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Abstract

Green roof (GR) technology can reduce internal room temperature, save
energy, decrease carbon emissions, remove air pollutants, and reduce runoff,
and thus it is widely promoted in many countries. However, the method for
evaluating the cost-benefit of GRs in a city is so far not available. This study
was thus initiated to develop a benefit-cost analysis (BCA) method to evaluate
major benefits of GRs for a domestic city.

To implement the BCA method at the city scale, the rooftop area available
for installing GRs is first estimated based on the maximal rooftop area and a
reasonable GR ratio. Four major GR benefits are considered: energy saving,
carbon emission reduction, air pollutant removal, and runoff detention. The
one-dimensional heat flux (1D-HF).method.and the eQUEST model are applied
to compute the energy saving. The carbon.emission reduction is determined
based on the avoided emissions from energy saving and the amount of carbon
sequestrated by GRs. The quantity of air pollutants removed by GRs is
approximated by a dry deposition model. The- overall rainfall detention
capability of GRs is calculated by an experimental equation, and the peak
runoff reduction is estimated by the potential saturated detention depth of GRs.
And the cost information of GRs is obtained from a local survey. The economic
values of all GR benefits are estimated and compared with the GR life cycle
cost.

A case study was implemented for Hsinchu City. The proposed BCA
method was applied to estimate the potential benefits and cost for executing a
city-wide GR program. The conventional roof is assumed to be replaced by
three possible periods: 10, 15, and 20 years. The results show that the GR
program worse than the conventional roof only with a replacement period of 20
years, for other two replacement periods the GR program can have economic
benefit of about NT$5-666 million, of which the energy saving is about

NT$300 million and is the largest portion among all benefits. If a carbon tax
i



and a stormwater fee were applied, it would increase the GR economic benefit
of about NT$100 million, of which the carbon tax is about NT$84 million.
Although the GR program is worse than the conventional roof with the
replacement period of 20 years, additional GR benefits such as mitigating head
island are not considered and the domestic roof replacement frequency is
usually shorter than 20 years. The energy saving is about 149 million KWH,
and the carbon emission reduction is about 111 thousand ton eCO, The GR
program can also slightly reduce O3 and it precursors. Therefore, promoting a
city-wide GR program in Hsinchu City is desirable. The incentive for
implementing the program can be further increased if a carbon tax is applied.
The proposed BCA method and the results are expected to facilitate related

decision analyses for other cities.

Keywords: green roof; thermal reduction; energy saving; carbon emission
reduction; air-pollutant removal; runoff detention; cost-benefit
analysis; building energy consumption simulation model; dry

deposition model; sustainable environmental systems analysis.
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PERLPHEIRY ORI LAZFE DT R IERS S E
Plodofifg bt~ %R 2§ BRER RS PR E I EATE
EFfrd R EFTH o wA* o Fengetal. (2010) 1 ¢+ 038 325 & &
SNEETRERERE > TR PR ERE GRS B ETRER

o ABIEMHA TG 12%E R B
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1D-HF(one-dimensional heat flux);z % - ‘2cfid £ o5V A 8 S £ %
BT wfs i & 2§t Clark et al. (2008) % & * g2 & % &
EnergyPlus % ESP-r & {71t - MEFA K E R D& ez £ 8 > #7
EnergyPlus 2 ESP-r & #* U it 1D-HF keni< ez 3y T A7 0

~F 7 #* Hilten (2005) 2 Kosareo and Ries (2007)#7¢ * e7eQUEST
FHAAE R R o 2 Clark et al. (2008) 9 1D-HF 2 » e x5 & it a fd

IPE L DL A
2.3 % KRR

SRR R A DR R R H FIGETEV R AR K
AL o im0 R R R 2 4 M(Niuetal; 2010) > % = R4 R E % E
BT e g 2 @ et AL 9Tz CO, 0 Niu et al. (2010) i -4

B G RRLOTE o KB TR S R T R i R

e 2 3 e ol 3N > e Getter et al. (2009) #rit » £_Flpd € 5 >t HE 4
shBiomass ¥ > ¥z F P T EREF RS e 2 BBk E I EAF
% ¢ oLietal (2010)% = % % CO, 2. kR MBS E B2 B8 %7 A 5
BINL L F R RS CO I T E P K o BEFY H LR R
CO LR ETRMCE BT M7 HMAL EEY 46 2 51CO,
BolTiE FE AR A COp#2xig 50 ¥ B BT 4 ok BT S o
BEEEE R LA R RN T AR e i 4 0 &
A AR ¥ Getter et al. (2009)% ~ 7B ETE R Y B X
(Sedum) sz plic 4 > ZF T A 5 AR FER 0 F - ML ER oG b

Biomass s jemihi + 0 RS E S £ g b~ T Biomass £ A B ST

©



g 4 0 BEESEHIR Y Sedum EF e ETE o B 4 5 375¢-

CIm® » #A= 5 % o fichy &5 B 8 B T4 2 feat e
24 % B EEARE

BT RERFENFHLALIL R LR F GRS L F Y

W2 %3534 (Yangetal,2008) » % B TEAPT %P 5 F ¢ 5
AR ERE P REEROLARETRIZVA A
AT IR P f AR LRE

Top BRIV K HF R s 4 4002 28 - Morikawa et al. (1998)

=
&
i
|

=

¥ 4141 217 467 F 184 8 NOy s e it 4 4002 28 > Clark et al. (2008)%

P EFLEFGESETL 2B REE X AL pA e ¥ 1554

FoAUE RSN P oA AR E * 2 29F 5 Urban Forest Effects(UFORE)
(City of Toronto and OCE-ETech, 2005; Corrie and Bass, 2005; Casey Trees

Endowment Fund and Limno-Tech Incorporation, 2005)#-3¢ » % ;¢ &_d

AN

USDA Forest Service Northeastern Regional Station 4 E @ & » ¥ £ 5 ¥
* et B¢ o ModuleD €% kg B2 5§ 545 FIRFEH "/f
2_ Az F o Currie and Bass (2005) % 4] * 2 5 B % E7E % S 5 45 %
R FREME 0 & Casey Trees Endowment Fund and Limno-Tech
Incorporation. (2005):3F £ @ » & fI % il » 3P A EEHE F 7 R
PREEER DR E S F R4 ¥ 5B ETEMEE £ 7 i 58 metric tons
T ARBEOEL N A B L ENE RORER T A A N H B R R o
Big-leaf resistance (BLR) (Yang et al., 2008) #i-5% &_f >t 3z "% ficie > 1
FERFH O REARZF AL AREY gt R R o 22T T

fFiedr fEag e BB 7% - Yangetal (2008) % 41 * st > B 8 £

10



SEEEY S E ¥ SRR LS S R T L
LPEEG AP Y BLR BARGSETRS 255 R5 (5 4

NO,, SO;, O3, PMyg) g ©
25 % BBk 4

d NS BETET G iAok 2 L Ak AR TE TR
(Berndtsson, 2010; Stovin, 2010) » # ¥ i¥ 5= Stormwater Best Management

Pratices (BMPs) erda i i% 38 2. — (Villarreal et al., 2004) - Stovin (2010)# 7] %]

B¢

BRTEAFEA P > A T RE Y RS KA R A Y 5 B

&% ® > % 14 Curve Number (CN):®iz 22805 LR > @ — 4073 B K R
£ 781 CN % 98 - Carter and Rasmussen (2006)% & ipl % & 5 <7 CN 5 86 >

7
iea R % E T8 A F ik 9o Carter and Jackson (2007) 7% i 41 * CN /3%

A RMIRERT R E A PR E S BB kot E B if o ERP

W

Fhr CNZiv3 L83 iR Bpth k? S FERP R o
Voyde et al. (2010)% 14 kK T §ri' 8 % B 78 sk AR A 2 & ME 3T

e AL R ad SRS REAGE S 0 O N deT AR

AS _p_R_gT 2.1)
At

He PEi%a REETI2ZIEM ET A &4t 5 S EATRLAE &
%ﬁﬁﬁéﬁﬁ%?%ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁJ%%&¢1%%Eﬁ°&
*t > Mitchell et al. (2008) 7= & 4] * Aquacycle and Single-source urban
evapotranspiration interception scheme % & & Vi 7 & 473 v o B I
ETEW %’ﬁé e Agae 4 7 2E M AR R KN E o rE AT TR

E L FATE F(ET)- - BRI AART

11



bOBCE AR S BOH 2% > > 4o Hilten et al. (2008) ¥ # *
Hydrus-1D(Simunek et al., 2008)~ +7 Sedum F& g {8 4~ c# -k A2 & > % % &
T E R e R R RS S BN BN TR RIE AR REEE K
PEEE SN AFRFES RO ELBE .

She et al. (2010) R 41 * 4 T H5E A 45 8-k 2e > HFRAe® B7F A i
SR EAREFH T FFTRE D IEAT AR iﬁﬁ’m,ﬁ@$gﬁq
BRT AR o d N AFLARBEERSR A RE S BEET R
PR RGE 3 E o AR AT - By AR AR NN AT &
ALY F0L E)AEER RN R E TR RO SR RS
R Bk E -

26 BB A F LT

FBRBZRETF2ZT > BRI ANE S it 0 S TRESETR2LE

» Wang et al. (2010) 7 % 47 % & 78 e Life Cycle Cost(LCC) » 82X % £

AR AR - LET RDF o FRA GBI BT
¥

h
ERETRE&RING > AP BRRETRE » kG MEL7T

e BRI RS ETERE 0 F BB AR G AR R R AT e 0

AR ke o 23T 8 0 FA ARG E R E4F 0 4
LU RGETRLRIEB PR -

BEFRAELPTLw 0 FRELSH - BBEGEETTLRAEFTR
o421 % Mﬁ;,jw?ﬁiﬁavﬁ%v‘ -~ BT AGDIGE I E S P
BRp R 2T - HETF2Z A4 A AT g - LETFDf

KA EAR o /& B ficdp? i B R o
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221 - ETER ARG E
é)gl% ¥ FARKRRSEE2 2 | T E
Carter and Keeler. | $83.78/m* | Means Construction TERRS (B
(2008) Coast Data (2005) KRy )= A
Niu et al. (2010) | $242/m? - HETEH M 5 Thermoplastic
1795m” sy 2> < # | elastomerolefin and
T% i) single-ply system = #&
EE AN
Clark et al. (2008) | $167/m? % AnnArbor I} | THETEG A L
75 B EE RS &6 | 1870m?
THRE B EATS
FE TR e
Wong et al. $64/m? Roof deck = # 33 Roof deck = & & 5 &
(2003) AT S AN 3% 4 1 precast
prestressed concrete
planks and structure
concrete % iz & » iz %
+ B P s A
Elsa. (2008) - BEFT (AT Hd AEFE | FTEEETREE T
Ka%i?-‘ JF 2 2~ (ASD, B engpeb ko de-
X & F R |12007) BB TEauE & AK
E- S5
EAE A E - BE ARSI L o PRI - B S
B o G JIEFFLA i A1 E s A B T RETE W
TANPHE R TR Y AE o EFEF R T e

