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ABSTRACT

The atmospheric PMyy and PMsy5 aerosols were collected at Gosan site of
Jeju Island, which i1s one of the background sites of Korea, during 2000-2015.
Their ionic and elemental species were analyzed, in order to examine the
long-term variation of chemical compositions and their characteristics in
accordance with the meteorological conditions and the inflow pathways of air
mass.

The mean mass concentrations of PMj;y and PMss were 30.5 and 16.8
ug/m®, respectively. The concentrations of the secondary pollutants such as
nss—-SO,>, NOs, and NH," were 5.29, 2.73 and 1.98 ug/m’® for PM,, and 4.38,
1.26, 1.69 pg/m® for PM,s, respectively. The elemental compositions of PMjg
showed 35.1% for marine (Na, Mg), 32.8% for anthropogenic (S, Zn, Pb, Ni),
and 25.6% for soil (Al, Fe, Ca). Those of PMys were 19.3%, 57.5%, 16.7%,
respectively.

From the study of long-term variation of aerosol compositions, NOj3
concentrations showed a bit higher variation slope (0.15) compared to that of
nss-SO4*  concentrations (0.14) in PMjo, though the slope of NOs
concentrations in PMs,s was almost negligible. This could be explained by
that NOs existed mostly in coarse particle mode.

The concentrations of the anthropogenic and soil species increased
noticeably through the prevailing northwesterly winds. From the -clustered
back trajectory analysis, the concentrations of the anthropogenic components
increased when the airflow moved from the China continent, on the other
hand, they decreased when the airflow moved from the Northern Pacific into
Jeju Island.

During Asian dust periods, the concentrations of nss-Ca® and NO; were

,Xi,



increased highly as 12.7 and 3.7 times in PMjy, and 7.7 and 2.8 times in PMo5,
respectively, compared to non—-event days. Especially, the concentrations of the
crustal species such as Al, Fe, Ca, K, Mn, Ba, and Sr showed a noticeable
increase during the Asian dust periods. During the haze days, the
concentrations of the secondary pollutants were increased by 3.1~4.8 times in
PM;y and 3.3~5.4 times in PMss5. Futhermore, the remarkable increase of NOs
concentration was observed in PMj5; aerosols during haze days. During the
study periods, the concentrations of the major anthropogenic species showed a

steady increase during haze as well as Asian dust periods.
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1. PMyy, PMys A5 3
1.1 AE AH AH-

PMioZt PMys A8 2AFEA 4(33°17 "N, 126°10 " E, AlFE5EAX = A5
FAw kel 22 FdE)Ad AT LASFHAE AFE AF 2 AH
of #1Askar ar Aol °F 20 km o] E

4 2
wogdel o% 9L viwd A wi AFENAE 43 JPE Aolu,

2
N

12 A& A= A

1.2.1 PM;o Air Sampler

PMyy A8 20004 3958 20079 129744 w242 Ao Aoy <
Al mlar URG AFe] Cyclone (22 URG-2000-30
(Savillex Co., 47 mm), 3715% At AFHEZ(MeDO, VP0625-A1003-A,
USA)E AF&3te] Ak aL, 3719 &5 94 2283 X (critical orifice, BGI,

ar
DO-10)5 AH&3tol 27|40l 167 L/mino] H =5 Zdskqiv. 20089 1457

EH), 3@ Teflon filter pack

B 20159 12¥€7FA+= PMp, Sequential Air Sampler (APM Engineering,
PMS-102, PMS-103 & PMS-104, Korea)E A x3}e] AFH 3 L, Air Sampler
o] 74L& MFC (Mass Flow Controller)7} H-2tel 2% Al 2~d®lS AFg-31o]

270 $8 A7 ASHOR 167 Lming 7489



1.2.2 PMy5 Air Sampler

=

PM,s A&+ 20000 1€5H 20089 12¢€7HA] ®1l=r URG AFe] Cyclone (22
URG-2000-30EH), 3% Teflon filter pack (Savillex Co., 47 mm), & 7]
(3/4nF8, MeDO, VP0625, 40 L/min)E Z§3te] +AsA L, 5719
Al @23 ~(critical orifice, BGI, DO-10)2 A}-&3le] %7]F%9°] 16.7 L/min®|

E[o(l
ol
&l

B oo
n%

KeN
T

do

HEE A 20099 1958 20159 12974 = PMys WINS Impactor7}
25 PMys Sequential Air Sampler (APM Engineering, PMS-103, Korea)&
AbEste] Al H ST Air Samplerd] 3 7] %& MFC7F 28 245 A 2~"lES

AR&ste] 27I5H T8 AZHA AEHAHSE 167 L/mings At &3 o

b

AE A8 PMys AlEE 20139 5958 20149 8¥7HA = URG Ahe] Cyclone
(22 URG-2000-30EH, USA), 3% Teflon filter pack (URG 1274, 47 mm,
USA)Z 371859 HZ+= 13EZ(MeDO, VP0625-A1003-A, USA)E AF&-314
AF A, 20149 SEHEH 20159 12€97FA+= PMss Sequential Air Sampler

(APM Engineering, PMS-103, Korea)Z A}-&3to] i3] 3t}
1.3 A& AF

1.3.1 PMyy A= A3

PM)y A5+ 324544004 20000 3€5-8 2007 12€7HA] Cyclone (URG
Co., Model URG-2000-30EH, USA)¥} 3% Teflon filter pack (Savillex Co., 47
mm), H2ZZ ZE (Whatman PTFE, 47 mm, 2.0 ym)S AF&3le] 3¢ =+ 1Y
b4, 24X G2 F 32070 AFsAT Als A 7] 52 9 27
3] 2~ (critical orifice, BGIL, DO-10)& AF&3to] Z7]f%o] 167 L/min°o] ¥ L%
ZA3Ath 20083 1€95-E 20159 12974 = PMyy Sequential Air Sampler<}
H 22 e (Pall Co., Zeflour™, 47 mm, 2.0 um, USA)S A3t 39 744,
24X F9R F 9BAE AASAY AR AMFH 7] 5 MFC (Mass
Flow Controller)7} §#% A5 Al 28-S Algsto] 27|RH T5 AI7HA] A4
Ao % 167 L/ming FAA A8 ZHE dFA Ze249 Petri Dish

(SPL life Science, PS, 60x15 mm)el Fo] HEZE Hoo=z UeEst JEH=z 49
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1.3.2 PMys5 A

PMps AR o] AR RAE7 Q447 BAE 2 /M8 dew 3799

o &4 oA A8 2000 19H-E 2008 12€7+A] Cyclone (URG

Co., Model URG-2000-30EH, USA)¥} 3% Teflon filter pack (Savillex Co., 47
mm), HZ% FE(Whatman PTFE, 47 mm, 2.0 ym)S AF&3le] 3¢ =+ 1Y
A, 24N G925 TIUNE AT AR AF e 52 9 2d
3] 2~ (critical orifice, BGIL, DO-10)& A}-&3te] Z=7]F% ] 167 L/min°] H L=
ZAsEA T 2009 195 20159 129€7F4 = PM.ys Sequential Air Sampler<}
HZ2 FE(Pall Co., Zeflour™, 47 mm, 2.0 um, USA)S A}&3sle] 39 714,
24N 7 S92 & 82878 AFAsATh xR £48 A== v URG A
Cyclone (Model URG-2000-30EH, USA)¥} 3% Teflon filter pack (URG 1274,
47 mm, USA), HXE I E(Whatman PTFE, 47 mm, 2.0 ym)& A}&3F4 2013
W 59 20154 12¥€7hA4] 3Y =& 69 M4, 24412 S92 F 1807 E A A

st

2. PMyo, PMys AlE 4

2.1.1 Ion Chromatograph

Z7]e] o] A& DIONEXAFS] E & DX-500 Ion Chromatograph AM-8-3}
of A& o] u Fo] 4 oi= IonPac AG4A-SC/IonPac AS4A-SC &
gas AREselaL, AE7e A7IdERE AEVE AREsET E7E 2001 o]
Tl wAmA e Fa dol&(Na', NH, K', Mg”, Ca™)¥ el % #7114
AE(Cl, NOs, SOf, F, CH;SO;, HCOO, CH;COO)E<S MetrohmAl2
Modula Ion ChromatographE AM&3te] #A35FAth o] wf B8 AHL ol

£ EAo] Metrohm Metrosep Cation 1-2-63 Cation 2-150, Cation 4-150,



Cation 6-150 #+8 3 28] Sl % {74k E2Xo= Metrohm Metrosep
A-SUPP-49} A-SUPP-5, A-SUPP-16 #&#S AFE3tar, A

&= AHEVIE ARSEEe] R4 skl

A7 A=

fus

e
N
rr

2.1.2 UV-Visible Spectrophotometer
Z7le 84 dol AR T NH,/2 Jd%dH=H3 Jon Chromatograph™ <
Waste] PASAL, AEdAEWIN @A Amgele FIEE A9

KONTRONA}S] 2@l UVIKON 860 UV-Visible spectrophotometerS Al-&3}9)
=3

2.1.3 Inductively Coupled Plasma Optical Emission Spectrophotometer

Z71o YAAE(S, Al Fe, Ca, Na, K, Mg, S, Ti, Mn, Ba, Sr, Zn, V, Cr,
Pb, Cu, Ni, Co, Mo, Cd)> ICP-OES (Thermo Jarrell Ash, =2 IRIS-DUO)E
AREslo] A5kt olu] AFg ¥ ICP-OES+E  simultaneous mode 7}Hs &,
radial/axial plasma A8 & o], 40.68 MHz RF frequencyE ZALE & A==
Tl k. EeE 2009 ©o]$=+= Perkin ElmerAle] ICP-OES (Model
OPTIMA 7300DV, USA)E At&ste]l #Asklth ol ARgH ICP-OES+=
simultaneous mode, radial/axial plasma A¥3%, 400 MHz RF power,

Segmented-array CCD (Charged-Coupled device) Detector %2+ & o]t}

2.1.4 Inductively Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometer
A H = o] sk 942X E(Ti, Mn, Ba, Sr, Zn, V, Cr, Cu, Ni, Co, Mo, Cd
S)< 2009d F-5 ICP-MS (Perkin Elmer, Model Elan DRC-e, USA)E ® 3 A}

83921, 400 MHz RF poweret vl (Matrix) 7S HAs & & Q&
B

R

DRC (Dynamic Reaction Cell), =12 31 Quadrupole Mass Spectrometer 3

ol o},

2.1.5 Atomic Absorption Spectrophotometer

x7] vAEAS 84 ol AR IAFFERF=A(GBCAL model



Avanta- P)E& A}&3slo] 43993, atomizer= 10 cm®} 5 cm slot length<]
burner headE AF&3l$9 9™, Na, K, Ca, Mg & single hollow cathode lampZ
AR-&-3F STk

2.1.6 Microwave Digestion System
MR e Q9agre mANA ARE EAgod AHAA slolams

ol A= AT, 7] vlolamy &3 FA= vw CEMARS] ZE

o] 2AE &&FHe pHE pH meter (ORION, Model 720A, USA)<}t
Combination pH ross electrode (ORION, Model 8102BN, USA)¢} ATC probe
(ORION, Model 917005, USA)E A}-&3}o] =43t}

PMy, PMys AF2 HZE ZHE dHAZOHAA FFo] d w742 (72~96
ARE) AZ2A 5 AL Aeg ol&sto] AR AF A3 Fo FAAlE F4

sirh. e 3 MANA AFEEE ZAT 4GS F GO hro] whel R

il

S84 ol &R RS MRS pHE pH meterd ol § 3ol

_11}1

= sk At
pH meter:= 4.10% 6.97 &4%8 4 (OTIONA} low ionic strength buffer)S AR-&

stel BAslw, pH 24 Al ARgae eRE o 2507 HEg 2usy



A Aol 9859 ARIEE 24 A7bA AEG TS (petri Dish)oll 2]

3T PMy AlB2E EHE o%

o0&
off
=
gy
i
i

rpm)ste] §&3kth o] W &7]% NalgenAh9] 125 mL
HDPEY S A}&3tatt. &4 FA7|EE(Whatman, PVDF syringe filter,
o

o ol BAE AR AHEIHG

%ol Na', K', Mg®, Ca¥ AL 2001d7b4 4% 34 =8 (GBCAL, Model
T4 =74 MERCKAFS] 1000 ppm 3-8 <43}

ZTTE AFESY Na'™2 1.0, 3.0, 50, 7.0 pg/mL, K', Mg*, Ca® &< 1.0, 2.0,

>
<

Q

5

=1
il

T
lo
ot
M
4
ol
N
ui
=5

30, 40 yg/mL s=2 3A3 §HE o] &t FAsAnt o] uf AAFFE=
Aol #4212 Table 13 2tk EF NH, A& UV-Visible
Spectrophotometer (KONTRON, UVIKON 860, Switchland)E A}-&3}o] <l =5
=How BEXAEYGY. A28 5 mLol] phenol nitroprusside & 25 mlL,
sodium hypochloride €9 25 mLE 7}ste] A1 7] & 640 nm 3ol A &3

e 2ol AAEAsdr. BEPAIAES  AldichAte 14 EEA

2

(NH4):S045 Ab&ste] =A% 5895 AR&sto] AT 28/al Fol&
(CI, NO3, SOZ) A®S Ion Chromatography (Dionex, Model DX-500)<%}
IonPac AG4A-SC % IonPac AS4A-SC ®2]#& AL&3Fe] FAlo #4313t}
IC= % 1.0 mL/min, AlE57YF 25 pl, 225 mM NaHCO3/2.4 mM NaCO3
£2]9 ASRS suppressor®t 7| AE=E HE7]E o]gsle] AU AA

A 2 Al BE8 N2 AldrichAe] 1222 oFS AF8-31e] 1000 ppm X8

1M

2



ZA % olZ CI 1.0, 3.0, 50, 7.0 pg/mL, NOs 1.0, 2.0, 3.0, 40 pg/mL, SO
5.0, 10.0, 15.0, 20.0 pg/mL= 3|4 A}-&3}3] .

20019 ol Fe= EE T84 dold Fole AEE IC(Metrohm Modula
IC, 907 IC Pump/732 IC Detector -+ 818 IC Pump/819 IC Detector) = +43}
Atk %ol e(Na', NHy, K', Mg®, Ca’)e Metrohm Metrosep Cation 1-2-6
Y &S AFEEY] 1.0 mL/min 2%, 20 L Y459, 40 mM tartaric acid/1.0
mM pyridine-2,6-dicarboxylic acid &2]¢} 2oz A3 th. 3 Metrohm
Metrosep Cation C2-150 ¥2]#(1.0 mL/min <, 50~100 uL %3, 2.0~
40 mM HNO; €8] 9), Metrohm Metrosep C4-150 #2]3#(0.9~1.0 mL/min
% 95~50 pL FYHFY, 20~40 mM HNO; &g 9) Metrohm Metrosep

0 & #(0.9 mL/min %, 25 uL FY+9, 3.0~3.6 mM HNO3; &2 H)
of FElxEs Waste A&kt 42 AccustandardAF¢] 1000
ppm &4 01, 05, 1.0, 5.0 pg/mLe] == 3]st 244 5t3]

Lol &(Cl, NO3, SO&)& Metrohm Modula ICE AF&38te]  Metrohm
Metrosep A-SUPP-4 ##]3#(1.0 mL/min <, 20~100 pL Y4453, 1.8 mM
NaHCO3/1.7 mM Na,CO3 &2, 0.1~0.2% H,SO, suppressor &) Metrohm
Metrosep A-SUPP-5 £#]#(0.7 mL/min <, 20~100 pL Y459, 1.8 mM
NaHCOs/1.7 mM Na;CO; &2l E+= 1.0 mM NaHCO3/3.2 mM Na,CO; &2
o 02% H.SO, T 100~200 mM HySO, suppressor £4)3 Metrohm

=5
HN
b
ox
A

Metrosep A-SUPP-16 ##]#(0.8 mL/min %, 100 pL F¢¥3, 7.5 mM
Na,COs; &89, 200 mM H,SO, suppressor §4)S& AF&3te] +4319. 2+
A4S AldrichAF 13352 2(99.999% NaCl, 99.99% KNO3, 99.99% K,SO,)

1000 ppm ¥ =8NS A ¢ ol & 01, 05, 1.0, 5.0 yg/mL FE=2 3|43

M@ S0l &(F, CH:S0s) 2 f7]14HHCOO , CH,CO0 )L ICH 0% #4819
o %7](2008W@)% = DionexAte] E =1 DX-500S AFE3te] 7] 7](gradient)
gl or FAsglth IC #2412 IonPac AGI1 % IonPac AS11 ¥ #& AHE
ko] 25 ml/min 55, 25 pL 959, 0.25 mM NaOH$¢} 5.0 mM NaOH &2
ol ASRS Suppressor (SRS 100 mA), A7/ H X% #Z7](range = 1 pS) 1S

,11,



2 Syt 727)EE s A 587 025 mM NaOHS 25 mL/min F+52

= &YAA 4 AEeEs BA8ka, oo 4% &9t 5 mM NaOH= &ZA1A &

(Hofmann et al, 1997; Jaffrezo et al, 1998, %<7, 2010). E+H1A IS 7+
AR YEFE v A4S g9 3o 10, 50, 100, 200 pg/L #==2 34
g &Ae AF&ste] A skt

20119 o] Fell&= wF Fold #7714 EFE Metrohm IC% Metrohm
Metrosep A-SUPP-16 &2l #S Al83te] 58 v)8 2 (isocratic elution) F=71S
2 A #A4%AY. IC #42 0.8~1.5 mL/min %, 50~100 pL Y+,
0.75 mM NaOH/7.5 mM Na,CO; =+ 75 mM Na,CO3; €7 200 mM H,SO,

suppresor £ 55C E# & 2% 2oz FTAo 43T o] w TFHA

AL 7 AR HEFFS el =9l 10, 50, 100, 500 ng/L s== 34
& EEENS ALgte] zAAh

IC 71717 %34 (Instrumental Detection Limit, IDL):= T334 ZHAl o

A1E3 HAvE FFE9S 73 WbE BAM3 & EFEHAE el o] kel
NdE=SHA 54 Al 78 dHE 243 dolHeY xFHASE WHEAT(CV,
coefficient variation)& A4tste] SRISEA T ol 2 A AAks IC #49 7713 =

sHA 9} W5 A4 Table 29F 2t}

Table 1. Instrumental conditions for AAS analysis.

