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ABSTRACT

A sensor placement methodology is proposed to solve the problem of optimal location of
sensors or detectors to protect population against the exposure to and effects of known and/or
postulated chemical, biological, and/or radiological threats. Historical meteorological data are
used to characterize weather conditions as the frequency of wind speed and direction pairs.

The meteorological data drive atmospheric transport and dispersion modeling of the threats,
the results of which are used to calculate population at risk against standard exposure levels.
Sensor locations are determined via a dynamic programming algorithm where threats captured
or detected by sensors placed in prior stages are removed from consideration in subsequent stages.

Moreover, the proposed methodology provides a quantification of the marginal utility of each
additional sensor or detector. Thus, the criterion for halting the iterative process can be the
number of detectors available, a threshold marginal utility value, or the cumulative detection
of a minimum factor of the total risk value represented by all threats. The methodology quantifies
the effect of threat reduction measures, such as reduced probability of one or more threats due to
administrative and /or engineering controls.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Placement of sensors and detectors at storage facilities and other locations with known threats
is a critical aspect of any strategy to protect population potentially exposed to those threats. Yet,
sensor placement techniques for detection of chemical and/or biological agents have yet to be
standardized or universally adopted. For example, Sierra Monitor Corporation’s “Gas Sensor
Placement Guidelines” notes,

There are no complete and definitive regulations or guidelines published by ISA,
NFPA, UL, FM or other agencies that tell users where or how many gas sensors to
use... Each gas leak possibility must be evaluated as a unique problem to assess the
risk to people and property. The object of monitoring system design is to reduce the
risk to people and property by responding to the gas leak.!

Current approaches to sensor and detector placement range from heuristics, to genetic
algorithms,? to various optimization techniques.>* Placement optimization objective functions
vary for different types of sensors. For example, visual or geometric coverage is typically the
objective function to be maximized for placement of surveillance cameras.>® For point or area
detections the objective is to maximize coverage of a geographic or geometric area.””!® Other
approaches to plume detection focus on other criteria, such as time to detection or total sensor
area coverage, and are concerned only with detecting any part of a plume.>4

However, mere detection of a chemical or biological agent is insufficient to fully characterize
the threat posed by the corresponding release. Rather, we suggest that the effect on population
should be the primary factor in determining optimal sensor placement. Human effects provide a
more useful objective function for any optimization related to chemical and biological detection,
for effects on population represent the true consequences of failure to detect a release and
subsequently evacuate and/or treat potentially impacted people.

Further, we wish to account for the variety of meteorological conditions (wind speed and
direction) under which a threat might occur in a manner that is independent of the time of
occurrence. Whereas other approaches assume a particular wind condition? and/or solve the
sensor placement problem for a particular instant of time, a method is needed to place sensors
in situations where the cost of their deployment does not allow rapid response to changing wind
and other meteorological conditions.

A sensor placement algorithm and methodology for situations where a set of known or
postulated threats is established, and the desire is to protect potentially affected population by
detecting the threats whenever they might occur is proposed here. The key elements of the
approach are:

¢ Risk, defined as population exposure and effects, is the basis of an optimization objective
function;

* A wind rose specifying probabilities for wind speed and direction pairs is derived from
historical meteorological data;

¢ Transport and dispersion and population exposure effects are calculated for known threats
with respect to all wind speed and direction pairs; and

¢ Sensor locations are determined via a dynamic programming algorithm where the optimal
location of the next sensor is computed in each iteration or stage.

DRAFT 1 DRAFT



DRAFT DRAFT

The proposed methodology offers a defensible and reasonable foundation for a systematic,
risk-based placement of sensors for known threats and a quantifiable mechanism for determining
the marginal utility of each additional sensor. This leads to a qualified determination of the
number and locations of sensors needed to adequately protect against a set of threats expressed as
the percentage of the total risk from all threats combined that is captured or detected. Moreover,
the proposed methodology is generally applicable and not dependent on locations, types of
threats, sources of data, or specific models.

However, sensors are assumed to be perfect detectors, so that any amount of an agent or
material passing through a sensor will be detected. The methodology does not account for a
sensor’s sensitivity to the concentration or mass of the material required for detection. There
are two justifications for this assumption. First, the nature of the problem to be solved, toxic
agents in sufficient quantities to pose a risk to population, implies material masses above any
reasonable detection threshold for a sensor. The detectors used in the reference application of the
methodology respond to quantities in the nanogram scale, respond within a few seconds, and
are quickly saturated. Second, the problem to be solved is the location for sensors in general,
irrespective of the particular sensing technology deployed.

In this paper the methodology and its algorithm are described, and results from applying the
methodology at the Port of Memphis, Tennessee are presented.

2. METHODOLOGY

The proposed sensor placement methodology is built around a dynamic programming
algorithm where each iteration (or algorithm stage) is an optimization solution for the next sensor
location. Moreover, the objective function described in Sect. 2.2 distinguishes this optimization
from other sensor placement optimizations. However, data gathering and computations prepar-
ing the inputs for the placement algorithm comprise much of the methodology. Descriptions of
these inputs and the processes for generating them provide a background for understanding the
optimization. Generally, the methodology has two parts: generating the inputs to the placement
algorithm, and applying the algorithm.

2.1 INPUTS AND PARAMETERS
2.1.1 Threats

We begin with a set of known or postulated threats to detect. Each identified threat is modeled
as an agent release for input to an atmospheric transport and dispersion model. The nature of
the threat dictates the release definition. For example, a puncture in a storage tank might be
modeled as a series of continuous releases at decreasing mass rates, and a complete container
failure might be represented as an instantaneous release of all of an agent in liquid form. For the
Port of Memphis threats are modeled as continuous releases of specific materials at specific release
rates using the Hazard Prediction and Assessment Capability (HPAC).1

Regardless of the choice of dispersion model, the threat must be defined as accurately as the
chosen model allows and should account for the agent mass as well as realistic release rates given
the containment of the agent and the dynamics of phase changes that occur as the agent is expelled
from a container.

DRAFT 2 DRAFT



DRAFT DRAFT

Threat Factor. In many cases, each threat may be considered equally likely and/or of equal
concern. If not, a weighting or factor may be assigned to each threat to represent its likelihood of
occurrence. This factor is applied in the risk value calculation described in Sect. 2.2.1.

2.1.2 Exposure Levels

Dispersion models typically produce one or more of concentration, deposition, and dosage
tields. However, these results do not relate directly to effects on population, and some correlation
of the fields to effects is necessary.

For this methodology, dosage fields are required and are contoured by standard exposure
limits and levels defined by the organizations such as the American Industrial Hygiene Associ-
ation (AIHA), the National Research Council’s Committee on Toxicology (NRC COT), and the
Department of Energy (DOE). AIHA publishes the Emergency Response Planning Guidelines
(ERPG). NRC COT publishes Acute Exposure Guideline Levels (AEGL), Emergency Exposure
Guideline Levels (EEGLs) for the Department of Defense, and Short-Term Public Exposure
Guidance Levels (SPEGL).!? Temporary Emergency Exposure Limits (TEELSs) are defined by DOE
and used when AEGLs and ERPGs are unavailable.'?

Dosages corresponding to standard exposure levels vary by material or agent. HPAC material
descriptions include exposure level dosage values used for contouring the dosage field by
exposure level.

Exposure Level Factor. These exposure levels are qualitative in nature and therefore must
be quantified to contribute a term to the objective function. A quantitative factor is associated
with each qualitative exposure level, where baseline levels such as TEEL-0 and ERPG-0 are given
a factor of 1.0. Higher exposure levels, LCt90 (90% lethality) being the highest, are given higher
factors applied to the risk value term. For example, in application of the methodology at the Port
of Memphis LCt90 is assigned a value of 5.0, meaning one person exposed at LCt90 is equivalent
to five persons exposed at TEEL-0.

An exposure level factor is used as a multiplier for the population count in contour polygons
corresponding to the exposure level as described in Sect. 2.1.5. For our implementation, the
assigned exposure level factors are stored in an input file in Java properties file format keyed
by the exposure level name. Listed below is the file used for the sensor placement at the Port of
Memphis.

LCt 90=5.0
LCt50=3.0

| Ct50=2.5
ICt5=2.0

TEEL- 3-15mF1. 75
TEEL- 2-15nmF1. 5
TEEL-1-15mF1. 25
TEEL-0-15m=1. 0
ERPG 3- 1h=1. 75
ERPG 2- 1h=1.5
ERPG 1- 1h=1.0
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2.1.3 Wind Rose

A useful representation of the range of meteorological conditions at a location is a wind rose. ”A
wind rose gives a very succinct but information-laden view of how wind speed and direction are
typically distributed at a particular location”.!3 Specifically, it specifies wind direction and speed
pairs and their percentage of occurrence. The Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)
uses data from the Solar and Meteorological Surface Observation Network (SAMSON) to produce
wind roses. Refer to Figure 1 for an example from the NRCS Web site. SAMSON consists of
hourly observations from 1961 through 1990 at 237 National Weather Service (NWS) stations in
the United States, Guam, and Puerto Rico. Thus, SAMSON is a good data source for computing
wind roses at the stations covered, although any source of data can be used.

Direction and Speed Bins. Direction and speed bins in the rose must be chosen to be
sufficiently small to capture variations in the observation values. The NRCS chooses 16 directions
and six speeds, the 16 directions yielding a bin size of 22.5°. As applied at Memphis, the six speed
bins are spaced by two m/s with centroid values 1, 3, 5,7, 9, and 11. Speeds less than 1 m/s and
greater than 11 m/s are assigned the respective boundary bins.

Station Locations. A single rose derived from thirty years of data provides a needed succinct
representation of wind speed and direction in terms of percentage of occurrence. However,
the NWS station(s) chosen to produce the rose must be close enough to (and representative of)
locations of interest to be applicable. For application at the Port of Memphis, SAMSON data for
Memphis International Airport is used. Note the airport is a couple of miles away, and there is no
intervening terrain of consequence.

Boundaries for each (direction, speed) bin can be derived by examining the SAMSON data to
determine the distribution of the bins. Appendix A. includes a description of the SAMSON format
and some example data.

Regardless of the data source, a wind rose is required input. For our implementation the rose
is read from a file containing the counts and percentages for each (direction, speed) bin, as shown
below. Each data line following the header represents a single direction starting at 0° and moving
clockwise. Columns are slash-separated counts and percentages for the direction as a whole and
then for each of the six speed bins.