J‘m—r‘ EAR 0 3SR
>
5

g i o % K Athens, GA » Carter and Keeler (2008)

E
L

FENSETAERAEA A B TEREERE ZFRE AP R

cF 34t eh o Clarketal. (2008)7 i 4 * 4p ke = 32 > b R- B

TFEGRE TS ANE By A AHE - 2HAF TS T2 0
B ket R EEAE T oo Niuetal (2010); 37383 % B84 4
PeE A EE R Y R EE A PRI EETIRZ%E 0 P R ARENRD

13



iy
(B
i
7T,
X
o
=
(w
f

EAI* R Rz 5 o ligm s NOy 2 SO, et £ 7%
AT B - T RAFREF I UL F
AL R R BRI EREN R R E 2 B

)
Fr A ERRFE P F A F B L TR PR P R

N2 TEEB I RETRAANE 0 NIFL LRSS ETRARL AR A
TR
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Y= B3

G

PR 2 SHPEE R RS A E AT R T Lo - P2 e
31F g inAR

ARG 2o Aehe B 3L AT 0 A B AL FACEE B RE TG M
}:"

3 BETREER ARTAGHEEL AR 2ARE A B kB

FokE o PREG LS § - BEE A HEM ML A
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o N - ’.L‘Q;I‘féi’é‘#%@f?iﬁ.%f{ai ,{7‘:‘4rrl]“"'3/,9;“L °

ZOIFI3 T A UATR S S kDR T AR (T o

4 g A E IO E B L R LR R~ %05 R

FHRSETZ A A7 NEZS? 2 HB A SE T AR A 72

—— kR
ERogie 9 K
—— & T AL
£ IR 3 R4S
4
IE
5 T v 3 ||3
-2 Y E S
e ol | D 7
B 145 S e
o 1% EF
E 13-HF {:i Eg‘ E_ '%:'j'
T8 v, bl ﬁi
& - & ) bed *
Hy fiE S =
{—{; eQUEST o
B fd
g
W5, A% B TR A A A 3 4T

B 315§ i
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B2V KRR REER G E

AIEEE R AR SETAF A A AL T FATR T RS FS P
FHRURESERDGf AT REAFRE LB EAFE R G
fhorEtRA LA ETR L AL a ff 0 Z REAFFRET G
HHEE R 2 BREFERO T BTG R EAR G fant bt
o - ERP - REEBETTNRNG T NRESET 0 LA &
¥ Casey Trees Endowment Fund and Limno-Tech Incorporation (2005):73%
20 o BONPETER T ETTREZE A ARSI iR

PR B
AR TR S EREN LY S IR K

MTEHFFEET RSN SRR FZERE N F R RE R R

*# 3 %% Clark et al.(2008):£ = 2. 1D-HF ;2 > # 12 eQUEST £ # #
#< i B & S (Hirsch, 2003; Carter and Keeler, 2008; Hilten et al., 2005;

Kosareo and Ries, 2007) 4 7% B 7 chi i sz ot A B> 2 ¢ kI AR
BFUETRGESERZFEENTE » T ABERP 32 o

3.3.1.1 1D-HF /%

Bk 2P E S e A
AQ = (U concrete U total )X Ax AT (31)

AQ = (U concrete total ) X AX (T 260C) (3'2)

17



He AQ 2 - 42 $ETHABDLEW) A 5 EFaH (M) AT
SR PRI F2 B R L E(C) > (Uooncrete-Utotar) & — Hhfr ik £ 78 #4118
e L @ (W/m? °K) » (T-26°C)30 1> » F] 2 F7 5 B3k & 4 § fads g B
526C TRIGrEarRapmr2RAECC) &N 32 FEhs 2ELF
2 &R o AT A 3L 905 5 - 4R T8 (Uooncrete) ~ 5 B T8 & T (Ug) 2

BE i U 0 B ¢ 8570 2 720 i e 0 B e (Uy) 12 252§ 59 IR

&GS 0410 0 % B TE Upg B2 5 3 e ez
1 _ 1 1 (3.3)
U total U concrete U gr

Al 3258 KB E S ETEE RSN E o AriF % B eQUEST Hig 17

Btk Fl LR §,§’ar}i ﬁ\gg'_‘ﬁ,ng,%ujklg;zigyf,x ¥l

)°

EHACEERREEFS TR E A AT RS E T2

BTE A 5 TR - iR
o B 0.310 0.900
U@ [Wm °K] U,=0.410 Uconcrete=1.490
Utotar=0.322

3.3.1.2 eQuest ;2

eQUEST (Hirsch, 2003)&_p = ¥ * >“ s A~ 4o a0 endficdi 2. — > A
& %< 5 DOE-2 #-5% (Hirsch, 2003) » 1 4c F e % L i * B @A, A o 0 (&
ef kR FARTMY2)R BE A 2 & mpa TR REm 4 B A4 0%
Al -
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AN B RESE AL ERE > R EAGLE T A Apk 0 B oW
BIp b v A WY GRS AS T R REAR Y R
(Kneifel, 2010; ¥ - 91 #)~ B & # (Niuetal, 2010)% & (N Fe3ny &
F)ZAEE AL R TR IEE S AL AR BT S AR
AWl &AFI LA BHIEELH FARM RN EF TS
PR RBRY UL TREBES S LA IR AZER X
EATHR Ayt b L iRPFES R J R B TR S A 2
LA LM S22 3HL Y 3 2SN P F R TE &6 T F
PR ARTE Tz K2 o ik Saizetal (2006)5F7 7 % 0 Bt

v

A~

S SN RE G RE R DIT% VS RSN E ST R Ak
bz k4o ® eQUEST totigt 3k b e Ad-p5 > € 11 Floor
Multiplies f§ i ¢ Bk R EA AR TAE T E5 ) 2 3k S

fRE D KA 36 H SRR T g e ek B K %
AFEY R EATEP GuE RS ERIES G L2 A PR

FPER NG E R HE L H E e [ &2 ID-HF #rF  % 0

$or it 7 eQUEST 2 4o iv EFE A s tr2 o T AR FIREZ A

BAZAABREHRTF I 2ET > AR E L e I 2AFHEAA

AR~ BTEHE C FMEATRE T M UTH LGP 2 Reteil

BAFANE2 P FREETA G FL A2

1 SRAPHIAZARBER D AT ETHFETF ARG RS
), Er PG oG B F LU @S 3.500[W/ m? °K]h 20cm 4k 55 R 5
3 ok (%% WO002) -
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2. B B ALY - RTINS LR FTHA R I F NS RA KR
(75E) U TEPE’TE‘T’J— sE ﬂ;}%’;} % 3.1 5%5']5”@_ s M “;'{—)E__T‘E‘T,fr._ iR

T?K/ﬁ;”: UBHE » BfcR ™3 ko dod 3.1 905 o
3.3.2 Bt

GETBRANE LRSS I EREENE Y ﬁWﬁ#ﬁé?kﬁﬁ
B(AFETHE L Ry FREY) S - MAT kTSN EE LT
b Gl B 0 L E RS P filicdod 32 9750 AT R 99 &
B4 i Gaidicz ) %N 271 &% Getter et al. (2009) 5 2
%o 10em 2 A FAE R S S Bt 4 5 3759-Cm” o
T EEH %R "‘mﬁ#ﬁfbf\ JE B L RRIr 23T F 0 B {s #- IR A 2 R

PrF e BT %R BRI E ¢

% 32 % 4 Paxiaik

£ R i 45 e (kg eCOA/ &)
94 0.626
95 0.637
96 0.632
97 0.631
98 0.616
99 0.612

T &R ST 2799 &)

20



333275 FE

7 7 $% * Big-leaf resistance (BLR) model (Yang et al., 2008)4& % & &

TR L2 F % 4 H (¢ 42 NO,, SO, Og, PMyg)ch 2 » 1245 Nowak (1994a) -

7 2

o BEFRE - REETR O BHARIFAAFLFE S T TR

FANC

Q, =F xLxT (3.4)

—,ﬁ—\ v QX 75'\?3"‘ 7 ’If+_-— ?LB’*L'FZ? P\ L I 4‘5}‘;” X (e.g., NOz, 802, 03, PMlo) 7o
Sk A5 iR S B(Q) F R AR TL (MOS0 L R
Fo fE (M) T A& & BEE (9)

1. 3 %4 2 Fi £, (Nowak, 1994a):

F, =VD, xC, (3.5)

He VD, 573 %4 X e ik & (dry-deposition velocity) (cm/ s); Cy

SRR x ik & (ug/ md).
2. 03 S0, % NO, =gz it's:# & (VD,) (Nowak, 1994a):

VD, =(R, +R, +R.)" (3.6)

H ¥ R, % Aerodynamic resistance; R, = Quasi-laminar boundary layer
resistance;m R % Canopy resistance -

(@) Ra(Nowak, 1994a)

R, =u(z)/u.’ (3.6a)
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HP U@) 3B R Zh i > Uep BER > P &k P, B

s
=
e
(i

&
e

Ny o AT oA

u. =ku(z-d)Ain[(z-d) / z,]-¥,[(z-d)/L]+ ¥, [z, /L) (3.6b)

PR

#¢ k % Von Karman Constant (0.4); z % % B (m); d ;
Displacement length (m); z, % Roughness length(m); » L 3
Monin-Obukhov stability length (m) » % 3.3 #7715 % e {e 4~ fA5F 0
Zo% d; A7 3 F Yangetal (2008)7= 4 * Short grass % * % j& 4
X RETEL AR f FAER S RIEEF AR ¥ @ * Turner classes
ARE R B ETR ) PR A F AR TR O ' Cl@)F (b)FEEA 4 HE

= ;% (Panofsky and Dutten, 1984)» #X & £ & T ;' (Zannetti, 1990) iz

Toaxz, (3.6¢)
L
193k FARET L dcab B e C2 457 -

% 3.3 % a4 2. 29 % d

o4 fEaE Average height hy (m) | zo=0.1hg (m) | d=0.7hg (M)
Short grass 0.150 0.015 0.105
Tall herbaceous 1.000 0.100 0.700
plants
Deciduous trees 5.000 0.500 3.500

7 kiR Yang et al. (2008)
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% L<O- &7 2%k ™ (van Ulden and Holtslag, 1985) :

2
Y, = 2In[(1+zx)}+ln[(l+zx )}—Ztanl(X)Jr 0.5 (3.6d)
He¢ X i- &5 =2 %3 & Dyerand Bradley(1982) #7:& :% ™ 7|
R
7 0.25
X = (1— 28tj (3.66)

Y, = —17[1— exp(— 0.29 @H (3.6f)