Species Na’ K' Mg?" Ca*
Fuel Gas C2H2/ Air CQHJ Air NQO/ C2H2 CQHM Air
Slot Length 10 cm 10 cm 5 cm 5 cm
Detection

589.0 nm 766.5 nm 4227 nm 585.2 nm
Wavelength

,12,



Table 2. Instrumental detection limit (IDL) and coefficient of variation (CV)

for IC analysis (n=7).

Species Na' NH,' K' Mg Ca* Cl

IDL (ug/L) 0.1~9.1 1.6~11.9 1.6~14.1 1.5~148 24~16.7 09~8.0
CV (%) 0.0;~3.1 0.03~6.1 0.1~54 0.1~44 0.0,~6.5 0.1~3.8
Species NOs SO/ F CHs;SO3  HCOO  CHsCOO

IDL (ug/L) 03~11.3  0.4~25.3 03~29 1.0~2.7 0.7~4.1 09~3.2

CV (%) 0.0,~3.2 0.05~7.2 09~25 11~1.7 04~3.0 0.6~1.8

2 BA ATRE 20066 o] HelE ‘US EPA Method 3051A° el wel &
sk A8 ol (HNOy/HCL = 1/3)3} vlo]azul B A o] L35l £&3540. 19
} 2006 o] %o = US EPA?C] ‘Compendium of methods for the determination
of inorganic compounds in ambient air (Method 10-3)" W o2 E3HAata} wnlo]
AZ3 FAFAE o] &ote] YAAHES &3 H(Mainey and William, 1999;
137, 2010). AHAE AEE HEZE(MPFA) L7 23 E34HG55%
HNO+/16.75% HCl) &< 10 mLE 7}gt & wlola=stE ZAH1000 W)3HS

o] W &= 153 B9 180T E F5A71aL, Y %A 1583 FAA12 &
MABl Wzhstdn mlolag2 9 s A &Hel 3% HNOy/8% HCl &34k 5
mLE Y1 FAF7]ZE (Whatman, PVDF syringe filter, 0.45 pm)® 284 4#+

g AR F 2258 gl §3Beaadd 25 mlst HES g4k,

2242 92T &

i

nfo]A =23 FaHoR AAYE A wAEAe] P& ES 2009 o] A
= ICP-OESH o w2 EAS s, 2009d o] FHE ICP-OES¢ ICP-MSE H
g ALg3te] 20 7FA] A ¥ (Al Fe, Ca, Na, K, Mg, S, Ti, Mn, Ba, Sr, Zn, V,

,13,
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Q
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1%
ofo

)= v E A(matrix) &3S H 4357 Yl A
A Ao A AFEg 3t 89(3% HNOy/8% HCD= AH83k3lth

ICP-MS 4 A #3434 AL #7892 Perkin ElmerAte] 10 p
g/mL Multi-Element Solution 3 (Ag, Al, As, Ba, Be, Bi, Ca, Cd, Co, Cr, Cs,
Cu, Fe, Ga, In, K, Li, Mg, Mn, Na, Ni, Pb, Rb, Se, Sr, T1, U, V, Zn)¥} &<
T 9] Multi-Element Solution 5 (B, Ge, Mo, Nb, P, Re, S, Si, Ta, Ti, W, Zr)
FHs FAHOR E3e F 05~500 pg/L HMHI=E 3| ste] AMEEFA Tt

olglg W oz 20 Fo 9AaAES ICP-OESS ICP-MS® 43 7171z
7} 71717 &A= Table 3~59F 2t}

Table 3. Instrumental conditions and detection limits (IDL) for ICP-OES
analysis (before 2009).

Instrument: Thermo Jarrel Ash, Model IRIS-DUO

RF power: 1150 W

RF Frequency: 40.68 MHz

Ar Flow: Carrier = 0.5 L/min, Auxiliary = 1.5 L/min, Coolant = 16.0 L/min
Pump Rate: 100 rpm

Operation Mode: Simultaneous or Sequential Mode

Nublizer: Ultrasonic Nublizer (CETAC Tech., U-5000AT)

Wavelength IDL Wavelength IDL
Element (nm) (/L) Element (nm) (ug/L)

Al 396.152 15 Fe 259.940 1.2
Ca 396.847 0.6 Na 588.995 1.2
K 766.490 3.3 Mg 279.553 0.6
Ti 334.941 0.6 Mn 257.610 09
Ba 455.403 0.6 Sr 346.446 0.6
Zn 202.548 1.8 \Y 309.311 09
Cr 267.716 0.3 Pb 220.353 09
Cu 324.754 0.9 Ni 231.604 09
Co 237.862 0.6 Mo 202.030 0.6
Cd 226.502 0.3 S 180.731 4.2

,14,



Table 4. Instrumental conditions and detection limits (IDL) for ICP-OES
analysis (after 2009).

Instrument: Perkin Elmer, Model OPTIMA 7300DV

Plasma conditions: RF Frequency = 40 MHz,
RF power = 1.40 kW

Gas Flow rate: Carrier gas = Ar 0.65 L/min,

Auxiliary gas = 0.2 L/min,

Coolant gas = 15.0 L/min
Sampling conditions: Pump rate = 1.5 mL/min
Nebulizer: Ultrasonic (CETAC Tech., U-5000AT)
Detector: Segmented-array Charge—-Coupled device Detector

Element Wax(felength IDL Element Wavelength IDL
nm) (ng/L) (nm) (ug/L)
Al 396.153 03~1.2 Fe 259.939 0.6~3.9
Ca 396.847 03~2.2 Na 589.592 09~3.0
K 766.490 1.8~39 Mg 285.213 0.3~15
S 181.972 24~178

,15,



Table 5. Instrumental conditions and detection limits (IDL) for ICP-MS

analysis.

Instrument: Perkin Elmer, Model ELAN DRC-e

Plasma conditions: RF Frequency = 40 MHz,
RF power = 1.50 kW
Gas Flow rate: Carrier gas = 0.9~1.05 L/min,
Auxiliary gas = Ar 1.2 L/min,
Coolant gas = 15.0 L/min
DRC parameters: NHs reaction gas flow = 0.1~0.6 L/min
Sampling conditions: Sampling depth = 7 mm from work coil,
Sampling cone = Nickel, 1.1 mm orfice diameter,
Skimmer cone = Nickel, 0.9 mm orfice diameter,
Nebulizer = cross—flow type,
Sampling uptake rate = 0.4 mL/min
Detector: Photomultiplier tube (PMT)

Element Mass DL Element Mass IDL

(amu) (ug/L) (amu) (ug/L)
Ti 48 0.09~0.6 Mn 55 0.03~0.6
Ba 138 0.09~0.6 Sr 38 0.09~0.9
Zn 64 0.2~1.8 \Y 51 0.09~2.3
Cr 52 0.0s~0.6 Pb 208 0.0s~1.2
Cu 63 0.06~0.9 Ni 58 0.09~1.6
Co 59 0.06~0.7 Mo 98 0.03~0.6
Cd 111 0.09~0.3

,16,



PMoZt PMoss Z& 24 B<tel dAlet dat 59 28 X7A T8k AA
of otdee WA AAAA LA g8 PMyel vl
e vk 53] 20139 A AR A7 AFeE Ak A T ATARC) 7 Rl A A
s 1w 2dEdE AP oen = §4 & AAFdA= dr$E T+
AR FEO0E PMyss AAste] #Estar Aot gyl A= PMass A4 st
gatA] kot 20159 FH = PMosE 7184 7ol E3sEalaL, 244
b B3It 50 pg/m’, AHIt 25 ng/m’e vlEo R AT 5, 2015).
et PMys ZPAIHA] O] digk 87 7ol AAIRZ]IFH(WHO) 7IFolv v
=, dEH ZFE Aol vl A8 $3tE FEolgka A A EHWA 20184 3
27D 5-H 24417 Hat 35 pg/m®, AF 1 15 ng/m’e] 7|Fo 2 7}atEo] Al
Ha oh(EHE - 2018).
B oAl PMy¥ PMys AFEmiE 20009 1953E 20159 1297b4 A F

AR Gel A AHE HARE o] &ste] AdFEEs SAS A

PM,s7F & Ao=2

H

AA A7 T G4, A5, A, A @ mm old)S AYE Hd
Aante] A#wEEiE PM 305+14.1 pg/m® (n=709), PM,; 16.8+8.8 ug/m’
(n=902)°1%1 3L, PMys9l Z#EFr®i PMpe oF 55.1%% 2+#8ttH(Table 6,
Figure 1). o] 4% XA PM VAHA 7159 98 100 pg/m’eh AR+
50 pg/m*=k 2011l A3 PMos ZuAIHA 715 AFt 50 pg/m’, AF 3t
25 ng/mE ok wre FFEoltk ey 20189 39 279 RE WL Z3E PMs 7

Fol U4y 35 pg/m’, AH T 15 pg/m’ETE thh o FFolrh

,17,



Table 6. PM;o and PM,5 mass concentrations at Gosan site during non-event days.

Particulate Concentration (ng/m®)
Matter Mean S.D. Median Max Min
PMio
30.5 14.1 27.6 94.1 1.7
(n=709)
PM;5
16.8 8.8 15.1 60.4 0.8
(n=902)
700
—— PMyp
600
% 500
£
%
S
T
s

—== PMzs

B0

Mass Concenfration (pg/m?)

30

& 9\9
&

>

Figure 1. Variations of PM;y and PMss mass concentrations at Gosan site

during the study.
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Figure 2. Correlations between the sums of cationic (=[Cationl.,) and

anionic (XZ[Anionle,) equivalent concentrations for the ion-

analysis data of PM;j, aerosols.
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analysis data of PMs5 aerosols.
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3. PMyy, PMys 3}38F =4

3.1 PMy, s}3t x4

311 PMy o= & % 2 =4

AT AA G4 20000d 1€ 39H-E 20159 12¢¥€ 314744 AH S

o

126070 2] PMyy A=<t & 1723709 PMos Al&ol tis] 84 o|2Ad8S &4
stk TEln B4, A%, 9 296 mm o DAL AG ARERE A

sto] PMyy (Dp < 10 um)9] ol=4d# &% i, 71 A3E Table 79l
et it Table 7914 nss-SO. ¢ nss—-Ca*' &= H 8] 9 (non-sea salt) &%=,
2 (3), (Dol 93] AASFATHHo et al., 2003; Savoie et al., 1987).

Ll

A8

%2

[HSS*SO427] _ [5042*] _ [Na+] X ().25] ceeeeeeennnnnnneeeieiinn. (3)
[nss—Ca2+] - [Ca%] — [NA']T X Q.04 -eeereereereesemseseeseninnnenes (4)

PM;p9] ©] &4 #& nss-SO,4 > NO; > CI > NHy > Na' > HCOs
> nss-Ca®" > CH;COO™ > Mg* > HCOO > CH3SO; > F > H™ o]t}
o] % nss-SO7 AELS 529 pg/m’E 7Hg =S FEE e, A4 SO
o] 921%% AAGAT. o)A A sietrtel X sk 21 Fo] SO o Wi A

dEe 7Tt v AL o= o] WiEE Aol F2 ojFolM #

1
o,
=
=1
oty
>~I
I\
-
—_
(=
=
N
e
o[n
O
S
@

Aot HAY Eell SsfEo A E 7
ol# g HAANA o] #

T2 4 de2 A =W, W] T dERYolet whE-sto]l YAE A

&A@ E A2 Ao s mAA el EAste] A ew sle 4t

@ EEAYE, Ao RE 15 SANOR Agetus TR ]
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< WA A " (Koch, 2001).

nss-SO,° & = & 23
ng/m*e] FEE HATH o5 F NO; v HAARAstEo] Q&7 ooz F A9
ATEdo] ¥ 78 grledsEd =z Yy 4 (biomass burning) 5ol <3|
AdA oz A mAEA e FUHV|E AN FE AR ArHA
o A Ay,

200691 o] 2 Fwg X FolAlotoll Al AA| wHo] FAEA o] Fo] K
el AaskstE o] wjEse] A FUhstar e FAld T]Qlske Alow dd
Aok E, 2017, Van derA et al, 2008). 7] & NO; AES F2 HNO3¥
NH;¢] ®b&ell os BA ¥ NHINO; dHl = EAsts Aew deA o, o
27 2 2P A A= HNO3# sid 4 A1 NaCle] whg-o 2]3] NaNOs;
P2 =437 doh(ard A, 2010; A3 5, 2008; A4 5, 1994).

P>
™

Yokel oF 90% ol ¢ #At, Ak, A4t S whEste] YEE(NHy) FH =
gEH, oF 10%+= OH @t Z= d3td k(o] A&, 2017). ti7] ol EAet= &
Ry $atole, Aol T3 AjE (NH9.SO, NHHSOs, NHNO; 59 2
2 S AEZA e A E, 2017, Adams et al, 2001). L £]o %= H]
R uE el wel dEEe TR WsF UEeu, 255

2 Hauxa Joi(Masiol et al, 2012; ©]3HAd

M

l>

s, 1999).
S, Na'# Cl'o] H¢ s&=% 217F 179, 2.04 ng/m’9] g depUIdrt. ol &

= 2447t et 2 QoA N9 A3

Bu¥E JQu(dsdE, 2014, McMurry et al, 2004).
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T3 PMpel 2AS &3 A, 994 71 AR nss-SO4, NOs, NH,
o] Hl&o] 648%= 7MY =& 2AS YERAT. 1 e RE 9 719 A
£9l Na', ClI, Mg®' ¢ Hl&o] 263%, E% 719 A2 nss-Ca”'& 1.7%, vIA
oto g AR AR 71 AES HCOO ¢ CH;COO & 22%9] Hl &S 244385
thoolE g AR Hol A PMe A2 A4 7Ide dFs M B
W o dd VY, AEAY EY VY ¢os 9dFgs Wi o=

9 o} (Figure 4).

Table 7. Concentrations of ionic species in PM;y aerosols.