# Direction bin values: 0 22.5 45 67.5 90 112.5 135 157.5 180 202.5 225 247.5 270 292.5 315 337.5
# Speed bin values: 2 4 6 8 10

0: 30447/13.71 14505/ 6. 533 5722/ 2.577 5838/ 2. 629 3556/ 1. 602 683/ 0. 308 143/ 0. 064
1. 13027/5.87 580/ 0. 261 5425/ 2. 443 4720/ 2. 126 2000/ 0. 901 271/ 0. 122 31/0.014
2: 11816/5.32 826/ 0. 372 5560/ 2. 504 4076/ 1. 836 1239/ 0. 558 106/ 0. 048 9/ 0. 004
3. 10141/ 4.57 1084/ 0. 488 5538/ 2. 494 2810/ 1. 266 653/ 0. 294 51/0.023 5/0. 002
4: 15396/6.93 2548/ 1. 148 9390/ 4. 229 2825/ 1. 272 559/ 0. 252 56/ 0. 025 18/ 0. 008
5. 7954/3.58 1073/ 0. 483 4517/ 2. 034 1860/ 0. 838 446/ 0. 201 39/0.018 19/0. 009
6: 12243/5.51 1269/ 0.572 6267/ 2. 822 3322/ 1. 496 1118/ 0. 504 189/ 0. 085 78/ 0. 035
7. 16578/ 7.47 1401/ 0. 631 8091/ 3. 644 4544/ 2. 046 1966/ 0. 885 429/0.193 147/ 0. 066
8: 30071/13.54 1503/ 0. 677 12949/ 5. 832 9951/ 4. 482 4522/2.037 922/ 0. 415 224/ 0. 101
9: 16737/ 7.54 540/ 0. 243 5953/ 2. 681 5983/ 2. 695 3375/ 1. 520 707/ 0. 318 179/ 0. 081
10: 14460/6.51 832/ 0. 375 6130/ 2. 761 4537/2.043 2456/ 1. 106 431/0. 194 74/0.033
11: 10178/4.58 689/ 0. 310 4448/ 2. 003 3240/ 1. 459 1442/ 0. 649 267/ 0.120 92/ 0. 041
12: 9555/ 4. 30 810/ 0. 365 4152/ 1. 870 2666/ 1. 201 1415/ 0. 637 359/ 0. 162 153/ 0. 069
13: 7520/ 3. 39 464/ 0. 209 2843/ 1. 280 2220/ 1. 000 1409/ 0. 635 450/ 0. 203 134/ 0. 060
14: 8223/3.70 384/0.173 2388/ 1. 075 2610/1.175 2104/ 0.948 581/ 0. 262 156/ 0. 070
15: 7695/ 3. 47 341/ 0. 154 2390/ 1. 076 2609/1. 175 1815/ 0. 817 437/ 0. 197 103/ 0. 046
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2.1.4 Population Data

A geographic population distribution is necessary to count the population affected by a release.
Dispersion model dosage fields for each threat are contoured by standard exposure levels, and the
population within the contours is counted. LandScan 2003 data at 30 arc-second resolution are
used for sensor placement at the Port of Memphis.!*

It should be noted that a population distribution that varies by time of day, most simply day
versus night, would be particularly useful. *

2.1.5 Transport and Dispersion Calculation

As mentioned above, each identified threat is modeled as an agent or material release. The
dispersion model should account for material characteristics such as evaporation rates and
buoyancy as well as weather and environmental conditions during the dispersion process.

Many dispersion models are available, such as the Hybrid Single-Particle Lagrangian Inte-
grated Trajectory Model (HYSPLIT)'® the Areal Locations of Hazardous Atmosphere (ALOHA),'®
Vapor Liquid Solid Tracking (VLSTRACK), and many others.!” Any system able to competently
model the identified threats can be used. Our implementation of the proposed methodology
uses the Second-order Closure Integrated Puff Model (SCIPUFF),'8 1% the transport and dispersion
engine in the Hazard Prediction and Assessment Capability (HPAC).!! In addition to the Defense
Threat Reduction Agency’s (DTRA) standardization of HPAC for hazard analysis, reasons for
choosing HPAC include:

¢ Built-in modules for contouring calculated dosage fields;

¢ An extensive material library with dosage values corresponding to the standard exposure
levels identified above;

* Built-in calculation of population using LandScan 2003 data;'4 and

¢ A validated transport and dispersion model accounting for meteorology, terrain, land cover,
and other environmental conditions.

Computing Threat Effects. For each threat, the dispersion must be computed for each
(direction, speed) bin in the wind rose. A rose with 16 directions and six speeds requires 96
computations for each threat. The dosage field resulting from a dispersion computation is then
contoured by the exposure levels applicable to the agent/material released. With HPAC, contour
calculations are provided in the dispersion engine library, and the population contained within
each contour is counted against the 30 arc-second night time LandScan 2003 distribution.?. For
each exposure level, one or more contour polygons result. Once the computations are complete
there is a set of exposure level contours for each threat and for each wind rose bin.

The duration for the model computation is specified in the threat definition and must be long
enough to capture the full effects of a release on population. HPAC defaults the duration to four
hours, but two hours is sufficient for the threats at the Port of Memphis.

*The LandScan USA project has produced day- and night-time high resolution population distributions at three
arc-second resolution for some cities, including Memphis, but these data have yet to be vetted and released by the
Department of Homeland Security.
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Exposure Level Contours. Sensor placement at the Port is based on nine threats and a wind
rose of 96 bins. Materials for the nine threats are such that six have three exposure levels and
three have seven exposure levels. Thus, there are potentially 39 contours for each of the 96
meteorological conditions for a total of 3,744. Dosages for higher exposure levels are not always
reached, but well over 3,100 individual contours resulted for the Memphis placement. '

Contours consist of one or more polygons defined as an outer ring and zero or more interior or
hole rings. Contours themselves provide primary input to the placement optimization’s objective
function described in Sect. 2.2.

Figure 2 shows example contours from the dispersion computation for a threat displayed with
Google Earth. Note the exposure level polygons and legend entries are coded by color.

2.1.6 Placement Grid

For determining sensor/detector locations the proposed methodology assumes point detectors
will be deployed on a two-dimensional grid covering the spatial domain of potential locations.
The height at which sensors are deployed is chosen to ensure their detection of any release of
sufficient magnitude to threaten nearby population and account for other placement constraints,
such as protection from tampering and accessibility for scheduled maintenance. Thus, the
methodology selects placement in two dimensions.

Although no constraints on the grid geometry are imposed by the algorithm, cells in the grid
are treated as if they uniformly define the potential detector placement space. A detector assigned
to a cell can be placed anywhere within it. Further, one location within each cell is chosen as
the reference point, representative of all the space covered by that cell. Thus, a rectilinear grid is
a natural fit, but an adaptive grid is certainly possible. A uniform rectangular grid geometry is
easiest to calculate and process.

For the Port of Memphis we use a uniform rectangular grid composed of roughly 27x30 m cells.
This adequately represents the range of space in which discrete detector locations are possible.
Each cell’s center is chosen as its reference point. Environmental constraints such as power and
network availability might eliminate some grid cells as possible sensor locations, as is the case in
Memphis. Grid cell size calculations are given in Sect. B.1

2.1.7 Summary of Inputs and Parameters

It is useful to summarize the inputs and parameters and their impacts on accuracy and run
time when applying the methodology.

Number and Kinds of Threat Scenarios. Clearly it is necessary to accurately represent the
range of threat types and possible event locations which constitute the motivation for deploying
sensors and/or detectors. The choice of threats to drive the placement process might be reduced
if one or more threats are similar and have potential locations in close proximity to one another.
Similarity involves many issues but would include material type, material mass and/or release
rates, and the conditions of the release. For example, two threats with the same material and
release rate but separated only by a hundred feet might be represented by a single threat.

TAll dosage contour values are taken from HPAC material files which reference DOE document DKC-04-003.
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When such reductions are made, the threat factor (see Sect. 2.1.1) should be set to weight the
representative threat accordingly.

Decisions to reduce the number of threats are unavoidably subjective. It's a matter of whether
or not computation time can be reduced by letting one threat represent one or more other threats
while still adequately accounting for all potential risks.

Nine threat scenarios for the Port of Memphis against 96 (direction, speed) pairs yields 864
individual dispersion computations. This requires approximately 36 hours of compute time on a
3.0 gigahertz (GHz) Pentium 4 processor with 2 gigabytes (GB) of random access memory (RAM)
and no other significant processor load. However, scenario calculation time varies significantly
for different materials, terrain environments, and many other inputs to the dispersion model.
Consider also that threat release dispersions are computed only once to produce contours used as
inputs to the placement algorithm. Thus, the placement algorithm can be executed many times
with varied parameters (e.g., grid sizes) without requiring recalculation of the threat dispersions.

Threat Factors. There is an inherent or implicit weighting of threats relative to each other
from the types of materials and their respective toxic effects on any affected human population.
Moreover, it is possible, if not probable, that the threats against which protection is desired are not
equally likely or of equal concern. Applying an explicit factor to one or more threat scenarios is a
means of representing these relative weights.

Threat factors are applied as multipliers to the population counts resulting for contours
associated with threats. The multiplier is applied after the contour’s exposure level factor and
has no impact on computation time.

Exposure Level Factors. As described in Sect. 2.1.2 factors assigned to exposure levels are
used as multipliers for population counts associated with those levels. Thus, they impact the
results significantly and are a means of tuning the placement methodology to favor more toxic or
less toxic releases. Assigning a value of 1.0 for all exposure levels treats all agents and materials
equally, regardless of their toxicity. Conversely, toxicity can be emphasized with larger factors for
higher exposure levels.

Wind Rose Granularity. Given that each threat scenario is computed for each wind rose
bin, the number of bins has a significant impact on computation time and resources required
for threat dispersion modeling. Thus, there is a trade-off between accuracy and number of threat
computations.

Variability in the wind data must be considered. For example, if most direction observations
are concentrated in one of a few direction clusters, it might be possible to specify a direction bin
for each cluster. Outlier observations can be ignored if they occur infrequently enough to have
insignificant impact on the results. Conversely, a wide spread of directions with little clustering
might require more, smaller bins. Wind speeds require the same kind of analysis. Direction and
speed bins need not be of equal size.

Population Data Resolution. Another accuracy-versus-computation time consideration is
the resolution of the population data. In this case the relationship to computation time is more
difficult to assess, for population data is accessed only during the contouring of a dosage field
against an exposure level dosage value. Gridded population data such as LandScan 2003 are
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two-dimensional. Thus, doubling the resolution results in a four-fold increase in the number of
population cells. However, population counts are essential in calculating risk values (refer to Sect.
2.2.1), and thus accuracy in the placement methodology result impels use of the highest resolution
population distribution available.

Placement Grid Granularity. Similar to the population resolution, the granularity of the
placement grid is a two-dimensional time-versus-accuracy consideration. A finer grid with
smaller grid cells yields more distinct placement locations, so cell size must be chosen appropri-
ately. Moreover, it is not necessary for grid cells to be uniform or symmetric. In situations where
there is a fixed set of possible sensor locations, it may be more efficient to manually construct
the grid to isolate these locations in their own cells. A uniform grid is likely more effective in
situations where sensor placement is not constrained.

2.2 OPTIMIZATION OBJECTIVE FUNCTION

The key concept behind the sensor placement optimization is risk. Each threat’s dispersion is
computed for each (direction, speed) pair in the wind rose, and each dispersion computation
results in a set of contours representing exposure levels appropriate for the agent/material
released. For each contour we calculate a risk value in order to quantify the effects on population
of the exposure represented by the contour. The cumulative risk across all contours for all threats
and meteorological conditions is the total risk, and the objective is to detect or capture as much of
the total risk as possible.

2.2.1 Risk Value

The risk value depends on many factors such as geometric contour, meteorological conditions,
specific threat, exposure level, etc. It is convenient to parameterize the risk value with respect to
the geometric contours in the form

R = ZR(C) ()
ceC

= Y F.E.P(c)N(c), (2)
ceC

where

C is the set of all contours for all threats and meteorological conditions

F, is the threat factor for contour ¢

E. is the exposure level factor for contour ¢

P(c) 1is the probability of occurrence for the meteorological condition
associated with ¢

N(c) is the count of population within contour c
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2.2.2 Captured Risk

We wish to detect as much of the total risk as possible by placing sensors or detectors in a
placement grid. Thus, the objective function is expressed in terms of the placement grid as follows.

A contour is considered captured by a sensor in a placement grid cell if the reference point of
the cell lies within the outer ring of one of the contour’s polygons. We introduce a binary detection
function D(c, g;) where ¢ is a contour, and g; is a particular grid cell:

N J O ifrgAp=10 Vp e P,
Dle,9:) = { 1 otherwise ®)
where
P, is the set of polygons associated with contour c,
Tg; is the reference point for grid cell g;, and

x Ap tests for containment of point x in the outer ringer of polygon p.