(b) Ry (Pederson et al., 1995)

282° x P

R, == (3.69)

# ¢ k %_Von Karman Constant (0.4); S. £_Schmidt number- ¥ S; =
v/ D » v #_Kinematic viscosity of air » D &_g§ 8 4 + #4c %>
O3S, =1.000 > NO, 11 S, =0.980 » SO, 7 S, = 1.150;P, * Prandtl
number > 7 § 9P, ¥ #c i 0.720 -

() R¢(Weselyetal., 1989)

Rc = []'/rsm,x +]7/rlu,x +]/(rdc + rcl,x)_|_:l7/(rsc + rgs,x )]71 (36h)

2P rgmx 2.4 Minimum leaf stomata and Mesophyll resistance #7 %
& @ =; nyx % Leaf cuticles resistance; rq. #_Resistance for gas-phase
transfer by buoyant convection in canopies; ry« % Resistance by

leaves, twigs,bark or other exposed surfaces in the lower canopy; rs
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3]
=

Transfer resistance >  frief B8 2 B R R F M rgex A

Ground surface resistance » T & X B % 2 B3 45 X Sfr O &

Vv‘]f; SOz’ff'Og’ » ‘f']q’r ﬁbﬁﬁ’fﬁf*%_ﬁﬁ@]}iO

(1) rsmx (Mesophyll resistance)

)

rsm,x = rs DHZO/DX + rm,x (36|)

H ¢ r,&_Leaf stomata resistance; Dy &% F i34 4% X 5 % 7
A F PEAC A Do Bk E F chA 5 B0l 7 o a0

361 ¥ 2 Iy T AEY A T h S xH 2 foo AR EL
., =(H"/3000+100f,)" (3.6))
He 254t x2 HE %2 % 34 -
r, =1, i+ [200(G + 0.4)*F {ao0[T (20—, )]} (3.6K)

H ¢ r; £ Minimum bulk canopy stomatal resistances for water

vapor; G 2. < i (Wm?); T, 22 7 4% R 430 F

40 C2 & -
rq (Resistance for gas-phase transfer by buoyant convection in
canopies)

r,, =100[L+1000(G +10)™ [1+10000)"" (3.61)

HeY GEAHBiEH (WM 0 2206 he B re2 8% s

/m -
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(3)

IPlu,x

W C3 PG e B F T RE > A A HT FIT R

Fofax o FETRTBE

rIu,x = rIu (10_5 H ) + f0 )_1

(3.6m)

'»ﬂ 4 rIu,x éﬁ 4‘47/"*;”7&@_ X € My fﬁ‘_; H {—? 'f']#g‘:, fO f:?\

Reactivity factor for oxidation of biological substances -

(4) rqx(Resistance by leaves, twigs, bark or other exposed surfaces in
the lower canopy)
rcI,>< = [H */( 105 I’(:I,S )+ 1:O/rcI,O ]_1 (36n)
—,ﬂ‘ v lels x l'elo ;%“%:an Kﬁ‘_[f:“"‘ C3>o
(5) rgsx (Ground surface resistance)
rgs,x = [H */( 105 rgs,S )+ fO/rgs,O ]_l (360)
—,-F'—‘ e rgsys % rgsyo E%‘Z:Q)FL Kf‘]’fﬁ,‘ C3 °
234 5T AR x 22308 Sk
Ay P - 2 Dri20/Dx H fo
-5 g SO, 1.900 1.000 x 10° 0.000
5% O3 1.600 0.010 1.000
ZF vy NO; 1.600 0.010 0.100

ok kR Wesely et al. (1989)
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3. PMyo 2 iz "% i# % 3+ ¥ (Yang et al., 2008):

V, =V, +(R,+R,)* (3.7)

HY V& E 4 w'sid &; R, & Aerodynamic resistance; R #_ Surface
resistance o

(@ Vq
V, = pd2gC /187 (3.7a)

Ho op Eop 3R A M Ak 1800 kg/ mP(Lim et al., 2006);

Ao Bk 32 BT < /) g £ & 4 ek By A7 F 3R T
C &_Correction factor-for small particles * 3+ & = ;2 5 (Zhang et al.,

2001) :
C =1+ 241257 + 0.4e =%/ g (3.7b)

H ¢ A E_Mean freepath 2 A #ic » 225 40T

] e

(b) R (Surface resistance)
R, =1/e,u"(Eg + Epy +E R, (3.7d)

—,ﬂ‘ v €0 iEPL" 5‘;_‘_55;?%:%’( 3, U*{@%’?’& Si, EB N ElM N 'f\." EIN E'J‘g—\
Brownian diffusion, impaction §= interception s34z # x5 ; R, 4~ 2

I B ATk AFA L G 2 2R o
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E, =S.” (3.7¢)

Be yggF o R * A2 2 b i 5 LigerCee

(2) E;v(Peter and Eiden, 1992)

Ewm = [St/(a +35, )]ﬂ (3.7)

Y a4 3.8 B RI4E* 2lmpaction process i & X d
Stoke number (S)* T # X fEH & m F 235 305 S =
Vgu*/gA (Slinn, 1982) » & T i £ & 2325 > AR5 S =
Vqu*/u(Giorgi, 1988); A Gz = 2 e 5035 L 45 Che

(3) En:
E, =05(d,/Af (3.79)

B A B BB Bkt R L e CA

(4) Ry(Slinnetal., 1982):

R, =exp(-S%?) (3.7h)

SRR RITE T A LA IR L FE MRk R g ADT R R CE A
Iﬁ“j’%_ ’ K§ }\""' i 1:—/!1 ‘;rslﬁ ’ 7*\/}—75 'jl"}hq" f}‘(lOl -&)MTETF F‘ _'/ EE._’TE‘_%
ERKE PR ERRGERONEEREKE o AT S

0 :93_(93_6%)67’8At (3.8)

ASW, = (0, -6, )5, (3.9a)
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ASW, = (P — ASW, )x(0.0117P —0.2289) (3.9b)

BY OradbB 3 kEF > Osatirz kF 054z kF  Ats'a
WP BiEFF(10L &) & pF 5 0.01969 » & "% & B 5 -0.00905 - ASWs &

ATEKFER > ASWy s 2-RERLFER P S »Sp & FETE I
ARz BEREMM); F1* 838 FEER Sk M FokF o %0309k
AR ERRIFR  TREN 3D EERRFETRZIFR RS HK

39a¥r b4 F e E G fiink 0 TLRABKE -

O MU E 2R IRy 0 B R £ i o 3N (Ramser, 1927) % * ) B

KRB DRBEZNE vEd WERSETATER T " w202 &
”ipff?%%ﬁﬂﬁiiﬁ%’ipiﬁﬁgﬁﬁﬁ‘%%ﬁ
KB BB Efed RIER 0 d A R L AL

W oo omERESE D N ER G Y -

bt AR BRI RRERE AR N TRARESRE TG

e RIER:

DSRGR _ |:(95 — eave)x SD + BD i| (310)

# 7 DSRgr & & B7R chbe o KRR (M) OB Oae s Bl 5 A Fenteirs
KA AT BTk Sp R AT AR (Cm)  Bp & £k H g ff 2 F ok
R (cm) o

rEAE o KRR N AR ETEV R ke A AR R 0 F B M IR
CFRRMEE LTS o e R B A E A EF A
AR AEE R o RIER 2 100%2 50% G B w0
My FE ko ®? SREERHF AR B E RPN 7 M
%@«ﬁa’&@%u%%ﬁzﬁ@mwﬁa%%ai’ﬁéﬁi”%ﬁ
R ERE A ovE B - B E o Fwit s F &2 SWMM #5500 3
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34- B EEE2BREERS R UG

BHRETESAERT - LTI BE SRS MRS AT
Aj3 @R B ECRE Bk B L E @?Jhl?i‘)‘ F 0~ s AT
BEYFITRISETETT 2 EH - ® F AR HAC(Chang et al., 2011 ;
Niu et al., 2010; Carter and Keeler, 2008 ; Clark et al., 2008; Wong et al., 2003;
Porsche and Kohler, 2003) o F]+ 7 o =& & 7% ¢ 5§ 2 & > 4ok 3.5 977 »
%A ?‘1]?%“ FPHINEREERE L ER IR L S~ - LET
AR E940%% 2 B2 B OB ERED | AP HHE- LERSEET

5o RETT 0T RS A

[N
B
d
—S‘ﬂ;
o
>\_

Do BETTAR & PRI AT RS S g kR R
%ﬂiﬁﬁﬁ],ﬁ?l FTEOSEFEMIR S C RTEEAE R EE

KRBk HREREIFTE S AE e e 2 SEN R 6]E

N

LR kR F R = ﬁﬁiﬁ%’“#ﬂ oA o3t
¥ o B ETEINLE ﬁ’*ﬂ¥?}§%" MESX AT BEH I F LR
moooFAFT > ik Wong etal. (2003) 0 X & - & Jf - oo M
‘b &Y 7R & xR E 2 = (Wong et al., 2003) 0 4eck & EE vl
%Piﬁ&ﬁﬁﬁéﬁ%é&ﬁ%’ﬁ%ﬁﬁfﬁo

3. (1) -4 E8 % 103 20 # F & L #7 (Clark et al., 2008; Porsche
and Kohler, 2003; Kodstro and Ries, 2007 ) > ¢z 4% 7 » % 10~15 2 20

EFZLA-F o FETRTRD VI IRB KM L RER TR
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% (Wong et al., 2003)FFH 7t £ EBend £ 23 31 » AT g ¥
BiETapt o BRVELETEE- B (2) f£F B2 Wong et al.

