the 1D-RPM
methodology (refer to Section 12.4.4). [A segment is defined as the distance between two consecutive PDCs or the closest PDC and
the PI-ORS instrument location.]

9.2.2 Survey Measurements. Perform arange calibration test by comparing a
measured distance to a set distance. The measured distance should be within 2% of the set
distance.

A possible angle measurement calibration test can be performed by placing the
survey instrument between and in-line with two observable targets. Measure the
horizontal angle, first from one object, then the other. The difference of the two
measurements should be within 2° of 180°.

9.23 Plume Reconstruction. The plume reconstructions in the methodologies
described in this protocol are assessed for quality using a statistical parameter,
Concordance Correation Factor (CCF), that indicates the goodness of fit between
measured and predicted PIC. A CCF value of >0.8 indicates a valid reconstruction. See
Section 12.2.3.2 (and following Note 10) and Section 12.3.3.2 for a discussion of CCF. For
emission rate estimations using the VRPM methodology, maximal plume capture is
desired. Therefore, emission flux measurements are typically considered vaid when the

11



FINAL ORS Protocol
June 14, 2006

wind direction is close to perpendicular to the vertical plane (-10° to +25° for the Duke
Forest validation study). Source locations using the 1D-RPM methodology are typically
considered valid when the wind direction is within £45° from perpendicular (to the line-of-
sight). Reconstructed peak locations should appear in at least two different segments to
determine the source location using the 1D-RPM methodology (refer to Section 12.4.4). A
segment is defined as the distance between two consecutive PDCs or the closest PDC and
the PI-ORS instrument location.

10.0 Calibration and Standardization

10.1 Instrument Calibration. The methodologies described in this protocol rely on
accurate PIC data provided by a PI-ORS instrument. Calibration of these instrumentsis
instrument-specific and the user should refer to the instrument manual and EPA procedures
for proper instrument calibration procedures.

10.2 Methodology Verification. The verification of the methodologies described in this
protocol is a procedure to test the ability of each methodology to meet its objectives as
described in Section 2.

10.2.1 Conduct a verification procedure involving a controlled gas release prior to
using any new instrument/setup combination, and repeat the procedure when a significant
changeis made to any part of the PI-ORS instrument or setup. If only the methodology
software is changed, a previoudly verified data set can be used for verification purposes.
Detailed explanations of these peer-reviewed procedures using verification gases have been
published for the HRPM ° VRPM,"**! and 1D-RPM ?*° methodol ogies.

10.2.2 The verification procedure can be performed while data is collected in the field
as long asthe following three criteria are met: 1) the PI-ORS system is able to monitor
more than one gas simultaneoudly; 2) the verification gasis one of these monitored gases,
and 3) the verification gas is not emitted by the source under study. If these criteria are not
met, this verification procedure must be performed in a separate location using the same
setup geometry. Table 3 presents the DQI goals for the verification procedures.

10.3 HRPM Methodology — Verification Procedure. The verification procedure
involves releasing gas from a defined area, smulating a hot spot.

10.3.1 A suggestion for simulating a hot spot is to release the verification gas through
a soaker hose arranged in a star-shaped pattern. This smulated source should be Situated in
an arbitrary location within the measurement area and comparable in size to the dimensions
of one pixel.

10.3.2 A set of twelve (12) cycles can be considered a compl ete verification procedure.
A cycleis defined as one complete sequentia data collection through al PDCs in the setup.
Data acquisition (see Section 11.2.9) and analysis parameters for the verification procedure
should be similar to those used for field measurements.

12
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Table 3. DQIsfor Verification Procedures

M easur ement . . 0 a
Par ameter AnalyssMethod Accuracy Precision %o Complete
HRPM hot spot location | Verification gas release 10%" NA 100%
VR.PM.emlsson rate Verification gas release 2504,° NA 100%
estimation

Ilo?;aigr':/l upwind source | Verification gasrelease 200" NA 100%

a % Completeisthe number of “valid’ measurements (those that meet DQI goasfor accuracy and precision) compared to
the total number of measurements taken.

b The distance between the reconstructed peak concentration and the center of the smulated hot spot should be within 10
percent of the diagona distance of the HRPM measurement area (see Section 10.2.3.3).

¢ Theestimated release rate should be within +25 percent of the measured (known) release rate to demonstrate an
acceptable verification (see Section 10.2.4.5).

d The distance between the determined upwind source and the center of the smulated hot spot should be within 20 percent
of the length of the 1D-RPM line-of-sight (see Section 10.2.5.3).

10.3.3 The software will reconstruct a surface concentration contour map for the
HRPM configuration. The maximum concentration value of this map is considered the
reconstructed peak concentration. The distance between the reconstructed peak
concentration and the center of the smulated hot spot should be within 10 percent of the
diagonal distance of the HRPM measurement area. This 10 percent criterion applies when 8
to 16 beams are used in the setup.

NOTE 7 - Fewer than 8 beams can be used in the HRPM configuration; however, a verification
procedure is not needed due to the qualitative (low resolution) nature of the results.

10.4 VRPM Methodology - Verification Procedure. The verification procedure
involves releasing gas from a defined area, smulating an area source.

10.4.1 A suggestion for simulating an area source is to release the verification gas
through a soaker hose arranged in an “H” -shaped pattern. This smulated source should be
situated almost immediately upwind from the VRPM plane. The distance between the
VRPM plane and the nearest boundary of the simulated area source should be
approximately five times the average height of the ground-level beam(s) (refer to Section
11.3). The dimensions of the smulated area source should be approximately one-third to
one-half the length of the VRPM setup, and the “H” pattern should be centered with respect
to the measurement plane.

13
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10.4.2 For the VRPM methodology verification procedure, the quantity of
verification gas released over time should be measured. The precise starting and ending
time of the release should be recorded.

10.4.3 The mass of the gas released can be determined in several ways. Two
approaches are given below.

a) Weigh the gas cylinder prior to and after the release of the gas. Calculate the
average actual emission rate of the gas. For example, if one kilogram (kg) of
gas[1,000 grams ()] is released over one hour [3,600 seconds ()], the flux is
calculated to be 1,000 g/3,600 s = 0.28 g/s.

b) Use acalibrated mass flowmeter to maintain a constant emission rate. The
output emission rate from the mass flowmeter should be converted to units of
o/sif necessary.

10.4.4 The software will calculate the flux of the verification gas through the VRPM
plane. Fluxes should be averaged for al time periods when the measured wind direction
iswithin -10° to + 25° from perpendicular to the vertical plane. These averaged values
are considered valid as estimated emission rates for the verification procedure. A set of
12 cycles can be considered a complete verification procedure, as long as at least half of
these cycles satisfy the -10° to + 25° from perpendicular wind criteria. Data acquisition
(see Section 11.3.5) and analysis parameters for the verification procedure should be
similar to those used for field measurements. It is recommended that at least 1 kg be
released to minimize errors in weighing the cylinders.