Referring to Equation 2 we can calculate the risk accounted for (or captured) by placing a
sensor in grid cell g; as:

S(g:) = > D(e,9:) R(c) 4)
ceC

= Z D(c,g;) F. E. P(c) N(c) (@)
ceC

Given a number of sensors n we want to place those sensors in a grid cell configuration G =
{91, .90}, 9i # g1, - -, gi—1 resulting in the maximum captured risk:

max S(G) (6)

We make no attempt to solve the global optimization problem 6. Rather, we solve a sequence of
weaker optimization problems by finding the optimal grid cell for placement one at a time. Thus,
on the first iteration we find

max 5 (91) (7)

On the second iteration g; is already selected by the previous step, and we find

max S(91592), 92 # 1 (8)
Generally, for iteration i the cells g1, - -, g;—1 have been selected in the previous ¢ — 1 iterations,
and thus we find

max S(g1;- -5 gi-1; 9i) )

9i
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2.2.3 Marginal Utility

A byproduct of calculating risk captured in a cell is a simple calculation of the marginal utility
of placing a detector in that cell, the ratio of the captured risk to the total risk. We represent the
marginal utility for grid cell g; as Uy,:

S(9i)

Us = "5 (10)

Upon successive iterations or stages in the placement algorithm described in Sect. 2.3, the sum
of the S(g;) values for chosen grid cells yields the cumulative captured risk. The quotient of the
cumulative captured risk and total risk yields the fraction of the total risk captured. Note this
value is monotonically increasing.

2.3 PLACEMENT ALGORITHM

Once the inputs described in Sect. 2.1 have been gathered and computed, Equation 5 can be
applied to compute the captured risk for each grid cell and then to determine the optimal cell in
which to place a sensor. We execute a dynamic programming algorithm to choose sensor locations
in sequence, terminating when one or more criteria are met.

2.3.1 Sensor Placement Stages

Each stage of the algorithm applies the equations to choose the optimal location for the next
sensor, irrespective of locations chosen for subsequent stages. The state associated with each stage
consists of the set of contours that have yet to be captured by a previous grid cell selection. On
the first iteration no sensor locations have been chosen, and the state consists of all contours for
all threats and meteorological conditions, represented by C' in Equation 5.

A stage ends with the determination of which contours to include in the contour set for the next
stage. Recalling the detection function of Equation 3, the contour set for stage k + 1 is determined
as follows:

Cit1 ={c€Cr: D(c,gr) =0, gy is the selected grid cell for stage k} (11)

2.3.2 Termination Criteria

There are three criteria for terminating the placement algorithm. They can be applied
independently or in combination.

Fixed number of sensors. There are a fixed number of sensors/detectors available to deploy, thus
dictating the number of algorithm stages or iterations.

Cumulative detection threshold. The goal is to achieve a specified cumulative detection fraction
or percentage, and sensors are placed until the threshold is reached. This criterion should
be used in combination with the following one, and the specified threshold must be in the
range (0, 1).
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Marginal utility threshold. Sensors are placed until the marginal utility for the most recent
sensor falls below a specified value. The basis for the threshold could be a minimum benefit
needed to justify the cost of an additional sensor. This threshold value also must be in the
range (0, 1).

2.3.3 Algorithm Steps

The placement algorithm is simple and operates on two sets of input data and a parameter.
One input is the set of contours from the dispersion computation of all threats against all
meteorological conditions and the resulting exposure level contouring, with the respective risk
value for each contour. The second input is the set of cells comprising the placement grid with each
cell’s respective reference point. The parameter is the termination criterion/criteria. Pseudocode
is given in Algorithm 1.

Algorithm 1 Place sensors
Require: R, the total risk
Require: C, the set of all contours and their risk values
Require: G, the set of all placement grid cells
1: C'—C

2: PlacementCellList — enpty

3: CumClapturedRisk «— 0

4: Iteration «— 0O

5: TerminateFlag < f al se

6: while TerminateFlag = f al se do

7. compute S(g;) Vg¢; € G (Equation 5)

8: ¢ « the optimal placement cell

9:  PlacementCellList < PlacementCellList + ¢
10.  CumCapturedRisk «— CumCapturedRisk + S(g)
1:. G—G-¢
12:  Iteration «— Iteration + 1
13:  if termination criteria are met with CumCapturedRisk, Iteration, S(¢')/R then
14: TerminateFlag «— true
15:  else
16: C" «— the set of uncaptured contours (Equation 11)
17:  end if

18: end while

24 IMPLEMENTATION

The proposed methodology has been used to place Smiths Detection Centurion?! detectors
at the Port of Memphis. These detectors are capable of detecting all of the threats of concern at
the Port. For that purpose the methodology has been implemented with Java components, Perl
scripts, and Bourne shell scripts. These are described in step-wise order of their use.
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24.1 Step 1, Compute a Wind Rose

The first step is to establish the wind rose used for dispersion calculations and to provide
the probability of meteorological condition occurrence for computing contour risk values, the
P(c) term in Equation 5. The data file representation of a rose given in Sect. 2.1.3 is used in
our implementation. Although the wind rose may be specified manually or derived through
any means for use in the placement methodology, our implementation generates the rose from
SAMSON data for Memphis International Airport.

Raw SAMSON data are fed to a Perl script (Quantize.perl referenced in scripts below) to
produce the output shown in Sect. A.3. Subsequent processing is performed with Java
components needing access to the wind rose data, and thus it is convenient to convert the results
to Java properties file format via another Perl script (PercentProps.build.perl).

The latter script chooses centroid values as the mean between bin boundaries with the first and
last bins handled specially. For the first bin, a lower bound value of 0 is assumed when calculating
the centroid. For the last bin, a value of 1.0 (units are m/s) is added to the last boundary.

Sect. A.4 shows the the result of applying the conversion script against the wind rose data
for Memphis International. Java properties files contain key = value pairs, one per line. The key
for this file is the concatenation of the centroid wind direction and speed values separated by an
underscore.

Bourne shell commands to execute these scripts are given blow. The environment variable
SDIR points to a filesystem directory containing compressed SAMSON files, one file per year, the
format distributed by NOAA. The first two arguments to Quantize.perl are the SAMSON data file
column indexes for the wind direction and speed, respectively. The next parameter specifies a
particular month of each year to process, where 0 specifies all months. Remaining arguments are
names of compressed data files to process.

$ Quantize.perl 18 19 0 $SDIR/*.z > al |l -nont hs. rose
$ Percent Props. build.perl all-nonths.rose > all-nonths. bins. props

Output for this step, the all-months.bins.props file, is the content shown in Sect. A 4.

2.4.2 Step 2, Compute Threat Dispersions and Generate Contours

HPAC is the transport and dispersion model in our implementation. Server components from
the HPAC 4.04 distribution are executed and accessed by client Java components we developed for
batch processing. The client components accept an Extensible Markup Language (XML) document
specifying a calculation and/or plot to perform and containing an HPAC project file with releases
to model.

Sect. C.1 in Appendix C. lists one such request file used for analysis at the Port of Memphis
with some sensitive data redacted. Wind direction and speed values are substituted in the
hpac:calculate/hpac:fixedWinds element for @direction@ and @speed@ tokens, respectively, as shown
below.

<hpac: fi xedW nds>
<hpac: directi on>@li recti on@/ hpac: direction>
<hpac: speed>@peed@/ hpac: speed>

</ hpac: fi xedW nds>
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The hpac:project element’s CDATA content is the HPAC project file. Specified in the hpac:plot
element are the exposure level contours for the threat. For example, as per the chlorine material
description in the HPAC material database, the 15 minute TEEL-0 exposure level for Cl5 is 21.75
mg - min/m3, represented by the contour definition below:

<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >TEEL- 0- 15nx/ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>21. 75</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul ati on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >

Output from the client components is a response XML document which includes plot contour
results (if hpac:plot is specified in the request). Contours are represented as Web Feature Service
(WFS) feature collections,?? one collection per output time defined for the HPAC project in the
request document. For the purposes of detector placement, it is the final model output time
that is of interest, for this represents the maximum potential geographical extent of the release(s).
(Intermediate output times represent snapshots of the dispersion before the full reach.) In turn,
each feature collection consists of a feature member per exposure level contour defined in the plot
portion of the request document. Each feature member corresponds to a contour ¢ in Equation 5,
is represented geometrically as a polygon, and includes the count of population contained within
its polygon. Sect. C.3 includes a snippet from a result document.

An example Bourne shell command for executing the script for three threats named threat-1,
threat-2, and threat-3 follows:

$ for thin threat-1 threat-2 threat-3; do \
> Batch.run.sh $th \
> done

Batch.run.sh, listed in Sect. C.2, assumes a subdirectory exists for each threat, and the
subdirectory contains a request file with a .req.xml extension for each wind direction and speed
in the rose (refer to Sect. C.1). The result file with a .out.xml (refer to Sect. C.3) extension is
produced for each request file.

Factors must be assigned to each of the exposure levels represented by contours as discussed
in Sect. 2.2.1. Sect. 2.1.2 lists the factors applied for Memphis in the format used in subsequent
processing steps. In examples given in subsequent sections, the file containing these exposure
factors is named effects.props.

Finally, if threats are to be weighted relative to each other, those respective factors must be
assigned as well. We specify these in another Java properties file. If this file is omitted, all threats
are assigned a factor of 1.0, as is the case for the Port of Memphis. If an individual threat is not
assigned in the file, it also assumes a factor of 1.0. Keys in the properties file are threat names.
Example entries are given below specifying a factor of 2.0 for threat1-mat1 and 1.5 for threat1-mat2.
Examples reference this file by the name threats.props.

threat 1-mat 1=2. 0
threat 1-mat 2=1.5

Outputs for this step are:
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¢ Feature members corresponding to each contour resulting from the modeling of each threat
against each wind (direction, speed) pair (in files named threat.out.xml),

* Assignment of exposure level factors (effects.props),

* Assignment of relative threat factors (threats.props).

2.4.3 Step 3, Specify Grid Geometry

Grid geometry is discussed in Sect. 2.1.6. For Memphis we assume a uniform rectangular grid
which can be fully specified with a west longitude, south latitude, width and height in decimal
degrees, and the number of grid columns and rows.

We represent the grid in an American Standard Code for Information Interchange (ASCII) file
with a header line containing the said grid specification. Subsequent lines hold cell captured risk
values accumulated during processing, one line per row and column values separated by spaces.
A grid file with only a header line is treated as if the value for all grid cells is 0. Otherwise, when
grid processing starts, the values for all cells are read from the file and are used to initialize the
captured risk values accumulated in each cell. This allows placement processing to be performed
incrementally. An example header line follows:

-90. 14, 35. 08, 0. 05, 0. 03 182, 134

This specifies a grid with a southwest corner at longitude 90.14 ° west and 35.08 ° north and
a width and height of 0.05 © and 0.03 °, respectively. The second pair of numbers indicates a grid
size of 182 columns and 134 rows, an uneven arrangement resulting from the latitude covered by
the grid and a desire for roughly 25x25 m grid cells. Calculations for the number of grid cells in
this example is given in Sect. B.2.

Output for this step in preparing for the placement algorithm is a grid file containing only the
header line specifying the uniform rectangular grid geometry. In following examples this file is
named combined.grid.

2.4.4 Step 4, Run Iterative Placement Algorithm

After completion of the first three steps, all the inputs necessary to execute Algorithm 1 are
available. Since dispersion computation results are stored as XML documents in files organized
by threat and meteorological condition, our implementation processes contours accordingly.
Substeps in the iterative algorithm follow.

Step 4.1, Build Contour Ignore List. Given our organization of computation results, it’s more
convenient to accomplish Line 16 in Algorithm 1 by computing the inverse C, that is the set of
captured contours.