(2003)—L I/F):‘T:"/L:'E_‘ :I.\L._)-lE -Q i;r’i‘o -—.E)F; m)}}- }\é] E'J 20‘,&2‘1‘7
LRERM A410-15% 202487 £

4, @#rPEF: N - BHEFTBERRXR20E{AN-F dFERERXTHELH

—od b AT R A0 E R T P RS Eied A

i
5, IR F:x? LAFIETNELSLNT A AFTEGE- £
Poe v

% 22006 T 2011 & 1% 9t 0.770-2.635%2 FF - T35 1 & {15 5
]j%%’a&i?@ﬁ%ﬁ#@%&@mib%ﬁ$ag’m%fﬂ

2011 & e [ £-0.870-3.530% 4 ' F #2ik % 5 5 1.350% % ik 2t = #ic

et & 0 TR I G 5-0.110-6.250%2 & > T 325 2.910% 0 @ g

E

ETE

IRE A R T A BT P o PFIMF T 5 4.250% (AR R A 0 99
3

)0 REEY R LG B A

R SR - ETR 2k
=9 $161-269 - Chang et al. (2011)
$306 $242 Niu et al. (2010)
$100-300 $83.78 Carter and Keeler (2008)
($158.82)
+39% $167 Clark et al. (2008)
Fréc i $89.86 $49.25 Wong et al. (2003)
Ny $85-90 $40-50 Porsche and Kohler (2003)
o4 | NTD2680-3000 | NTD1500 | f3 & % = #7(100 #)~% (98 #)

—_
N

BT VHFHET TN GE - RE TR G oY

Ao FPFBHFSHLRE S NITLRBF AT kPR o
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1 1 1

T @) ](@'93')_1}

G

CNR =CNRI (1"' 1. + L

@+i)*

g

(3.11a)

(3.11b)

(3.11¢)

J (3.12)

HY Chnra— BETRNEIIS N Cyryp — HETB A KA 1 ZITRF

(discount rate); Cgr & % £ 78 e 3590 & Cgr) » &% & 78 147 %

S 15 & [ ATIA LR P a0

GRS SRV AW WA S

H

—]‘E‘_Kizg_;{"gb Li’éf"/éf E’ijﬂ,?f °

FRLIR A 54 % fi(Carbon Tax Center) 2t B "% gt # 1% 2

2%t o B o 7]? I%u tArd 3.6 77 o "Errv/‘?#\ﬁ"'

1‘3)@

% & (98 #)auzk & 5 7T50NTD/ton eCO, 5 A fih 44 o
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7 3.6 & RS

] Fe T ragf (USD/ ton eCOy)
2 B 2001 # F 5 45.700
tv £+ 2011 & 4R 25.000
5B 1998 & i 61.800
yu 1997 & fi sk 34.400
7% <L 2000 # fi 5 150.000
I 1997 # f 39.220
6 ] 2000 # Fi 5 30.200
¥R 2001 # f 19.200
4 % 1999 & fi 79.000

TR kR E (96 &)

ZAEFRNAPIE S HFRG 2 A LG Y 525 (2007) 72 =
HEridpesA(BE A2 2 BT AT A2 g89F > 3
FRFEHE A ARE S ARA0E 3T Z L 38 5 0 HixgEd A
H(96 &)z G B3 2 > g2 2 AR A A et 2 04

ﬁ; 'FF KﬂaKlTb—B’ le:,_/"i/}é‘a’\ﬁq_/g 9:_; °

RNV EY ER AR

75 4 AL pao(F e
- Nz A E = B
NO, 12 15
SO, 10 12
FAL KR ¢ ok e SRR T (100 )
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2 38H T FAREXA
ER Rt PMyo SOx NOx

FedZ A A (] 2 eR) 37708 25013 25525

TR kR 9% (96 &)

BRI AT MR RGFR KT RE R * § (Stormwater fee) 2
Fp A kT REEr2dr AR EE R Gy » WS FIRE S ETR O
FORTRPRHF FRT A LA R R oRER R T EE 55%2 B A
% & 17 %f b 2 Stormwater credit> % — FRA R * EF R EFAF VP WILG 2
kT ok * % % %(0.0033 USD/m? year)(DDOE, 2011) » % = 28 (3 p iz

iz f * 32 > 3 * % Je ch Stormwater credit (Carter and Keeler, 2008) » 3w

% 3.9 % = A * 4 2. Stormwater credit

EAT % Stormwater credit (USD/m?.year)
PE % 0.04
R 0.08

71 kiR - Carter and Keeler (2008)

BIPN foRTokaE H g ANA s p Y R E A R T REER
TR RroT oA o RTOREARFIAE A S 72.070km > Xk R G
40.940km > £ 5 5 58.4%(p xRty F > 100 &) > I RE|F &£ 2 1km
FUEREREE RS > AT I RTAH R AR T ORE BF 0 BETHD

R RPER GALRBEIB I A E O RPN FINFEFREZFP AR

ToRFEEG I AFTHPANFEF R E)GE LR AR BLE
LR AR TR A ek T FS BT S A R

o

FORTORGE h A A TSR B g 2 kg
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APARE T R RDEF LIRSS BEPATESEE P F LR
SRIEETGAGE BT BRETIRE TR BT BETS AR B

BEETERAE AT R o T - - P2 o

A1RGTE ZOIERM A

AT A S T AR B SHANRTFEN P PG AT T R
AR p RIF BRI F o B a gt Nod Tt Al 2ry
mAE s 1041 T2 22 > 2% Aa £ 135202 s aatF 12202 AEM
£19522 >3 RPALGZBAERE AT OLRE ALE

i a5

—%y

CE-FCRR- s § -0 N A S ER - S N
6°C% 28C> »mars® & 498 & 81 2% 8 %4 394

el

A R S e
ZBE o RP L A PIERE R AR 99 # MR F R ST 260C e
Bch 140 = > <20 28 Cen X Hehl s 107 & ¢ & 41| pr+ s L & /4t
26°C %2 28Cen=x #c> FHE T <20 26C % #ckir § 7 L E X i gt

A R W T RE 0 £ 42 A5 FTA P

!
4
3
pe

EH

W

=5

ERr TR ATH S 2010 £ T E AR 2009 07 A FHEAT
TR ERTH R AR dT S MR EES > P SRR LR e T

A& AP waTnd 4 AR Fpr - o

35



3 41FTH D AT E F RS 26°C R 28T % Bt T A

& i <3 26°C = #& 3+ 28C = #&
91 157 101
92 149 105
93 125 80
94 166 116
95 154 98
96 140 109
97 157 112
98 148 118
99 140 107

342375 T RS TR

ER Br T E(R)
98 810,496,954
99 670,257,751

FH AR REF S 452100 &)

YL k FALATA ORI TR 0 41990 2w E 308 5 51,7827
Sl FIEHR G F iRl PP T ETHEA EH D 1,850 2B
PAMAMREY AFER T 340 LA ERID AT AP (T
A RY A& 2 X ARER KRR AR e Rk s RIE S 2 BoK
BiEEIRNE > RIE TRTAG AR TRE FRERTRBEFEL 0 RPN A
S BRRA R Vg Lid R TR ks Hod %3—#'5’](/17\?\16:7%\

95470 20F > 5 =22 FH605 2 > b & F2 s 25505 2 AP A E

m\

BREFE CFETE F RS TR HFHL120 2 > I F AFENET
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TR ATR RIS PSI 0 L@ AT SRS o EEFF U HE
PSI $ag b » Bt P DA KRBT F & 2420 > KATH R E PSI
x30 100 2 AR EAVBEFR OB TATA FF ST AT E R EF
5 PMyp 380 » 1R 2 £ ST RS E CPMy £ TER Y B LT F &
AR > (e F 38 & 3 S 2 ABH (B304 F h7 a0 A
NO, 2z & T4k B M0 2 f & HHRE > 7 4 06 #2157 THT %2 48

1%
i
~sh
R
A
3
wn
S
W

zgi,ﬁogm R 4{ L,J;t\zg‘n,m, —Eﬁ;ﬁo

2AARTORIEA R A Tk R A 4

&R NO,(ppb) SO,(ppb) O3(ppb) | PMyo(ug/m®)
90 21.000 4.000 22.000 47.000
01 20.000 4.000 23.000 43.000
92 18.290 3.720 21.950 43.230
03 21.100 4300 26.240 51.310
04 20.400 4.120 23.870 52.230
05 20.070 4,020 27.040 52.270
96 18.800 4.250 25.420 50.160
97 18.200 4.500 28.700 51.000
08 ND ND ND ND
99 18.400 3.800 25.900 47.600

TR KR R F 5 &4 AT R 2E(100 #)

T AR R AT AR
1. #r= s =@ GIS Bl A&
2. FiH A KT ORGEEK AAET AR S 02 EAR ALY TaR
513 }\T }\S,E J( ,L,‘é‘aﬁ“LFL IJ%FA}J \]%]%]
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Sl :

1 G2gHRAZHAZARBER AT H* (100 £) 72 2 it G 2

DF o HiEE4eT 955 o

1) Ji/éifiz“iﬁ:gom%

(2 ks = kHiEg s 3me

(@) AR 1ERSAPE - F I RELRTZAZE .

(4) zFAE 35 2R2IBF L 0

(5) B &z :30% -

(6) ®* PR : AFTRAIBYEED 24 B Ak 5 27

B o

2. FEOBHRAZANBER AT EHEYFO7 E)irE 2 R R yra
Ao HiFi2de™ 415 0
(1) =& & # : 800m* -
(2) HAk® T AWEEFZ % RIFERL 30mMZ 5me
B) zHAR* I AZAFFNFEY AT NUE ERETER/EAYF

% 0 75% o
(4 BEF Z2iqyE- a0 §2oritbant 395 57% > § 2949

3 2 m A 40% o
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(G) #*EER - AL TA R AR B REEAL
ik iR R L IEGB6 ) A R AR R T A L

R AT REET 10 ] pF o
A2%BEG MR E

37T 2P ER G 95 104070 T 22 5 F 43 L300 GIS
APBF MAI2APE R F 95 28478 T2 28 5 L 27 6
27.360% > 1 * 377 2 SR B TR H o Ji s NATH BT G ff b A
BAE A Bl % 66% 0 AT ETE G 4% 5 18.800 T % 22 5 ¥ ix3k Casey
Trees Endowment Fund and Limno-Tech Incorporation (2005) si3F £ ¢ » & #*
B0 ETRG FIT2 S ERT RBEZE I ff > AT S ¥z B ETR

% ff = 15.036 T = 2 > b 27 G ff 14.450% -

T AR AT & F
]

Bl 435777 GISE A
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A3 HRERREGRE TR

. > Bl oA ‘ A5 RGN ALY ¢,
MTHRPIAT ZERF Rz TeriEes o

A7 4% 1ID-HF 2 (Clark etal., 2008) 12 2 eQUEST 2 f 4~ 4% it #C

#t % % (Hirsch, 2003; Carter et al., 2008; Hilten, 2005; Kosareo et al., 2007)

LFTEA T G RETRAE A ATE o T A REP 2

4.3.1 1D-HF i

1D-HF(Clark et al., 2008);% % i» &

Wi
\\\?{Zr
g
/4
F“
W
&
=3
i
N
‘H»
1}\

WO gt 2 R E A R

1.