10.45 Compare the measured emission rate value (Section 10.4.3) with the
estimated emission rate from the VRPM methodology (Section 10.4.4). The calculated
release should be £25 percent of the measured release rate (known) to demonstrate an
acceptable verification.

10.5 1D-RPM Methodology - Verification Procedure. The verification procedure
involves releasing gas from a defined area, ssimulating a hot spot.

10.5.1 A suggestion for smulating a hot spot isto release the verification gas
through a soaker hose arranged in a star-shaped pattern. This s mulated source should be
situated upwind from the 1D-RPM line-of-sight at a distance approximately equal to one-
guarter of the length of the setup. This source should be centered with respect to the full
length of the line-of-sight.

10.5.2 The software will determine the location of the upwind ssmulated source. The
location should be determined using data collected during time periods when the measured
wind direction is within £45° from perpendicular to the 1D-RPM line-of-sight. A set of 12
cycles can be considered a complete verification procedure, as long as at least half of these
cycles satisfy the £45° from perpendicular wind criteria. Data acquisition (see Section
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11.4.4) and analysis parameters for the verification procedure should be similar to those
used for field measurements.

10.5.3 The distance between the determined upwind source and the center of the
simulated hot spot should be within 20 percent of the length of the 1D-RPM line-of-sight.

11.0 Procedurefor Setup and Data Acquisition

11.1 Overview. High-quality PIC data are needed for input to the methodologies
described in this protocol. A pre-study geographical site assessment should be conducted
and an appropriate PI-ORS system must be selected. In addition, the user must choose the
appropriate methodology — HRPM, VRPM, or 1D-RPM — depending on the purpose of the
study.

11.1.1 The site assessment should collect information on the size, layout, and
topography of the site, any physical barriers that may affect data collection, and the
location of any possible off-site emission sources. This could include photographs and a
detailed geographica site survey, which may be performed using arangefinder, a
theodolite, Geographical Positioning System (GPS), or similar instrument.

11.1.2 During the planning process, the seasonal prevailing wind direction expected
during the time of the field campaign should be researched. This wind data, in conjunction
with the suspected source location and site specific details, is used to design possible
measurement setups.

11.2 HRPM Configuration. The HRPM configuration works best in an area without
many topographical features, so that the PI-ORS beam paths are close to the ground. This
enhances the ability to detect minor constituents emitted from the ground, since the emitted
plumes may dilute significantly as they rise above ground level. Also, if the beam paths are
elevated from the ground, the plume may drift underneath the nearest beam and be detected
by a beam further away. Thiswould result in a misrepresentation of the actual source
location.

11.2.1 The PI-ORS instrument istypically placed at the origin (in the first quadrant of
the Cartesian convention) of the rectangular areato be measured (see Figure 1). Special
cases do arise when the scanner and the PI-ORS instruments are placed on the x-axis away
from the origin (see Note 3). For convenience, irregularly sized areas may be assumed to be
rectangular. The maximum dimensions of the setup are limited only by the instrument-
specific capabilities (i.e., maximum path length) and the user-required peak location
resolution.

11.2.2 A survey instrument should be used to determine the length and width of the
study area and the angle of the x-axis from magnetic north. The size of the sampling area
and desired peak |ocation resolution can be used to determine the optima number of PDCs
and their positions inside the area to be scanned.
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11.2.3 Once the HRPM measurement area and the number of PDCs have been
determined, the areais divided into smaller rectangular areas called pixels. The total
number of pixelsrequired is smaller or equal to the total number of beam paths. The pixels
are typically numbered in the order shown in Figure 1.

®  Flags
100 |® Pocs
7 8 9
5 /
50 v

y-axis

PLoRs ¥ X-axis
| Instrument 1 1

-50 0 50 100

Figure 1. Example of an HRPM Configuration Setup

11.2.4 InFigure 1, the survey areais divided into nine pixels of equal size. It should be
noted that the survey areamay beirregular in size, so that the resulting pixel grid is
asymmetric (e.g., 2 by 4 pixels, 3 by 5 pixdls, etc.). The total length of each axis should be
divided by the number of pixelson that axis. This calculates the length of each pixel aong
each axis. Flags should be placed on each axis where each pixel boundary intersects (the
location of the flags are indicated by the circlesin Figure 1). These flags will be used as
reference points for PDC placement.

NOTE 8 —Due to cost considerations associated with the PDCs, this protocol addresses
HRPM setups utilizing a maximum of 16 PDCs. However, the use of alarger number of PDCs
will increase the resolution of the peak location.

11.2.5 Figure 1 shows an example HRPM configuration setup. Each pixel will have at
least one optical beam path that terminates within its boundaries at a PDC. This geometry
maximizes the spread of the optical beamsinside the area of emissions by passing one
optical beam through the center of each pixel. The approximate location (in polar
coordinates) of each PDC within each pixel is determined using trigonometric calculations.

11.2.6 Each PDC should be placed as close as possible to its calculated distance and
angle from north. After all PDCs had been placed, a visual inspection should be made to
ensure a clean line-of-sight to each PDC, and that each PDC is located within the
appropriate pixel.
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11.2.6.1 A clean line-of-sight is ensured by looking at each PDC from the
PI-ORS instrument. The PDC may need to be moved (within the appropriate pixel) to
obtain a clear optical path.

11.2.6.2 The flags mentioned in Section 11.2.4 and illustrated in Figure 1 can be used
as reference points for ensuring that each PDC is located within the boundaries of the
appropriate pixel.

11.2.7 Theoptica beam is defined by the instrument and each PDC. Measure the
actual pathlength and angle from magnetic north of each optical beam using a survey
instrument.

11.2.8 It isrecommended that a meteorological station is set up as part of the HRPM
configuration. Although this datais not required for reconstructing the hot spot source
location, wind speed and direction data may be helpful in interpreting the results.

11.2.9 Data Acquisition Parameters. Data acquisition parameters include total time
of data collection and dwelling time per PDC. Data should be collected for a minimum of
one hour during times when the wind meets the criteria defined in Section 4.2.2.3.
Dweélling time per PDC is determined by 1) the specific project goals, and 2) the PI-ORS
instrument-specific detection limits of the expected target gases. A recommended range
for dwelling time per PDC is 10 to 60 seconds.

11.3 VRPM Configuration. The VRPM plane should be placed immediately
downwind from the suspected emission source. The prevailing wind direction should be
as perpendicular as possible to the vertical plane of measurement. The dimensions of the
VRPM plane (Ilength and height) should be maximized to capture as much of the plume
as possible.