On the first iteration, no sensor locations have yet been chosen, so this step is not performed.
On the second and subsequent iterations, a list of contours which are not to be processed in the
current iteration (the ignore list) is built. These are the contours captured or detected by any
previously selected sensor locations, meaning the contours” outer polygon rings contain one of
the selected grid cell reference points.

A Java component reads chosen detector or sensor location coordinates from one file and
compares that against all feature member contours in the final (i.e., last model output time step)
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feature collection in dispersion computation result files. A Bourne shell command invoking the
Java component and passing the necessary command-line arguments follows:

$ I gnoreList.run.sh \
> -pts 11-21.coord -0 11-21.ignore \
> threat-1/+.out.xm threat-2/*.out.xmn

IgnoreList.run.sh is a script that invokes the Java component. In the example, the coordinates
are read from the file 11-21.coord, example contents for which are given below. Each line in the
tile specifies a coordinate for a selected grid cell reference point as a comma-delimited longitude
and latitude in decimal degrees. All result files (.out.xml extension) in the threat-1 and threat-2
subdirectories are passed to the Java component for processing.

-90. 11884722222221, 35. 08393888888889
- 90. 10180555555554, 35. 10097777777779

The generated output file, named 11-21.ignore in the example command above, identifies the
captured contours by the threat name, wind (direction, speed) bin, and exposure level separated
by dots. Note the direction and speed value may also contain a dot for decimal values and are
themselves delimited by an underscore. A few lines from an output file are listed below.

threat 1-mat 1- 1. 247. 5_3. ERPG 3- 1h
threat 1-mat 2- 1. 202. 5_9. TEEL- 0- 15m
threat 2-mat 2- 1. 135_7. TEEL- 1- 15m
threat 1-mat 3-1. 270_11. ERPG 2- 1h

The first output line above specifies the threatl-mat1-1 threat scenario, wind direction 247.5,
wind speed 3, and exposure level EPRG-3-1h. The generated output file represents C in Algorithm
1 and serves as one of the inputs to the placement selection performed in the next step.

Step 4.2, Compute Placement Grid Values We now proceed to computing the captured
risk values for all grid cells, the S values of Line 7 in Algorithm 1. Another set of Java
components performs this computation. The example Bourne shell command below invokes the
Placement.run.sh script which in turn invokes the Java component.

$ Pl acenent.run.sh \

-bins all-nonths. bins. props \
-effects effects. props \

-threats threats. props \

-ignore 11-21.ignore \

-grid mnus-11-21.grid \
threat-1/+.out.xm threat-2/+.out.xnl

VVVYVVYV

Command line arguments in this example are:

-bins Specifies the wind rose file described with an example in Sect. 2.1.3.
-effects Specifies the file with exposure level factors as described in Sect. 2.1.2.
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-threats Specifies the file with threat factors as described in Sect. 2.1.1. An example is given in
Sect. 2.4.2. If this option is not provided, all threats are assumed to have a factor of 1.0.

-ignore Specifies the file containing the contour ignore list described in Sect. 2.4.4.

-grid Specifies the grid file, the only option specifying a file that is both input and output. When
the command is executed, the file contains only the header line defining the grid geometry,
as described in Sect. 2.4.3.

The remaining arguments are the names of dispersion computation result files to process. Any
contour in those results files which matches a threat, meteorological condition, and exposure level
specified in the contour ignore file is not processed.

Step 4.3, Choose Sensor Location For situations where sensors may be located in any grid
cell, the next optimal location is the cell with the highest accumulated risk value. Alternatively,
there may be a finite and discrete set of possible sensor locations due to availability of power,
line of sight for wireless networks, and similar constraints. For such cases yet another Perl script
(Grid.match.perl) processes a list of possible locations against a grid file to produce a list of available
grid cell locations in descending order of captured risk, S(g;).

Locations are specified in a file one per line as comma-separated longitude and latitude
followed by a location identifier. Example input location lines follow.

-90. 10701666666667, 35. 10132222222223 99
-90. 10001666666668, 35. 10560555555556 98
-90. 0979361111111, 35. 10634166666667 97

A few lines of output are listed below to illustrate the results. Each line represents a potential
sensor location starting with the location identifier, followed by the cell column and row and
finally the captured risk value for the cell.

11 84, 25 -> 72610. 00
10 83, 27 -> 69470. 00
13 101, 38 -> 68320. 00
14 102, 28 -> 68240. 00
12 93, 35 -> 68130. 00

Step 4.4, Compute the Marginal Utility Once a cell is selected for sensor placement in the
current stage or iteration its risk value S(g;) is added to the cumulative captured risk as per Line
10 of Algorithm 1.

Termination criteria are examined against the number of sensors placed, the marginal utility
of the most recent placement, and/or the cumulative captured risk.

3. RESULTS

The approach described here has been applied to the placement of chemical detectors at the
Port of Memphis to mitigate risks associated with a set of threat scenarios defined in prior analysis
of the Port’s vulnerabilities. The threats were distilled to nine representative scenarios in three
different locations and involving a specific set of materials. Sensor locations were constrained to
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roughly 30 locations around the Port area due to availability of power and other considerations.
Results of applying the methodology are presented in tabular and graphic form.

Wind rose data for the Port area are shown in Sect. A.3. Exposure level factors used are exactly
those shown in Sect. 2.1.2, and all nine threats are considered equally likely.

Table 1 is a summary of the results of applying the methodology at the Port of Memphis. Each
successive stage represents a computation of the optimal cell location against all contours not
captured by a previously selected cell. The total risk is 252,060.

Table 1: Summary of placement results at the Port of Memphis.

Stage Highest | Detector | Detector | Marginal Cumulative
Cell Value Site | Cell Value Utility | Captured Risk

1 132300 11 | 124600 49.43% 49.43%

2 86420 21 74300 29.48% 78.91%

3 36090 01 32800 13.01% 91.92%

4 12340 25 3492 1.39% 93.31%

5 8854 20 2400 0.95% 94.26%

A visual representation of the placement process is given in a succession of images showing
the grid overlaid on the Port area. Grid cells are colored with a 224-element spectrum colormap
starting with blue for low cumulative captured risk values and moving to cyan, green, yellow,
orange, and then red for the highest values. Appendix D. lists the full results for available sensor
locations in the five stages.

Figure 3 depicts the grid for the first stage, when all contours are included in the placement
computation. Possible sensor locations are indicated with circles. Note Table 1 shows the stage-
one maximum cell capture risk value is 132,300, but that cell does not contain one of the possible
sensor locations. Of the possible locations, the cell containing Site 11 has the highest value, 124,600,
and thus it is the optimal available location for the first sensor.

Figure 4 depicts the grid for the second stage. All contours captured by the cell containing Site
11 are ignored in this iteration. The figure illustrates the remaining areas of the grid containing
high values. Again, the cell with the highest value does not contain a possible location site, but
Site 21’s cell (unlabeled, adjacent to Site 22 in the image) has the highest value among the possible
locations.

Figure 5 depicts the grid for the third iteration. All contours captured by the cells containing
Sites 11 and 21 are ignored. All that remains is the relatively lower valued area in the western
end of the Port area. The cell with the highest value among those containing possible detector
locations contains Site 01.

Figure 6 depicts the grid for the fourth stage. At the resolution of the colormap used for the grid
depiction, no significant risk value remains to be captured or detected. However, Table 1 shows
Site 25 as leading possible locations in capturing what risk value remains. Note the marginal
utility has fallen below two percent in this iteration, confirming what one can deduce from the
visual representation in the image.

After completion of five placement stages 94.26% of the total risk for all nine threats has been
captured by the five sites. Base on criteria established for the Port, stage five is the last.
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4. FUTURE WORK

Weather is arguably the most important factor in sensor placement. In the current methodol-
ogy, the wind rose is derived with uniformly sized direction and speed bins. This can be improved
with a quantization based on a classical method such as Lloyd I or II*® in order to reduce the
number of rose bins and/or improve the accuracy of the rose’s representation of meteorological
conditions. Further, weather conditions tend to be seasonal. Seasonal differences can be derived
from historical meteorological data to produce seasonal wind roses which can be used to generate
seasonal sensor locations.

Another factor that could be included in determining sensor location is time to detection. The
binary detection function of Equation 3 could be modified to include a factor for the time to detect
the release at the grid cell reference point. Instead of adding all the contour’s risk value to the
cell’s captured risk, S(g;), the risk value added would be proportional to the time of detection.
Whether or not this relationship should be linear must be investigated, but it is clear a grid cell
with a shorter time to detection is preferred over one with a longer time to detection, and the
current accumulation of the captured risk for each cell does not include this factor.

For engineering cost/benefit analyses, the methodology and projected costs for deploying
sensor networks can be used to objectively compare the benefits of deploying sensors versus using
various levels of administrative and engineering controls to reduce risk. Thus, the methodology
could be used in an iterative manner to derive an optimum combination of administrative and
engineering controls and sensor deployments to reduce threats.

5. SUMMARY

The sensor placement methodology proposed here attempts to solve the problem of locating
sensors or detectors to protect against a set of known and/or postulated threats. An objective
function based on population exposure and effects is used to solve a series of local optimizations.
Historical meteorological data are used to characterize wind speed and direction and thus drive
atmospheric transport and dispersion modeling of the threats, the results of which are used to
calculate population at risk in various exposure levels. Sensor locations are determined with a
dynamic programming algorithm whereby threats captured or detected by sensors placed in prior
stages are not accounted for in subsequent stages.

Moreover, the proposed methodology provides a quantification of the marginal utility of each
additional sensor or detector. Thus, the criterion for halting the iterative process can be the number
of detectors available, a threshold marginal utility value, and/or the cumulative capture of a
minimum factor of the total risk value represented by all threats.
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Fig. 1: Sample wind rose.

DRAFT

DRAFT



DRAFT DRAFT

Wel--71331

TLLEEELL
BEEEE L2500

-
8
=
£
2
]
]

Fig. 2: Sample contours from a threat dispersion computation.
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Fig. 3: Placement grid after the first stage.
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Fig. 4: Placement grid after the second stage.
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Fig. 5: Placement grid after the third stage.
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Fig. 6: Placement grid after the fourth stage.
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A. SAMSON DATA PROCESSING

A.1 SAMSON DATA FIELD DESCRIPTIONS

Position | Description
Year, month, day, hour, observation indicator
1 | Extraterrestrial horizontal radiation
2 | Extraterrestrial direct normal radiation
3 | Global horizontal radiation
4 | Direct normal radiation
5 | Diffuse horizontal radiation
6 | Total cloud cover
7 | Opaque cloud cover
8 | Dry bulb temperature
9 | Dew point temperature
10 | Relative humidity
11 | Station pressure
12 | Wind direction
13 | Wind speed
14 | Visibility
15 | Ceiling height
16 | Present weather
17 | Precipitable water
18 | Broadband aerosol optical depth
19 | Snow depth
20 | Days since last snowfall
21 | Hourly precipitation amount and flag

A.2 SAMSON RAW DATA SNIPPET

DRAFT

The data below are for the first and last days of January, 1990. In the first three records (hours
one through three), the respective wind directions are 230, 0, and 250 °, and the respective speeds
are 2.1,0.0, and 2.1 m/s.