Concentration (ug/m?®)

Species

Mean S.D. Median Max Min
H' 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.12 0.0005
Na“ 1.79 1.65 1.27 9.04 0.01
NH, 1.98 1.38 1.63 10.51 0.02
K’ 0.28 0.22 0.23 1.78 BDL
Mg*' 0.24 0.19 0.19 1.33 BDL
nss-Ca*' 0.26 0.30 0.18 2.37 BDL
Cl 2.04 2.55 1.06 19.66 BDL
NO3 2.73 2.45 2.05 16.31 0.02
nss-SO4* 5.29 3.53 4.50 24.99 BDL
HCOs 0.43 0.60 0.23 4.03 0.00
F 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.08 BDL
HCOO 0.07 0.06 0.06 0.50 BDL
CH3COO 0.26 0.33 0.15 3.24 BDL
CH3503 0.03 0.05 0.02 0.49 BDL

BDL: Below Detection Limit
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Others
5.3%

Others : H' (0.1%), HCOs; (2.8%), F~ (0.1%), HCOO™ (0.5%),
CH;COO™ (1.7%), CH3S03 (0.2%)

Figure 4. Composition ratio of ionic species in PMjy aerosols.
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Cu > Sr > Ba > Co> Mo > Cd £ 2 =4 ZAH A}

o] F <99A 7Y AR S FE7F 13835 ng/m’ZE 7Y E=A JEba,
gSoz= dd 7199 Na #%7F 13180 ng/m’Z =2 &5 HAY E3 &
4 71 AEQA AL Fe, Ca %% 7H7) 471.8, 3409, 3165 ng/m*Z FAFE AT},
By kel FA 7198 YERE Mge 23001 ng/m’e FEZE UERHATH
Azt o= Qi FHeE Aew gzl K 2241 ng/m’d
TEE BATh ZnE 402 ng/m’e sEE YEHA, TR A5 Eolof mir
s AsAtel o3k eddow dulA Ark Tie 171 ng/m’d FEE EAUS
ko] XY sz dEA gtk ® Cr, V, Ni2 27 126, 55, 10.7 ng/m’ o2

ZARYoH, o5e FE od i W FHe FA vime] od wWEH:
=

H
frt
o
o)
o

Bausa luk(el A&, 2017; #2715 5, 2014). Pb< 161 ng/m’® AR

Az, AA Aol A FAAANN B S8 A An Ak HAAA B

g Hole A= Jv(AEd, 2017 sl 5, 2012). o] el vF TE55 4
2l Mn, Ba, Cu, Sr, Mo, Co, Cd & Zt7t 101, 3.6, 4.9, 36, 1.9, 22, 06

PM;9] daAE A4S Figure 59 =AY 283 2ol a9 714
ez d#zl Na, Mgel 351%, 1914 719 (S, Zn, Pb, Ni)o] 32.9%,
EFEE(AL Fe, Ca)ol 256%° =AS e, o5 ARES AA 5
93.6% % hF-iS 2Asa d= Aoz FlH A
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Table 8. Concentrations of elemental species in PM;y aerosols.

Concentration (ng/m?*)

Species

Mean S.D. Median Max Min
S 13835 1256.6 1027.1 12905.4 5.8
Al 471.8 1497.7 252.3 31308.9 3.1
Fe 340.9 353.3 2215 3350.9 8.8
Ca 316.5 457.3 192.9 6953.4 15
Na 1318.0 1298.1 968.0 10011.7 174
K 224.1 282.8 154.4 2902.7 4.2
Mg 230.1 190.7 180.0 1849.5 6.8
Ti 17.1 194 12.4 2315 0.1
Mn 10.1 11.1 6.8 1164 0.0z
Ba 3.6 3.6 2.6 38.3 0.0,
Sr 3.6 4.1 2.7 52.1 0.0
Zn 40.2 61.7 22.0 613.8 BDL
\% 9.5 14.3 3.3 225.5 0.05
Cr 12.6 24.8 4.2 273.0 0.002
Pb 16.1 185 11.1 146.5 0.04
Cu 4.9 6.9 2.8 98.5 0.1
Ni 10.7 22.7 54 293.4 BDL
Co 2.2 49 0.3 55.3 0.001
Mo 1.9 6.4 0.4 104.4 BDL
Cd 0.6 0.6 0.4 4.4 0.001

BDL: Below Detection Limit

,27,



Others
o
Mg 2.9.&5_\:

\\\\\\\\\

.....

Others : Ti (0.4%), Mn (0.2%), Ba (0.1%), Sr (0.1%), Zn (0.9%),
V (0.1%), Cr (0.3%), Pb (0.4%), Cu (0.1%5), Ni (0.2%),
Co (0.1%), Mo (0.0,%), Cd (0.0,%)

Figure 5. Composition ratio of elemental species in PM;y aerosols.
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Table 9. Annual mean concentrations of ionic species in PMjy aerosols

during 2000-2015.

Concentration (ug/m®)

Year
Na’ NH," K" Mg?  nss-Ca®" CI NO;  nss-SO,%

2000 0.35 2.20 0.46 0.07 0.13 0.22 1.88 6.11
2001 0.26 1.24 0.13 0.07 0.10 0.20 0.64 3.49
2002 0.50 1.00 0.16 0.07 0.16 0.51 1.30 2.59
2003 0.32 1.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.27 1.12 2.18
2004 0.58 1.89 0.22 0.07 0.16 0.35 4.04 3.76
2005 0.32 1.60 0.19 0.21 0.33 0.29 1.04 4.60
2006 0.43 2.67 0.25 0.06 0.20 0.28 1.55 5.38
2007 0.34 1.44 0.21 0.08 0.24 0.27 1.26 3.95
2008 2.84 2.72 0.33 0.36 0.55 3.98 3.81 8.31
2009 2.10 1.82 0.30 0.28 0.24 2.11 2.56 6.04
2010 247 1.70 0.32 0.31 0.35 2.71 3.46 5.42
2011 1.77 2.51 0.35 0.28 0.40 1.95 4.69 6.67
2012 2.27 2.62 0.25 0.26 0.20 2.66 3.86 5.75
2013 2.18 2.01 0.35 0.31 0.25 3.29 2.53 494
2014 243 2.27 0.33 0.33 0.34 3.36 2.64 0.28
2015 2.10 2.08 0.28 0.31 0.30 2.60 3.12 5.09
Mean 1.79 1.98 0.28 0.24 0.26 2.04 2.713 5.29
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Figure 6. Long —term variations of nss—-SO.>, NO;, and NH,
in PM;jy aerosols between 2000 and 2015.
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Table 10. Annual mean concentrations of elemental species in PM;jy aerosols during 2008-2015.

Concentration (ng/m?®)

e S Al Fe Ca Na K Mg Ti Mn Ba Sr /n \% Cr Pb Cu Ni Co Mo Cd
2008 23845 846.8 4553 816.1 17487 37677 3469 175 154 49 b 831 6.1 261 214 58 269 2.0 1.9 14
2009 21135 4262 4525 3774 15224 3198 2563 201 11.2 51 6.2 555 40 190 232 38 11.8 49 3.2 0.7
2010 1001.3 486.0 42377 2632 11066 2324 2029 159 174 3.7 3.1 438 30 116 344 74 208 6.4 6.8 05
2011 803.0 251.7 4544 2722 9116 2179 1829 132 14.1 3.0 20 522 24 158 151 4.8 79 0.5 0.5 0.2
2012 111377 2423 219.8 301.6 11545 140.8 2055 20.9 6.8 3.1 1.9 476 156 16.2 94 3.3 8.8 0.2 0.3 0.1
2013 7525 299.6 1869 181.3 1290.2 102.1 200.6 17.0 46 2.2 1.8 141 3.8 4.3 5.7 2.0 4.7 0.2 0.3 0.1
2014 14184 1189.6 3245 260.5 14634 210.0 269.0 23.6 38 2.7 2.6 18.3 6.2 5.1 8.4 2.1 74 0.3 04 0.9
2015 11751 2385 171.8 206.3 12546 1849 1942 3.1 40 2.7 3.8 101 3.6 1.7 6.1 14 2.1 0.1 0.3 0.8
Mean 13835 471.8 3409 3165 13180 224.1 2301 17.1 10.1 3.6 3.6 40.2 55 126 161 49 107 2.2 1.9 0.6
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3 SO0 AgolE o 3~10% BE7F sk =82Sl (biogenic) 7] o]
B Baurh JrHREFEQ, 2013; Arimoto et al, 1996). 5 FolE DMS
(Dimethyl Sulfide)7} 3% =0l lojA 24 wAdeA] wlEs= A
& % °F 95%7F DMSel| fralevtal &eA 9, visd DMSt= 7] 5 33
s AAA A (H71E T, 1997).

ol gk AFSIRFE-& Ao SFo] W2 Al7]o] et A o] FoAH, A7}
AANE 3AE A E i S gellA] o5 F3e ukeS B3] DMSO 4bs)
Hkg-o] doju S04 9 FEol GFS I FAog AdHE oo o FHo
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Table 11. Seasonal comparison of mean concentrations of ionic species in

PM;o aerosols.

Concentration (pg/m®)

Species
Spring Summer Fall Winter

H' 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
Na” 1.52 1.84 1.67 2.17
NH4 2.38 1.69 1.78 2.16
K’ 0.30 0.19 0.27 0.34
Mg** 0.21 0.26 0.23 0.26
nss-Ca”' 0.36 0.12 0.26 0.28
Cl 1.65 1.95 1.80 2.81
NO3 3.32 1.57 2.73 3.02
nss-S0O4* 5.87 454 5.12 5.08
HCOs 0.46 0.41 0.42 0.43
F 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.02
HCOO 0.07 0.06 0.08 0.07
CH;COO 0.22 0.21 0.32 0.24
CHsSOs 0.05 0.03 0.02 0.02
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Figure 8. Seasonal comparison of mean concentrations of

major ionic species in PMjy aerosols.
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Figure 9. Composition ratios of ionic species in PM;y aerosols during

spring, summer, fall and winter seasons.

,40,



A HEE

¥
R

Table 129} Figure 10 <=
46.8 ng/m’=

o] AdH =4S Figure 11 YERATH

1

7_]

o 7}

&l

ol 7t7} 15185, 14831, 1439.3, 1149.6 ng/m’%,

=)

3 AL A H

A

A=

o Znv B9 AL

X
=1

[e]
=,

1)

A
=z
3

of 21.7 ng/m’® =A YEtEth olA g A9H 7]

Al A ez ARAE

o 7F¢ =7 yE

&l

X
=

o
T

S T (e S Jo ) = G
O T W & n
o) ° TR = N o) p W7® £ " m_u o
(= - ) < 1 Wc E o iL

N KON El iy Z, X
TEREY 2,372 4=l
A oo . Q n,b ﬂw W% 6N ﬁlu X0 %Tﬂ =~
) T o, B R o S g O
L B I = G R i b = O " o
0o © k) .6L ‘Aluﬂ N R L
Y M o B om w ER < r T ®
wy%m,@_% T 2 o T of o °
J - "N i s X op
o 2 or o W oom o 5o
- o I m R g XK
T T g 5 T W
T oAy o X i = )
X 2 o T = W E AL BE ol
T O R
mﬁ 53 W T o A h W@ © H T
R B e O B
TR L ® X N RAR my
ﬂ_rﬂ N = I (@) ‘Iﬂ Ot )
7 - T X o ° M o | Ho =
B L e g @ b Mo o
e R I M
R N . .
= o i = . B X gl X o
~ B xoF ° m_% S ¥z T
TR g N P I S
oo Mo 2w T RE T o E
oy e 8w o w ® 29 M
o X ol : N e S
PrluduE g2 e o g
Tehx ogw 82 Sk g g S
.= O _ —
2igf:t.nZiitzsiz
(@) ylo > o ol B I m iﬁ H X I —_
ﬂﬂw@.mﬂ@_,ﬂo%yﬂiﬂ%%7
il - W m S 50
%mﬁwﬂ“mui%7ommoﬁ§?
N T e R -
o 2 B S M M L ST By Sy

_‘l

3

=
FEE UEeS

o

Aad ol 39.3%9]

[e)

T

P7EA 2 5 A

Qs

=
14 &

l
(0.7 ng/m®)°l =

J

=

<
a7

X

=

o

2+ =
gk Ay}, el
J(332%)°l =2 2SS UER AT
%
_ 41 _

|

o

3}
s}

&2 (17.0 ng/m’)°l
LEbR AT Cd

KeN
=

3

A
[e)

T

9 z

=

2 Helt}k Na', Cl, nss—Ca

, 2005). ©]
o iAo R Cr

=
o



(#dA4, 2003; Jone et al, 1999). ol &
Setdars w557 ditol Ho A& Aol fXE Azt A wig- 3l skt
(g, 2003).

({a
S
i
flo
o
Rul
X
o,

)
&

10
R=)
)
do
fu

Crol #92 9998 AZAA, 7% 2 Solrl, o] = 454 neola
golut Mgk AR AL, £

7} S7vskAl "tk (Hopke, 1985). 184
E Egot BAe FAHE S A4dd

09 A GERlEE, e g FHe] Aasel, 2454 A7 B

,42,



Table 12. Seasonal comparison of mean concentrations of elemental species in

PM;o aerosols.

Concentration (pg/m®)

Species

Spring Summer Fall Winter
S 1518.5 1483.1 1439.3 1149.6
Al 632.2 261.8 338.6 679.8
Fe 483.1 311.8 289.9 333.2
Ca 517.6 219.9 273.0 299.1
Na 1098.1 1230.9 1257.2 1609.8
K 251.0 143.5 200.5 288.2
Mg 261.0 190.7 2156 253.7
Ti 23.4 15.0 15.0 17.3
Mn 14.8 6.8 9.6 9.6
Ba 4.9 2.9 3.2 3.6
Sr 4.3 3.3 3.5 3.4
Zn 46.8 41.8 31.7 46.8
\% 5.1 79 44 5.7
Cr 10.7 17.0 11.0 13.5
Pb 21.7 124 159 14.8
Cu 7.3 4.8 4.0 4.7
Ni 13.0 155 8.7 9.0
Co 3.3 3.7 1.7 1.3
Mo 2.9 4.3 1.1 1.0
Cd 0.7 0.5 0.6 0.4

,43,



I Spring N Spring
_ [ Summer 3 Summer
. Fall . Fall
3000 4 1 Winter _ [ Winter
- &
‘”E T _g 100
2 =S
c =
=] =]
5 2000 =
15 £
8 3
& 5 50
o (e}
1000 o
0 0 1
8 Al Fe Ca Na K Mg Ti Mn Ba St Zn V Cr Pb Cu Ni GCo Mo Cd

Figure 10. Seasonal comparison of mean concentrations of elemental

species in PMjq aerosols.
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Table 13. Monthly

between

mean concentrations of ionic species in PMiy aerosols

2000 and 2015.

Concentration (ug/m®)

Species

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
H' 0.01 0.01 0.01 001 0.01 0.01 0.01 001 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01
Na” 179 223 220 127 125 142 262 163 1.79 163 1.62 241
NH," 244 231 223 233 265 256 140 137 180 181 1.74 1.90
K’ 0.36 0.36 0.36 032 0.21 0.26 0.17 015 0.22 0.27 0.30 0.32
Mg?* 0.22 0.23 028 020 0.16 0.16 0.39 024 0.24 0.24 0.21 0.30
nss-Ca”' 0.28 0.24 041 035 032 0.15 0.11 010 0.23 0.32 0.21 0.30
Cr 215 254 283 122 112 1.06 310 1.80 156 1.79 197 3.38
NOs 3.06 351 352 354 270 191 163 1.34 287 2.89 241 2.78
nss-S0O4* 519 492 520 564 7.00 739 473 443 518 512 5.09 5.07
HCOs 0.38 0.75 0.38 049 053 064 031 0.35 036 050 0.37 0.27
F 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01 0.03 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02
HCOO 0.06 0.06 0.06 0.09 0.06 0.05 0.04 0.08 0.07 0.08 0.09 0.09
CH;COO" 0.14 021 0.16 022 030 0.21 0.18 023 0.29 031 0.37 0.32
CHsSOs 0.02 0.03 0.01 0.04 0.09 0.06 0.0Z2 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.01
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Table 14. Monthly mean concentrations of elemental species in PMjy aerosols.

Concentration (ng/m®)

Spe-

cies Jan TFeb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
S 1056.1 1110.3 1302.7 1919.2 1376.9 1949.5 1460.7 1212.2 1418.2 1325.1 1592.8 1230.3
Al 3919 3576 5231 7259 6561 509.6 1852 167.3 249.0 331.6 439.5 1045.4
Fe 2919 2877 4230 5965 442.1 4725 2645 2487 2659 331.9 266.2 385.2
Ca 282.8 3038 3686 770.8 4403 2973 224.8 1684 239.8 2785 300.8 306.4
Na 1437.7 1195.8 1365.6 1365.0 605.6 841.7 1836.1 1008.6 1146.5 1248.4 1381.7 1957.4
K 2719 2195 2288 360.6 1766 191.3 144.0 1149 158.8 2109 231.6 338.3
Mg 253.8 2108 2849 3382 1703 173.2 252.3 154.3 1829 2257 2379 278.6
Ti 169 184 239 254 212 225 136 113 133 167 147 168
Mn 83 100 134 202 115 104 49 60 77 105 103 101
Ba 40 42 40 64 44 32 24 32 31 34 29 29
Sr 32 29 35 52 44 34 40 26 35 34 36 38
Zn 46.1 705 441 697 294 388 6381 235 302 288 364 333
A% 36 31 38 55 61 134 87 40 41 55 35 84
Cr 88 101 92 109 119 196 228 11.1 139 111 80 183
Pb 150 187 159 252 243 127 121 125 141 168 166 123
Cu 70 38 79 75 64 65 47 39 39 44 35 38
Ni 55 80 58 126 203 377 90 69 106 78 77 117
Co 08 25 18 28 53 69 27 25 19 18 15 10
Mo 08 11 13 19 53 95 21 28 13 11 08 11
Cd 05 04 05 08 07 07 05 04 06 07 05 04
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Table 15. Concentrations of ionic species in PMs5 aerosol.