11.3.1 The primary purpose of the VRPM methodology is to calculate the flux
through the vertical plane. A minimum of two PDCs are necessary for this
measurement — one of which should be on the ground defining the full length of the
setup, and one on the vertical structure. The recommended setup for flux calculation is
three PDCs, with one on the ground defining the full length of the setup, one at the top of
the vertical structure, and one at approximately half of the height of the vertical structure.

NOTE 9 - Ground-level PDCs refer to those defining optical beams as close to horizonta as
possible, given the topography of the site and the particular PI-ORS system characteristics.

11.3.2 In addition to measuring the flux, spatial information pertaining to the source
homogeneity of the emitted plume can be obtained through the use of additional PDCs
placed at intermediate lengths along the ground. This spatial information can be used to
assess source homogeneity, and similar to the 1D-RPM methodology, can be used to
determine the location of the upwind source (see Section 2.4.2). A minimum of four
PDCs are necessary for the measurement of flux and plume spatial information, with
three placed at ground level (one defining the full length of the setup) and one on the
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vertical structure. The recommended setup utilizes five to seven PDCs, with three to five
PDCs along the ground, one at the top of the vertical structure, and one at approximately
half the height of the vertical structure. Figure 2 illustrates atypical VRPM setup using
six PDCs, placed as follows:

a. At 1/4 of the distance of the length of the VRPM setup.

b. At 1/2 of the distance of the length of the VRPM setup.

c. At 3/4 of the distance of the length of the VRPM setup.

d. Atthefull length of the VRPM setup.

e. Positioned on the vertical structure at half height.

f. Positioned at the top of the vertical structure.

Hl PDCs

Mean Wind Direction

<4

A

Fugitive Source/
Area of Interest

PI-ORS
Instrument

Figure 2. Example of a VRPM Configuration Setup
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11.3.3 The vertical structure should be located between the midpoint and far end of
the VRPM setup, as referenced from the PI-ORS instrument (see Figure 2). Instrument-
specific limitations and topography will dictate the specific placement of the vertical
structure. For example, when collecting data under moderate to high wind conditions, it
may be necessary to locate the vertical structure near the midpoint of the VRPM setup to
optimize the PI-ORS instrument signal quality.

11.3.4 Prevailing Wind Direction Criteria. Ideally, the prevailing wind direction
should be as close as possible to perpendicular to the VRPM measurement plane. This
needs to be determined for each field study measurement configuration. For the Duke
Forest validation study,™ the prevailing wind direction criteria was determined to be -10° to
+25°, where 0° is perpendicul ar to the vertical plane. The procedure for determining the
prevailing wind direction criteriais described in Appendix A (see Section A.2.3.2.4).

11.3.5 Data Acquisition Parameters. Data acquisition parameters include total time of
data collection and dwelling time per PDC. Data collection should proceed regardless of
the wind conditions (if safety permits) until a minimum of one hour of total datais
collected during times when the wind meets the criteria defined in Sections 4.2.2.3 and
11.3.4. Dwelling time per PDC is determined by 1) the specific project goals, and 2) the
PI-ORS instrument-specific detection limits of the expected target gases. A recommended
range for dwelling time per PDC is 10 to 60 seconds.

11.3.6 Wind Measurements. The wind data should preferably be measured at two
heights — near the base and near the top of the vertica plane (e.g., a 2 and 10 meters).
Temporal resolution of the wind data should not be longer than the dwelling time on each
PDC. The dual-height measurement of wind conditions allows for interpolation and
extrapolation of this data through the vertical plane and isimportant in determining if the
wind criteria have been met. In specia cases when two wind monitors are not available,
one wind monitor can be used at mid-height (3-5 m) to represent the average wind of the
entire vertical plane.

11.3.7 When Data Acquisition and Wind Criteria Are Not Met. Data collection may
proceed even when the one-hour data acquisition criterion is not met. Prior knowledge on
source location and size, and actual wind direction, should be used to assess how much of
the plume is captured by the setup. If the assessment of plume captureisvalid (see
Appendix A for a suggested method for plume capture assessment), the data can be used
to estimate the emission rate. Without prior knowledge of source location and size, the
data may be insufficient to estimate the emission rate.

114 1D-RPM Configuration. The 1D-RPM configuration is used to profile pollutant
concentrations along a line-of-sight downwind of a fugitive emission source. This pollutant
concentration profile can be combined with wind data to estimate the location of an upwind
source, when applicable. The scanning PI-ORS instrument and three or more PDCs are
placed along a crosswind direction and PIC measurements are made.
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11.4.1 The 1D-RPM configuration setup is shown in Figure 3. It iS necessary to
deploy PDCs dlightly off of adirect line-of-sight orientation to avoid overlap of the beam
paths, as depicted in the figure. A minimum of three PDCs are needed, but four to six are
recommended for this configuration. The additional PDCs provide a more detailed
concentration profile. PDCs should be placed on the line-of-sight, with an equal distance
between each subsequent PDC, if possible (see Figure 3).

11.4.2 Extending the 1D-RPM configuration. To extend the range of the 1D-RPM
configuration, the PI-ORS instrument may be placed at an intermediate location in the
setup. The PDCs should be placed in aline-of-sight extending in two opposite directions.
For this special setup, the same recommendation and criteria detailed in Section 11.4.1
should be followed. If there is an even number of PDCs, the PI-ORS instrument should
be placed at approximately the center of the setup, with an equal number of PDCs on
either side. If there is an odd number of PDCs, the PI-ORS instrument should be as close
to the center of the setup as possible, while maintaining an equal distance between each
PDC.

wind direction

Concentration Profile

‘m

— L L
PI-ORS 100m 200m 300m 400m  500m PI-ORS Instrument
Instrument M

Figure 3. Example of a 1D-RPM Configuration Setup

11.4.3 Data Collection Criteria. Ideally, the prevailing wind direction should be
within 45° from perpendicular to the 1D-RPM setup, where 0° is perpendicular to the
line-of-sight.

11.4.4 Data Acquisition Parameters. Data acquisition parameters include total time
of data collection and dwelling time per PDC. Data collection should proceed regardless
of the wind conditions until a minimum of one hour of total datais collected during times
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when the wind meets the criteria defined in Section 4.2.2.3 and 11.4.3. Dwelling time per
PDC is determined by 1) the specific project goals, and 2) the PI-ORS instrument-
specific detection limits of the expected target gases. A recommended range for dwelling
time per PDC is 10 to 60 seconds.

11.4.5 Wind Measurements. The wind data should be measured in at least one location
along the line-of-sight, with additional locations providing a better representation of the
overall sitewind field. Temporal resolution of the wind data should not be longer than the
dwelling time on each PDC.