(1) UM 2858870 - g B ULk 45 477 > B sfe
% B 7E i1 Upg 2V 4o £ 4.6 9771 > @ 55 % 78 (U gonerete) 3 1.490[W/ m?
°KlenT %rs L g5 78 (%552 R008) & E B R R AT HEHY - B
7R 8 % BT A Ug=0.41 2 Bl Uy 3 ﬁ@awﬂwmﬁmp

(2 #7773 SR A BA2ERFES 95 15036 T 22 o

(@) BA (AT): 23 fI* + §F FAE 2010 #3754 Rk § % F

/\‘
=

FL oo 1 ZBOC%Jéiﬁﬁizﬂ)if';{'i e B FTH R AR X 0 RSk

32K BAHFPGEETBENAE 0 NT - B p 2 o
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345 Fk %

EHe-4ETUE

> Ui (W/m*°C) | FH KRBT 2 B
Clark et al. Usoa=0.240 iz R-value model 4& % | 10.200cm # &
(2008) Uconcrete=0.500 - BRETR R E R
FEH T EaE
& B TR P K o A
= 4.700
Usota=0.360 2 EnergyPlus #& %
Uconcrete:0-380
Saiz et al. Uiota=0.420 * i 9.000cm Z &
(2006) Uconcrete=0.590 &R A Ei;l{
A,
Elsa (2008) Uiota=1.000 IS 15.000cm 2 &
Uconcrete: 1.140
Hilten (2005) Uiota=0.200 TEmERAING | ZHRES ET
(0.035 Btu/ h-ft*-°F) O IPE: 4.000 &= =t AR F
Uconcrete=0.244 +0.250 =& v
(0.043 Btu/h-ft>-°F) TFA
AEEETR Uy=0.410 % &8 5P < 7% | 8.000-10.000cm
P B GEFNU B A

#4637 F R ETEfo- BE TR S KA

B TE A HE U@ [W m?°K]
% B R Uiota=0.322
- BET Uconcrete=1.490

2. B X: B 44 i
g],

SEY AT F (6-9 7 );B 46T
>EGB8% R EEF AT 2

AT SRR 80

#£8F 5 9547.2°K -
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A ADeltaT & A e 13

u2
m3
m4
m5
w6
m7
R

w9

10

B 4.6 #7+ % 2010 & & 0 &5 95§ v 6

3. HikE: AT AT ID-HFEREL S & 4ok 47 55 @ 240 B0
el

B £ (Uconcrete-Utotar) = L:138 WIM2/°K » 115 & 2 B =% EF w & o

w2 % 11170 KWhim?lyear » & & aisezd 25 2 1R 7T+ AT - 9
A ATHT 2010 # PR L8 FAF G R M20% = + P ID-HF ch

B3 AR ANATE UEEA ATHURNEZ R GHEE AT R E 9
88% ey U B A WM -4 &7 UESZ 1.490 WIm2/°K » & %
B8 032[W/m°°K] thd2 R 2+ P S E T AL EFPHEEF S M

WA 0 B Ang 2 nE

%47 370 L A ID-HF 2 97 5 B 2 & 40 2 ¥
Q/A (KWh/m?/year) 11.170
AT (°K) 9,547.200
Ah (W/m2/°K) 1.170
BT e 4% (M) 15,036,000
Q (kWh/ year) 167,955,500
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4.3.2 eQUEST 2

eQUEST(Hirsch, 2003);2 % i» 1 & % 3.3.1.2 &7 » T & 2 6|4

e~ LA E E2 ID-HF £ eQUEST S % P gt = 2 2 #

1. &b %4k

(1) U 4o 46 4571 — 4B T4 Usnorete=1.490[W/ m* °K] » % B 7%
B % Uw=0.322[W/ m? °K] -

(2) 77 d LByt b) 248 RPN EFFEBE
Foig o SPB(N FORR 0 98 E ) i W A dEnA TR R FRT
BEEZEPESAITAD AL LG & % 45%% 55% o

(3) L2 AET oA Aok 49 #r5 LA -2 K2 3 A
AATH R or b (0 B1) A 1.230km*(8.2%) ~ 1.700 km?(11.3%) %
12.100 km* (80.5%) -

FA8FTHI AN E AR ERL B E BHE R G M

PEOKE iz ot
¥ e (D) 13,939,861 21,434,804 35,374,665
) (%) 45 55 100

FH AR N FIN(98 &) fE e it (98 &)

R 1k # 2 K 3 & et
i) (%) 8.200 11.300 80.500
# A (kmP) 1.540 2.120 15.130

TR AR v b ) FeN(98 )2 & A LML ATk A R A 1T
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2. BRI AZHLAZOITH AT 24 (100 &) 2 L
iz og il al ez mp o
(1) -~ A=z :2eQuest iz i - H1EREEELEHZA(E TS
L00mAE Y Ea R REAB AT AT 0 ML EEE 0T Y PG
105.02 kWh/month > & ™ 5 % ZpFd > d AT R £ F 3
hF BRI FRE > AT BH B E E&F FEAE
WA E b s E T B 3 520 KWhiyear 0 & 342 47 (4,435.270kWh)
% 11.000% > 5 % 9 * i B (437.840 KWh) } > & 4 & it £
84.300% > % # *

B

o

H (=B o 4 & i ocE 5 5770 (KWhim?lyr) » -8 = & i e 5 &
%485 52 1A HABT R 4 1.540km” 2 i 2 #1L 5)(45%)
ik TEF AR BFEAL OGN RE > FE SN DT
9% 400 F R Do

I

120

100

30

& fE & kWh) 60

40

20

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 & 9 10 11 12
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(2) = Bz eQuest B B 2 B A A& G2 R(ETE S M
500mY) & P HG BSR4 R 48 rE o T FRF T VRS
148.300kWh/month » & i< 5 * Z p=dp 5 % & o & 5 733 KWh/year >

B L Rz e i £(520 kWhiyear) » 7 A % - BiEA - ¥
WERATE S - T M LS REd A Tk

B % 11.000% ~5.500% » &+ = H A fr Lk Oz p 4k 5 5
9 " en& i B (618.200 kWh) & > & & it £ ¢84.300% % B

fon

o

gl
P2

BB & i ocE 5 8.140 (KWh/mPlyr) ; #-8 = & i »c ¥ &
048 i E 2 A MR A 2.120km? 2 i H vt 5(45%)
Ak TE 2T R ABHEA DS E 0 FEEL DT E
HETITHRR -

160
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i i & (kWh) 80
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1 2 3 4 5 6 7 &8 9 10 11 12
2011+ %A
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(B) = Atz : meQuest ity 3k AL MEGZA(ETEH
FLO0M)E T HEi BRI B A9 o UL RGBT PEL
157.800kWh/month > & i< 5 * Z 8y ; % & i £ 5 780 KWh/year »

B2 AT &R £(733kWhiyear) ¥ A 3 kA2 b
BEFETENRE X SR ONRLTET P2k 0 L D
wEEd AT %A S 11.000% ~ 5.500%% 1.100% » d gt A
By AR P ARTETHI AR L ESFY
5 Saiz et al. 2006 & H A S R E RS- L(d AT RE
22.000% - 9.000% % 2.000%) » @ ¥ £ & 77 i fi F1 & AFT R
BRE L 26CAFkzANESFATIE S F L% § ;5597
& it B (658 KWh) & 2 # 5 &i £ ¢184.300% » 5 B F o

H (=B o & Ao 5 8670 (KWhim?/yr) 5 #-8 = & i »c ¥ &

%4871 ¥ 3w b en BB G A 15.130km° & Gz 2 f ot b

>

~

(45%)4p 3k > AT SR L T AIE A S E & EH
T E 5 5 5900 B AR
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3MANHER RO AR TR AT 2 IR (97 E)erE 2 R
PENIER O EL AL S RmP o
(1) - KHyraz @ eQuest ch - LERSZBERVEA(E
B S 800MY) & 1 &l B ke 400 fTm o feiiz 2 Ap ke
SR EREDT IO REEF HY 7T L 940kWh/month - i
BAEPES o d MR AIFFHR Y FE o m BTG @R Ed o
&t £ 5 4,856 (KWhlyear) » % ik 44,42 it (45,174kWh)11% » 5 5 9
1eng g B (3,881 kWh) ¢ 2 # 8 & 5 B ¢080.000% 0 E B 3 o
BB & f &iocE 5 6.070 (KWh/mPlyr) ; -8 = & i »c ¥ &
2 A48T E 1AWy ASPRET 6 4 1.540km* 2 pE2E R
W (55%)Ap 3k 0 TR 2P U AR S A ang i okE o B A
5143 » % °

KT

Ke 2 h El 4
At 51R E 8]
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2 = By eQuest R E - 2 A RAEABIGZA(ET
B AT L 800MA)E P &t B 0 Bk deB 411 v 0 o 1k e
ZHARF 5% 90 ch& i B 5469KkWh | > & & £ 5180% -
kA2 HP 79 pEEF 0 4 1,324500 kWh/month o 4 & i £
% 6,842 (kWhlyear) » & >t 1 B #ys2 2 A i & it £ (4,856
KWhiyear) > ¥ L % = BHA > #3902 A ahd a2 g ™ - 2
WHZ R ARk S R FEd AT RAE S 11.000% -
5.100% » &} > Lk R B e L R RS Rk o
B~ B8 & f &4 2cF 5 8.550 (KWh/mPlyr) 5 #-8 i+ & it »e 5 & 4
A48 #1ifs B 2 kK WyFra i Ay T?ﬁzﬁZlZOkm 3 yEoiEH )
(55%)Ap %k » T 5 2 2 KHFEN M B hE i ot E o B EE N
TENL 97T EFARD -
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(3) = At FyeaE A ireQuest B E - 3K HNE LR b2 AR
FH AT A 800mMY) & P H R B4R 412907 0551 9 0 chi
);‘l:;‘%_ 5,821kWh’\-_!—_i~l/1'l‘ ET’Bb‘E__ 80%7 ‘?.f,\—(’-‘ _‘E_y}ﬁ?g

PFdox 0 5 1,410 KWh/month » 2 &% F gy S0 &0 ok E o

L AR KE
BT

L 7,284 (kWhiyear) » v& &+t 2 & Wys 2 fenip & i £
(6,842 kWh/year) ; & #k cha it g€ d A T ik A 5 11.000% -
5.100%% 1.100% - %% 3 k@ % » &iirscF e 3 SEHF1 0 &
NREFARBEY ARTR B3R A hASES S AT
THASREEOENRE X B N RLTEESN2K -
=BT g 4 & i ocE 5 9.100 (KWh/mPlyr) 5 3-8 (= & i »e 5 &2 4
48 4T B 2 Ky 2 SRR 6 4 15.130km” 2 R0 i o
#](55%)Ap %k » TRl 3 KM PEN S A D G kE 0 E

’~

SnRE N5 7,600 BT e

1600

1400

1200

1000

& f5 2 (kWh) 800

600

400

200 -

0 -
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12

2011 % % A

o

B 412 = kHysaZ2 @ LY §a &
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4. 1D-HF 2 eQUEST % % v g 40 410 #17 » &2 4.3.1 & 2 1D-HF ;2
TRk i & 1RT7TFERET  eQUEST %> » Plik& 49 & &
FERARETR R FFLAEEL el ASE T ETE & E AR
KA VEALZEMCEALp TN AH A EET ]
FH2 94 A TERMLE LR kA L TIPS A R
R KA L AR ST 2 TR Y A2 S
A F RO A gl /‘sﬁ o
¥+ eQUEST Az 2 o0 b et PV F 29 S 2efd 27 &

