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Abstract: As we have a lot of problem and requirements in Atmospheric EIA (Environment Impact Assessment) work, we
built an Integrated System based on the high resolution data, GIS technology and EPA surface parameters processing
module. With the land use data, the system focused on improving AERMOD simulation result by the standardized and
automatic ways, and finally build a national EIA surface parameters database. With a real case in Inner Mongolia, we
compared the results before and after modification, the results show that FB and RHCr index are more close to Oand 1. So
we can say that the AERSURFACE system can improve the accuracy of prediction.
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