11.4.6 When Data Acquisition and Wind Criteria Are Not Met. Data collection may
proceed even when the one-hour data acquisition criterion (within 45° from
perpendicular) is not met. In this case, data should be collected for atotal of two hours
when the prevailing wind direction is within 70° from perpendicular to the 1D-RPM line-
of-sight before reassessing the setup.

12.0 Data Analysisand Calculations

12.1 Overview. Prior to anaysis, determine the moving averaging scheme for
generation of the plume maps for any methodol ogies used in this protocol. Because datais
acquired sequentially, amoving average is required to reduce errors that originate from
temporal variability (see Appendix A, Section A2.3.2.2). Typically, amoving average with
agrouping of three cyclesis sufficient to provide stable results with a CCF larger than 0.8.

12.2 HRPM Methodology

12.2.1 HRPM Theory. Once the PIC for al beam paths are averaged with the
predetermined grouping of cycles for the gas species of interest, the HRPM calculations
make use of the information to reconstruct a plume map over the area of interest.

An example emission source location map is shown in Figure 4. The cross shows
the location of the plume center from a study where propane gas was released at the
location shown by the open circle.

12.2.2 HRPM Algorithm. Average concentrations for each pixel are obtained by

applying an iterative algebraic deconvolution algorithm. The measured PIC, as a function
of thefield of concentration, is given by:

PIC, =& KinChn (12-1)

m
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Figure 4. An Example Emission Source L ocation Map

Where:

K = akernel matrix that incorporates the specific beam geometry with the
pixel dimensions,

k = thenumber index for the beam paths,
m = the number index for the pixels; and
c = theaverage concentration in the m™ pixel.

12.2.2.1 Eachvauein the kernel matrix K isthe length of the K" beam within the m"
pixel; therefore, the matrix is specific to the beam geometry. The HRPM procedure solves
for the a\ggrage concentrations (one for each pixel) by applying non-negative least squares
(NNLS).

12.2.2.2 The HRPM procedure multiplies the resulting vertical vector of averaged
concentration by the matrix K to yield the end vector of predicted PIC data.

12.2.2.3 The second stage of the plume reconstruction involves interpolation among
the reconstructed pixel’ s average concentration, providing a peak concentration not limited
to the center of the pixels. A triangle-based cubic interpolation procedure (in Cartesian
coordinates) is currently used in the HRPM procedure.?*

12.2.3 Check for Reasonableness of Surface Concentration Plot Results. Evaluate the
data for reasonableness with the following qualitative (12.2.3.1) and quantitative (12.2.3.2)
checks.
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12.2.3.1 If the order in which the beam paths were scanned (and the corresponding
pixel numbering convention inside the HRPM program) are different than the order of
PIC datainput, the reconstructed plume center could fall in an incorrect pixel. Verify that
the generated result is reasonable based on the raw PIC data.

12.2.3.2 To determine the quality of the reconstructed plume maps against the
measured PIC data, the Concordance Correlation Factor (CCF) is used to represent the
level of fit between measured PIC and predicted PIC. A CCF greater than 0.8 verifies that
the surface concentration plot is a reasonable fit with the raw data (Table 2, Section
9.2).°If the CCF is less than 0.8, the Check for Reasonableness procedures should be
performed a second time to confirm the input data. The analysis may repeated with a
longer average scheme, which typically increases the CCF value.

NOTE 10 — The CCF is similar to the Pearson correlation coefficient, but is adjusted to
account for shiftsin location and scale. Like the Pearson corrdation (correlation coefficient, ‘R’),
CCF values are bounded between -1 and 1, yet the CCF can never exceed the absolute value of
the Pearson correlation factor. For example, the CCF will be equal to the Pearson correlation
when the linear regression line intercepts the ordinate at 0, its slope equals 1. Its value will be
lower than the Pearson correlation when the above conditions are not met.**?® A detailed
description of the procedure for calculating the CCF isincluded in Section 12.3.3.3.

12.2.4 Hot spot location determination The HRPM procedure provides a plume map
and calculates the location of the peak concentrations. It isfor the user to interpret this
information and site constraints, such as obstructions or terrain complexities, for the
determination of the actual location of the hot spot.

12.3 VRPM Methodology

12.3.1 VRPM Theory and Algorithms. Once the PIC for all beam paths are averaged
with the predetermined grouping of cycles for the gas species of interest, the VRPM
calculations make use of the information to reconstruct a plume map in the vertical
downwind plane. Two different beam configurations of the VRPM methodology are
recommended: the five-beam (or more) and the three-beam VRPM configuration. Figure 2
illustrates the setup for these two VRPM beam configurations. In the five-beam (or more)
configuration, the ORS instrument sequentially scans over five PDCs. Three PDCs are
along the ground-level crosswind direction (beams a, b, and ¢ in Figure 2), and the other
two are elevated on a vertical structure (beams e and f in Figure 2). The additional beam (d)
in Figure 2 isfor 6-beam configuration, which provides better spatial definition of the
plume in the crosswind direction. In the three-beam configuration, the ORS instrument
sequentially scans over three PDCs. Only one beam is along the ground level (beam cor d
in Figure 2) and the other two are elevated on a vertical structure (beamse and f in Figure
2). PIC data are collected over time, completing many cycles through the defined beams of
each configuration.

12.3.1.1 A two-phase smooth basis function minimization (SBFM) approach is applied
where there are three or more beams aong the ground level (5-beam or more
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configuration). In the two-phase SBFM approach, a one-dimensional SBFM reconstruction
procedure isfirst applied in order to reconstruct the smoothed ground level and crosswind
concentration profile. The reconstructed parameters are then substituted into the bivariate
Gaussian function when applying atwo-dimensional SBFM procedure.

12.3.1.1.1 A one-dimensional SBFM reconstruction is applied to the ground level
segmented beam paths (Figure 2) of the same beam geometry to find the cross wind
concentration profile. A univariate Gaussian function is fitted to measured PIC ground-
level values.

12.3.1.1.2 The error function for the minimization procedure is the Sum of Squared
Errors (SSE) function and is defined in the one-dimensional SBFM approach as follows:

2
ae . é <A VIN)
B " N ro> =
SSE(B.m, .S ,) = a QPIC a Oexpe 1 &my—T Yir - (12-2)
2ps 28 S, Y -
& 20 o
Where:
B = equal tothe areaunder the one-dimensional Gaussian distribution
(integrated concentration);
i = thepathlength of thei™ beam:;
m, = themean (peak location);
s, = thestandard deviation of thej" Gaussian function; and
PIC; = the measured PIC value of thei™ path.

12.3.1.1.3 The SSE function is minimized using the Simplex minimization procedure
to solve for the unknown parameters (i.e., B, m, sy, .*’

12.3.1.1.4 When there are more than three beams at the ground level, two Gaussian
functions are fitted to retrieve skewed and sometimes bi-modal concentration profiles. This
is the reason for the index j in Equation 12-2.