13893 MEMPHI S TN -6 N35 03 W89 59 87

90 1 1 1 0 0 0 20 0 20 0?20 5 3 2.2 -.6 821011 230
9 1 1 2 0 0 0 20 0 20 07?20 2 2 .6 -1.7 851011 O
90 1 1 3 0 0 0 20 0 20 0?20 0 O 1.7 -2.2 76 1012 250
90 1 1 4 0 0 0 20 0 20 0?20 0 O 1.1 -2.2 79 1012 210
90 1 1 5 0 0 0 20 0 20 0?20 0 O .6 -1.7 85 1013 250
90 1 1 6 0 0 0 20 0 20 0?20 0 0O -1.1 -3.3 85 1014 270
9 1 1 7 0 0 0 20 0 20 07?20 1 1 .0 -2.2 85 1015 230
90 1 1 8 108 1132 45 &G 3104 156G 1 1 -1.1 -2.8 89 1016 O
90 1 1 9 322 1415 170 G 478 &4 61 & 2 2 2.8 -1.1 76 1017 330
90 1 110 520 1415 335 &4 802 &4 40 1 1 5.0 -1.7 62 1018 330
90 1 111 662 1415 480 &4 925 &4 47 & 0O O 6.7 -1.7 56 1018 30
90 1 112 737 1415 530 &4 9204 50 & O O 7.2 -1.1 656 1018 30
90 1 113 741 1415 508 &4 737 &4 122 & 2 2 7.8 -2.8 48 1017 50
90 1 1 14 672 1415 457 &4 854 &4 52 G 1 1 7.2 -3.3 47 1017 300
90 1 115 536 1415 354 & 716 G 83 &G 4 3 7.8 -3.9 44 1018 310
90 1 116 342 1415 138 G 133 G 106 G 10 7 7.2 -3.3 47 1018 350
90 1 117 123 1250 44 &G 57 G 38 &G 8 4 4.4 -2.8 60 1018 340
90 1 1 18 0 0 0 20 0 20 0?20 8 4 2.8 -2.2 701019 290
DRAFT 27
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16.
24.
24.
24.
24.
24.
24.
24.
32.
32.
32.
32.
32.
32.
32.
32.
32.
32.

NRNNNRNRNNNNNRRRRRERR R

77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777

7620
77777
77777

0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999

1099999.
1099999.
1099999.
1099999.
1099999.
999999
1099999.
9 .026
10 .026
10 .026
10 .026
10 .026
9 .026
9 .026
9 .026
9 .026
9 .026
1099999.

[eNeoNeololololololeoeNoloNoNoNoNo Nl

PRREPRPRPRPPRPRRRPRRPRRPRRRPE
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90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90

90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90
90

19
20
21
22
23

PRREPRRRRRERRRER
NRNNNNNR R R R R R

N
OUAWNE A

12 30 23
12 30 24
12 31 1
12 31 2
12 31 3
12 31 4
1231 5
12 31 6
12 31 7
12 31 8
12 31 9
12 31 10
12 31 11
12 31 12
12 31 13
12 31 14
12 31 15
12 31 16
12 31 17
12 31 18
12 31 19
12 31 20
12 31 21
12 31 22
12 31 23
12 31 24

[eNelolololololeoloNoNoNe)

[eReloleleololeNoNa]

108
322
520
661
736
739
670
533
340
120

[eReloNoNa]

[eNelolelololololoNoNeNe)

[eNeloleleloleNoNa]

[iN
[N
w
N
N

1415 8
1415 15
1415 43
1415 46
1415 49
1415 44
1415 32
1415 18
1250 3

oo ooo

0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0 ?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
0?0 0
6 G 0
7 & 0
7T A 1
0 & 679
6 4 618
3 G4 763
4 G4 757
8 G4 691
1 G 471
8 G5 118
0?0 0
20

2?0
2?0
2?0
20
20
20
2?0
20
20
20
20
2?0

20
20
20
2?0
?0
?0
2?0
2?0
2?0
2?0
?0
2?0

[eNeloleloloNoloNoNoNo o)

coooooocoo
N
o
B

WODONOOOOOOWom

BN

OFROONNNNOOON®ON

-2.
-2.

-2.
-1.

ONWWOOOOOORrN
N

10 -4.
10 -4.
10 -5.
10 -5.
10 -5.
10 -6.
10 -6.
10 -6.
10 -6.
10 -6.
10 -6.
10 -6.
4 -4,
2 -2
1 -2
1 -1
1 -
2 -1
2 -1
2 -2
1 -3
1 -3
1 -3
1 -4
1 -4
99 9999

B OOWONRONNOBARNNRPNNRFRPOODODMD

-2.2 73 1019 3
-1.7 73 1020 2
-1.1 82 1020
-2.8 82 1020
-2.8 85 1020
-3.9 89 1020 1
-3.9 89 1019 1
-3.9 89 1020
-3.9 89 1020
-4.4 89 1019
-3.3 85 1019 1
-2.2 85 1019 1
-8.3 75 1021 3
-8.3 75 1022 3
-9.4 71 1022
-10.0 71 1023 3
-9.4 74 1023
-10.6 71 1023
-10.6 74 1023
-10.6 74 1024
-10.0 74 1024
-10.6 74 1024
-10.6 74 1025
-10.0 74 1026
-9.4 69 1025
-7.8 69 1025
-7.8 66 1023
-7.2 66 1023
-7.2 61 1022
-7.2 64 1022
-7.2 66 1021
-7.2 72 1022
-6.7 78 1021
-6.7 81 1021
-6.7 81 1021
-6.7 85 1021
-6.7 85 1020
. 9999. 999

00
60

60
30

60
60

50
50
20
60
20
30
10
20
30
30
50
60
40
30
50
20
50
60
30
50
50
30
30
30
30

3

9999 9999999

WaAPORROGOAMOOOORROR~OOOO OO
RPORONRPONNRERRENNNNOONO N ~N~N~NNN

PUOOOFrROOOORK

24

32.
24.
24.
19.
16.
14.
24.
24.
16.
12.
12.
16.

19.
16.
19.
19.
24.
24.
24.
24.
19.
16.
16.
16.
16.
19.
19.
24.
24.
24.
24.
24.
24.
24.
24.
24.

RPOORRRORWREN

RPRREPRPRPRRPPEPRPRPRPWOORRPREPRPORPE LR WWRE W

77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777
77777

7620

520
460
520
520
460
460
460
400
370
400
400
370
7777
7777
777
7777
777
77T
777
777
7777
777
7777
7777
7777

. 99999. 999999

0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999

0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999099999
0999099999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999
0999999999

9999999999999999999. 999999

A.3 SCRIPT OUTPUT FOR MEMPHIS INTERNATIONAL DATA

# Direction bin val ues:
# Speed bin val ues:

eoNORRWNREO

1099999.
1099999.
1099999.
999999.
999999.
999999.
999999.
999999.
999999.
899999.
999999.
1099999.

799999.
799999.
699999.
699999.
699999.
699999.
699999.
699999.
699999.

6

NNNNN~NOO®

. 089
. 089
. 089
. 089
. 089
. 089
. 089
. 089
. 089
. 089

799999.
799999.
799999.
799999.
799999.
799999.

[eNeloleoleNoNoNoNoNo o)

[=NelelojololeloleNoNeNoloNolo oo NoloNoNoNoNoNo o)
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NNNNNNNRRRPRRRPRE

7
7
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
9

Counts and percentages for each (direction, speed) bin are represented in the file content below.
Each line represents a single direction bin starting at direction 0° and moving clockwise. On each
line are the slash-separated counts and percentages for the direction as a whole and then for each
of the six speed bins.

30447/ 13.7
13027/ 5. 87
11816/5. 32
10141/ 4.57
15396/ 6. 93
7954/ 3. 58
12243/5.51
16578/ 7. 47
30071/ 13. 5
16737/7.54
14460/ 6. 51
10178/ 4.58
9555/ 4. 30
7520/ 3. 39
8223/3.70
7695/ 3. 47

1

4

246
14505/
580/ 0.
826/ 0.

1084/ 0.
2548/ 1.
1073/ 0.
1269/ 0.
1401/ 0.
1503/ 0.

540/ 0.
832/ 0.
689/ 0.
810/ 0.
464/ 0.
384/ 0.
341/ 0.

8 10
6.533
261
372
488
148
483
572
631
677
243
375
310
365
209
173
154

5722/ 2.
5425/ 2.
5560/ 2.
5538/ 2.
9390/ 4.
4517/ 2.
6267/ 2.
8091/ 3.

12949/

5953/ 2.
6130/ 2.
4448/ 2.
4152/ 1.
2843/ 1.
2388/ 1.
2390/ 1.

577
443
504
494
229
034
822
644
5.832
681
761
003
870
280
075
076

0 22.5 45 67.5 90 112.5 135 157.

5838/ 2.
4720/ 2.
4076/ 1.
2810/ 1.
2825/ 1.
1860/ 0.
3322/ 1.
4544/ 2.
9951/ 4.
5983/ 2.
4537/ 2.
3240/ 1.
2666/ 1.
2220/ 1.
2610/ 1.
2609/ 1.

5 180 202.5 225 247.5 270 292.5 315 337.5

629
126
836
266
272
838
496
046
482
695
043
459
201
000
175
175

3556/ 1.
2000/ 0.
1239/ 0.

602
901
558

653/ 0. 294
559/ 0. 252
446/ 0. 201

1118/0.
1966/ 0.
4522/ 2.
3375/ 1.
2456/ 1.
1442/ 0.
1415/ 0.
1409/ 0.
2104/ 0.
1815/ 0.

504
885
037
520
106
649
637
635
948
817

A.4 JAVA PROPERTIES CONVERSION RESULTS

0_
0_

683/ 0.
271/ 0.
106/ 0.
51/0.0
56/0.0
39/0.0
189/ 0.
429/ 0.
922/ 0.
707/ 0.
431/ 0.
267/ 0.
359/ 0.
450/ 0.
581/ 0.
4371 0.

308
122
048
23

25

18

085
193
415
318
194
120
162
203
262
197

143/ 0. 064
31/0.014
9/ 0. 004
5/0.002
18/ 0. 008
19/0. 009
78/ 0. 035
147/ 0. 066
224/ 0. 101
179/ 0. 081
74/0.033
92/ 0. 041
153/ 0. 069
134/ 0. 060
156/ 0. 070
103/ 0. 046

Listed below in two columns is the results of the conversion of the rose file to Java properties
format. The generated file has one key=value pair per line.

DRAFT

180_1=0. 677
180_3=5. 832
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45_9=0. 048
45_11=0. 004
67.5_1=0. 488
67.5_3=2. 494
67.5_5=1. 266
67.5_7=0. 294
67.5_9=0. 023
67.5_11=0. 002
90_1=1. 148
90_3=4. 229

90 5=1.272
90_7=0. 252
90_9=0. 025
90_11=0. 008
112.5_1=0. 483
112.5_3=2. 034
112.5_5=0. 838
112.5_7=0. 201
112.5_9=0. 018
112.5_11=0. 009
135_1=0. 572
135_3=2. 822
135_5=1. 496
135_7=0. 504
135_9=0. 085
135_11=0. 035
157.5_1=0. 631
157.5_3=3. 644
157.5_5=2. 046
157.5_7=0. 885
157.5_9=0. 193
157.5_11=0. 066

DRAFT

180_5=4. 482
180_7=2. 037
180_9=0. 415
180_11=0. 101
202.5_1=0. 243

202.5_3=2.681
202.5_5=2.695
202.5_7=1.52

202.5_9=0. 318
202.5_11=0. 081
225_1=0. 375
225 3=2.761
225 _5=2.043
225 7=1.106
225 _9=0. 194
225 _11=0. 033
247.5_1=0. 31
247.5_3=2.003
247.5 5=1. 459
247.5_7=0. 649
247.5_9=0. 12
247.5_11=0. 041
270_1=0. 365
270_3=1. 87

270 _5=1. 201
270_7=0. 637
270_9=0. 162
270_11=0. 069
292.5_1=0. 209
292.5 3=1.28
292.5 5
292.5_7=0. 635
292.5_9=0. 203
292.5_11=0. 06
315_1=0. 173
315_3=1.075
315 _5=1. 175
315_7=0. 948
315_9=0. 262
315_11=0. 07
337.5_1=0. 154
337.5_3=1.076
337.5 5=1.175
337.5_7=0. 817
337.5_9=0. 197
337.5_11=0. 046

1
1
0

29
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B. GRID CALCULATIONS

B.1 CALCULATING CELL SIZE

A grid of width 0.0588638889° longitude and 0.0318777777° latitude with a uniform cell
structure in 200 columns and 120 rows is used. The center point of the grid is at latitude 35.0931°.
Cell size calculations follow.