M6+ 17 H H =& g 4 »cE 5 8.600kWh/m?/yr: + 4 31 1D-HF

|

i 8 2%t QUEST ch & %k ch4 » )t 2 #] ID-HF &/ & chpfiz » &
AT Bz s mWADHE Sul £ ¢ 5 3 RE R X3 26T

FIPFEL > wid & 1ID-HF % & g % st eQUEST k e+ o

7 410 & 5 2 F v A

TR S pcE (KWh Jyr)
1D-HF 170,000,000

Az g 71,000,000
eQUEST &2 58 1+ 90,000,000
7 161,000,000
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FRTE IV A R R 332 @ TP A Z IR T T A

A PFROTE A OB ORE 2 TR

B gy £19

T8 E 5%

HESEETRG M R 4.2 g mE > 95 15036 T3 22 o

3

1) #

L5 K=

() #74 H 5 ff &0 ocE

(@) 1D-HF : iz 43.1 & & > % 11.170 KWh/m?/yr -

(b) eQUEST : ix 432 & & » 9 % 8.600 KWh/m?/yr -
2. & dR R F

(1) 1D-HF : i 2 7 99« ipt+c t4 fic 0612 Kg eCO/ B 7 7 ik 2% 3 #t

B W~ % TR & & odp 11,070 KWhimPyr dp gk > T L E =

% B E o A F & 1 R e a o ¥ 6.840 kg eCO/mAlyr 5 £ g
ERV i B af 15.036km° 4p gk 0 T L &

42 &t B ehr A

®ORETE 0 & E 7T RK 10 8 9 eCO, -

(2) eQUEST : #3274 #7112 8 8 6 # & a0 &% 8.600kWh/m%/yr 2

w99 E P ihigipR o T

eCO/Myr> L E 23 R Eh2® B ETET K & ho ok
8 ¥ ¥ eCO,» 4 4 i

TE R RO B R

0 (4% FEE £ R 5.26 Kg

ID-HF % % %712 8 R ¥ 0.8 & o
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AR s TR R PR F L AT iR Getter et al. (2009) 7 & % % 0 10cm
PHATAER X G ot eni 4 5 375¢-CmY s LT H
¥ TV EEEE TS N GETHT R 1.375kgeCO, 0 £ o7 >
SETR AR TV EE ERA%NE L 21 FeCO, VHFRA
Fens fo B E o 0 &AL pok 0 A 9 B FERE 15

I VA ¥ RS R Bauppiscy & 5 BRI G AT o R S B

¥

Frod B RTR R ACE Dok 411 #75) kg5 ID-HF 2 f7 i B aha i
B2 A Fedein o BRI E B EE TR 121 g9 eCO, 0 @ ik
eQUEST &% 2 AW jeiv 4 » jRptrcf & £ 5 5 10.1 §# eCO,» %
WRWATA T R i Mk WSEntEd PR 5 2012 R R R P R
% 21.083 §#E eCO, (35+ 7k ik v 100 £)» % FE2 RAE g7 i

ISR E P tReh- 25 e

Z 411 F75 7 RFROTE

\\\?{Zr

# ¥

ID-HF ¥ =& # Fsrcs (kg eCO/mlyr) 6.840

eQUEST ¥ i+ # s> 5 (kg eCO/m?/yr) 5.260

ATHE =6 ey (kgeCO/melyr) 1.375

1D-HF+4 it 5 £ (9 eCO, /yr) 12.100 &

eQUEST+A iR s »c % (¥ eCO, /yr) 10.100 5
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*'3—
th
h‘\:
k'
N

7 7 # * Big-leaf resistance (BLR) model (Yang et al., 2008)4& iz %
BTERDEZF73 %+ (5 48 NO,, SO,, Oz, PMyg)en® » i 3.3.3 & #13p 2

,2‘5; ;2 )\g\ ,_,,*;—i,u"r,z,,\\g* 5&& r/?##/ﬁ‘ﬁ‘iiiﬂkﬁ"}i{

(1) AFFEE AT HY X FFHE 2010 #2374 Rl2bF ¢ T
2 RS g Rs 2010 £ 5 F 544 (¢ 32 NO,, SO, O3, PMyg)
ERFA I N BARTEEFAPFDERFTLE > e S BB
FEHFLweDe

(2) BB P 4r 42457 o

Q) FE Ay v B 52010 # o

NO, F B F 1 #T7»% B ZARET i i NO, B B2 ¥ e S 4

4.12 #15) » # T 3ok B i 2 FALF 4 w5 18.300 ppb, 0.110

cm/s 2 1.130 g/m?/yr> @] 4.13 % #5775 2010 & NO, & £ Wk % #ik

BB ONORENE At A it §i 2 £o 2L we HTF 15

BForrtiEr @it > Re A6 4 EF A X TRAE > nF L FfasE

Boimie 2 F 344t NO, crwa W 4 i) » RC 4 o 24 B3k 2] i 7]

My R RERE e

NO, chif B3 £ Flfim i 38 2 R m 485 %3 %

EHNOREF 297V E 177> 535 BRE =T 4 chNO 3 i%

#ci 5.96x10°kg/B » Fld X B % ETEE & ork NO, ehB 5 4p 4 2 & it

2.83x10" B T T e NO, £ o viid 2% NO kR tefk t A TRF > @

FrAm et R AR EFREDFELLF LI FOREETRR

4 NO R EHFIH B % 2k F o BAITH D NOp £ T 39k B g M2 4
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%fw’ fl?_ﬁb#';’fﬁé O3E’f’1i%\-ﬁ,5$?4’§v’%ﬁav§—s’\osl}§)§4ﬂ EE AR

SR I Be ??ﬁﬁ‘ffifﬁ?“é‘fiifm,}a)i

She

vy | Tk R (ppb) | spimtEiE S (em/s) | TR (g/mPyr)
1 21.990 0.061 0.790
2 18.260 0.060 0.650
3 22.670 0.113 1.520
4 20.620 0.110 1.340
5 18.210 0.120 1.300
6 16.410 0.177 1.720
7 13.200 0.216 1.690
8 14.480 0.208 1.780
9 15.750 0.064 0.590
10 15.230 0.063 0.560
11 17.480 0.062 0.640
12 25.320 0.062 0.930

= 18.300 0.110 1.130
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100
" W
—— i % (ppb)
1l AN ==L iR F(ms)
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 &10711 12 % 3 (g/m2/yr)
01 ?.:-:./.,I—\
0.01

B 4.13 37+ % 2010 & NO, ##t & & ¥ #c i 1 @l

3. SO, iR By AR T HERITH P R B R T2 SO, R B E B e
% 413 977> & TR R foi ik 5 2 AL 4~ | 5 3.800 ppb~0.297
cm/s 2 0.920 g/m?/yr » Bl 4.14 5 37+ D 2010 & SO, fis. 5% $# &
Bl ¥ % 3R SOy civjf EoxF (TR E)feNO ¥ M5 F 5302 SO,
R Bk F el feim S ke IR B E T2 SO, 5 £ KR
¥ £ 13.800ton/yr > rezg it NOy @ F] SO, ek B ek 2 3 T F > @ i
HEIRBDEGIFALZIAE RS ETRZEY SO MR EFIE A
PE o R STEERE =T 4 SO, % h¥k (9.31x10™ kg/kWh) > 2%

B % RTEE &R SO, B G4pE 2t i 1.48x107 B 7 TR thE o Be AR

SO, adrv® ¥ 2 A FENT Fi5% 4w s £ SO ek & > 7 %

MR A
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% 413 37+ 2010 # SO, ikt %

Tk (ppb) |dzicEiE S (cm/s) | FiE R (g/mPlyr)
1 4.800 0.235 0.930
2 3.700 0.236 0.720
3 4.300 0.309 1.090
4 3.800 0.304 0.950
5 4.100 0.312 1.050
6 3.500 0.384 1.10
7 3.100 0.417 1.060
8 3.300 0.409 1.110
9 3.400 0.239 0.670
10 3.700 0.239 0.730
11 3.600 0.239 0.700
12 4.500 0.236 0.880
T 3.800 0.297 0.920

0.1

W

—— i % (ppb)

T ’ T T T T T T =l 50 UL [E R (en)/s)
12 3 4 5 6 7 8 0 _ 114712

._./'""'/r._\--.-.

i (g/m2/yr)

B 4.14 3777 2010 & SO, Hidt % % ¥/l 1B
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Os WARZS > T30k B ~§oim %38 5 2 i £ 4 % 5 25.930 ppb, 0.444

cm/s 2 7.010 g/m?yr » E4p L Y a2t 4 414 5 B 415 L7
#2010 & Oz s % HBc B {RB > O F il & frik B & AT %

iLAgg o, ¥ fﬂﬁ;*ﬁﬁ}t Z 3L R ,Tn;’!’r s & Og eNEE T R ’If’f—%]‘g

#
B Eig 0 m Ozenye*d:# 3 5 NO, (0.11cm/s)% SO, (0.297cm/s)= 4
B2 15R  “EXESETFTHWZAFEN Oz sk » ¥ i

2 0% £ R 237 i 105.400 tonfyr » Os 4 RARTF Tl »

s HPwEPEHOZFAEFZ- 0 A& kprw Sy (VOCs 2
NOX)GE k£ iv B F fora;= » d 303777 Ot 2 » a2 i % E
%4 Oy kSR AR S Rk L b T igd B (NOp)sR

R Ogend S g o
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4 414 3745 2010 # Oz s %

v > | kR (ppb) | st S (emfs) | PR (gimlyr)
1 21.300 0.373 4.910
2 25.800 0.371 5.910
3 25.500 0.465 7.330
4 28.000 0.457 7.910
5 30.100 0.472 8.770
6 18.300 0.512 5.870
7 19.300 0.560 6.670
8 25.400 0.548 8.600
9 26.900 0.397 6.600
10 33.600 0.389 8.080
11 31.900 0.386 7.610
12 25.100 0.381 5.910
T 45 25.930 0.444 7.010
100
""M
10
—o— 272 (ppb)
— 500 3R (emys)
i i (@m2iy)
1 — . — — — . —
1 2 3 4 5 - 9 10 11 12
0.1

B 4.15 #1777 2010 & Oz f#t 2 % ¥ B
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5. PMy i B 381> » B T 3ok B~z i 5 2 il £ 4 w5 47.250 ug/im®,
0.254 cm/s % 3.820 g/m/yr » # At o 4.15 =77 > B 4.16 5 #7457
2010 # PMyg Hidg i % 4 45 B PMyo B3l £ foik B & g v 1
ABE o RS R B A B RN 2R e
o FHER R A IV o R PMy g 5 F § 9
FREB > AREFET A PM kR RBE it B 57 g i g 4T
R Rk - HETRL PMyF E L BT it 57.410 ton/yr > ¥ Ap
FREORTBAFTHTF B0FAT(5THF R T PMy itk
% 0.0073kg/kWh( & 7 R 32 > 99 #) o

