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INTRODUCTION TO VISIBILITY

ERRATA

Additions to the text are underscored.

page 9, column 2, beginning at 1ine 11. Change to read:

"Figure 2.1d indicates how a photon can be absorbed by a particle. In this
case the radiant energy of the photon is transferred to internal moTecuTar
energy or heat energy.” =

page 15, column 2, beginning at line 9. Change to read:
"A similar 1ight source-detector configuration can be used to measure just the
scattering ability of particles and gases."

page 17, Table 1, beginning at line 6. Change to read:
"Dust Solid particles larger than colloidal size capable of temporary
suspension in air"

page 28, Figure 5.12 caption, beginning at 1ine 1. Remove "air." Change to
read:
"Another example of pollutants trapped in an inversion layer at Grand Canyon."

page 34, Figure 6.1a, b, ¢, d, e, f, g, and h caption, beginning at line 1.
Change to read:

"Examples of slides used in studies of people's perceptions of visual air
quality."”

page 35, Figure 6.1a, b, ¢, d, e, f, g, and h caption, beginning at line 1.
Change to read:

"Photo g is also taken from Hopi Point but in the opposite direction from
Desert View."

page 42, Figure 6.9 caption, beginning at 1ine 1. Change to read:

“The green line shows the decrease in perceived visual air quality of a hypo-
thetical vista as a result of adding a small amount of particulate matter to a
"clean" atmosphere as a function of distance to the vista."

page 42, Figure 6.9 caption, beginning at 1line 3. Change to read:
“The red curve is similar in nature but shows perceived changes in air quality
when "the atmosphere is already 'dirty."

page 44, column 1, beginning at line 8. Change to read:

"However, dark plumes were rated lower or perceived to have a greater impact on
visual air quality than light colored plumes. More importantly, as the plume,
whether dark or 1light, obscured more and more of the vista, the ratings went
down."

page 44, column 2, beginning at line 6. Change to read:

"Much work remains to be done in an effort to quantify impacts of layered haze
in such a way as to be representative of how humans perceive layered haze
visual impairment."

page 44, Figure 6.11 caption, beginning at 1ine 6. Change to read:
"This is indicated in Figure 6.11 by the increased slopes of the blue and green
lines over that of the red 1ine."
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