Regrin, = 6370.949 km

d
Rt = 005(35.0931deg%)}%mh

5212.831 km

wrad 1000 m

Woria = 0.0588638880 deg (1557 Riat

= 5355.500m

km

W _5355.500m  26.777m
cell = 200cells cell

mrad 1000 m

Hyia = 0.0318777777deg (——a) Rygnipy (—
grid eg(lSOdeg) th ( km )

= 3544.619m

I _3544.619m  29.538m
cell = 120cells cell

Thus, cell size is roughly 27x30 m.

B.2 CALCULATING NUMBER OF CELLS

Assume you want 25x25 m grid cells at a latitude of 35.08 © north and a grid width and height
of 0.04 ° and 0.03 °, respectively. Using an equatorial earth radius of 6370.949 km, the radius at a
latitude of 35.08 is

35.087 rad

<05(150.0 deg

) (6370.949 km) = 5213.669 km

Thus, a 0.05 © grid spread over cells of width 25 m results in a number of cell columns calculated
as

wrad 1000m . 1cell
.05° . = 182
0.05° (Tgga) (5213.669 km) (=) (5=—) = 182 cells
Similarly, for the number of cell rows, the calculation is
7° 1000m .  1cell
.03° .94 = 134
0.03 (18Orad)(63709 9km) ( i )(25m) 34 cells

DRAFT 30 DRAFT



DRAFT

C. HPAC CALCULATIONS

C.1 EXAMPLE CALCULATION AND PLOT REQUEST

<?xm version="1.0" encodi ng="UTF- 8" ?>
<hpac: Request
xm ns: hpac="http://ww. sensor net. gov/ snet/ hpac"
xm ns: gm ="http://ww. opengi s. net/gnl "
xm ns: wf s="http://ww. opengi s. net/wfs">
<hpac: user Nane>Menphi s01</ hpac: user Nanme>
<hpac: proj ect Nane>ver t ex- 1</ hpac: pr oj ect Name>
<hpac: st art Ti ne>2005- 03- 10T12: 00: 00Z</ hpac: st art Ti ne>

<hpac: cal cul at e>

<hpac: coor d>(redact ed) </ hpac: coor d>

<hpac: fi xedW nds>

<hpac: di recti on>@li recti on@/ hpac: direction>
<hpac: speed>@peed@/ hpac: speed>

</ hpac: fi xedW nds>

<hpac: proj ect ><! [ CDATA[
URL=file\:/D\:/users/re7/ hpac/ menphi sl. hpac
class=m|.dtra. hpac. dat a. Proj ect
current RunTi ne. cl ass=mi | . dtra. hpac. data. Ti me
current RunTi ne=20050302164436000, GVT+00\ : 00
flags. audi t . HPACVer si on=HPAC 4. 04. 011
flags. audit.anal yst=
flags.audit.classification=Unclassified
flags.audit. date=
flags.audit.projectTitle=
flags.class=ni|.dtra. hpac. data. project.Fl ags
flags.restartFl ag=fal se
flags. sci puf f Met hod=dynanmi c, dense, stati c,
flags. sci puf f Mode=
limts.class=nil.dtra. hpac.data.project.Linits
limts. maxGidCel | sPer Surface=25000
l'imts. maxMet Hor zSi ze=1000
l'imts. maxPuf f s=20000
maxTi neSt ep=30. 0
nanme=vertex-1

DRAFT

obj ect Set. 0. cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. Si npl el nci dent Omer

obj ect Set. 0. i nci dent. | D=i nci dent - 1109771978576

obj ect Set. 0.inci dent. avai | abl eEf fects. cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. Avai | abl eEf f ect s
obj ect Set . 0. i nci dent . avai | abl eEf f ect s=

obj ect Set. 0.incident.class=nil.dtra.hpac. data. I ncident

obj ect Set . 0. i nci dent . coor d=-90. 13002014160156, 35. 08794403076172

obj ect Set . 0. i nci dent . hasCust onMat eri al s=true

obj ect Set . 0. i nci dent . hasCust onRel eases=true

obj ect Set. 0. i nci dent . heavy=f al se

obj ect Set. 0.incident.|ocation.class=m|.dtra.hpac.data.LLALocation

obj ect Set. 0.incident. | ocation.val ue=(redact ed)

obj ect Set . 0. i nci dent . nodel Nane=Anal yti cal |ncident

obj ect Set . 0. i nci dent . nodel Servi ceName=no service

obj ect Set. 0. i nci dent. nane=Vert ex

obj ect Set. 0.inci dent.rel easelLi st.0.1D=Conti nuousRel ease-4605695726944205638

obj ect Set. 0. i nci dent . rel easeli st. 0. buoyancy=0. 0, C-nB/ sec

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.class=m|.dtra. hpac. data. rel ease. Conti nuousRel ease
obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.distribution=-1

obj ect Set. 0.inci dent.rel easeLi st. 0. dryMassFracti on=0. 1, val ue

obj ect Set. 0.inci dent.rel easeLi st. 0. duration=30.0,nin

obj ect Set. 0. i nci dent. rel easeLi st. 0. horzSi ze=50. 0, km

obj ect Set. 0.inci dent . rel easeLi st.0. horzUncertainty=0.0, m

obj ect Set. 0.inci dent.rel easelLi st.0.incidentl D=inci dent-1109771978576

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.location.class=nil.dtra. hpac.data.LLALocati on
obj ect Set. 0.inci dent.rel easelLi st. 0.l ocation. val ue=(redact ed)

obj ect Set. 0. i nci dent . rel easeLi st.0.|ocati onG oup=0

obj ect Set. 0. i nci dent . rel easelLi st. 0. massMeanDi anet er =0. 0001, m

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easelLi st. 0. massRat e=(redact ed), units/sec

obj ect Set. 0.inci dent.rel easelLi st.0. massSi gma=1. 1, val ue

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easelList.0. material . CASNunber =N A

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.material.|D=place hol der

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easelLi st.0.material . UN\nunber =N A

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.material.agent Type=C&l

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easelList.0.material.antoi neCoef fs=7.0147, 892. 52, 249. 69,
obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.material.bins=0.0, 1. 25E- 5, 1. 693402E- 5, 2. 294088E- 5, 3. 107851E- 5, 4. 210272E- 5, 5. 703746E- 5, \

7.726986E-5, 1. 046792E- 4, 1. 41811E- 4, 1. 921146E- 4, 2. 602616E- 4, 3. 525821E- 4, 4. 776503E- 4, 6. 470835E- 4, 8. 766174E- 4, \

0.001187573, 0. 00160883, 0. 002179517, 0. 002952637, 0. 0040,

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.material.class=nil.dtra. hpac. material.data. Li qui dvateri al
obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.material.effAvail =0

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.material.effC ass=0

obj ect Set. 0.inci dent.rel easeList.0.material.gasDensity=2.98799991607666

obj ect Set. 0.inci dent.rel easeLi st. 0. material . gasDepVel ocity=0.0

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.material.liquidDensity=1471.3,-0.4179,

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easeList.0.naterial.|ongNane=Li quid Chl orine

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easelList.0.material . nexDayDecay=0. 0

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easelList. 0. material.ni nNi ght Decay=0.0

obj ect Set. 0.incident.rel easelList.0.material.ninPuffConcentrati on=0.0
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obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
hor zSi ze\ :
nonment um :
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set .
obj ect Set . cl

COOCOOOOO0ORPOOO0O000000000000000000

nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent . rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent . rel easeLi st .
nci dent. rel easeLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent . rel easelLi st .
nci dent . rel easelLi st .
nci dent . rel easelLi st .
nci dent . rel easeLi st .
nci dent . rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent. rel easelLi st .
nci dent . rel easeli st

mat eri al . mol ecul ar Wi ght =70. 90599822998047
material .nane=cl 2_liq

mat eri al . nwpnDecay=0. 0

nateri al . savedFi el ds=15

nat eri al . secondar yEvapFl ag=t r ue

materi al . spreadFact or=3.5

nateri al . surfaceTensi on=0. 017330000177025795
materi al . t ypeMask=1048580

mat erial . uni t s=kg

material . vi scosity=3. 8499999209307134E- 4
nat eri al Cust om zed=true

nonent un=0. 0, M4/ s2

probArrival =1.0

puf f Durati on=4. 0, hr

signaY=1.0, m

signaZ=1.0, m

startTine.class=mi | .dtra. hpac. data. Ti ne
start Ti me=20050302135938000, GMI+00\ : 00

0000000000000 00000000

incident.rel easeList.0.vertSi ze=2500.0, m

incident.rel easelList.0.vertUncertainty=0.0, m

incident.rel easelList.class=nil.dtra. hpac. data.rel ease. Rel easelLi st
incident.startTine.class=m|.dtra. hpac.data. Ti ne

incident.startTi me=20050302135938000, GVI+00\ : 00

nodel | nci dent . cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. Enpt yModel | nci dent

nodel | nci dent =enpty nodel incident

not es=

showMapl consFl ag=t r ue

ass=mi | . dtra. hpac. dat a. Obj ect Set

options. adaptiveG i dM nSi ze=9. 999999616903162E35
options.class=nil.dtra. hpac. data. project. Options
options. gridResol ution=2

options. puf f M nMass=1. OE- 20

options. sanpl erLocati ons. cl ass=mi | . dtra. hpac. data. LargeStri ng
options. sanpl er Locat i ons. | i neCount =0

options. sanpl er M nQut put I nt er val =9. 999999616903162E35
options. substrat el ndex=0

options. surfaceDoseHei ght=0. 0

options. tropoAvgEner gyDi ssi pati onRat e=4. OE- 4
options.tropoVertLengthScal e=10.0

options.tropoVert Vel oci tyVari ance=0. 01
options.turbDiffusiveAvgTi me=9. 999999616903162E35
options. turblLi ght WndScal e=1000. 0

options. turblLi ght WndVal ue=0. 25

options.turbVert GridPoi nt Count =11

out put I nt erval =9. 999999616903162E35

server Proj ect Name=nenphi s1

spati al Domai
spati al Domai
spati al Domai
spat i al Domai
spat i al Domai
spat i al Domai
spat i al Domai
spat i al Domai

n.class=ni|.dtra. hpac. data. proj ect. Spati al Domai n
n. conput eDef aul t Fl ag=t rue

n. hori zont al Resol uti on=9. 999999616903162E35
n.northEast.class=nil.dtra. hpac. data. LLALocation
n. nort hEast . val ue=0. 0, 0. 0, 2500. 0, 236

n. sout hWest . cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. LLALocat i on
n. sout hWest . val ue=0.0, 0.0, 0. 0, 236

n.vertical Resol uti on=9. 999999616903162E35

swi ft Fl ag=f al se
t enpor al Donwi n. cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. pr oj ect . Tenpor al Domai n

t enpor al Donai
t enpor al Donai

t enpor al Donai

. conput eDef aul t Fl ag=t r ue
.endTi ne. cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. data. Ti me