62



% 415 #7+ 5 2010 & PMyg g i &

iy kR (ug/md) joiTtEdE & (emfs) | R (g/mPlyr)
1 64.000 0.186 3.750
2 47.000 0.186 2.750
3 83.000 0.190 4.970
4 51.000 0.190 3.050
5 43.000 0.205 2.780
6 24.000 0.214 1.620
7 26.000 0.231 1.890
8 31.000 0.233 2.280
9 34.000 0.234 2.500
10 43.000 0.212 2.870
11 49.000 0.205 3.170
12 72.000 0.196 4.450
Ty 47.250 0.207 3.010
100

10

0.1

NS

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 1011 12

a-aaa-u g g g

—— i % (ug/m3)
=l 00 1R A (eny/s)

i (g/m2/yr)

B 4.16 #7+ 7 2010 £ PMyo -8t % 8o 1% Bl
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15.036km? » 4- 4 4.16 #77] »
B E 21.100 = -
= > O3 ¥ & 63.200 #f - % 554~ (NO,)*# <:£ 10.700 =

f% > 03?‘I Z

3

B2 o PMygcif £ thfics 2.600kg/km 1Tk 5
SR

28 5 1 100%:ha T 0 Al

Pt {7

Il & & R

¥R AR R EE NI R

B e & o g - ﬂ\lﬂyb M A40% 5 F BT A

SN

E O RHIVREER AN ETRG Fr 429 H 0 5

i 20%.%

w0 547 (NO2) B 5 7

£ % 105.400 =g >

AR 4423 2 2 £

% 3.600 = > £

BEHER 6T 05 G T

60% o

+ @

» 3% 100% <

O 4 . 27 3 2’2
2% PM]_()%KI)::\ » TRETH

¥k »60% 7 =

TR E 22077 2 2 o

% 416 #3770 B ETE A B E BT 500E

kiS4 R
& 20%:

BT

4P % 13,230

Wi (%) | NO, (ton/yr) | SOs; (tonfyr) . 'Os (ton/yr) | PMyy (ton/yr)
100 17.000 13.800 105.400 57.400
60 10.700 8.300 63.200 34.400
20 3.600 2.800 21.100 11.500

AEA Lk 334 FARP 2L FTEAADRE FETLE k%

2

o B ETBARE R E A LA MPIERL L E KA KE G

N A I
&L E R E R %X

o

%
%

WOLE PUTE A R 2 o

4.6.1 *5 KK @ T8

Rp AR -101#): 2 £8i%;438-39 % 39b & » 11T ik

EOVE oK g 3T E R A BIRP 2
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1.

R S
(1) #7%3 SEFH M #4255 » 5150361 22 o

(2) iEPEE A FALD AT Y R F AL AT R 2k 2010 3B pERE A TR

(B 2HATEAE © 4577 % 10.000cm 7 5 & 5 ek o o

PR R G IEIRRE Aok 417 4750 250 3.8 2 39a BB e F
#RRER(ASWe) 5 0.284m > @ k3% 3.9 - B 2 ok & R ER
(ASWg)%) 5 0.005m» #-p¢ & (& 4c 48, 5 0.289m > ¥ 82 % B 78 & #4935 -
TEEESERROLE S 440 § mo 5 2402 Mentens 2 3 ek

S HRFBEEFAFTIM)PLLIB L L -

1417 F750 B ke

B T2 HkiE
AT ER (Sp)(mm) 100
37+ 7 2010 & '3 &£\ (mm) 1619.750
AT ERER (ASWs)(m) 0.284
Bk ERER (ASW)(M) 0.005
% R TEE B UER (M) 0.289
& B 7R e A (kmd) 15.036
ABORE (F milyr) 440

462 *¥ M EIZNE

4

R

{5

B3

Il
3

B k334 &) 310 R E o 0T A L kG| SBE E K

=

PLE 2 WA L S k2 M F A S
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I
(1) 2HAFTER 247 3% 10.000cm iF % & ¥ ek i o
(2 AFetedes k3 (0e)2 A 4T 357 K5 (Oae) * #5 (101 £)ih
FE%% 0~ %% 05002 0300 = +

(8) #-kirL3oF -kiFk(Bp) - AF Y Edp- BF* P LRKFER
5 > 12 1.540cm & i B AL o

(4) 2B KFSAETR A6 Ao AL A7 0 FTH D Bk kX 1A
P T o PR PR KM E F R ORE TS Ry 0 4 T E -
SR AR BkA R BRSSO FE - R RUEGE LA
BETOTREGHYL > F - 22w A RAVBRE S
27.000% ~ 52.240% % 20.760% -

2. "EM LTI E akE (A0 4.18¥5F] 0 AT 1% 50 310 B AT P
100% % 50%#4% fr# - KiE R (DSRer)~ % 5-35.400mm 2 17.700mm > £
Fokr®? BETa R blApE . FE 0 @R LA RTINS
BoKiFRFERF- A2 e L RS S 5.480x107-1.100x10°m ~ 1.100
x10°-2.200x10°m 2 4.220x10°"-8.440x10"m > 4 ¥ “,f, MATHH I ELIR
g ek 3t A B 7.584x107°m > T (R A A T 4 W10 ERE A REY
% 4.170-8.340% -~ 8.040-16.080% % 3.200-6.400% - 12 gt i® 5 {8 5 B p
T RBER SRR E M B 2 A o
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3418 FFe P 4 Bk E

\\\?{r

#x RS

100% : 35.400
& fo#' -k 7 B (DSRgr)(mm)
50% : 17.700

% - ~ % :3.160-6.320

LA RE T AR %R RR R
% = & % :6.100-12.200

(x10°°m)
$r A% ©2.430-4.860
£- A% 1 4.170-8.340
BT AR A (%) =4 % : 8.040-16.080

% & %t 3.200-6.400

47 - B EEE B ETES AER

AG AR E34EMEN LIS EECRPN - RETE FENEETRE
Bz h o UTE A4 AR S LATR AR AR PG A B[P 2 e
1. 473k = A&

(1) - 4xZ7F © ##7 7 4 2 Carterand Keeler (2008)4 473 54 » 1 &
YR SRED 2 S R (F RS A 0 F)- SR TR ek 6
Mt A I A SR - f‘%f?*ﬁ A b R E o AT
MHEES L - BETRARS AP R
ARG A bR E R E AT 7100 £)2 2 & 4 e (100 #)B 7
—HETARS AT TR R 2 1 R S ATR B E 0 &P
TR A A S F A RNTH o 4ed 420455 0 & AR
o Bt B TR AELRATROTHEYLE TS 2

1,528 ~ 1T 5 (6 i s B & L e A enindi o
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%419 - ETE T AR E £

ER (M) | ¥4 & ARFRGE/M) | Hi=d i (2/m)
K ik B 0.050 250-379 315
e R R 0.050 200-500 350
e PU K 0.010 406-500 453
ASLXE 0.020 100-310 205
Rt - - 1528
FH AR S AT (100 £)2 24 ¥4 2 (100 &)

(2) HETE: AF T L 6mMx20m £ 120m° 5 & H & 6] A w5 BEE B

BARRKIT 72 T E Ao IR EREE T A2 F
¢ FREP AT RE(FRE) - PoRE2wFLIF 2
B 5 & 10.000em G & 420 TR G AT R RS RER
Foerfk s 5L enl R KRS H R e R R T A

-4_
"y

BT podric AR TR SRR A T E B R D
P @ % L 2 BRI > G A ] B T en T
PR RA RS R A A kg Himd S A S MRY S 2,683

AOBLAIEERFOTRENE e AL E TS 2% 2640
A RIT O AL NE R A Z 2683 T FEE 2L

LN
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%420 $ERH 2 2 AFERTH

& ¥ | EH 2 ARR(ZM) | Ei=dA(2m)
e 4 m? 303-900 600
AF@Om E) | m’ 170-900 300
ok A m? 380 380
EENS 3 m? 476 476
I m? 95 95
FE AR K m? 95 95
3 iE A1 m? 583-635 609
s - - 2555
e 2683(5 #2)

A RIR G SR R S F(100 £) Vs £ kG e (100 &)

2. AT A DAY BER - RETRINGR 20 £ FL AT 0 R PR M
oA g TR LA AR E AR AP S ETEINA Rk
Wong et al. (2003) 2 i3k & 157 & F & { #THL 4 > 40k 4.20 #77] » £ 37
A A AR B F T 2w 600 A

3. & APER
(1) - EF#EHIK(Crg): d *H kT 10-20 £ ¢ { #- =0 »

- BETBO{ATENNL F 10152 208 =BG B 22 o o N

i 31lat ~311b 2 3llc v & » - HETBHEDIAET F {

M EfT Y5 E TS T 100 A~ 146 A& 115 & o
(2 $REFESA(Cer): BN3122 BE » B R hEIL AL H
L ar 31665~ 2 10# ~15 &2 20 & { 7- - LETE

E¥od henZ P AW S E TS 2235520522 5155 0 H
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WHETE LA e {ATE BT - SR T ¢ # 40-12.400% -

14.000% ~ 2 45.000%:13E ¥4 4
4855 BRTES R E A

AHA R ZRISFITEP D ETEGIADEETREE 2D AE A

F5 o T A BER SR R ZAFE BB AT 2 ATR T B

BB S R FE AT A B 2 o

1 %R &G EAE P AP %431 &4 B ID-HF ¥ =6 # & i
% 11.170kWh/m*lyr 2 4.3.2 & 7% ¥ 2. eQUEST ¥ =5 f§ & it 72 ¥
8.600 KWh/mPfyr » 1+ 5§ p a‘::%;ﬁ TG 5% 2100 A(5 T
2P0 100#) FEAEEEEIS A HETG FABHT &4
23460 ~ 2 18100 A 5 F B AT 42 S h B3t T2 E S ETE
%% 15.036 T > 2 2 psk & ID-HF 2 5w (#5297 § % 1R 6
8 FHATE Y3 M5 F3FH ~» @ #eQUEST 2 %% & ¥ a4

FE1lRASFTHFRTEN2RTF2FE ~ > B D4 fad &
ORBL R st o ID-HF 2 e % 9 5 2010 # 24 £ TR
- ErE g 1A T A ~CREF%S 2 58> 100 #)520 & > &
eQUEST 2 en %R 95 16 B 2% o

2. RMEAGTE I MAFT 44§ E 2 ID-HF # & £ 2 A e
4o B E Bt E E T R 12.100 § #F eCO, > @ & eQUEST & %
2 sofcin 4 0 R EF E Y S 101 §eEeCO, 0 A n e E (98
£ ) FiE 3 1 750 NTD/ton eCO, 4p 5 » ¥+ 17 1D-HF 2 chét i £
BRAFTo LA B2 S RMARGE9F 1T~ 7 ik eQUEST & 4
Bexdcic 4 0 &