12.3.1.1.5 Once the one-dimensional phase is completed, the two-dimensional phase
of the two-phase process is applied. To derive the bivariate Gaussian function used in the
second phasg, it is convenient to express the generic bivariate function G in polar
coordinatesr and ¢

G(r vq) -

2
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12.3.1.1.6 The bivariate Gaussian has six unknown independent parameters:

A = normalizing coefficient which adjusts for the peak value of the
bivariate surface;

rig = correlation coefficient which defines the direction of the
distribution-independent variations in relation to the Cartesian
directionsy and z (r 1=0 means that the distribution variations
overlap the Cartesian coordinates);

myandm, =  peak locationsin Cartesian coordinates, and
syands, =  standard deviationsin Cartesian coordinates.

12.3.1.1.7 Six independent beam paths are sufficient to determine one bivariate
Gaussian that has six independent unknown parameters.

12.3.1.1.8 Some reasonable assumptions are made when applying the VRPM
methodol ogy to this problem, to reduce the number of unknown parameters. Thefirst is
setting the correlation parameter r 1> equal to zero. This assumes that the reconstructed
bivariate Gaussian is limited only to changesin the vertical and crosswind directions.
Secondly, when ground level emissions are known to exist, the ground level PIC is
expected to be the largest of the vertical beams. Therefore, the peak location in the vertical
direction can be fixed to the ground level.

In the above ground-level scenario, Equation 12-3 reduces into Equation 12-4:

A i 1€(rxosq- m)* (rsing)® U
exp- ~é _ o zq) oy (12-4)
ps,s, § 28 S S: b

y

G(r.q) =

12.3.1.1.9 The standard deviation and peak location retrieved in the one-dimensional
SBFM procedure are substituted in Equation 12-4 to yield:

i 1é(rxcosg- m, )2 ing)? U
GAs.) =~ exp)- L0 M) (ring) (12-5)
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Where:

Sy-1ip = standard deviation along the crosswind direction (found in the one-
dimensional SBFM procedure);

my.1p = peak location along the crosswind direction (found in the one-
dimensional SBFM procedure);
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12.3.1.1.10 A and s;are unknown parameters to be retrieved in the second phase of
the fitting procedure.

12.3.1.1.11 An error function (SSE) for minimization is defined for this phase in a
similar manner. The SSE function for the second phase is defined as:

; 2
2 ¢

ssE(As,)=4 éPICi - (i‘ﬁ(ri .G, As )dr (12-6)
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Where:
PIC, = the measured path-integrated concentration value of the ith path.

12.3.1.1.12 The SSE function is minimized using the Simplex method to solve for
the two unknown parameters.

12.3.1.2 Whenthe VRPM configuration consists only of three beam paths—one at
the ground level and the other two elevated—the one-dimensional phase can be skipped,
assuming that the plume is very wide. In this scenario, peak location can be arbitrarily
assigned to be in the middle of the configuration. Therefore, the three-beam VRPM
configuration is most suitable for area sources (where no localized hot spot is expected)
or for sources with a series of point and fugitive sources that are known to be distributed
across the upwind area. In this case, the bivariate Gaussian has the same two unknown
parameters as in the second phase (Equations 12-5 and 12-6), but information about the
plume width or location is not known. The standard deviation in the crosswind direction
istypicaly assumed to be about 10 times that of the ground level beam path (length of
vertical plane). If r1 represents the length of the vertical plane, the bivariate Gaussian
would be as follows:

i . ) ) ) 5
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2p(10r)s, ' 2&  (10r) s %

(12-7)

This processis for determining the vertical gradient in concentration. It allows an
accurate integration of concentrations across the vertical plane as the long-beam ground-
level PIC provides adirect integration of concentration at the lowest level.

12.3.2 Once the parameters of the function are found for a specific run, the VRPM
procedure calculates the concentration values for every square elementary unit in avertica
plane. Then, the VRPM procedure integrates the val ues, incorporating wind speed data at
each height level to compute the flux. The concentration values are converted from parts
per million by volume (ppmv) to grams per cubic meter (g/m®), taking into consideration
the molecular weight of the target gas. This enables the direct calculation of the flux in
grams per second (g/s), using wind speed data in meters per second (M/s).

26



FINAL ORS Protocol
June 14, 2006

12.3.3 Check for Reasonableness of the Calculated Flux. Evaluate the data for
reasonableness with the following qualitative (12.3.2.1) and quantitative (12.3.2.2) checks.

12.3.3.1 Verify that the generated result is reasonable based on the raw PIC data.

12.3.3.2 To determine the quality of the reconstructed plume maps against the
measured PIC data, the CCF is used to represent the level of fit between measured PIC
and predicted PIC (see Note 10).

12.3.3.3 Asdescribed in earlier studies,” the Concordance Correlation Factor (CCF)
was used to represent the level of fit for the reconstruction in the path-integrated domain
(predicted versus measured PIC).

CCF is defined as the product of two components:

CCF =rA (12-8)
Where:

r = the Pearson correlation coefficient;

A = acorrection factor for the shift in population and location.

12.3.3.4 Thisshift isafunction of the relationship between the averages and standard
deviations of the measured and predicted PIC vectors:
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(12-9)

Where:

Smc, = Standard deviation of the predicted PIC vector;

Spc, = Standard deviation of the measured PIC vector;

PIC, = the mean of the predicted PIC vector; and

PIC,, =themean of the measured PIC vector.

12.3.3.5 The Pearson correlation coefficient is agood indicator of the quality of fit to
the Gaussian mathematical function. In this procedure, typically anr close to 1 will be
followed by an A very close to 1. This means that the averages and standard deviationsin
the two concentration vectors are very similar and the mass is conserved (good flux
value). However, when a poor CCF is reported (CCF<0.80) at the end of the fitting
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procedure it does not directly mean that the mass is not conserved. It could be a case
where only a poor fit to the Gaussian function occurred if the correction factor A was il
very close to 1 (A>0.90). However, when both r and A are low one can assume that the
flux calculation is inaccurate.

12.3.3.6 A CCF greater than 0.80 indicates that the surface concentration plot is a
reasonable fit with the measured PIC (Table 2, Section 9.2).%° If the CCF is less than 0.80,
but A>0.90, thisis still areasonable indication of agood mass equivalent surface
concentration plot. If the CCF isless than 0.80, but A<0.90, then the Check for
reasonableness procedures (Section 12.3.3) should be performed a second time to
confirm the input data. The analysis may be repeated with a longer average scheme,
which typically increases the CCF value.