Concentration (pg/m®)

Species

Mean S.D. Median Max Min
H' 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.11 0.0001
Na® 0.37 0.35 0.28 3.71 BDL
NH, 1.69 1.32 1.39 9.68 BDL
K’ 0.17 0.17 0.12 1.25 BDL
Mg* 0.06 0.06 0.04 0.59 BDL
nss-Ca”' 0.10 0.14 0.06 1.38 BDL
Clr 0.26 0.35 0.15 4.52 BDL
NOs 1.26 1.57 0.66 11.80 BDL
nss-SOs* 4.38 3.39 3.64 25.79 BDL
HCOs 0.25 0.45 0.10 3.93 0.004
F 0.01 0.02 0.005 0.12 BDL
HCOO 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.31 BDL
CH3COO 0.22 0.33 0.06 2.37 BDL
CH3503 0.03 0.04 0.02 0.52 BDL

BDL: Below Detection Limit
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Figure 12. Composition ratio of ionic species in PMss aerosols.
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Table 16. Concentrations of elemental species in PMs5 aerosol.

Concentration (ng/m?*)

Species

Mean S.D. Median Max Min
S 561.8 477.4 486.8 3172.9 6.7
Al 67.5 156.0 24.7 1165.1 0.05
Fe 65.3 133.0 30.4 875.2 4.1
Ca 33.4 29.7 23.8 163.9 1.2
Na 165.4 169.7 101.1 746.9 7.8
K 53.2 48.2 35.5 188.2 0.2
Mg 27.0 33.8 15.7 190.1 0.1
Ti 1.9 2.2 1.2 10.8 0.04
Mn 2.6 3.5 14 19.3 0.0
Ba 0.6 0.7 0.3 3.6 0.1
Sr 0.4 0.4 0.3 2.0 0.0
Zn 5.5 8.2 1.9 43.4 BDL
\4 2.5 1.5 2.2 9.5 0.1
Cr 3.4 18.7 0.8 162.9 0.002
Pb 3.5 3.8 19 18.0 0.1
Cu 0.7 0.7 0.5 3.4 0.03
Ni 2.0 7.3 0.8 63.7 0.0z
Co 0.1 0.2 0.0, 15 BDL
Mo 0.2 0.2 0.1 15 0.001
Cd 0.4 0.6 0.2 4.2 0.001

BDL: Below Detection Limit
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Table 17. Annual mean concentrations of ionic species in PMss aerosols

during 2000-2015.

Concentration (ug/m®)

Year
Na’ NH," K" Mg?  nss-Ca®" CI NO;  nss-SO,%

2000 0.36 1.50 0.27 0.05 0.07 0.23 1.42 4.27
2001 0.28 1.19 0.13 0.05 0.07 0.18 0.55 2.96
2002 0.42 0.77 0.13 0.05 0.10 0.33 0.73 2.45
2003 0.24 0.82 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.22 0.69 1.67
2004 0.49 1.35 0.17 0.06 0.08 0.28 1.87 3.40
2005 0.52 1.56 0.14 0.08 0.13 0.25 1.51 3.17
2006 0.40 1.95 0.15 0.08 0.22 0.26 1.28 4.17
2007 0.38 1.05 0.12 0.07 0.16 0.39 0.81 3.08
2008 0.52 2.39 0.35 0.14 0.36 0.32 2.07 7.03
2009 0.32 1.98 0.19 0.05 0.05 0.38 1.31 5.45
2010 0.46 1.66 0.17 0.07 0.07 0.26 1.29 4.79
2011 0.30 2.20 0.23 0.07 0.10 0.24 2.32 5.70
2012 0.52 2.59 0.19 0.06 0.05 0.23 1.68 6.31
2013 0.24 1.87 0.15 0.03 0.05 0.19 0.77 4.46
2014 0.33 1.78 0.16 0.05 0.06 0.15 0.84 4.52
2015 0.23 1.96 0.17 0.05 0.08 0.12 1.11 5.17
Mean  0.37 1.69 0.17 0.06 0.10 0.26 1.26 4.38
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Table 18. Annual mean concentrations of elemental species in PMs5 aerosols

during 2013-2015.

Concentration (ng/m?)

Species

2013 2014 2015 Mean
S 619.0 556.9 525.9 561.8
Al 95.7 89.9 24.9 67.5
Fe 87.7 92.3 22.4 65.3
Ca 34.8 31.8 34.0 334
Na 1859 199.2 116.9 165.4
K 20.9 68.8 61.8 53.2
Mg 374 38.2 8.3 27.0
Ti 2.6 2.6 0.4 19
Mn 2.5 3.9 0.8 2.6
Ba 1.1 0.6 0.3 0.6
Sr 0.3 0.4 0.4 0.4
Zn 3.7 12.1 0.2 5.5
\4 2.7 3.0 2.0 2.5
Cr 2.2 1.6 6.2 3.4
Pb 2.5 5.6 2.1 3.5
Cu 0.7 0.9 0.5 0.7
Ni 16 16 2.8 2.0
Co 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Mo 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Cd 0.05 0.5 0.5 04
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Table 19. Seasonal comparison of mean concentrations of ionic species in

PM,5 aerosols.

Concentration (pg/m®)

Species
Spring Summer Fall Winter

H' 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
Na” 0.37 0.35 0.32 0.44
NH4 2.05 1.55 1.56 1.68
K’ 0.20 0.11 0.16 0.20
Mg*' 0.07 0.05 0.05 0.07
nss-Ca”' 0.14 0.07 0.09 0.12
Cl 0.26 0.23 0.25 0.31
NOs 1.75 0.74 1.07 1.48
nss-S0O4* 5.08 3.57 4.19 4.18
HCOs 0.24 0.25 0.22 0.31
F 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01
HCOO 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.05
CH3COO 0.15 0.35 0.27 0.14
CHsSOs 0.04 0.03 0.03 0.01
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Table 20. Seasonal comparison of mean concentrations of elemental species in

PM,5 aerosols.

Concentration (pg/m®)

Species

Spring Summer Fall Winter
S 499.9 o17.8 615.5 508.7
Al 65.8 774 53.4 92.4
Fe 51.3 214 62.8 97.0
Ca 374 24.6 34.6 32.3
Na 122.3 193.1 146.3 216.9
K 46.8 25.1 56.8 62.6
Mg 22.9 29.7 25.2 31.7
Ti 4.1 1.0 2.0 1.8
Mn 3.6 0.5 2.7 2.5
Ba 0.7 0.4 0.6 0.7
Sr 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.5
Zn 6.9 2.0 4.8 75
\% 3.1 2.1 2.8 1.8
Cr 0.8 0.6 6.1 0.8
Pb 45 1.2 3.0 5.0
Cu 0.8 0.3 0.8 0.5
Ni 0.8 0.9 3.0 1.1
Co 0.1 0.0, 0.1 0.1
Mo 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.1
Cd 0.4 0.2 0.5 0.2
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Table 21. Monthly mean concentrations of ionic species in PMss aerosols
between 2000 and 2015.
Concentration (ng/m?)

Species

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
H' 0.01 001 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
Na” 0.42 047 047 035 0.28 027 041 0.35 030 0.35 0.30 0.44
NH4 1.89 161 195 197 231 246 128 125 147 157 164 1.56
K’ 0.21 021 0.20 0.22 0.18 021 0.07 0.08 0.11 0.17 0.20 0.19
Mg?* 0.07 0.08 0.07 0.07 0.05 0.04 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.06 0.05 0.07
nss-Ca”' 013 012 0.14 0.14 0.13 0.09 0.05 0.06 0.09 0.09 0.09 0.12
Cl 029 030 035 024 016 011 034 022 023 0.27 026 0.32
NOs 156 1.72 209 1.71 1.29 126 0.78 047 1.09 092 122 1.28
nss-S0O4* 430 382 465 475 628 656 3.64 353 3.77 431 440 4.29
HCOs 0.39 038 0.14 038 0.22 018 0.26 0.27 0.27 026 0.12 0.22
F 0.02 002 0.03 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01
HCOO 0.07 0.05 0.07 0.04 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.04 0.04 0.04
CH3COO 0.08 0.10 0.22 0.13 0.05 024 034 042 036 024 0.17 0.20
CHsSOs 0.01 0.01 0.02 0.05 0.05 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.05 0.02 0.02 0.02
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Table 22 Monthly mean concentrations of elemental species in PMs5 aerosols.

Spe- Concentration (ng/m?)

cies Jan TFeb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec

S 380.3 5953 3899 330.7 7220 - 459.5 5529 401.8 6466 9884 551.0
Al 2349 303 259 577 1196 - 1771 176 316 427 1156 242
Fe 971 2052 309 702 673 - 93 286 228 1079 638 295
Ca 381 367 368 498 320 - 335 193 194 414 532 253
Na 2089 2025 599 3000 1116 - 345.0 1019 747 1668 2535 2319
K 364 834 414 615 463 - 229 263 251 772 845 686
Mg 422 345 56 498 310 - 498 177 103 343 389 221
Ti 27 20 14 57 58 - 06 12 09 25 33 09
Mn 26 35 10 97 38 - 01 07 15 42 26 20
Ba 06 11 05 09 09 - 03 04 05 06 10 05
Sr 05 06 03 06 04 - 03 0zZ2 02 05 07 04
Zn 76 114 38 110 87 - 30 14 18 71 69 50
\Y% 20 06 15 27 51 - 1.3 25 23 36 26 25
Cr 06 03 02 31 04 - 06 06 116 25 13 13
Pb 51 60 34 36 64 - 1.0 13 14 39 46 44
Cu 06 04 02 16 10 - 01 04 08 09 08 05
Ni 1.1 16 04 13 10 - 05 11 51 1.8 1.0 07
Co 01 01 01 01 004 - 0.0, 00, 01 01 004 0.03
Mo 01 02 02 02 02 - 01 02 03 02 01 01
Cd 02 03 03 11 04 - 00, 03 06 07 02 02
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3.3 PMjp} PMys 3}tz Hl i

3.3.1 PMy¥ PMys 24 i

7l & vARAE dAArl wel =24, sk 54 3 wjEd 540
A2 e Zolg vedo ditd oz PMyye EFolu 9 53k 2ol A<l

HlE&Rdol] 93t EdE0] AHor Wo] 3o 9t a2 PMysol&

ATF71ZE A PMpd PMosel H%E Table 239 Hlastdct xo Axpe}
2ol ¢l93 7Y E F NHSF nss-SO4L = PMpel A 2+2F 198, 5.29 ng/m’,
PMysell A1 Z+2F 1.69, 4.38 pg/m’e] &5 YeRITh o o F A&
PM.5/PMyy 5%RE= 247 0.85, 08302 thE AHEEo] 18] PMysolA %ol &

Lo

28y NOs &= PMs/PMyp %0 7F 04622 NHy ¥ nss-SO4 ol vl&l] o)
Ao 2 PMyol 230]7F 28 Ao 2 SAHAY NO; = F& PMysol A4l HNO;
¢} NHy7F 9H&-8 NHLINOs¢F 22 9 He2 EAsts Aoz g4 ok 1
U PMol A 24 (8)~(10)7 #o] Na’, Mg”, nss-Ca®” 53 23" 4 e
NaNO;, Mg(NOs),, Ca(NOs3), HE|E Ad FE 28 Aoz dAddcrhArsene
et al, 2011; Verma et al, 2010). o]¢} o] & AFo|x = NO;s 7} PMys H U+

PMyoll o ®2ah Ao e, ol X mAuAs} g =g
=

rl

—

JAe] GFS ol W] YR Ao

HNOg(g) + NaCl — NaNO;g + HCl(g) ................................. (8)
2HNO3(g) + MaCl, — Mg(NOg3)y + 2HCI(g) weeeeeereeeeeeeeenes (9)
2HNOs(g) + CaCO3 — Ca(NO3); + HO() + COs(g) -+~ (10)

a7

fz

K& PM,s/PM;y 5517} 0612 PM,sol 2xst= AHEES RYth whdo
nss-Ca” # Na', Cl', Mg*> <& &5H|7} z+zF 038, 021, 0.13, 0.259] ZES vheEh)
o] 2 YAl F2 FESIA A= Aoz e o] ARER nFo B
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%A% Figure 20°] vl &tgich, 21389 2
7o} o] NHy #} nss-SO,% ¢ 242 PMpol A 717 12.8, 34.3%°] 3L, PMys
A= 27 191, 494%= PMosoll Al o] =e A4S bk 28y NOs
T PMo PMysoll Al Z42E 177, 142% 5 YEfdo] b2 94 719 AREdE
e PMpoll A o =& AeS Bt 28 i nss-Ca”, Na', Cl, Mg & PM;
ol Ztzb 17, 116, 132, 1.5%°113, PMasol M= 7h7 1.1, 4.1, 3.0, 0.7%=
PMjooll A=A UERSE
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Table 23. Concentrations and their ratios of ionic species in PMo and PMs5

aerosols.
Concentration (pg/m®) PM,/PM

Species

PMi PM;5 Ratio
H' 0.012 0.01 0.81
Na’ 1.79 0.37 0.20
NH4 1.98 1.69 0.85
K’ 0.28 0.17 0.62
Mg** 0.24 0.06 0.26
nss-Ca*’ 0.26 0.10 0.38
Cl 2.04 0.26 0.13
NOs 2.73 1.26 0.46
nss—SO4% 5.29 4.38 0.83
HCO3 0.43 0.26 0.60
F 0.014 0.013 0.89
HCOO 0.07 0.04 0.56
CH5;COO 0.26 0.23 0.86
CH35035 0.03 0.03 1.00
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Figure 20. Composition ratio of ionic species in PM;y and PM-5 aerosols.

PMio¥ PM2s9 H4&A4E #%25 A= Blustglal, 2 A3E Table 249 YE
WAk WA Al Fe, Ca, Na, Mg PMoll A/l Z+2F 471.8, 340.9, 316.5, 1318.0,
230.1 ng/m’e] =5 HAU. R PMpsollA = ol AEs9 =71 44
675, 65.3, 33.4, 1654, 27.0 ng/m*= PM;e°] Z+Z} 7.0, 5.2, 95, 80, 851 =2 &
=5 el ol AEES diEAS EY H o Y AREeR FE
PMpll @o] #3xste= 5HS Holil

Lok daAdiRe 242 Figure 213 o] PMyollAl a9 (Na, Mg)eo]
35.1%, AE(S, Zn, Pb, Ni)o] 32.9%, ESFA (Al Fe, Ca)ol 25.6%2] =4
< Btk vk PMysollA+= ol 2zt 7IdE Ao Ao ZH7} 19.3, 574,
16.7%¢] =AHE YAtk oA d AAA Y] =4S PMpel A F= 9ol
U EG 7 AR Aol A4 UEds 548 Hole whde] PMysolA=

A917 719 AR 4ol A FAEhE 542 welu 9

K
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Table 24. Concentrations and their ratios of elemental species in PM;, and

PM,5 aerosols.

