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This method gives us a continuous equation from limited data,
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The Stochastic Time-Inverted Lagrangian Transport Model (STILT) is a model of particle dispersion. It uses
meteorological wind speed measurements to simulate the path of a particle backward in time. All particles start at
the receptor location. These particles spread out because of the chaotic and turbulent nature of the simulation. With
500 particles simulated, this STILT simulation tells us quantitatively where the gas in Toronto came from at a given
time. STILT also simulates the height of the Planetary Boundary Layer (PBL) at the location of each particle.

system.
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