12.4 1D-RPM Methodology

12.4.1 1D-RPM Theory and Algorithms. Once the PIC for all beam paths are
averaged with the predetermined grouping of cycles for the gas species of interest, the
1D-RPM calculations make use of the information to reconstruct a plume concentration
profile along the measurement line-of-sight. Similar to the case of VRPM (which
assumes a bivariate Gaussian plume mass in two dimensions), the 1D-RPM calculations
utilize the one-dimensional (1D) SBFM to reconstruct a mass-equivalent plume
concentration profile aong the line-of-sight measurement. The plume crosswind peak
location, coupled with the average wind direction data, can provide an idea of the
emission source location and configuration.

12.4.2 The 1D-RPM procedure fits a univariate Gaussian function to measured PIC
ground-level values. The error function for the minimization procedure is the SSE
function, and is defined in the 1D-SBFM approach as follows:

2
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12.4.3 The unknown independent parameters for the 1D-SPFM Gaussian are:

B = theareaunder the Gaussian distribution;

ri = thepath length of the ith beam;

m, = themean (peak location);

Sy = standard deviation of the jth Gaussian function; and

PIC, = the measured path-integrated concentration value of the ith path.
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12.4.4 Check for Reasonableness of the Concentration Profile. Evaluate the data for
reasonableness with the following qualitative (12.4.4.1) and quantitative (12.4.4.2) checks.

12.4.4.1 Verify that the generated result is reasonable based on the raw PIC data.

12.4.4.2 To determine the quality of the reconstructed plume maps against the
measured PIC data, the CCF is used to represent the level of fit between measured PIC
and predicted PIC (see Note 10). A CCF greater than 0.8 verifies that the surface
concentration plot is a reasonable fit with the raw data (Table 2, Section 9.2).% If the CCF
isless than 0.8, the Check for Reasonableness procedures should be performed a second
time to confirm the input data. The analysis may be repeated with alonger average
scheme, which typically increases the CCF value.

NOTE 11+ The 1D-RPM methodology above explains a single Gaussian mass-
equivalent plume. It is possible to fit multiple Gaussian plume profiles when more than three
PDC are used [e.g., a combination of two Gaussian profiles with four or more PDC as explained
in Hashmonay and Y ost (1999)7]. This multiple Gaussian approach can provide multiple mode or
skewed concentration profiles. Also this can be extended for VRPM configurations where four or
more ground-level PDC are used to fit bi-modal or skewed bivariate Gaussian profiles. This may
improve the accuracy of flux measurements, asit aways provides higher CCF values.

12.4.5 The 1D-RPM procedure reconstructs the plume profile along the measurement
line-of-site and notes the peak location. Over time, as the wind direction fluctuates,
different peak locations are reconstructed from the PIC measurements as illustrated in
Figure 5. Each time a peak location is noted, a source projection line is drawn for each
peak location. Thisis done by calculating aline equation through the peak location, with
the same orientation as the averaged wind direction for the same measurement time
interval. Ideally, for a stationary point source, all source projection lines drawn over time
should intersect at a point upwind of the measurement line in the vicinity of the rea
emission source location. Calculating the density of lines per unit area upwind from the
measurement plane, the most likely location of the source can be estimated as the region
of the maximal line density.

13.0 Methodology Performance

13.1 Data Quality Objectives. A verification gas release may be conducted during a
field study to verify that the instrument is performing well, aslong as the PI-ORS
instrument is capable of detecting multiple compounds. Note the beginning and end of the
release and the amount released.

13.1.1 For averification gas release using the HRPM methodol ogy, a plume center
location error of £10 percent of the diagonal distance of the entire area scanned is
considered a good indicator of quality.
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13.1.2 For the weight of the verification gas release retrieved using the VRPM
methodology, an error of +25 percent of the total actual release for the duration of the
experiment is considered a good indicator of quality.

13.1.3 For the location of the verification gas release using the 1D-RPM
methodology, an error of +20 percent of the longest beam path along the line-of-sight is
considered a good indicator of quality.

Wind
Direction
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Figure 5. An Example of a 1D-RPM Fenceline Monitoring Setup

14.0 Pollution Prevention

A discussion of pollution prevention issues is not necessary, as they are
instrument specific and not directly associated with application of the methodologies
described in this protocol.
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15.0 Waste Management

Because no actual samples are collected with PI-ORS instrumentation, there are

no waste management issues.
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Appendix A

Example Application of Methodologies Described in this Protocol
using OP-FTIR

The methodologies described in this protocol are independent of the particular
PI-ORS instrument. This appendix has been included to illustrate the application of the
methodologies described in this protocol during two separate experiments using a
scanning open-path FTIR (OP-FTIR).*** The methodologies described in this protocol
have been utilized for several other environmental monitoring programs.”>”

A1.0 Examplesof DQI Goalsand Internal QC.

The Data Quality Indicator (DQI) goals for the OP-FTIR instrument are shown in
Table A.1 The DQI goals were developed based on analysis of the historical data
obtained in similar studies and avail able guidance documents.

Table A.1 Data Quality Indicators (DQIs) for OP-FTIR

M easur ement Parameter AnalyssMethod Accuracy Precison % Complete
PIC Determination OP-FTIR: Nitrous Oxide Conc. +25%/15%/10%* +10% 90%
Mid-IR absorbance OP-FTIR: Spectra Quality Acceptable® NA 100%

a The accuracy acceptance criterion is +25 percent for pathlengths of less than 50 m, +15 percent for pathlengths between
50 and 100 m, and +10 percent for pathlengths greater than 100 m.

b Spectra quality must meet minimal quality (refer to instrumentation manuals and EPA methods for instrument-specific
spectra quality criteria).

A1l Proceduresfor Evaluating OP-FTIR DQIs. The development and determination
of DQIs for open-path measurements is an ongoing process. The following section details
the procedure for assessing the OP-FTIR DQI goals presented in Table A.1.

Al.11 PIC Determination. The accuracy and precision of the absorbance data may
be verified by analyzing measured atmospheric nitrous oxide concentrations over time.
Thistest isvalid only if the background spectrum is void of nitrous oxide, and nitrous
oxideis not used in the verification gas release. For the duration of the study, the calculated
concentration results for nitrous oxide should be comparable to the natural ambient
atmosphere level of 315 ppb £25 percent for path lengths less than 50 meters, 315 ppb +15
percent for path lengths between 50 and 100 meters, and 315 ppb £10 percent for path
lengths greater than 100.*® Refer to Section 11.3.1.1 of ASTM Sandard Practice E
1982-98 for more information on this procedure.*?