Concentration (ng/m®) PM,/PM,

Species

PM;i PM;5 Ratio
S 1318.0 561.8 0.41
Al 471.8 675 0.14
Fe 340.9 65.3 0.19
Ca 316.5 33.4 0.11
Na 1318.0 165.4 0.13
K 224.1 53.2 0.24
Mg 230.1 27.0 0.12
Ti 17.1 1.9 0.11
Mn 10.1 2.6 0.25
Ba 3.6 0.6 0.18
Sr 3.6 0.4 0.11
Zn 40.2 55 0.14
A% 55 2.5 0.46
Cr 12.6 3.4 0.27
Pb 16.1 35 0.22
Cu 4.9 0.7 0.14
Ni 10.7 2.0 0.19
Co 2.2 0.1 0.03
Mo 1.9 0.2 0.10
Cd 0.6 0.4 0.72
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Figure 21. Composition ratio of elemental species in PM;y and PMs5 aerosols.
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Figure 23. Monthly comparison of [NOs ]/[nss-SO,%] equivalent ratio.
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4. PMp¥} PMys vl & 54

4.1 PMy, PMys &5 1+ 484

AFA S PMp}t PMps9] stetzAd 3 wis 5S4 FA35H7] Slste] 24 AEE
L ARAAE ZAEIAE ols Y8 BAZZIY(SPSS 18)& o] &38te] o] 24
w5 1 AAASFOE TR, 2L AAE Table 25~269] FE5Ath 8 o]
e AEE ToAdE 7Y 23t o] NHyH nss-SO04 9 A#AAF(r)7F PMy
7} PMpsoll Al Z+2E 086, 09302 ¥ A4#A4S yerldo, o F AES
(NH9)2S0s, NHHSO4 59 & Fel2 7] uAdA o] A8t e ez <
HA k. NHy= th7] oA HoSO.9F wHg-Ado] o #AXM me £rg 98
A3 Aoz dEA o, HS0, ¢ol= HNOsW HCIY 22 4b4g &4
I F3ursS do 71tk (Zhuang and Huebert, 1996). o] &3+ w85 Ax AA
¥ (NHy):SOs NHHSOs, NHINO; 52 7] FellA E84 A4S &3 PMy
2 olZdvta delx Avk(Szigeti et al, 2013; BRS¢ 5 2010). E Ao A=
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Hol olget o FE|R mAHA ] EAstE oz FHHET

Na'# Cl'9] A#AGFE PMpol A 093, PMosoll M= 0642 = AAAS B
Ha, o] AREL YAFeR Pz F9H Ao FAHAG EI Mg”
< Na'#9] F#AF7F PMiost PMasoll Al 242 0.89, 0655 & F#4d& e
WAL, o5 F AES Hdo2RY FAHNS 7beAol A Bt

nss-Ca”' & PMol A NOs ¢Fo] AaAl7F 0547 vz 2

A 0342 o 2o AARAHS HYth o5 F nss-Ca’’ e fjiiE E¢ko = Ry

it

fFelE Y NOy & F2 <1914 7l1ds depdh 2y PMeell A ol& = A&
of HlaA =& AeAdE Mol 3 nss-Ca’'d AastgEo] 4 xwe]

2 Ay genkg-S 4o A CalNO3): 59 & FE=Z PMpel TX2HAS 7Hs
Ao 7 FAACHRengarajan et al., 2011; A1 Ao} 5 2005).
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Table 25. Cross correlations between ionic species of PMjy aerosols.

Species H Na' NH,' K' Mg®"  nss-Ca* CI NO; nss-SO, HCO; F HCOO CH;COO CH;SOs5

H 1.00

Na' -0.10 1.00

NH, 013 -0.13 1.00

K’ 0.20 0.33 0.51 1.00

Mg 0.02 088 -0.11 0.39 1.00

nss-Ca”’ 0.28 0.13 0.29 0.46 0.35 1.00

Cl -0.10 093 -0.16 0.28 0.87 0.14 1.00

NOs 0.30 0.15 0.59 0.57 0.21 0.54 0.05 1.00

nss-SO/4| 035  -0.07 0.86 0.48 0.00 037 -0.16 0.44 1.00

HCO3 -0.41 022  -0.06 0.08 0.02 -0.10 0.12 0.03 -0.16 1.00

F 0.28 0.15 0.27 0.41 0.13 0.36 0.09 0.45 0.34 0.17 1.00

HCOO" 0.16 0.01 0.17 0.18 0.06 0.09 0.01 0.13 0.16 -0.09 0.06 1.00

CH,COO | 0.06 005 -012 -0.05 0.13 0.08 0.10 0.01 -0.07 -0.12 0.00 0.44 1.00

CHsS0s 0.02  -0.01 022  -0.04 -0.06 -0.01  -0.06 0.23 0.21 0.04 0.10  -0.09 0.05 1.00
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Table 26. Cross correlations between ionic species of PMsas aerosols.

Species H Na' NH,' K' Mg®"  nss-Ca* CI NO; nss-SO, HCO; F HCOO CH;COO CH;SOs5

H 1.00

Na' -0.01 1.00

NH, 022  -0.05 1.00

K’ 0.26 0.14 0.61 1.00

Mg 0.09 0.65 0.12 0.30 1.00

nss-Ca”’ 0.21 0.20 0.21 0.47 0.64 1.00

Cl 0.11 064  -0.09 0.05 0.42 0.14 1.00

NOs 0.23 0.13 0.53 0.45 0.28 0.34 0.15 1.00

nss-SO/~ | 0.29 0.04 0.93 0.61 0.18 024  -0.10 0.29 1.00

HCO3 -0.33 015 -0.10 0.02 0.10 -0.08 0.08  -0.07 -0.13 1.00

F 0.17 0.08 0.14 0.22 0.29 0.51 0.14 0.27 0.09 -0.02 1.00

HCOO" 0.21 0.06 0.14 0.20 0.13 023  -0.02 0.19 0.12 -0.06 0.37 1.00

CH,COO | 012 -0.10 0.06  -0.09 -0.07 -0.06 0.17 0.10 0.03 -0.11 0.31 0.16 1.00

CHsS0s 0.16 0.00 0.17 0.10 0.01 0.01 0.13 0.14 0.17 -0.04 0.14 0.05 0.25 1.00
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Table 27. Cross correlations between elemental species of PM;o aerosols.

Species| S Al Fe Ca Na K Mg Ti Mn Ba Sr /n Vv Cr Pb Cu N1 Co Mo Cd
S 1.00

Al 0.30  1.00

Fe 043 051 1.00

Ca 038 046 043 1.00

Na 024 035 020 031 1.00

K 051 047 044 045 064 1.00

Mg 043 045 044 053 084 057 1.00

Ti 027 057 043 046 025 031 042 1.00

Mn 047 042 073 045 019 050 048 038 1.00

Ba 046 035 051 046 019 042 044 038 055 1.00

Sr 041 049 043 081 054 065 057 047 036 046 1.00

Zn 036 017 030 040 012 033 020 024 036 025 030 1.00

\Y% 0.05 003 015 0.03 -004 -0.03 0.00 005 0.04 0.02 -002 0.00 1.00

Cr 013 018 045 018 007 011 013 012 026 012 019 016 063 1.00

Pb 052 027 05 034 011 043 034 022 072 048 031 040 -0.02 019 1.00

Cu 023 022 035 030 007 022 020 019 033 039 033 023 001 014 033 1.00

Ni 018 042 047 031 004 013 013 012 031 011 018 023 014 037 025 021 1.00

Co 027 041 061 023 005 02 017 018 052 033 029 022 001 022 05 038 062 1.00

Mo 012 035 052 004 -004 007 002 006 030 015 009 006 002 024 031 024 074 084 1.00
Cd 048 023 032 034 010 032 026 012 033 031 034 025 -001 008 036 024 021 024 015 1.00
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Table 28. Cross correlations between elemental species of PMys aerosols.

Species| S Al Fe Ca Na K Mg Ti Mn Ba Sr /n Vv Cr Pb Cu N1 Co Mo Cd
S 1.00

Al 025 1.00

Fe 029 015 1.00

Ca 053 044 048 1.00

Na 039 030 040 060 1.00

K 039 005 029 059 043 1.00

Mg 045 048 056 074 078 037 1.00

Ti 0.67 050 047 058 039 020 070 1.00

Mn 022 019 065 046 037 033 060 057 1.00

Ba 061 041 058 053 040 014 060 076 048 1.00

Sr 044 038 053 087 072 069 065 045 042 047 1.00

Zn 027 013 056 042 037 047 061 060 063 050 043 1.00

\Y% 015 015 011 016 -006 024 019 033 044 018 008 033 1.00

Cr 0.03 -0.07 -0.01 -0.04 -0.10 0.02 -0.08 -0.11 0.22 -0.10 -0.04 -0.09 0.01 1.00

Pb 045 023 054 069 039 060 064 063 057 054 065 076 041 -0.09 1.00

Cu 039 022 032 055 026 044 050 055 076 041 048 049 052 047 060 1.00

Ni 0.08 -0.05 0.08 0.01 -006 0.07 -0.01 -005 027 -0.03 003 0.00 004 099 -0.01 052 1.00

Co 004 -004 034 002 -003 000 004 002 047 003 002 002 013 08 000 049 087 1.00

Mo 0.09 -0.10 003 007 -004 026 002 -003 033 -004 006 011 020 08 007 054 081 066 1.00
Cd 006 001 0.06 010 003 028 009 011 040 -001 011 027 022 008 013 036 011 0.05 043 1.00
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Table 29. Results of principal component analysis for ionic species in PMjy

aerosols.
Species Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
Na’ 0.07 0.96 -0.01 0.03
NH, 0.83 -0.26 -0.01 0.17
K’ 0.77 0.30 0.00 -0.21
Mg*' 0.16 0.94 0.08 -0.07
nss-Ca”" 0.65 0.20 0.09 -0.17
Cr 0.00 0.96 0.02 -0.02
NO3 0.79 0.11 0.05 0.15
nss-SO4~ 0.81 -0.20 0.01 0.15
F 0.58 0.14 0.00 0.06
HCOO 0.19 -0.04 0.83 -0.16
CH;COO" -0.10 0.11 0.87 0.13
CHsSOs 0.13 -0.02 -0.01 0.96
Eigenvalue 3.41 3.00 1.45 1.12
Variance (%) 28.4 25.0 12.1 9.3
Cummulative (%) 284 534 65.5 74.8
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Table 30. Results of principal component analysis for ionic species in PMsjs

aerosols.
Species Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
Na’ 0.03 0.91 0.01 -0.06
NH, 0.95 -0.10 0.01 0.13
K’ 0.79 0.12 0.22 -0.13
Mg*' 0.24 0.73 0.39 -0.21
nss-Ca” 0.32 0.28 0.68 -0.27
Cr -0.11 0.84 0.02 0.26
NO3 0.56 0.17 0.30 0.15
nss-SO4~ 0.92 -0.05 -0.04 0.06
F 0.08 0.10 0.80 0.21
HCOO 0.02 -0.02 0.65 0.10
CH;COO" -0.07 -0.06 0.23 0.79
CHsSOs 0.19 0.08 -0.03 0.68
Eigenvalue 2.89 2.22 1.87 1.38
Variance (%) 24.1 185 156 11.6
Cummulative (%) 24.1 42.6 58.2 69.8
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Table 31. Results of principal component analysis for elemental species in PMjg

aerosols.
Species Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
S 0.28 0.70 0.01 0.04
Al 0.63 0.13 0.46 0.04
Fe 0.33 0.51 0.54 0.26
Ca 0.61 0.43 0.07 0.10
Na 0.86 -0.05 -0.06 -0.05
K 0.69 0.41 0.04 -0.04
Mg 0.83 0.25 0.01 0.01
Ti 0.57 0.22 0.12 0.10
Mn 0.28 0.69 0.33 0.09
Ba 0.33 0.64 0.09 0.01
Sr 0.76 0.34 0.08 0.03
Zn 0.13 0.58 0.01 0.09
\Y -0.03 -0.02 -0.02 0.91
Cr 0.10 0.12 0.24 0.86
Pb 0.09 0.78 0.29 -0.02
Cu 0.10 0.47 0.25 0.00
Ni 0.11 0.09 0.81 0.21
Co 0.07 0.37 0.84 -0.03
Mo -0.04 0.08 0.95 0.01
Cd 0.13 0.59 0.07 -0.02
Eigenvalue 4.02 3.92 3.12 1.72
Variance (%) 20.1 19.6 15.6 8.6
Cummulative (%) 20.1 39.7 55.3 63.9
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Table 32. Results of principal component analysis for elemental species in PMss

aerosols.
Species Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
S 0.57 0.07 0.33 0.05
Al 0.60 -0.06 0.10 -0.09
Fe 0.59 0.11 0.28 0.21
Ca 0.53 0.02 0.72 0.12
Na 0.42 -0.04 0.72 -0.11
K -0.03 0.05 0.82 0.39
Mg 0.71 -0.01 0.51 0.16
Ti 0.86 -0.05 0.12 0.31
Mn 0.50 0.33 0.19 0.61
Ba 0.86 -0.03 0.12 0.13
Sr 0.41 0.02 0.84 0.07
Zn 0.44 -0.06 0.31 0.62
\4 0.19 0.04 -0.13 0.74
Cr -0.07 0.98 -0.03 -0.03
Pb 0.50 -0.06 0.48 0.53
Cu 0.40 0.52 0.27 0.56
Ni -0.01 0.98 0.01 0.01
Co 0.14 0.92 -0.09 0.05
Mo -0.16 0.83 0.14 0.31
Cd -0.19 0.12 0.18 0.64
Eigenvalue 4.62 3.90 3.42 2.719
Variance (%) 23.1 19.5 171 13.9
Cummulative (%) 23.1 42.6 59.7 73.6
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Table 33. Seasonal comparison of seawater enrichment factors ionic species in

PM;o aerosols.

. Seawater <CX/ CNa+>Aerosol / (CX/ CNa+)Seawater
Species . ) :
ratio Overall Spring Summer Fall Winter

SO* 0.26 35.3 46.3 30.7 36.8 26.9
K’ 0.04 95 12.1 6.9 94 9.2
Ca* 0.04 95 12.1 54 9.2 10.6
Mg?* 0.13 1.7 1.7 1.4 2.0 1.4
Cl 1.80 0.6 0.6 05 0.5 0.6

Table 34. Seasonal comparison of seawater enrichment factors ionic species in

PM,5 aerosols.

. Seawater <CX/ CNa+)Aerosol / (CX/ CNa+)Seawater
Species . ) :
ratio Overall Spring Summer Fall Winter

SO* 0.26 129.0 138.9 119.2 172.3 66.7
K’ 0.04 26.0 24.7 17.7 31.7 23.8
Ca* 0.04 16.7 20.2 10.9 185 15.0
Mg? 0.13 2.4 2.9 1.9 2.6 1.9
Cl 1.80 0.5 0.5 05 0.6 0.5
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Table 35. Yearly comparison of seawater enrichment factors ionic species in PM;jy aerosols.

Species Seawater (Cx/Cra+)acrosol / (Cx/Cra+)seawater

ratio 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Overall
SO 0.26 765 888 333 1330 429 931 738 737 230 243 158 260 21.7 173 129 186 35.3
K’ 0.04 357 190 107 168 156 225 202 246 4.4 79 4.6 1.2 4.1 5.5 4.1 4.6 9.5
Ca® 0.04 110 102 124 195 133 459 202 336 9.7 5.3 5.7 8.8 5.0 6.3 0.6 7.4 95
Mg* 0.13 1.7 3.9 1.3 35 15 8.4 1.3 2.5 1.2 1.2 1.1 15 14 1.2 1.2 14 1.7
Cl 1.80 0.3 0.5 0.5 06 0.3 0.3 04 04 0.6 0.5 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.7 0.6 0.6

Table 36. Yearly comparison of seawater enrichment factors ionic species in PMss aerosols.

Species Seawater (Cx/Cra+)acrosol / (Cx/Crat)seawater

ratio 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Overall
SO~ 0.26 719 68.0 349 1634 3549 532 773 963 106.0 1399 785 1255 1683 1427 &80.3 1796 129.0
K’ 0.04 216 396 109 133 525 106 168 229 288 266 150 295 256 254 160 370 26.0
Ca® 0.04 80 205 86 30.7 318 220 224 210 399 8.3 6.8 12.1 83 11.2 69 189 16.7
Mg*' 0.13 14 2.9 1.3 b3 26 3.4 2.0 29 3.7 1.8 1.3 2.5 1.9 1.7 15 29 2.4
Cl 1.80 0.3 0.6 04 1.3 05 04 04 0.7 0.3 0.7 0.3 0.5 0.5 0.6 0.2 0.3 05
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Table 37. Seasonal comparison of soil enrichment factors elemental species in

PM;o aerosols.

Species Cru.st (Cx/Calaerosol / (Cx/Calerust
ratio Overall Spring Summer Fall Winter

Fe 0.4353 2.8 2.2 3.6 2.8 2.8
Ca 0.3731 2.9 24 3.6 3.0 2.8
K 0.3483 2.7 14 3.8 2.9 2.6
Na 0.3595 19.8 7.2 38.6 21.5 14.4
Mg 0.1654 6.5 3.4 114 6.7 5.2
Ti 0.0093 7.8 6.1 10.6 79 7.3
Mn 0.0075 o4 4.3 5.3 6.6 45
Ni 0.0002 197.7 107.9 299.7 208.5 181.5
\4 0.0007 49.6 19.6 103.8 38.0 53.1
Pb 0.0002 379.1 198.7 496.7 487.0 2715
Zn 0.0009 1975 130.2 254.1 177.1 238.2
Cd 0.0012 24 1.3 3.0 3.4 1.2
Cu 0.0003 75.3 55.1 101.0 81.5 64.6
Co 0.0001 62.8 40.0 131.2 62.4 384
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Table 38. Seasonal comparison of soil enrichment factors elemental species in

PMs5 aerosols.