.startTinme.class=nil.dtra. hpac.data. Ti me

n
n

t enpor al Donai n. endTi ne=20050303135742000, GMr+00\ : 00
n
n

t enpor al Donai

.start Ti me=20050302135742000, GMI+00\ : 00

t ool Dat aFi | es. RI PDFi | es. | engt h=0

tool Dat aFi | es. cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. proj ect. Tool Dat aFi | es
t ool Dat aFi | es. popul ati onFil es. | engt h=0

t ool Dat aFi | es. post ur eFi | e=def erred

tool Dat aFi | es. protectionFi | e=deferred

val i d=true
version=4.1

weat her. cl ass=ni | . dtra. weat her. shar ed. dat a. W\\Wat her
weat her Met BL_BLMet hod=128

weat her Met BL_CanopyFl ow ndex=2. 0

weat her Met BL_CanopyHei ght =30. 0

weat her Met BL_Cl oudFr act i on=0. 45

weat her Met BL_DayMax| nver si onHei ght =1000. 0
weat her Met BL_DayMaxSur f aceHeat FI ux=50. 0
weat her Met BL_Ni ght MaxI nver si onHei ght =50. 0
weat her Met BL_Ni ght MaxSur f aceHeat Fl ux=0. 0
weat her Met BL_Sur f aceAl bedo=0. 16

weat her Met BL_Sur f aceBowenRat i 0=1. 5

weat her Met BL_Sur f aceMi st ur e=2

weat her Met BL_Sur f aceRoughness=- 1. 0E36

weat her Met Fl
weat her Met Fl

DRAFT

ags_DoHazar d=0
ags_DoMassConst =t r ue

32

nmat eri al . suppl enent al Props. cl ass=mi | . dtra. hpac. materi al . dat a. Suppl enent al PropsArray

.statusMap. cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. rel ease. St at usMap

. 0. stat usMap=buoyancy\: 1, rel easeSt at us\: 5, si gmaz\: 1, massMeanDi anet er\: 1, horzUncertai nty\:1,\
vertSize\:1, material\:5,dryMassFraction\:5, vertUncertainty\: 1, massSigma\: 1, massRate\:5,\

puf f Duration\:1,distribution\:5,startTinme\:1,location\:5,signmaY\:1, duration\:1,
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weat her Met Fl ags_DoQut put =0

weat her Met Fl ags_CQut put | nt er val =1. 0E36

weat her Met Fl ags_Ti meRef =0

weat her Met Fl ags_Uncert ai nt yScal eLengt h=100. 0

weat her Met LSV_Lengt hScal e=100. 0

weat her Met LSV_Met hod=128

weat her Met LSV_Tur b=0. 0

weat her Met Met _Fi xedW ndsDi recti on=202. 5

weat her Met Met _Fi xedW ndsSpeed=6. 5

weat her Met Met _I nput . | engt h=0

weat her Met Met _MaxPr of i | eLocat i ons=65535

weat her Met Met _MaxSur f aceLocat i ons=65535

weat her Met Met _Met Fil el. cl ass=mi | .dtra. hpac. server.fileutils. Fil eReference
weat her Met Met _Met Fi | el=def erred

weat her Met Met _Met Fi |l e2. cl ass=mi | . dtra. hpac. server.fileutils. Fil eReference
weat her Met Met _Met Fi | e2=def erred

weat her Met Met _Met Met hod=448

#weat her Met Met _Met Met hod=1

weat her Met Met _Nunber Sur f Cl i noSt at i ons=0

weat her Met Met _Ti neBi n=3600. 0

weat her Met Met _UACDMont hDay=301

weat her Met Met _W ndDi r ecti onUni t =1

weat her Met Met _W ndSpeedUni t =1

weat her Met Preci p_Preci pCl ass=0

weat her Met Preci p_Preci pType=0

weat her Terrai nMC_ErrorCriteria=0.01, 1. 0OE-5

weat her Ter rai nMC_Max| t er ati ons=200, 100

weat her Ter r ai nMC_Nunber Verti cal Poi nt s=23

weat her Terrai nMC_Swi f t Del t aT=1. 0E36

weat her Terrai nMC_Verti cal Adj ust nent=0. 01, 1.0

weat her Terrai nMC_Verti cal Gi d=50. 0, 150. 0, 261. 43, 385. 414, 523. 165, 675. 995, 845. 317, 1032. 65, 1239. 62, 1467. 99, \
1719. 6, 1996. 44, 2300. 62, 2634. 36, 3000. 0, 3400. 0, 3892. 62, 4503. 54, 5266. 7, 6227. 12, 7444. 83, 9000. 0, 11000. 0,
weat her Terrai n_MCType=57858

weat her Terrai n_Terrai nFile.class=m | .dtra. hpac.server.fileutils.FileReference
weat her Terrai n_Terrai nFi |l e=cl i ent Pat h, / hone/ re7/ src/ snet 2- dev/ menphi s/ nenphi si. ter
weat her Ver si on=2

weat her Weat her _Def aul t Weat her =10

weat her Weat her _Local SurfaceType=Read terrain file

weat her Weat her _Local Weat her Sour ce=-5

wxSpat i al Donmai n. cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. proj ect . Spat i al Domai n

wxSpat i al Domai n. conput eDef aul t Fl ag=t r ue

wxSpat i al Domai n. hori zont al Resol uti on=9. 999999616903162E35

wxSpat i al Donmai n. nort hEast . cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. LLALocat i on

wxSpat i al Donai n. nor t hEast . val ue=(r edact ed)

wxSpat i al Domai n. sout hWest . cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. dat a. LLALocat i on

wxSpat i al Donmai n. sout hWest . val ue=(r edact ed)

wxSpat i al Donmai n. verti cal Resol uti on=9. 999999616903162E35

wxTenpor al Domai n. cl ass=mi | . dtra. hpac. dat a. pr oj ect . Tenpor al Domai n

wx Tenpor al Domai n. conput eDef aul t Fl ag=t rue

wxTenpor al Domai n. endTi nme. cl ass=ni | . dtra. hpac. data. Ti ne

wx Tenpor al Domai n. endTi me=20050302182938000, GMI+00\ : 00

wxTenpor al Domai n. start Ti me. cl ass=mi | . dtra. hpac. data. Ti me

wxTenpor al Domai n. st art Ti me=20050302135938000, GMT+00\ : 00

11></ hpac: proj ect>

</ hpac: cal cul at e>

<hpac: pl ot >
<hpac: cat egor y>Sur f ace</ hpac: cat egor y>
<hpac: cl ass>Sur f ace Dosage</ hpac: cl ass>
<hpac: choi ce>cl 2_l| i g</ hpac: choi ce>
<hpac: ki nd>Tot al </ hpac: ki nd>
<hpac: ti nel D>sur f ace</ hpac: ti nel D>
<hpac: pl ot Dat a></ hpac: pl ot Dat a>
<hpac: pl ot Type>nean</ hpac: pl ot Type>
<hpac: pl ot TypeVal ue>0. 0</ hpac: pl ot TypeVal ue>
<hpac: hazar dFl ag>t r ue</ hpac: hazar dFl ag>
<hpac: cont our Scal e>16667. 0</ hpac: cont our Scal e>
<hpac: cont our Uni t s>ng- m n/ n8</ hpac: cont our Uni t s>
<hpac: cont our El ement s>
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >TEEL- 0- 15nx/ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>21. 75</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >TEEL- 1- 15nx/ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>43. 5</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >TEEL- 2- 15nx/ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>130. 5</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >TEEL- 3- 15nx/ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>870. 0</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
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</ hpac: cont our >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >I Ct 5</ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>1400. 0</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >I Ct 50</ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>3000. 0</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >LCt 50</ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>19000. 0</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
</ hpac: cont our El enent s>
</ hpac: pl ot >
</ hpac: Request >

C.2 BATCH EXECUTION SCRIPT

DRAFT

The command-line Java HPAC client is executed in a script named ProjectRequestionHandler.run.sh,
invoked inside the inner for-loop. Note the threat name passed as the parameter to the batch
execution script specifies files whose names have extensions .req.xml and .out.xml. The former is

the file containing the request document for input, and the latter names the result file.

#!'/bin/sh -a

-
# NANME: Bat ch. run. sh

# PURPCSE:

# Run a batch of cases

# USAGE:

# $ Batch.run.sh threat-nanme

- T T s

if [ $# -1t 1]; then
threat=vertex-1

el se
threat =$1

fi

dirs="0 22.5 45 67.5 90 112.5 135 157.5 180 202.5 225 247.5 270 292.5 315 337.5"

speeds="1 3 5 7 9 11"

if [ ! -d $threat ]; then
nkdir $t hreat
fi
echo "++x Threat: ${threat} x++"
echo "Starting at: ‘date +%r-%m %lT%: %Vt %%

for dir in $dirs; do
echo ""
echo ""
echo "Direction: $dir"

for speed in $speeds; do
case_name="${threat}. ${dir}_${speed}"
reg_nanme=${ case_nane}. req. xni
out _nane=${ case_nane}. out . xm
echo "Case: $dir - $speed"

sed \
-e "s/@irection@$dir/g" -e "s/ @peed@ $speed/ g" \
${threat}.req.xml > ${threat}/${req_nane}

Proj ect Request Handl er. run. sh \
-request ${threat}/${req_nane} \
> ${threat}/${out_nane}

done
done

echo "
echo "Finished at: ‘date +%r-%m %T%: %Vt %89 "

C.3 EXAMPLE MODEL OUTPUT

<?xm version="1.0" encodi ng="UTF- 8" ?>
<hpac: Response
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xm ns: hpac="http://ww. sensornet. gov/snet/ hpac"
xm ns: gm ="http://ww. opengi s. net/gm "
xm ns: wf s="http://ww. opengi s. net/wfs">
<hpac: cal cul ati onSt at us>success</ hpac: cal cul ati onSt at us>

<wf s: Feat ureCol | ecti on
gm ;i d="Menphi sO1-vertex-1-1"
name="Menphi s01 Surface Dosage cl2_liq Total 67 nmin">
<gm : descri ption>Surface Dosage cl2_liq Total at 67 min</gm:description>
<gnl : boundedBy>
<gnm : Box srsName="http://ww. opengis.net/gnl/srs/epsg. xm #4326" >
<gni : coor di nat es>
-90. 68607330322266, 35. 07038116455078 - 90. 13958740234375, 35. 09679412841797
</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Box>
</ gn : boundedBy>
<gn : Ti mePeri od>
<gni : begi n>
<gni : Ti nel nst ant >
<gni : ti mePosi ti on>2005- 03- 11T00: 48: 29. 996Z</ gml : t i mePosi ti on>
</ gmi : Ti mel nst ant >
</ gni : begi n>
<gni : end>
<gni : Ti nel nst ant >
<gni : ti mePosi ti on>2005- 03-11T01: 21: 58. 995Z</ gml : t i mePosi ti on>
</ gni : Ti mel nst ant >
</ gni : end>
</ gm : Ti nePeri od>
<gn : f eat ur eMenber >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >TEEL- 0- 15nx/ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>0. 0013049738</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul ati on>260. 77588</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<gn : | ocati on>
<gni : pol ygon>
<gnl : exterior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gnl : coordi nates decimal ="." cs="," ts=" ">
-90. 68607330322266, 35. 070762634277344 -90. 68607330322266, 35. 07306671142578 &#xD;
-90. 68607330322266, 35. 08009338378906 - 90. 68607330322266, 35. 087120056152344 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</gn :exterior>
<gm :interior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gm : coordi nates decimal="." ¢cs="," ts=" ">
-90. 68607330322266, 35. 079689025878906 - 90. 68607330322266, 35. 08009338378906 &#xD;
-90. 68607330322266, 35. 087120056152344 - 90. 68607330322266, 35. 08751678466797 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</gm:interior>
</ gni : pol ygon>
</gni : 1 ocation>
</ gni : f eat ur eMenber >
<gn : f eat ur eMenber >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >TEEL- 1- 15nx/ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>0. 0026099477</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul ati on>146. 29924</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<gn : | ocati on>
<gni : pol ygon>
<gn : exterior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gm : coordi nates decimal="." ¢cs="," ts=" ">
-90. 68607330322266, 35. 079689025878906 - 90. 68607330322266, 35. 08009338378906 &#xD;
-90. 68607330322266, 35. 087120056152344 - 90. 68607330322266, 35. 08751678466797 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</ gmi :exterior>
<gm :interior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gn : coordi nates decimal="." cs="," ts=" ">
-90. 30671691894531, 35. 08171081542969 - 90. 30854797363281, 35. 081851959228516 &#xD;
-90. 3084945678711, 35. 08340072631836 - 90. 30843353271484, 35. 08536148071289 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</gm:interior>
</ gni : pol ygon>
</gni :location>
</ gni : f eat ureMenber >
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-90.
-90.