Al1.1.2 Mid-IR Absorbance. The quality of the mid-IR absorbance data can be

assessed by performing several qualitative and quantitative checks. These checksinclude
assessing instrument noise, detector nonlinearity, detector saturation, and instrument
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response. These checks were developed based on ASTM Standard Practice E 1982-98.
Additional details on how to perform these checks can be found in the EPA document
entitled, ECPB Optical Remote Sensing Facility Manual. *°

Al.2 Internal Quality Control. Traditiona quality control (QC) samples are not
applicable to OP-FTIR experiments. Instead, the analyses of IR-active ambient gases
having relatively constant values are included in the quantification process. Examples
include nitrous oxide and methane, which are found at relatively constant concentrations of
315 ppb and 1.7 ppm as global backgrounds, respectively. These must be used with
caution, because a particular measurement area may prove to be a source of these gases.
Methane, for example, is often emitted from hog waste lagoons and landfills.

A1.2.1 Generation of a Background Spectrum. As described in EPA Compendium
Method TO-16 (1999),***2 the generation of a background spectrum, more precisely the I
spectrum, is best accomplished synthetically. The best approach to this depends upon the
software being used for processing the data. Many commercially available software
systems are compatible with the data format used by OP-FTIR instruments. However, al of
the avail able software options require analyst input; therefore, there is some subjectivity
involved in the process.

Al1.2.2 Data Integrity. Spectra are analyzed for peaks of common atmospheric
constituents, such as water vapor, carbon dioxide, and methane. If these peaks are located
outside of their expected spectral region or exhibit any other abnormal characteristics, a
spectroscopist should manually examine a select portion of the original datato determine
the reason for these deviations and/or the usability of the collected data.

A2.0 RPM Exampleusing the HRPM and VRPM M ethodologies

A2.1 Introduction. During the Fall of 2002 and Spring of 2003, the methodologies
described in this protocol was evaluated using the controlled release of verification gases
and a scanning monostatic OP-FTIR instrument. The experiments were performed at the
Duke Forest Facility of Duke University, located in Chapel Hill, North Carolina. A nearly
flat and square area of 14,400 m? was selected for the study. The verification gases released
during the experiments included ethylene and acetylene. This example briefly describes the
preliminary results obtained from this controlled demonstration study using the HRPM and
VRPM methodologies.

A2.2 Experimental Setup. This study was supported by the Environmental Security
Technology Certification Program (ESTCP) of the Department of Defense (DoD) and
audited by the Emissions Monitoring Center (EMC) of the EPA.

In this study, an OP-FTIR mounted on a scanner and an array of mirrors (PDC)
formed multiple, non-intercepting beam paths. Nine mirrors were used for the HRPM
experiment, and five were used for the VRPM experiment. The OP-FTIR was scanned
sequentially from mirror to mirror, acquiring spectra from each beam path. The OP-FTIR
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dwelling time on each mirror was 30 seconds for the HRPM experiment and 60 seconds
for the VRPM experiment.

A2.3 Resultsand Discussion. PIC data were derived from the collected spectra, and
wind data were time-synchronized with the spectral data and averaged for the
corresponding measurement cycle. Following this, the PIC data were sorted according to
mirror number, and the expanded data matrix (see Table A.2) was then used as input to the
software developed by ARCADIS in Research Triangle Park, NC. Inthe case of the HRPM
methodol ogy, the software reconstructs the surface concentration contour map. In the case
of the VRPM methodol ogy, the software provides spatial information on the homogeneity
of the plume, and calculates the emission flux through the configuration.

A23.1 HRPM Results. Severa verification gases were released at random locations
and spectral data were collected by sequentially scanning the OP-FTIR from mirror to
mirror. This spectral data were used to derive PIC data along each beam path, which were
then input into the RPM software to construct a surface concentration contour map. The hot
spot location was determined by the area of highest concentrations in the contour map. This
location was then compared to the actual release location of the verification gas.

For this example, acetylene was released and data were collected for 18 cycles.
Figure A.1 shows the concentration contour map constructed by averaging PIC data from
all 18 cycles. The open circle indicates the actual release location, and the closed circle
indicates the hot spot location determined by the software. The dislocation distance
(distance between the actual and determined release location) is shown with a double-
headed arrow. In this case, the dislocation distance was 17 meters. Table A.2 presents the
data matrix used to construct Figure A.1.
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Figure A.1 Actual Versus Determined Source Location for the Acetylene Release

Table A.2 DataMatrix Used to Construct FigureA.1

Pixel no. 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9
Physical Beam 68.4 102.6 148.9 103.1 137.2 169.6 149.1 171.2 178.5
Path Length (m)

Cycle 1 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.6 23.2 0.0
Cycle 2 (ppm-m) 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 32.6 0.0
Cycle 3 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.2 0.0
Cycle 4 (ppm-m) 0.0 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.5 6.6 0.0
Cycle 5 (ppm-m) 1.0 1.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.3 49.6 34.3 0.0
Cycle 6 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.1 6.5 7.5 0.0
Cycle 7 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 14 0.0 8.0 11.7 0.0
Cycle 8 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.0 0.0 0.0 55.6 62.8 1.8
Cycle 9 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.2 4.2 0.0
Cycle 10 (ppm-m) 1.1 0.5 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.0 8.0 73.0 0.0
Cycle 11 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 28.3 0.0 0.0
Cycle 12 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 28.8 91.9 0.0
Cycle 13 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2.4 49.1 10.1 3.2
Cycle 14 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.4 25.5 119.1 2.1
Cycle 15 (ppm-m) 0.8 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.0 1.9 63.0 192.0 2.8
Cycle 16 (ppm-m) 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.1 0.0 2.7 78.0 12.4 0.0
Cycle 17 (ppm-m) 1.1 1.0 0.0 49.6 0.0 0.0 303.0 247.2 0.0
Cycle 18 (ppm-m) 37.9 0.0 0.0 120.7 52.4 13.4 169.1 199.6 98.7
18-Cycle Average 2.33 0.27 0.07 9.91 3.05 1.62 50.04 62.97 6.03
(ppm-m)
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A2.3.2 VRPM Results. Several verification gases were released in an “H” pattern
upwind of the VRPM configuration to simulate a small area source in Duke Forest (see
Figure A.2).*° The verification gas cylinders were weighed before and after each release to
calculate the actual release rate (in g/s). Spectral data were collected by sequentially
scanning the OP-FTIR from mirror to mirror. This data were used to derive PIC data along
each beam path, which were used as input to the VRPM a gorithm to determine a plane-
integrated concentration. Wind data were smultaneoudly collected at two heights (2 and 10
m), and were incorporated with the plane-integrated concentration data to calculate the
emission flux through the VRPM configuration.

