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Five types of turbulence models, Yamada-Mellor 2.25 level(YM2.25), Yamada-Mellor 2.25+q2 level (YM2.25+
g?l ), Yamada-Mellor 2.5 level(YM25) model, standard k- emodel(SKEM) and k-e agebraic stress model
(KEASM), were applied to the Wangara atmospheric simulation. KEASM can express the constant value C.{=0.09)
used in SKEM, as the variables which are functions of the flux richardson number. Consequently, KEASM could
simulate well the mixing layer height of the Wangara data.
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