-90.
-90.

-90.
-90.

- 90.
- 90.

- 90.
- 90.

-90.
-90.

<gn : f eat ur eMenber >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >TEEL- 2- 15nx/ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>0. 007829843</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul ati on>35. 580402</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<gni : | ocati on>
<gni : pol ygon>
<gnl : exterior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gnl : coordi nates decimal ="." cs="," ts=" ">
30671691894531, 35. 08171081542969 - 90. 30854797363281, 35. 081851959228516 &#xD;
3084945678711, 35. 08340072631836 - 90. 30843353271484, 35. 08536148071289 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</gni :exterior>
<gm:interior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gm : coordi nates decimal="." ¢cs="," ts=" ">
1688003540039, 35. 0831413269043 - 90. 16893005371094, 35. 083168029785156 &#xD;
16888427734375, 35. 08393478393555 - 90. 16887664794922, 35. 08404541015625 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</gm:interior>
</ gni : pol ygon>
</gni : 1 ocation>
</ gni : f eat ur eMenber >
<gn : f eat ur eMenber >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >TEEL- 3- 15nx/ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>0. 052198958</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>8. 54544E- 40</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<gn : | ocati on>
<gni : pol ygon>
<gnm : exterior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gn : coordi nates decimal ="." cs="," ts=" ">
1688003540039, 35. 0831413269043 - 90. 16893005371094, 35. 083168029785156 &#xD;
16888427734375, 35. 08393478393555 - 90. 16887664794922, 35. 08404541015625 &#xD;

</ gni : coordi nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</ gni : exterior>
<gm :interior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gm : coordi nates deciml="." ¢cs="," ts=" ">
16023254394531, 35. 0831298828125 - 90. 16047668457031, 35. 083168029785156 &#xD;
16043853759766, 35. 083797454833984 - 90. 1604232788086, 35. 08404541015625 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</gm:interior>
</ gni : pol ygon>
</gmi : 1 ocation>
</ gni : f eat ur eMenber >
<gn : f eat ur eMenber >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >I Ct 5</ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>0. 08399832</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<gnm : | ocati on>
<gni : pol ygon>
<gn : exterior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gnl : coordi nates deci mal =" cs="," ts=" ">
16023254394531, 35. 0831298828125 - 90. 16047668457031, 35. 083168029785156 &#xD;
16043853759766, 35. 083797454833984 - 90. 1604232788086, 35. 08404541015625 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</ gni : exterior>
<gm :interior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gn : coordi nates decimal ="." cs="," ts=" ">
15310668945312, 35. 08338165283203 - 90. 15312194824219, 35. 0833854675293 &#xD;
15310668945312, 35. 08359909057617 - 90. 15309143066406, 35. 08382797241211 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</gm:interior>
</ gni : pol ygon>
</gm :location>
</ gni : f eat ureMenber >
<gn : f eat ur eMenber >
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<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >I Ct 50</ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>0. 1799964</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<gni : | ocati on>
<gni : pol ygon>
<gnl : exterior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gnl : coordi nates decimal ="." cs="," ts=" ">
-90. 15310668945312, 35. 08338165283203 - 90. 15312194824219, 35. 0833854675293 &#xD;
-90. 15310668945312, 35. 08359909057617 - 90. 15309143066406, 35. 08382797241211 &#xD;

</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</gm :exterior>
<gm :interior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gm : coordinates deciml="." ¢cs="," ts=" ">
-90. 1451187133789, 35. 08300018310547 - 90. 14517974853516, 35. 08305740356445 &#xD;
-90. 14522552490234, 35. 083106994628906 - 90. 14527130126953, 35. 08315658569336 &#xD;

</ gni : coordi nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</gm:interior>
</ gni : pol ygon>
</gni : 1 ocation>
</ gni : f eat ur eMenber >
<gn : f eat ur eMenber >
<hpac: cont our >
<hpac: | abel >LCt 50</ hpac: | abel >
<hpac: val ue>1. 1399772</ hpac: val ue>
<hpac: popul at i on>0. 0</ hpac: popul ati on>
</ hpac: cont our >
<gnm : | ocati on>
<gni : pol ygon>
<gnm : exterior>
<gni : Li near Ri ng>
<gnl : coordi nates decimal ="." cs="," ts=" ">
-90. 1451187133789, 35. 08300018310547 -90. 14517974853516, 35. 08305740356445 &#xD;
-90. 14522552490234, 35. 083106994628906 - 90. 14527130126953, 35. 08315658569336 &#xD;
</ gni : coor di nat es>
</ gni : Li near Ri ng>
</ gni : exterior>
</ gni : pol ygon>
</gm :location>
</ gni : f eat ureMenber >
</ wf s: Feat ureCol | ecti on>
</ hpac: Response>

D. DISCRETE SENSOR LOCATION SELECTION

Grid matching consists of reading a set of allowed or possible sensor locations and processing
them against a resulting grid file. The Port of Memphis specified 29 locations. Output from the
script is the location list in descending priority order, one per line. Each line specifies the location
identifier followed by the cell column and row containing the location and finally the cumulative
risk value in the cell for the iteration.

D.1 PORT OF MEMPHIS FIRST ITERATION RESULTS

11 84, 25 -> 124600. 00
10 83, 27 -> 122400. 00
12 93, 35 -> 119800. 00

21 142, 89 -> 118500.00
13 101, 38 -> 116800.00
22 145, 89 -> 115600. 00
14 102, 28 -> 113300.00
25 158, 89 -> 110700. 00
20 138, 87 -> 109600. 00
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15 107, 46 -> 108600. 00
23 152, 96 -> 108200.00
24 156, 98 -> 106300. 00
09 79, 37 -> 104300.00
08 75, 36 -> 103400. 00
26 167, 99 -> 101200.00
19 133, 81 -> 97390. 00

16 94, 51 -> 96840. 00
07 69, 22 -> 96780. 00
01 21, 28 -> 90870. 00
29 124, 90 -> 86440. 00
02 27, 25 -> 85700. 00
18 118, 66 -> 83390. 00
03 32, 36 -> 83340. 00

27 155, 109 -> 83210. 00
28 148, 106 -> 82920. 00

06 63, 31 -> 77780. 00
04 42, 22 -> 74760. 00
05 61, 19 -> 71750. 00

17 109, 77 -> 71210. 00

D.2 PORT OF MEMPHIS SECOND ITERATION RESULTS

21 142, 89 -> 74300. 00
22 145, 89 -> 71790. 00
25 158, 89 -> 67520. 00
23 152, 96 -> 65440. 00
20 138, 87 -> 65170. 00
24 156, 98 -> 63910. 00
26 167, 99 -> 59370. 00
19 133, 81 -> 50090. 00
27 155,109 -> 46170.00
28 148,106 ->  45560. 00
29 124, 90 ->  41240.00

01 21, 28 -> 36980. 00
02 27, 25 -> 31410. 00
03 32, 36 -> 28500. 00
04 42, 22 -> 18990. 00

18 118, 66 -> 17990. 00
17 109, 77 -> 16860. 00
15 107, 46 -> 13380. 00
13 101, 38 -> 11170. 00

16 94, 51 -> 10920. 00
12 93, 35 -> 10000. 00
05 61, 19 -> 7171. 00
14 102, 28 -> 6977. 00
06 63, 31 -> 6320. 00
09 79, 37 -> 5778. 00
07 69, 22 -> 5635. 00
08 75, 36 -> 5325. 00
10 83, 27 -> 3111. 00
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11 84, 25 -> 0. 00

D.3 PORT OF MEMPHIS THIRD ITERATION RESULTS

01 21, 28 -> 32800. 00
02 27, 25 -> 27240. 00
03 32, 36 -> 24330. 00
04 42, 22 -> 15010. 00
29 124, 90 -> 4349. 00
05 61, 19 -> 4332.00
07 69, 22 -> 3602. 00

25 158, 89 -> 3576. 00
17 109, 77 -> 2808. 00
20 138, 87 -> 2541. 00
06 63, 31 -> 2217. 00
19 133, 81 -> 1779. 00
22 145, 89 -> 1060. 00

10 83, 27 -> 972. 20
08 75, 36 -> 893. 80
09 79, 37 -> 790. 80
26 167, 99 -> 757.00
21 142, 89 -> 318. 40
23 152, 96 -> 180. 70
18 118, 66 -> 150. 40
16 94, 51 -> 133. 10
14 102, 28 -> 123. 30
15 107, 46 -> 122. 90
13 101, 38 -> 50. 59
24 156, 98 -> 10. 38
12 93, 35 -> 0. 49
11 84, 25 -> 0.00
27 155,109 -> 0. 00
28 148, 106 -> 0. 00

D.4 PORT OF MEMPHIS FOURTH ITERATION RESULTS

25 158, 89 -> 3492. 00
20 138, 87 -> 2426. 00
29 124, 90 -> 1637. 00
19 133, 81 -> 1637. 00

22 145, 89 -> 992.70
02 27, 25 -> 828. 60
10 83, 27 -> 814. 40
08 75, 36 -> 781. 30
26 167, 99 -> 689. 40
09 79, 37 -> 678. 30
21 142, 89 -> 318. 40
23 152, 96 -> 180. 70
14 102, 28 -> 123. 30
06 63, 31 -> 112. 20
18 118, 66 -> 58. 03
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15 107, 46 -> 51. 36
13 101, 38 -> 50. 59
17 109, 77 -> 45. 08
07 69, 22 -> 14.78
24 156, 98 -> 10. 38
05 61, 19 -> 6. 99
03 32, 36 -> 5. 89
12 93, 35 -> 0.49
16 94, 51 -> 0. 49
04 42, 22 -> 0.15
27 155,109 -> 0. 00
28 148, 106 -> 0. 00
11 84, 25 -> 0. 00
01 21, 28 -> 0.00

D.5 PORT OF MEMPHIS FIFTH ITERATION RESULTS

20 138, 87 -> 2400. 00
29 124, 90 -> 1637. 00
19 133, 81 -> 1637. 00

02 27, 25 -> 828. 60
10 83, 27 -> 814. 40
08 75, 36 -> 781. 30
09 79, 37 -> 678. 30
14 102, 28 -> 123. 30
06 63, 31 -> 112. 20
18 118, 66 -> 58. 03
15 107, 46 -> 51. 36
13 101, 38 -> 50. 59
17 109, 77 -> 45. 08
07 69, 22 -> 14.78
25 158, 89 -> 7.93
22 145, 89 -> 7.84
05 61, 19 -> 6. 99
03 32, 36 -> 5. 89
16 94, 51 -> 0. 49
12 93, 35 -> 0. 49
04 42, 22 -> 0.15
28 148, 106 -> 0. 00
27 155,109 -> 0. 00
23 152, 96 -> 0. 00
26 167, 99 -> 0. 00
11 84, 25 -> 0. 00
21 142, 89 -> 0. 00
24 156, 98 -> 0. 00
01 21, 28 -> 0.00
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