B Retroreflectors

3m

Mean Wind Direction

1
7m

Scanning
OP-FTIR

Figure A.2 Schematic of the VRPM Configuration Used for the Ethylene Release

For this example, ethylene was released and data were collected for 12 cycles.
Figure A.3 shows the reconstructed mass-equivalent plume map constructed by averaging
PIC datafrom all 12 cycles. A total of 1.0 |b of ethylene wasreleased over a period of 68
minutes, which resulted in an average release rate of 0.11 g/s. The average calculated
emission flux was 0.10 g/s. Table A.3 presents the data matrix used to construct Figure
A3
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Table A.3 Data Matrix Used to Construct Figure A.3
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Beam Path no. 1 2 3 4 5 WS WD from
Eg{hSifg‘r']gBtia(Tn) 521 901 137 1415 1419 | (m/s) N(?jré"g};il
Cycle 1 (ppm-m) 2.7 134 17.8 3.8 5.1 2.7 5
Cycle 2 (ppm-m) 6.4 28.0 194 9.0 5.4 2.6 1
Cycle 3 (ppm-m) 4.5 23.4 23.1 8.8 7.9 2.1 0
Cycle 4 (ppm-m) 2.8 28.3 20.4 10.0 7.3 2.1 14
Cycle 5 (ppm-m) 5.0 19.8 34.7 4.2 5.3 2.9 13
Cycle 6 (ppm-m) 2.9 27.9 14.4 111 7.8 2.9 3
Cycle 7 (ppm-m) 108 14.1 28.5 4.7 7.9 3.0 -11
Cycle 8 (ppm-m) 2.7 10.3 49.1 4.9 5.8 2.3 18
Cycle 9 (ppm-m) 2.7 23.1 25.8 23.3 7.1 1.8 -2
Cycle 10 (ppm-m) 6.7 11.6 18.7 4.5 111 1.7 -15
Cycle 11 (ppm-m) 144  20.2 36.0 15.7 7.0 2.0 -8
Cycle 12 (ppm-m) 2.6 3.3 30.9 8.3 6.7 2.2 14
12-Cycle Average (ppm-m) | 5.4 18.6 26.6 9.0 7.0 2.35 3

BOL D values represent one-half the minimum detection limit.
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A2.3.2.1 Average wind speed and direction data for each measurement cycleis
shown in Table A.3. Wind measurements were interpolated every 2 meters between the
2- and 10-meter heights. The average wind data for each cycle at 4 meters above the
ground are shown. The wind direction is measured clockwise from an axis perpendicular
to the VRPM configuration. In this convention, 0° is perpendicular to the vertical plane.

A2.3.2.2 A moving averageis used in the calculation of average values to show
temporal variability in the measurements. A moving average involves averaging values
from several different consecutive cycles. For example, a data set may be reported using
amoving average with a group size of 4, where valuesfrom cycles1to 4, and 2to 5 are
averaged together to show any variability in the values.

The example in this appendix explores the dependence of the results on the group size
of the moving average, and isillustrated in Figure A.4. To assess the accuracy of the
reconstruction for each moving average group, the CCF is computed. It is apparent in
Figure A .4 that as the group size of the moving averages increase, the standard deviation
decreases (smaller error bar). The CCF value increases for larger group sizes of moving
averages (indicating a better fit for the measured data), but levels off at a group size of
three. A moving average group of three is recommended for the VRPM methodology. In
some conditions, it may not be advisable to use alarger group size for the moving
average.

CCF vs grouping size for moving averages

1 F—
098 | /H'W
0.96 -

0.94 ~

CCF

0.92 ~

0.9 1

0.88 ~

0.86 T T T
0 2 4 6

Group size

Figure A.4 Dependence of CCF vs. Moving Average Group Size

A2.3.2.3 A timeplot of the flux calculation for the ethylene verification release,
using a moving average with a group size of three, is shown in Figure A.5. The dashed
horizontal line corresponds to the actual mass released; the dashed plot indicates the
measured wind direction from perpendicular to the VRPM configuration; and the solid
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plot indicates the calculated emission flux values. The corresponding data are listed in
Table A.4.
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Figure A.5 Time Series of Ethylene Emission Flux Estimation
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Table A.4 Moving Average of Three Ethylene Emission Data Points for

Figure A.5
Group CCF Flux(g/s) WS(m/s) WD(deg.)

1 0.95 0.08 2.2 2
2 0.96 0.1 2.1
3 0.96 0.09 2.2 8
4 0.96 0.11 24 8
5 0.96 0.11 2.7 2
6 0.97 0.13 25 3
7 0.98 0.16 2.2 2
8 0.96 0.12 1.8 2
9 0.98 0.11 1.7 -7
10 0.94 0.12 1.8 -3

Average 0.96 0.11

Std._Dev 0012 0022
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A2.3.2.4 The example below of flux data from the Duke Forest study provides
guidance for determining the range of wind directions that will ensure complete capture
of the plume (in the horizontal direction) by the VRPM configuration. The VRPM flux
results are representative of the source emission rate only during periods that the
prevailing wind directions meet the established criterion.

The determination of the acceptable wind criterion is done by analyzing a data set of
calculated flux values, with the corresponding wind direction, at the time of the flux
calculation. The data set should consist of data collected over a wide range of wind
directions on both sides of the perpendicular direction to the VRPM configuration. A plot
is create of the calculated flux values as a function of the angle of the prevailing wind
direction (from perpendicular to the VRPM configuration) of al runs made when the
wind direction angles were close to the perpendicular direction of the VRPM
configuration. Because these runs were collected over a period of six months, the flux
values were normalized to the maximum flux value in each run.

Figure A.6 presents a plot of this data set. The figure shows the calculated normalized
flux values and the corresponding wind direction (from the normal to the VRPM
configuration during the time of the measurements).

The figure shows that the raw flux values steadily increase, up to a certain point, as
the prevailing wind direction becomes closer to perpendicular to the configuration.
However, over a certain range of wind directions, there appears to be no relationship
between calculated flux values and prevailing wind direction. Thisrangeis
approximately between -10° and +25° for the Duke Forest validation study. Thisisthe
approximate range of acceptable wind directions, asthe variationsin flux valuesin this
range are due to variations in the source strength, and not due to changes in wind
direction. It isrecommended that these flux plots be smoothed out with a moving
average approach to retrieve a more definite and accurate cutoff of the wind criterion.
The lined curvesin the figure show examples of such moving averages, one with a
grouping of 10 data values (thin line) and the other with a grouping of 20 data values
(thicker line). These examples of moving averages clearly define the range of wind
directions where flux values are independent from the wind direction values.
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Horizontal Plume Capture
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Figure A.6 Plot of Calculated Flux Values and Corresponding Wind Direction
During the Time of Measurements

A3.0 RPM Exampleusing the 1D-RPM M ethodology

An example of a 1D-RPM methodology controlled release can be found in Hashmonay
and Y ost (1999).A1°
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