Species Cru.st (Cx/Calaerosol / (Cx/Calerust
ratio Overall Spring Summer Fall Winter

Fe 0.4353 6.7 2.1 8.5 8.4 5.4
Ca 0.3731 4.1 2.8 9.3 3.9 2.9
K 0.3483 6.5 3.5 8.9 6.9 6.2
Na 0.3595 23.3 6.4 69.6 20.7 18.7
Mg 0.1654 7.4 1.8 21.0 7.3 5.2
Ti 0.0093 9.4 4.2 11.8 11.0 6.5
Mn 0.0075 13.8 5.8 10.3 184 109
Ni 0.0002 870.2 57.6 1309.0 1374.2 174.5
\4 0.0007 265.3 91.0 659.7 311.3 110.5
Pb 0.0002 755.3 442.77 388.6 736.9 916.2
Zn 0.0009 300.3 95.6 280.7 372.0 281.5
Cd 0.0012 13.6 7.1 124 20.2 5.6
Cu 0.0003 140.7 31.8 218.7 195.3 64.7
Co 0.0001 44.8 20.6 39.9 66.1 19.3
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Table 39. Yearly comparison of soil enrichment factors elemental species in

PM;o aerosols.

Species Cru.st (Cx/Calaerosol 7/ (Cx/Calerust

ratio 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 Overall
Fe 0.4353 1.7 32 3.1 46 27 26 1.8 1.9 2.8
Ca 0.3731 3.1 2.8 2.7 3.6 4.1 3.0 1.7 2.5 2.9
K 0.3483 1.8 2.5 5.1 3.4 2.1 2.0 1.7 3.0 2.7
Na 0.3595 147 184 324 158 186 247 121 177 19.8
Mg 0.1654 5.3 6.3 3.6 59 6.9 7.6 4.3 5.8 6.5
Ti 0.0093 3.7 6.2 12.1 64 135 106 5.6 2.0 7.8
Mn 0.0075 3.2 46 111 108 4.3 3.6 3.3 3.1 54
Ni 0.0002 2014 253.8 1558 2839 2708 1751 984 680 1977
Vv 0.0007 307 205 370 234 1629 421 599 330 49.6
Pb 0.0002 216.3 404.1 1191.1 4305 278.6 1624 1206 141.0 379.1
/n 0.0009 2024 219.1 2480 3295 3151 121.3 669 610 1975
Cd 0.0012 40 24 1.8 09 06 07 59 41 2.4
Cu 0.0003  44.3 109.0 122.7 106.1 80.2 434 202 29.7 75.3
Co 0.0001 285 1678 1021 279 146 141 75 6.8 62.8
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Table 40. Yearly comparison of soil enrichment factors elemental species in

PMs5 aerosols.

Species Cru.st (Cx/Cadaerosal / (Cx/Calcrust

ratio 2013 2014 2015 Overall
Fe 0.4353 14.8 4.8 2.7 6.7
Ca 0.3731 0.7 2.2 4.8 4.1
K 0.3483 2.1 5.8 10.3 6.5
Na 0.3595 41.3 144 19.3 23.3
Mg 0.1654 14.0 55 45 7.4
Ti 0.0093 17.3 8.0 3.5 94
Mn 0.0075 21.7 13.2 6.9 13.8
Ni 0.0002 1541.7 224.4 1042.7 870.2
Vv 0.0007 5359 138.7 196.1 265.3
Pb 0.0002 3887.4 332.4 5775 755.3
/n 0.0009 568.0 390.7 8.3 300.3
Cd 0.0012 2.2 12.0 22.0 13.6
Cu 0.0003 292.8 78.0 93.1 140.7
Co 0.0001 58.3 18.0 62.5 44.8
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(Shen et al, 2009; Yao et al, 2002).

NOx®e NOs & Aol9} SO,2 SO 2 Aol ArE v 4L E3] Aial
3}4(Nitrogen oxidation ratio, NOR)¥} 3HAFs}&-(Sulfur oxidation ratio, SOR)=
Z=A3H Al FAHo] 7158t Squizzato et al, 2013). 3] SO0l A S04

=9 gty Agy AARH] 93 SO, AARAHL SO~ AAA e w=

A dojur] wjZol 71 AFAZkel v} SORo] F7bshe 4 as Webith
o]2 %3 SOR #<& Fdlatd oz SO AAAAS ot o =

o] "} (Park et al, 2011; Sahu et al, 2009).

NOR = NNQ;/ (NNO’ +N, ) ............................................. (13)
SOR = ,511,83_5037/(‘5;]“ 0t +SSOQ) ................................. (14)

HAlM Ny & NOs e &5, Ny, = NO2| &50]H,

n

ss— 502~ T NSST SO~

o] B, Sy, SO0 Eolth Ad Aol mEd daededol B2 =4

2 AFolA NO%F SO, HlolHe ‘g4 detd’ oA AFE A4 &
oA 1AIRE tAcw 4% AnE &l tolH= B A4 nAwA

R

AR AR} RS AR RS BishAa, o]F PMyudt PMasel NOs,



l

nss-S07 A A9 vluste] NOR¥} SORS &3 tH(Table 41).

Fo] Ayel 2ol PMjpel NOR #he A+717F Fetel 0355 YeERUda, A
AR 0.32~03622 F HaE Holx| e oz FAEITL E PMysoll Al
= A 71%F Eekel 0199 #s dHEdAI, AEEE 0.16~0239 HHAE U
EFISlTE o] A7 NOR #tel wlawAd =LA delvE A
Hl A o zHgsh Ao =® Holm olF ARES A4 Lddrntgs &4

A FRERE TheAde] 2 Aow dckdEn.

1

10
f
f
(o3
S
i
r)«
o2
oX,
M
rlo

SOR®| 7%, PMyellAl 0.66, PMysoll A 0600 gt B AL, AdE== 747
0.65~0.70, 056~0.649 W2 Bz Axrr 2Ze AxES gyt E3
79 BeijingollAl 543 ARtz =& s UEUE FoZ 2AES

olxA 8 AF mAA Ao A PM;p} PMys EF
3l Eo] F2 olxodEAR EAsH, t7] Fo| & IE2E Aow A
o g3 2R G AS FHo B odEd wiEdo] A9 e wiAANY

T3 ApatsEy gasEe Fr] WEAdS dolry] $93te] NORZ SOR
#He AxE e nue gt (Table 42). NORS PM ool A 20083 H-E Z713 Ao
2 gy E whdo] PMysoll A w72 2008l F7keta 1 o] 5= Al
sk o Z YERh o= PMol Al A&ststEo] NO; FE|& xgte] @
o dojik WhHo] PMysoll A= Aiidoz A3 Arrt 35S ot ol
A BAAYG T s @A A NOs o 974 #xe wet Yepd A7z 3

SORY 7%, PMpelA 047~0.88¢ WS el
SOR %ol =LA S7kste= A o2 YWtk PMpsoll A% uh37bAl 2 0.44~0.889]
s YEa 2012358 SOR #hol AA F7hslgith ol#fd Axz w&F
o] & wj 2012¢%-E SOR gtel A F7hste 3S 717 HA 59 dFo=

7] ol 5= Albel AoAdA ghel S/ Aoz aAgteEn

Jim

3] 20124 5-¢

N
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Table 41. NOR and SOR in PM;y and PMs5 aerosols at Gosan and other sites.

NOR SOR
Site Period
PMjo PM2s PM;o PM:5

2000. 1 ~ 2015. 12 0.35 0.19 0.66 0.60

Spring 0.36 0.23 0.70 0.64
Gosan, Korea Summer 0.32 0.16 0.67 0.62

Fall 0.34 0.17 0.65 0.59

Winter 0.36 0.23 0.65 0.56
Seoul, Korea® 2009. 3 0.03 - 0.13 -
Kinmen, Taiwan”  2008. 3 ~ 2009. 2 0.10~0.41 - 0.20~0.51 -

2006. 3 ~ 12 - 0.14 - 0.40
Beijing, China® ¢

2010. 1. 14 ~ 23 - 0.28 - 0.16
Guangzhou, China® 2007. 12 ~ 2008. 1 - 0.24 - 0.22

Yee et al (2011), PLi et al (2013), “Zhou et al (2012), YZhao et al (2013), ®Tan et al (2009)
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Table 42. Yearly comparison of NOR and SOR in PM;y and PMs5 aerosols.

NOR SOR
Year
PMiy PM:5 PMio PM35

2000 - - - - -
2001 0.11 0.10 0.55 0.50
2002 0.19 0.14 0.50 0.52
2003 0.16 0.11 0.55 0.44
2004 0.47 0.30 0.56 0.51
2005 0.15 0.20 0.47 0.44
2006 0.20 0.16 0.64 0.55
2007 0.16 0.12 0.58 0.53
2008 0.49 0.38 0.74 0.67
2009 0.37 0.22 0.55 0.52
2010 0.37 0.20 0.58 0.56
2011 0.44 0.27 0.59 0.54
2012 0.43 0.24 0.82 0.83
2013 0.37 0.13 0.83 0.83
2014 0.35 0.15 0.82 0.80
2015 0.36 0.13 0.88 0.88
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Uncertainty data = (5X MDL)/6 (BDLvalue) «+esssesesesssssessesssnenissinenienns (16)

Uncertainty data = \/ (error Jfraction X concentratz'on)2 + (0.5 MDLS)2 (17)
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Table 43. Concentrations of 21 chemical species applied for the PMF modeling

in PMj, aerosols.

Specios Signél to Concentration (ug/m®)

Noise Min 25th 50th 75th Max
Na' 9.0 0.035 1.154 1.844 3.013 9.035
NH," 89 0.025 1.055 1.799 3.030 10.505
K" 8.2 0.009 0.163 0.265 0.393 1.583
Mg* 8.2 0.011 0.156 0.257 0.370 1.328
nss—Ca?’ 6.9 0.003 0.098 0.211 0.374 2.006
Cl 9.0 0.019 0.772 1.843 3.512 19.659
NOs 9.0 0.203 1.571 2.467 4.053 16.307
nss-SO,” 9.0 0.016 3.198 5.090 7.703 24.989
S 89 0.003 0.601 1.019 1.763 12.905
Al 9.0 0.003 0.119 0.252 0.474 31.309
Fe 89 0.009 0.111 0.227 0.448 3.351
Ca 89 0.001 0.114 0.193 0.372 6.953
Na 9.0 0.017 0.524 0.968 1.536 10.012
K 8.6 0.001 0.080 0.154 0.286 2.903
Mg 9.0 0.007 0.103 0.180 0.295 1.850
Ti 8.4 0.000 0.006 0.012 0.021 0.231
Mn 8.5 0.000 0.003 0.007 0.013 0.073
/n 7.6 0.000 0.010 0.022 0.045 0.641
Cr 7.3 0.000 0.002 0.004 0.014 0.273
Pb 8.1 0.000 0.005 0.011 0.021 0.147
Ni 6.8 0.000 0.002 0.005 0.012 0.293
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Table 44. Concentrations of 21 chemical species applied for the PMF modeling

in PMs5 aerosols.

Specios Signél to Concentration (ug/m®)

Noise Min 25th 50th 75th Max
Na” 8.3 0.014 0.088 0.175 0.302 0.925
NH," 9.0 0.232 0.904 1.504 2.345 7.638
K’ 7.8 0.005 0.079 0.119 0.210 0.393
Mg* 4.2 0.006 0.019 0.039 0.060 0.130
nss—Ca”' 39 0.010 0.041 0.061 0.087 0.183
Cl 8.6 0.006 0.031 0.063 0.150 0.707
NOs 8.6 0.064 0.137 0.247 0.953 3.814
nss-SO,” 9.0 0.563 2.463 4.294 5.880 15.755
S 8.7 0.003 0.248 0.508 0.710 2.042
Al 8.2 0.000 0.013 0.025 0.050 1.165
Fe 8.2 0.004 0.016 0.028 0.058 0.875
Ca 7.4 0.001 0.015 0.025 0.042 0.164
Na 8.5 0.008 0.046 0.098 0.223 0.747
K 6.6 0.002 0.014 0.036 0.087 0.188
Mg 7.0 0.001 0.006 0.014 0.037 0.190
Ti 6.2 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.011
Mn 6.8 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.003 0.019
/n 49 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.009 0.043
Cr 6.7 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.001 0.163
Pb 8.5 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.005 0.018
Ni 6.5 0.000 0.000 0.001 0.002 0.064
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Table 45. Ionic concentration (ng/m®) of PMjy and PMs5 corresponding to the

wind directions.

PMlo PM2.5
Species
200°~ 325°~ 60°~ 125°~ 200°~ 325°~ 60°~ 125°~

325° 60° 125° 200° 325° 60° 125° 200°
Na’ 1.95 1.72 1.76 1.48 0.40 0.34 0.36 0.36
NH, 2.12 1.93 1.75 1.76 1.75 1.65 1.63 1.54
K’ 0.30 0.29 0.20 0.23 0.19 0.17 0.15 0.13
Mg?' 0.26 0.23 0.22 0.20 0.06 0.06 0.05 0.06

nss-Ca”' 0.28 0.26 0.21 0.25 0.11 0.10 0.10 0.10
Cl 2.33 191 1.85 1.65 0.30 0.24 0.25 0.22
NO3 2.76 2.87 2.93 2.19 1.29 1.35 1.12 0.95

nss-SO,*  5.69 5.08 4.69 4.84 4.56 421 4.22 4.20
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Table 46. Elemental concentration (ng/m®) of PM;y and PMs5 corresponding to

the wind directions.

PMio PM>5

SPECIES  onge mgse- G0o~ 1250~  200°~ 3250~  60°~  195°~

325°  60°  125°  200°  325°  60°  125°  200°
S 15451 12612 14516 12222 6249 5431 5646 4510
Al 5860 3824 4819 4072 1370 332 527 253
Fe 3599 3322 3724 2819 477 919 334 225
Ca 2481 2978 3327 2624 396 342 234 225
Na 15664 12340 11402 8835 177.0 1754 1584 947
K 2621 2214 1755 1364 485 611 596 262
Mg 2614 2231 2036 1648 289 296 217 153
Ti 178 164 195 160 20 18 20 21
Mn 104 108 90 68 19 31 32 12
Ba 40 35 32 25 08 06 05 05
Sr 40 33 41 26 05 04 04 02
Zn 408 432 363 292 45 61 55 60
v 61 44 84 46 24 24 31 26
Cr 128 123 194 74 09 62 11 14
Pb 168 170 134 117 38 37 30 23
Cu 47 54 45 39 07 08 06 04
Ni 92 97 193 130 11 30 09 14
Co 21 21 33 22 00, 01 00, 00
Mo 17 15 44 24 01 02 03 02

Cd 0.6 0.6 0.8 0.4 0.3 0.4 0.7 0.2
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Figure 31. Clustered back-trajectories of air masses at Gosan site.
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Table 47. Concentration comparison in relation to the clustered back trajectory

analysis of ionic species in PMjy and PMs5 aerosols.

PMyo (ng/m°) PM:s (ng/m®)

Species

Clus— Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus-

ter 1 ter2 ter3 terd ter5 terl ter 2 ter3 ter4d ter 5
Na' 151 179 203 210 154 033 036 048 0.39 0.32
NH,' 238 211 164 154 181 209 179 122 132 155
K’ 034 031 028 016 021 021 021 017 008 012
Mg2+ 023 024 026 029 0.20 006 006 0.07 0.06 0.05

nss-Ca” 035 030 027 017 017 012 011 011 0.08 0.09
Cl 162 211 268 248 141 025 027 037 025 021
NO3 2771 313 244 165 256 143 147 113 076 1.04
nss-SO4 652 536 434 471 499 541 447 336 383 401
F 001 001 001 001 001 001 001 001 001 0.01
HCOO 0.08 0.08 007 006 0.07 004 004 003 003 0.04
CH,COO 028 029 036 016 027 022 021 011 024 0.29

CH;SOs 004 0.03 001 002 0.03 003 003 002 0.04 0.03
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Table 48. Concentration comparison in relation to the clustered back trajectory

analysis of elemental species in PMy and PMs5 aerosols.