B E ]?Er’ﬁw\fmm 7+ 6 Qio\:'i@?”]\ %%?g@w\
foo FaAwE AL pRE o
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FAREEARE PRSI R R BB ZF ARG (R

5,100 E) B 5 SRR S A(RES ~i2)(52% 0 96 £)2 B 47

’%\'i(ﬂi 96‘&)'P-ﬁ-1-/5 R EASLE 0 T A B[P 2 o

1)

)

(3)

ZEFAPHEY R AFTAS SR EFF VB2 A oo
EouiF ERE 17.000# 2 13.800 ¥ > & BB Z 544 0 W =
BFHEDZATF 5 F P2 A L F AN E M1+ A
212+ Adpsk RSB RE 5 F MR LR E LS
95325585+ 72 1656+~ EFNZABHIFE - gk
PENEEEL2FG A TG

ErFAREr A B AFT A58 G2 B F 745 (A
% NO,, SO,, PMy) s » & & & %] 5 17.000 #¢ ~ 13.800 #f %

57.400 w7 » A W] 2205 (96 4 )¥ik 2 eht 5 A 4 H 5 LR A
Atpk > NO,, SOy PMyp e A A 5 & 0w 2§ 6+~ 2§ 5
+ 22 3§ 8+ 7HENO,SO, 2 PMjg & & et € & 2 6 5
43§ 355 % 2168 Ao B Ren Aoy s 5 #3F 8
s BREE

Hrdftdh: APy 45858 277344 SO, 032 PMy
B # E A w5 13.800 ¥ ~105.400 #F 2 57.400 # > A w2 4 4.21
9P| & T LG AT A Adp o B ¢ £ 421 3 kAT i R(96
E)2 GE G EAE R LG A E e 4E T S Adah 28cd > SO,
O3% PMpend pdp 2 hnouisgs 2oglb g3+~ 7+
8F ~% 12§ ~ ¥ 17 S0, O3, PMyg & & chif 3 & 4 % 5 210 ¥

8372 6808 > Rt T A AL EEOI3E -
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2421 LA H T S A 2k

’s SO, 0, PMio

4 F (&7 = % YOLL) 22.250 12.420 58.650
B (s 3 k& s ~ Badic, case) | 8.500 75.164 40.880
T ERNES 3 9.000 6.600 23.900

¥ =47 % & ~ (NTD/#lyr) 152,942 7,860 119,160

4, BoREALE s AR RF DR KT kg & * % (Stormwater fee)
2PN ACRTORER LS AR E B RgRTE o T A BERP 2 o
(1) = -kT-ksg e * 7 (Stormwater fee)

(8) ¥ - vmgR* AEELF VP WA LA KT RFRT | R
% (0.003 USD/m?lyear) (DDOE, 2011)+ f& ¥ 55%2 if & » i fic
v LgaFpa SR iE s L 30.200 &~ 0 BV F &
KTORER*F P FFCGEEFEE TS DR AT 0.055
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L33 | 26.650 | -2.710 | -2.470 | -2.440 | 359.500 | 235.560 | 1419.310
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S Vg (x107) Rs(x10°) Vd(x10°)
1 6.120 1.750 2.090
2 6.120 1.770 2.100
3 6.120 1.720 2.190
4 6.120 1.820 2.190
5 6.120 1.760 2.510
6 6.120 1.720 2.690
7 6.120 1.780 2.850
8 6.120 1.830 3.100
9 6.120 1.550 3.100
10 6.120 8.970 2.650
11 6.120 1.180 2.510
12 6.120 1.810 2.320

T 6.120 1.630 2.520
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	2.1  國內外綠屋頂發展
	早在1970年晚期，德國就已將綠屋頂視為都市綠化的推廣政策之一，且開始針對其建置方式及效益研究分析 (Kohler, 2003)，德國已至少有145百萬平方英呎面積的綠屋頂 (Herman et al., 2003)，並持續以每年13.5百萬平方公尺的速度增加，Haemmerle (2002)曾估算德國每年新建的屋頂中，有14%為綠屋頂。
	美國方面，目前華盛頓州有20-20-20的計畫，預計在2020年綠屋頂面積達到兩千萬平方呎 (Niu et al., 2010)，美國芝加哥目前約有3百萬平方英呎的綠屋頂 (Taylor et al., 2007)，且各州亦開始針對城市綠屋頂推廣政策，加以研究分析，如華盛頓州的非官方組織 (Casey Trees Endowment Fund)就曾對該城市進行城市綠屋頂成本效益分析，以作為未來都市更新的推廣用途；目前美國各州多以政策補助來鼓勵民眾建置綠屋頂，如將綠屋頂作為Stormwate...
	亞洲方面，以日本及新加坡為綠屋頂推廣先驅，雖然在德國已有許多綠屋頂植物適應性等相關研究，但Yeo (2003)曾說明，相較於德國，新加坡位處亞熱帶，更適合綠屋頂植物之種植，Wong et al. (2003)曾針對新加坡綠屋頂推廣做過Life Cycle Cost (LCC)的評估分析，發現雖然薄層式綠屋頂初始成本較一般屋頂來的高，但其LCC是比一般屋頂來的低許多，唯此研究未無考慮綠屋頂降溫節能效益。
	國內方面，由於地狹人稠，綠地所佔比例更是明顯偏低，因而綠屋頂也逐漸受到國內各界所重視，唯綠屋頂仍屬推廣階段，雖有吳興國小、松山工農及信義行政大樓 (錫瑠基金會, 98年)等實際案例，但國內城巿推廣綠屋頂的預期效益會有多大，目前並沒有方法可評估之。
	2.2綠屋頂降溫節能
	綠屋頂可降低由屋頂內外之熱通量(Barrio, 1998)，使其可作為夏季降溫、冬季保暖的節能方案。目前綠屋頂降溫節能效益評估方法可分為兩種，以建築耗能模式模擬及熱通量計算，以下分別說明。
	2.2.1 建築耗能模式
	EnegyPlus(Clark et al., 2008; Castleston et al., 2010)及Environmental Systems Performance-research (ESP-r)(Saiz et al., 2006)為目前常用於綠屋頂節能效益的軟體，EnegyPlus部份，Clark et al. (2008)及Castleston et al. (2010)等人曾針對綠屋頂建築物耗能模擬模式作過分析，發現大多建築物耗能模擬軟體，較難分析綠屋頂節能效益，進而...
	eQUEST(Hirsch, 2003)亦是目前常用於模擬建築物耗能的軟體之一，Hilten (2005)曾利用HTDRUS-1D及eQUEST分析屋頂面積為929m2的案例建築，且樓層高分別為1、3及8層樓，結果顯示隨著樓層數的增加，各層樓的節能效益百分比亦隨之降低，唯由於主要的降溫節能在頂部樓層，故8層樓與3層樓的節能結果差距不大；Carter and Keeler (2008)曾引用Hilten (2005)的結果，針對綠屋頂生命周期進行成本效益分析; Kosareo and Ries (2...
	2.2.2 熱通量計算
	熱通量計算方法較上述模式簡易，有Bowen ratio energy balance model (BREBM) (He and Jim, 2010; Jim and He, 2010)、Shield effectiveness model (SEM) (He and Jim, 2010)及Simple energy balance model (Feng et al., 2010)等數種分析方法。BREBM可估算通過綠屋頂的熱通量，唯此模式需輸入較多參數，如地區微氣候、淨輻射、氣溫梯度、...
	1D-HF(one-dimensional heat flux)法為一維的熱通量公式，主要考量綠屋頂建置前後熱通量之變化，Clark et al. (2008)曾使用此法並結合EnergyPlus及ESP-r分析比較一般屋頂與綠屋頂的節能效益差異，其中EnergyPlus及ESP-r使用的U值比1D-HF來的低，唯該研究並未實測案例屋頂的U值。
	本研究採用Hilten (2005)及Kosareo and Ries (2007)所使用的eQUEST建築耗能軟體，以及Clark et al. (2008) 的1D-HF法，最後綜合上述兩種方法加以比較分析。
	2.3綠屋頂減碳
	綠屋頂減碳效主要分二部分，第一部分是因綠屋頂可減少空調使用率及耗能，進而減少電廠排放溫室氣體(Niu et al., 2010)，第二部分則是綠屋頂所種植的植物及使用的土壤基質所吸收的CO2，Niu et al. (2010)曾將節能轉換為減碳之效益，本研究亦將採用同樣方法依據電廠排放係數估算減碳效益。
	植物及土壤吸收碳部份如Getter et al. (2009)所述，是因碳會存於植物的Biomass中，且空氣中的碳亦會隨著植物的枯枝及滲漏水存於土壤基質當中。Li et al. (2010)曾評估周界CO2之濃度對綠屋頂之影響，該研究分為兩部分：實際量測植物對CO2的吸收及排放速率，接著用其結果評估周界CO2濃度對綠屋頂減碳效益影響，該研究發現在夏季時期，植物白天的CO2吸收速率遠大於夜間CO2排放速率，且綠屋頂減碳能力和綠屋頂植物的設置位置及周邊空氣流動等相關，唯此研究並未估算植物吸收碳的能力...
	2.4綠屋頂空污減量
	傳統空污減量較著重於管控固定污染源，但卻無法有效減少空氣中已存在之空氣污染物 (Yang et al., 2008)，綠屋頂卻可針對目前空氣中存在之污染物進行減量，目前綠屋頂的空污減量評估方法可分為兩種：現地量測及利用乾沉降模式模擬不同空氣污染物之減量。
	現地量測部份，常對不同植物吸碳能力加以定量，Morikawa et al. (1998)曾針對217種不同植物對NOx的吸收能力加以定量，Clark et al. (2008)即利用該研究結果估算綠屋頂之空污減量效益，唯並未考慮其他常見污染物。
	乾沉降模式部份，目前美國常用之方法為Urban Forest Effects(UFORE) (City of Toronto and OCE-ETech, 2005; Corrie and Bass, 2005; Casey Trees Endowment Fund and Limno-Tech Incorporation, 2005)模式，該模式是由USDA Forest Service Northeastern Regional Station 發展而來，且具有許多不同的模組，其中，M...
	Big-leaf resistance (BLR) (Yang et al., 2008)模式是屬於乾沉降模組，利用氣象資料，估算不同空氣污染物在環境中的乾沉降速度，此法可針對不同植物種類的沉降速度進行評估。Yang et al. (2008)曾利用此模式，估算美國芝加哥綠屋頂空氣污染物的減量效益，相較於前述方法，此法較適用於大範圍評估，故本研究採用BLR 模式推估綠屋頂減少各空氣污染物(包括NO2, SO2, O3, PM10)的量。
	2.5綠屋頂截水能力
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