PMyy (ng/m®) PM:5 (ng/m®)

Species Clus- Clus- Clus— Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus- Clus-
ter 1 ter 2 ter3 ter4d ter5 terl ter 2 ter3 ter4d ter5

S 1535.5 1415.6 1380.6 1371.7 1494.3 5749 580.4 652.1 473.8 521.8
Al 4166 6250.0 5075 320.7 3928 350 106.7 399 1355 362
Fe 420.1 3545 3321 2792 2935 474 951 387 178 66.0
Ca 3639 3206 3927 2480 27177 245 456 269 294 287
Na 1052.2 1351.8 2123.8 15239 1084.6 156.3 206.5 156.0 2121 117.3
K 2105 2665 3438 1539 1744 475 741 531 212 426
Mg 210.0 2388 339.1 2305 1854 257 322 2566 321 211
Ti 181 173 148 156 163 21 21 33 08 16
Mn 104 112 120 6.1 87 18 29 41 0.8 2.5
Ba 39 37 39 27 36 05 08 07 05 0.5
Sr 38 37 46 37 34 03 06 03 02 0.3
Zn 348 419 366 273 438 71 78 62 22 2.6
\4 08 40 34 46 45 32 20 25 18 2.3
Cr 123 107 94 170 131 1.5 12 14 08 8.5
Pb 162 195 149 11.7 127 36 504 3.2 1.0 2.2
Cu 56 47 713 49 46 07 08 08 03 0.7
Ni 150 91 59 106 141 1.2 1.3 09 08 3.9
Co 32 23 12 21 24 00, 01 005 00, 01
Mo 3.3 17 09 19 24 02 02 02 01 0.2
Cd 06 06 06 05 07 02 04 04 03 0.5
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52 71433 = Bl

al., 2010).
FAE F2 Bl vhEe, A BAARY SouetE =9ee o o

g 1~8Yo] A8 HT (o] A&, 2017, A&%, 1996, HZF &, 1995). A= A%
°F 3 km LEAA EF F RAFL B3 FF BP, GERE AY T aw
B, due e RudS4x, £ 5383 dA%e el oA oprelr =

=)
Uﬁ_
ole = A AT ek AEE Bl Jdvk(elrs &, 2012; Eguchi ef
al, 2009; Uno et al, 2009; Choi et al., 2008).
2002978 2014G7bA] A ete] f-guhetel ks w ALY A= W

g2 wnabze] 82% % b W wlee e, et FEude] 7z
=

7} 17%, 1%E A8t Aoz 8¢l 9 th(NIMS, 2015). F 007+ A+
o+ 718 ok 0.74C A5eda, 73

o] AstAl yeEbtar thH(Solomon, 2007). o] &g 71 A& A &dske] 7t
St Qs A A9 Fol, gk FAbe] A NEE FUA7I, el
Al F& =3 S Ao® S Jri(AAG T, 2009).

AAE 2006 o] F TEE P ARAMYS XS A FE oF 90%7F At
orsl 9 EXE S st A FzellA dAstE 3k Wiw 9 vk At
Hog st FACItHKim et al, 2010; NIER, 2008). Al thake] &4z-g
AES 2gsta 7] wiZel Abgvet A Ed 52 A, sl A

Eol ¥714FE Agee, npalg §o) Aol AE AFe A2 & Qv
Al
2

= RE gk e BAbE A gel, £57 % e B 9%,
B A% Al 5 BE T LAY AN Bol we e vt
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9] Fom Ristel 43R

Hl %] 2e Qlzli=
o A #Zr = A} dAe] A7 1~10 ym A X3, 3 ym
B AR yehtar oA PMpd PMys w=o] B2 F3FS 7A 1 Aok

] &

(o] A, 2017; w13, 2006).
a7 el e Gare] o718 7150] PMy E=7F 400 ug/m’ ol ake]
UH © Ao 3

2L A}, 800 pg/m® o] olw
B35 E7F 400 pg/m’ ©]

M de AL 400~800 pg/m’olH

AbR s A gk R AL SR 7]ES PM At

Al ez 2417 o)A A &EW FALF R A s =T}
HA GAMEEE SEstal A E

-

Ql A7} 2417 o] A&
2014)
B AT 717F Fekol 20008 58 2015974 PMp 407, PMoss 49709 3
AFARE AFSHAL, o W AHE PMye Wit dAEEEE 1326 pg/m’
PMys9 v A wi 397 ng/m’zE 48 FF9 Akl Aow xALE vt
T 201083 201190 BAF AR Fape] S PMpel 2 #E=7t 400~
°] 3 gstel 7)Ao JEs

600 pg/m’2 UEho] St Eol A E uiEwo] AL}

mAE Aem glE

PMo# PMos2 G235t AFs=E A9}
Hi AEEL= 1326 pg/m’= v)@AY 305 pug/m’el Bvla] oF
SIAL7E Bl A Lo w)s] oF 24

AL Al PMy ®
439 F7hetSlal, PMasell A ] Hit AFs e

Ao 2 YESTH(Table 49).

<7k A
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Table 49. Mass concentrations of PM;y and PMs5 aerosols during Asian dust

(AD) days and non-event (NE) days.

Concentration (ug/m®)

Particulate )
AD/NE Ratio
Matter
AD NE
PMiy 132.6 £ 129.0 305 = 14.1 4.3
PM;5 39.7 £ 229 16.8 + 8.8 2.4

FAF Al PMod PMys9] o)A # X2 Table 5001 YEFHATH WA PMy,
o] o] & AR O nss-SOZL > NO3y > HCO; > NH, > CI° > Na“ > nss—-Ca®'
> K' > Mg* > CHyCOO > HCOO > CH3SO; > F > H' 0|93, PMys
M E nss-SO4 > NO; > NH;” > Na' > nss—Ca” > ClI' > HCO; > K™ >
Mg® > CH3COO > CH3SO; > HCOO > F > H' &£22 PM3 PMy59

SE 4] tha AolE molt Aom el
!

Ao} ml@Addel zhz 332, 0.26 pg/m’, PMasoll A= ZHzE 0.76, 0.10 pg/m*=

A ATl PMig2t PMpsoll M 2b2h 12,78, 779 2 s =7k 37 S718he Ao =
Ak LT
nss-SO& & FHAF Al PMyot PMasoll A ZH2E 1058, 7.43 pg/m’2 vl &< <]

529, 4.38 pg/m’dl Hl&) zFzk 20ul, 179 < %2 et NOy A%
AN wpRAAAZ A Al PM@t PMosell A zHzE 10.09, 351 pg/m’=2 Wl @A+

of ma) Z4zk 3.7uf, 280 w2 Aom yetykth o F 7bA 22 edEde F
=

2 PMysoll o] #¥3te Aoz d#HA doy PMpllME 557 =2 A2
gAal Aol nss—Ca” 3 8 gatstEoly AA4dstEol P FHo] LA ALY
steib&-& do7]WA CaNOs)y, CaSOs2t 2 ¢ FEE PMpol 253U

7beAdol & Ao w AdHE T (Rengarajan et al, 2011; AlAol & 2005).
wd NH, A8 A Al PMod PMosoll A ZH2E 4.07, 2.65 pg/m*= v @A
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Table 50. Concentrations of ionic species and their ratios in PM;y and PM-5

aerosols during Asian dust (AD) and non-event (NE) days.

Concentration (ug/m®) Ratio
Species PMio PMss PM;q PMs5
AD NE AD NE AD/NE AD/NE
H" 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.6 0.7
Na’ 3.51 1.79 0.78 0.37 2.0 2.1
NH, 4.07 1.98 2.65 1.69 2.1 1.6
K’ 0.66 0.28 0.44 0.17 2.3 2.5
Mg* 0.55 0.24 0.17 0.06 2.3 2.8
nss-Ca?’ 3.32 0.26 0.76 0.10 12.7 0
Cl 3.73 2.04 0.65 0.26 1.8 2.5
NOs 10.09 2.73 3.51 1.26 3.7 2.8
nss-S04* 10.58 5.29 7.43 4.38 2.0 1.7
HCO5 8.16 0.43 0.48 0.25 18.8 1.9
F 0.06 0.01 0.01 0.01 4.0 0.8
HCOO 0.10 0.07 0.04 0.04 1.4 0.9
CH3COO 0.33 0.26 0.05 0.22 1.3 0.2
CH3S505 0.09 0.03 0.04 0.03 3.1 1.5
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nss-Ca?*
1.7%

<Asian Dust> <Non-Event>

Figure 32. Composition ratio of ionic species in PM;jy aerosols during Asian

dust and non-event days.
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Figure 33. Composition ratio of ionic species in PMs5 aerosols during Asian

dust and non—event days.
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3IAL Al PMpo¥ PMoso] 94 AES Hlwsk Zylo A= PMpolA Al > Fe
>

>Ca>S>Na>Mg>K>Ti>Mn>Z7n >Pb > Sr > Ba > Cu > Ni
>V >Co>Cr > Mo >Cd 22 55 BT PMysdld= S > Al >
Fe>Ca>K>Na>Mg >7Zn>Pb>Ti>Mn >V >Ba>Ni > Sr >
Cu>Cr>Cd> Mo > Co £22 & 522 YeltHTable 51).

A Al Al Fe, Ca¥} Ti, Mn, Ba, Sr 59 v% AHES n|gdido] H|s
PMol Al 2+2E 6.4~12.10 F7Fsksdvh. B PMpsell A= 35~84 o & F%
E YERldY 283l Na A2 &4 Al PMipdt PMasell A vl & g el vis)
247p 920, 120 ZAHAEL, Mg ARE SAAAZ A F9EALS )
PMip@} PMysoll A vl&@gdel Hls] Zh7z; 8.3ul, 548 F7tehe Ao =2 YEry:

S, Zn, Pb, Ni &2 PMollA nl@Addel vzl 1.6~4.00, PMasoll A= 1.5~
.08 s%=7F F7kske AEFS Bt oldd AA VY HAEEY s F

=

ehi ol i FAF welste] FULER 910

-

AE AAGA g A4 ed=do] 2ol 7] WEd AL

7t QarSo] 2AS AAA o wel vlws] B Ay 2k AE(AL Fe, Ca)ol
PMp3} PMasoll A Z+2b 54.1%, 305%2 W @gddel nlis) aA F71ets Aoz
ZALE Qo) whEel 91917 AE(S, Zn, Pb, Ni)& PMyol A 16.3%, PMasol A
43.6% %2 A9 A 7|AA =L AL Alel PMpol Al A8 7F Bhal, PMysoll Al 24
HI7F Frbete] oke]l B AEde o] BEFE Hola Utk X Nadt Mg
%2248 AL Aol PM o PMosoll A zHzE 20.8%, 11.1% = LERWEa, H @A o)
T A7 355%, 19.3%% FAF Aol 2AHI7E o Be o2 2ALE A th(Figure
34~35).

- 137 -



Table 51. Concentrations of elemental species and their rations in PM;y, and

PM,5 aerosols during Asian dust (AD) and non-evnet (NE) days.

Concentration (ng/m?) Ratio
Species PMio PMss PM;q PMs5
AD NE AD NE AD/NE AD/NE
S 3581.6 1383.5 1495.8 561.8 2.6 2.7
Al 4666.8 471.8 374.7 675 99 56
Fe 4131.9 340.9 306.0 65.3 12.1 4.7
Ca 3703.5 316.5 281.1 334 11.7 384
Na 2918.2 1318.0 206.6 1654 2.2 1.2
K 1762.0 224.1 273.5 53.2 79 51
Mg 1900.9 230.1 146.3 27.0 8.3 54
Ti 109.9 17.1 94 1.9 6.4 49
Mn 88.0 10.1 9.0 2.6 8.7 3.5
Ba 24.8 3.6 4.1 0.6 7.0 6.5
Sr 27.6 3.6 2.4 04 77 59
Zn 34.8 40.2 20.5 55 2.1 3.7
\Y 16.5 9.5 6.2 2.5 3.0 2.5
Cr 11.7 12.6 1.1 34 09 0.3
Pb 63.5 16.1 17.6 3.5 4.0 5.0
Cu 17.5 49 2.0 0.7 3.6 2.9
Ni 16.7 10.7 2.9 2.0 1.6 1.5
Co 13.6 2.2 0.2 0.1 6.1 3.1
Mo 2.5 1.9 0.4 0.2 1.3 1.9
Cd 0.9 0.6 05 04 1.6 1.3
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Others Others

<Asian Dust> <Non-Event>

Figure 34. Composition ratio of elemental species in PMjy aerosols during

Asian dust and non-event days.

Others

<Asian Dust> <Non-Event>

Figure 35. Composition ratio of elemental species in PMss aerosols during

Asian dust and non-event days.
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Figure 36. Comparison of ionic concentrations in PM;y aerosols during

Asian dust days.
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Figure 37. Comparison of ionic concentrations in PMs5 aerosols during

Asian dust days.
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Figure 38. Comparison of ionic compositions in PM;jy aerosols during
Asian dust (AD) days.
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Figure 39. Comparison of ionic compositions in PMss aerosols during
Asian dust (AD) days.
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Figure 40. Comparison of particle cross sections of back trajectory during
Asian dust (AD) days.
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A 71ds otsA Tl A, 2017; Sun et al, 2006). W3 ol g AFHA
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AT T AN AEE PMi2 4770, PMose 44705 AFH S 3L, o]
AAE PMypel Bt A= 815 ng/m’2 BldF L] 305 ng/m’E} 2.74)
w2 TEE YAt PMyse Bt AFFEE 463 ng/m’E vddde 3

8 ng/m’Er} 28] ¥ FEE Hol: FAom ZAH AL
FEE PMpol A nss-SO4 > NOs3 > NH; > CI'
> Na" > nss-Ca®" > K" > Mg* > HCO; > CH;COO > HCOO > CH3SO3;
PM,50l A+ nss-SO > NO3 > NH; > K' > Na™ >
ClI" > HCO; > nss-Ca® > Mg® > HCOO > CH;COO > CH3SO; > F >
H T22 & 75 & YEY It (Table 52).

83 22 2924 (nss-SO45, NOs, NH,)S PMoll Al v]@AAe] uvls) 3.

1~4.84], PMasoll Al 33~54u F%=7F F7tste] th& A& 5] vla =& S7H&
S YEtddeh ol dAF7F s A HW EG B s 71d Aol wls 23
L4 Al k7] w9l Ao g dekEn

T Figure 41~42¢ Aot o] AF Al PMpe &AoA 23 oLd=4

(nss-SO4”, NOs, NH)ol 77.2%9 ZAS AASA L, PMase M= o]

off

A9 Fge %

_

o
A

- 147 -



E AEEC 922%9 S AAs = Aoz FAHdT vdANL ] HAd=
50l PMig} PMos A A 217 64.8%, 82.7%5 =}A|ste] AF-7F &

64.
BIAAE W o5 23 LdBAES] Pl F oz ARHL

o
al
ox
A

el @9l JENa, C A% Al PMyd PMas 24914 242 155%,
29%% vreRstan, mMAGdAAE olEe] 2] PM? PMyslA 747k 24.8%,

71%% A7 LAPYE mErh we xS Hole eom FHITh
nss-Ca”' & A5 Al PMyo PMasoll A 22+ 2.2
Hdddoll= 22 1.7%, 1.1%% PMg% PMpsell A 22 & A3ks HER U

X
(@]
B
X
o
BN
%
o
e
r o
2=
2
2

- 148 -



Table 52. Concentrations of ionic species and their ratios in PM;y and PM-5

aerosols during haze (HZ) and non-event (NE) days.

Concentration (ug/m®) Ratio
Species PMio PMss PM;q PMs5
HZ NE HZ NE HZ/NE HZ/NE
H" 0.02 0.01 0.02 0.01 1.8 1.6
Na’ 3.36 1.79 0.53 0.37 1.9 14
NH, 7.81 1.98 6.48 1.69 3.9 3.8
K’ 0.98 0.28 0.71 0.17 3.5 4.1
Mg* 0.51 0.24 0.11 0.06 2.2 1.8
nss—Ca”’ 1.05 0.26 0.21 0.10 4.0 2.1
Cl 4.18 2.04 0.35 0.26 2.1 1.3
NOs 13.17 2.73 6.80 1.26 4.8 54
nss—SO4% 16.51 5.29 14.52 4.38 3.1 3.3
HCOs 0.37 0.43 0.23 0.25 09 0.9
F 0.03 0.01 0.02 0.01 1.9 1.8
HCOO 0.14 0.07 0.08 0.04 1.9 2.0
CH3COO 0.33 0.26 0.07 0.22 1.3 0.3
CH3S505 0.06 0.03 0.03 0.03 1.9 1.2
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Figure 41. Composition ratio of ionic species in PM;jy aerosols during haze

and non-event days.
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Figure 42. Composition ratio of ionic species in PMs5 aerosols during haze

and non-event days.
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Table 53. Concentrations of elemental species and their ratios in PM;y and

PMs5 aerosols during haze (HZ) and non-evnet (NE) days.

Concentration (ng/m?) Ratio
Species PMio PMss PM;q PMs5
HZ NE HZ NE HZ/NE HZ/NE
S 3991.6 1383.5 15779 561.8 29 2.8
Al 1823.8 471.8 69.0 675 39 1.0
Fe 947.5 340.9 101.0 65.3 2.8 1.5
Ca 867.6 316.5 64.0 334 2.7 1.9
Na 2199.8 1318.0 203.8 1654 1.7 1.2
K 687.4 224.1 199.8 53.2 3.1 3.8
Mg 518.3 230.1 37.3 27.0 2.3 14
Ti 45.0 17.1 2.4 1.9 2.6 1.2
Mn 29.7 10.1 5.2 2.6 2.9 2.0
Ba 12.7 3.6 1.7 0.6 3.6 2.7
Sr 8.3 3.6 1.0 04 2.3 2.4
Zn 104.5 40.2 14.1 55 2.6 2.6
\Y 6.9 9.5 3.2 2.5 1.3 1.3
Cr 129 12.6 0.9 34 1.0 0.3
Pb o1.7 16.1 17.9 3.5 3.2 5.1
Cu 9.7 49 1.5 0.7 2.0 2.2
Ni 10.1 10.7 1.2 2.0 0.9 0.6
Co 4.4 2.2 0.1 0.1 2.0 1.2
Mo 1.8 1.9 0.3 0.2 1.0 1.8
Cd 1.0 0.6 05 04 1.8 1.2
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Figure 43. Composition ratio of elemental species in PMjy aerosols during

haze and non-event days.
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Figure 44. Composition ratio of elemental species in PMss aerosols during

haze and non-event days.
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Figure 47. Comparison of ionic compositions in PM;, aerosols during
haze days (HZ).
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sob A Avd 71 Zolgt & 5 UthLee et al, 2013; Park et al,

A7) 7 Sotel] uFREyE wAlEIE S wlo] PMyS 4127, PMyss 502712
ANFskP L, o5 AHIFsTE PMpe 354 pg/m’, PMose 225 pg/m’® zhzt
o] nj@ddel Hla) 1.2v), 1.39] =& FEE Hol= 3oz A

I B Al o] 2 AR FEiE PMolA nss-SO& > NH,” > NO; > Na'
> CI" > HCO; > K' > nss—Ca® > Mg® > CH3COO > CH3SO; > HCOO
> H > F 093, PMasol A& nss-SOZ > NH,' > NO; > Na' > HCOs
> K" > CI' > CH,COO > nss—-Ca® > Mg”* > CH3;SO; > HCOO > H' >
F o2 =2 555 Yeydth(Table 54).

22 S 9EHR nSS*SOf’, NHy g2 PMl Al vl@dde vls] 27 1.6,
158, PMasoll A 242 1.7, 169 & %7F Z7kete] vh& sl vl &2 F71
&5 Y whde] NOy &= PMpel A vl@dArde] vls) 118 7k whd,
PMosoll M Z7F Aol velubA] Fdeh. 2e]a vhf Al &l diolv B
Aol A9els PMio? PMysoll Al 25 B2l vls) 0.8~1.1vW¢] &
ol5 uedo] ¥EVE MRS wo] o] AR TRl & AFE WAA
2= Ao FaHETh

T Figure 50~519] ZA¥e} o] w¥bFE Al PMppe FAAA 22 Ld9&=4
(nss-SO,%, NOs, NHy)ol 744%9 A& AL, PMasel A M e o
E AEE0] 914%9 2AHE AAsE Aoz FAHAT HEAAFAL A=
ol Lol PMp¥ PMys A4 ZH2E 64.8%, 82.7%E AFAete] vhy-7) b
AEAE Wl o] 23 LAEHES] FFol & Ao AmHTh

ko] sld AR Na', ClY Ed AR (nss-Ca’)S ¥ Al PMp3A ol A
Zh7F 172%, 14%% YERREIL, PMys 2AA 247 51%, 0.9%= UElgt). of
S vddYd 249 vwst A3 PMpol A= vldddel A 248%, 1.7%= v1&
Ao wE 2SS B, vAVIAE PMpsdlME wldAdded zhzh 7.1%,

L1962 977l SAge nuc Fe 24 Holt Jow dw.
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Table 54. Concentrations of ionic species and their ratios in PM;, and PM,s

aerosols during mist (MT) and non-event (NE) days.

Concentration (ug/m®) Ratio
Species PMio PMss PM;q PMs5
MT NE MT NE MT/NE MT/NE
H" 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 1.0 1.1
Na’ 1.74 1.79 0.38 0.37 1.0 1.0
NH, 3.07 1.98 2.67 1.69 15 1.6
K’ 0.31 0.28 0.23 0.17 1.1 14
Mg* 0.25 0.24 0.07 0.06 1.0 1.1
nss—Ca”’ 0.27 0.26 0.11 0.10 1.0 1.1
Cl 1.65 2.04 0.22 0.26 0.8 0.8
NOs 2.99 2.73 1.32 1.26 1.1 1.0
nss-S04* 8.67 5.29 7.34 4.38 1.6 1.7
HCO5 0.40 0.43 0.33 0.25 09 1.3
F 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.7 0.6
HCOO 0.06 0.07 0.03 0.04 0.8 0.8
CH3COO 0.28 0.26 0.18 0.22 1.1 0.8
CH3S505 0.06 0.03 0.04 0.03 2.1 1.5
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Figure 50. Composition ratio of ionic species in PM;jy aerosols during mist

and non-event days.
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Figure 51. Composition ratio of ionic species in PMss aerosols during mist

and non-event days.

- 162 -



M A BAE AnHE

-
i
rlo
)—U
=
%
)—U
=
ot
-
Sh
_0|L
0
=
E
ol
R

i, o ARE
Table 5501 YERHATE PMpe] Y442 S > Na > Al > Fe > Ca > K >
Mg >7n >Pb >Ti >Cr >Ni >Mn>V >Cu>Ba>Sr > Co > Mo
> Cd €22 ¥ 555 YERNS L, PMpse 94482 S > Na > K > Fe
> Al >Ca>Mg >Z7Zn>Pb >V >Mn>Ti >Cr >Ni > Cu > Ba >
Cd > Sr > Mo > Co <28 S %%7} =4 eyt

B Al PMyooll Al Zn, Pb s = 247 444, 17.7 ng/m’Z v @4 Ao v)s =
T L1vje] HolE B Fro Aol AA| e Aoz FlH, PMysol A=

N
MAgLe ws) olE F Aol Z47h 18], 120] Ee FXE nme] wy A F

&L 0.7~

i
o
oX,
M
=
Py
o
@
&
-
£ C
:(I:\lj
2
oX,
M
z,
Q
=
Q@
lo
=
N
Yy
lo
HU
=
FPL

AagEe] 242 AT Avpel At PEA A9H RS, Zn, PH)o] ¥}

T3 Al PMyo PMosoll Al ZH2E 43.4%, 71.3%, H1d7ddel= PMypt PMysol
A Zb7} 32.8%, 575%E HFE- Al 2AH7E 2 Aew veyrt. adn F8 B

o

F R Y gre

Al PMoll Al ZHzE 21.8%, 28.8%E e S,
PMysoll = Z37; 9.6%, 134%°] AL Bt #Hldddod = PMpelA ol&

r
J
1

71990 Aol A7t 256%, 36.1%S 2AS HAI, PMpselMe 247 16.7%,
19.3%<& deto] vl mjs) nj@ddels Aol o w8 S Hols A

= fu N
o2 A H(Figure 52~53).

o
0

- 163 -



Table 55. Concentrations of elemental species and their ratios in PM;o and

PMs5 aerosols during mist (MT) and non-evnet (NE) days.

Concentration (ng/m?) Ratio
Species PMio PMss PM;q PMs5
MT NE MT NE MT/NE MT/NE
S 2026.7 1383.5 938.3 561.8 15 1.7
Al 397.6 471.8 46.7 67.5 0.8 0.7
Fe 365.9 340.9 484 65.3 1.1 0.7
Ca 290.9 316.5 32.9 334 09 1.0
Na 1162.7 1318.0 153.8 165.4 09 0.9
K 225.3 224.1 62.8 53.2 1.0 1.2
Mg 225.2 230.1 25.4 27.0 1.0 09
Ti 16.3 17.1 1.8 1.9 1.0 1.0
Mn 10.6 10.1 2.2 2.6 1.0 0.9
Ba 4.1 3.6 0.5 0.6 1.1 0.8
Sr 3.5 3.6 0.4 0.4 1.0 09
Zn 444 40.2 9.8 55 1.1 1.8
\Y 7.4 9.5 4.0 2.5 14 1.6
Cr 12.3 12.6 1.8 3.4 1.0 05
Pb 17.7 16.1 44 3.5 1.1 1.2
Cu 6.3 49 0.8 0.7 1.3 1.2
Ni 11.6 10.7 1.6 2.0 1.1 0.8
Co 2.7 2.2 0.05 0.1 1.2 0.6
Mo 2.6 1.9 0.2 0.2 14 1.0
Cd 0.7 0.6 0.4 0.4 1.2 1.0
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Figure 52. Composition ratio of elemental species in PMjy aerosols during

mist dust and non-event days.
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Figure 53. Composition ratio of elemental species in PMsys aerosols during

mist and non-event days.
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0.178 peq/m*Z= ZAF= 9T},

Table 56. Comparison between the sums of equivalent concentrations of basic

cations and acidic anions in PMjo and PMs5 aerosols.

Equivalent concentration (peg/m?®)

Meteo—
rology PMio PM:s
Cation Anion Cation Anion
H 0012 nss-SO,> 0110 H 0.009 nss-SO,%  0.091
NH," 0.110 NO3 0.044  NH, 0.094 NO; 0.020
1;:);1; nss-Ca”  0.014 HCOO 0.002 nss-Ca” 0.005 HCOO 0.001
CH:COO™  0.004 CH;COO™  0.003
Total 0.136 Total 0.160 Total 0.108 Total 0.115
H 0.007 nss-SO# 0220 H' 0.007 nss-SO  0.155
. NH,' 0.226 NO3 0163  NH, 0.147 NO3 0.057
g:;n nss-Ca’"  0.166 HCOO 0.002 nss-Ca” 0038 HCOO 0.001
CH:COO  0.006 CH;COO  0.001
Total 0.399 Total 0.391 Total 0.192 Total 0.214
H 0.021 nss-SO 0336 H 0.015 nss-SO,  0.302
NH," 0433 NO; 0212  NH, 0.359 NO; 0.110
Haze nss-Ca”  0.051 HCOO 0.003 nss-Ca” 0.010 HCOO 0.002
CH:COO™  0.006 CH;COO™  0.001
Total 0.503 Total 0557  Total 0.384 Total 0.415
H 0.012 nss-SO, 0180 H' 0.010 nss-SO,  0.153
NH, 0170 NOj 0.048  NH, 0.148 NO3 0.021
Mist nss—Ca®  0.014 HCOO 0.001 nss-Ca* 0006 HCOO 0.001
CH;CO0 0.005 CH;COO™  0.003
Total 0.196 Total 0.234  Total 0.164 Total 0.178
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E3H PMpd PMys ol AR B4 Az RE F7]2 Sol22 nss-SO7 9
NO;3, f714F o] HCOO ¢ CH;COO & TAo R ol 4k So]29 A
A3}t 71 &S 2AE A HH(Table 57). 233 7199 &2 248 b Sol&9 T
FeE ol e T ol f71st ol FEREE HE HushE W
Hoz A Fol2 AR A 79 EE Hrlsdth

Fo Ao} o] PMyp2l nss-SO; 2 A3t 7)o &S wdgdd, FA) A,
"L 7] 7kell ZhZE 68.8, 56.3, 60.3, 76.9% = LFEFSEIL PMasoll A= ZhzE 78.8, 72.7,
729, 86.0% %2 PM# PMys 25 BHFE Al nss-SO,% 9] 7ol &o] 7} =& 3&

k. whdel NOs o] Mg 38t 71 &S PMol A v @4 AL AR ukiy)
Zbell zhz} 275, 41.6, 381, 20.6%°]1 3L, PMasol A= 2H2E 17.6, 26.6, 264, 12.0%

2 A A 7P =L 719 E&ES YERTE Rkl {714kl HCOO
CH;COO ¢ 2Hgd3t 71 &2 PMpel Al mldddd, SAF A%, vhR7)gke] 7h7t
37, 2.1, 16, 25%=2 eI, PMysol A= 2hzE 36, 0.7, 0.7, 2.0%% F7]4
nss-S0,% ¢ NO3 2] 7o g0l & E4 e 7| =E ® o)

o3t A¥sg T HW, A mAEA o A= FE FIN &
0] 291 nss-SO& ¢k NOy ol 93t &S ZaiA won os T3 A7= F
AR H, NH), nss-Ca” 59 9714 o]0l #osta e Aoz dod

ot

S

23
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Table 57. Acidification contributions (%) of acidic anions during non-event,

Asian dust, haze and mist days.

Acidification contribution (%)

Meteo-

rology PMio PM:5
Inorganic acid Organic acid Inorganic acid Organic acid
nss-S0,4 688 HCOO 1.0 nss-SO/4 788 HCOO 0.7
I;t);_t NO; 275 CHsCOO 27 NOs 176 CH,COO 29
Total 96.3 Total 3.7 Total 96.4  Total 3.6
. nss-SO/4 563 HCOO 0.7 nss-SOZ 727 HCOO 0.4
gzlsatn NO3~ 416 CHCOO 14 NOy 266 CH;COO 03
Total 979 Total 2.1 Total 99.3 Total 0.7
nss-SO4 603 HCOO 06 nss-SOf 729 HCOO 0.4
Haze NO3~ 381 CH;COO 1.0 NOs 264 CH;COO 03
Total 98.4 Total 1.6 Total 99.3  Total 0.7
nss-SO° 769 HCOO 06 nss-SO/% 860 HCOO 0.4
Mist NO3 206 CH;COO 19 NOs 120 CH;COO 16
Total 975 Total 25  Total 98.0 Total 2.0
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gEol 7] YA B e FYE A =4S g7 NH;, CaCOs,
MgCO; 53 22 714 Edol oa F3tHm, o] FolA NHz% CaCOs7F

2 24 JdHKang et al, 2006). ol F =4
of o3t F3t= 2] (18), (1999 o] 3} AH(Neutralization factor, NF)& -3}

o T3 A& v=gHoez Hrt & 5 JHHFFL, 2013; Galloway et al,

f
ofy
Lot
o
o
o
o
=
rlr
P
o

o

(NVH,]
NFNH — 5= — — — eeeeeeeeneene (18)
* [nss— SO+ [NO 1+ [HCOO™)+ [CH,COO]
2+
NFGJLCO — [TLSS OCL ] .......... (19)

[nss —SO; 7]+ [NO; ]+ [HCOO |+ [CH,COO]

[NH,'], [nss-Ca®], [nss-SO4], [NOs], [HCOO], [CH;COO 1+= 7}
e dEEEE e
]kl NHzell 293t T3kl A= PMjot PMysell A ZHz 0.69, 0.81=
UEbE oW, CaCOsell o3 F3kelatE Z-2b 0.09, 0.04% e, PMyd PMos
5 NHzoll &3k 53t A7F =4 ey, CaCOs9 -5l = PMiy7} PMysoll
Hla =2 T3k e B3l
A5, v AL PMell Al NHzoll o] gk F3kQlxb= Z+2F 058, 0.78, 0.73°]
3, CaCOsol 98 =3tz zhzh 042, 0.09, 00622 3HA} Al CaCOsell ¢ g
F3pel A7t 74 A JEbskth =3 PMysoll e NHgoll o8k 3kl x7) zhzt
0.69, 0.87, 0.832.2 Elrom, CaCOsel 23 F3exE 22k 0.18, 0.03, 0.03
o® A5 A NHgell o3k ssilart 7bd =& #hs EAth(Table 58). o2&
ANES vFo & df, PMpd PMosoll Al AHd E- e T8+ T2 NHzoll <3|
dojur], CaCOsoll 9]¢k F 8= PMysHth PMpoll Al +=
EI 5!

=)
I

>
2
o,
N

F
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Table 58. Neutralization factors by NHjs and CaCOsz in PM;y and PMas

aerosols during non-event, Asian dust, haze and mist days.

NFE N, NFcacos
Meteorology
PMio PM:s PMio PMzs
Non-event 0.69 0.81 0.09 0.04
Asian Dust 0.58 0.69 0.42 0.18
Haze 0.78 0.87 0.09 0.03
Mist 0.73 0.83 0.06 0.03
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U w A A G AFE RS20 A 20003 8 2015974 PMygt PMas
dolzxS AH, B8t sz I W 5EAS AR 29 g5y 2
AES 49k
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