378 1 E7 A = Vol. 37, No. 1
2018 4E 1A ENVIRONMENTAL CHEMISTRY January 2018

DOI:10.7524/j.issn.0254- 6108.2017042401
FBIEAIL, BRZKT, XU, 58 A5 PM, s "PAT HLAR A TE R ik i L AR AE - S5 R IRARAT [ ] FRIE 1R, 2018,37 (1) 1 115- 122
ZHENG Xiaowu, CHENG Jiadeng, LIU Zilong, et al. Characteristics and source apportionment of organic carbon and elemental carbon in PM, 5 in

Shihezi, Xinjiang, China[ J].Environmental Chemistry,2018,37(1) ;115-122.

A PM, REVERI T ZEE) U RFIE S SRIRAET

FgpiE B xFR FamE TR Faalv

(1 AT RABAEAE T 2 B i F A g (i P o S0 %, 11077, 8320035
2. fI{A T RAEBE B S — MR B B, 417, 832002)

8 FEOABTICREE 2015 4F 9 H % 2016 4F 8 A AT A [E BT KA IRE S R g 45 1h i
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R 56 5V KA BRI E AR IR LSl 4 R A, [ RIBEIRRIE #6547 42 AT S0 A7 1 A )
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Characteristics and source apportionment of organic carbon and
elemental carbon in PM, . in Shihezi, Xinjiang, China

ZHENG Xiaowu ' CHENG. Jiadeng' LIU Zilong ' LI Shanman '
NING Jianying > LU Jianjiang '™
(1. School of Chemistry and Chemical Engineering, Shihezi University, Key Laboratory for Green
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Abstract; The primary and year-long PM, ; samples were collected in Shihezifrom September 2015 to
August 2016 and the concentrations of organic carbon( OC) , elemental carbonc (EC) and second
organic carbond(SOC) under different weather conditions were anzlyzed. Results show that the mean
concentration of OC and EC in middle haze was 20.85+5.03 and 2.75+0.46 pg-m~’(dust days was
18.9+4.4 and 2.6+0.9 pg-m™). The average SOC in middle haze days was 10.62+3.94 pg-m™
(dust days 9.3+3.7 pg-m™) , accounting for 67% of OC (dust days 67%) , indicats that SOC was
the major component of OC. The lower correlation coefficient of OC and EC showed that haze and
dust has more complex pollution sources. PCA analysis indicats that the major sources of carbon
aerosols in haze and dust days were gasoline exhaust, coal burning and road dust. This study

revealed the distribution of carbon aerosols in different types of weather and may provide a scientific
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reference for further research in haze and dust control in Xinjiang area.
Keywords : organic carbon/elemental carbon ( OC/EC ), haze, second organic carbon ( SOC),

principal component analysis( PCA) , Shihezi-Xinjiang.

BROCERIE R MR P EBOCRZ —, 4905 RAUBRLY) BT Y 10% ARAERR TR 1R JRA T
Rl A P AR SS R A HURK (OC) RIDTZE ik (EC) M A MLBK 32 Bk A LA RRHIR G i S Ak & W R
AN, PIINZ IR OF R RS AR AL i OC AR 5 & 2B Ak SO w A p B 48 Ak L — A AL
R (SOC) 1 HEMAA U REOF B/ KA W FRFE F R LRI (EC) 2k A &bt
FHOARTE b, BIHANEYIREFES EC £ 0C A AR E ML PE TR L R I L R m AL, Bl R AR 2
T5 Y 2 [B (W SN AE EC IR EHET T

Bl VA B B B SR 5 | N AR e i R M A2 A 52 23k B8 B2 I G A0 S T R U0k ) O A G
D3 TR B2 EAIRS T K R B T FITC R 400 R UL, A HLBR T 3R B Y BIF 5 1 7 2R A OC 5 EC
(VR 3 5 B (R T FRAE M 1 — IR R TR B R R R IR S L

AT R RAEE IR FA X AGl A S G, A R TSR OC RFEC AYAH ST
oA BR DRk e e 32 52 16 SRS A 8 )RS0 o B T LABIEFE B 0 3R /K F 9 1 i g AT 42 R
R AR IR, A B T T R A2 KRR S B FIAR ST YR A HE ARG SR, MR T g A D
AT R BLEAT —E AR .

1 #B5S 7 ( Materials and methods)

L1 SR

PMLLFE (n= 104 SURSMIZE 1| B ) AN 2018 4 9 A THATE 2016 4 8 1 CREERIGZIE
1T, 0 Z B P ikt BUASCAR I B S 80RE e 2 sAS RBJTIRE i ) ASHIT S P 9 72 7 (R B 23 4) 12016 4F
3.4.5 7, 2% (FRih22 1) :2016 4F 6,7.,8 A, BkF (FEa%20 4~) 2015 4F 9,10, 11 A, %% (#
A& 39 1~)2015 4F 12 H 2016 4F 1.2/ R SR 4E /R F G XA £ A - R4k TRk
T (N44°18'10", £86°3'29") ¥4k 470 m. SRoREHb 3 T-It = 5 AL DUt 2 1], 0 L FF o DA e 4
2 km 22 PN TS 1D 9 75 e DR R
1.2 REEJTE

SRR Bl S R Y MiniVol TAS PM,  RAESE  RAERHE 6 Lomin™, BRLUCR AL [A] R H2E 1Y
23 h AR A AR 11:00 2YKCH LR 1000 KAF ATIERBCE T 5 b0 700 °C R HILE 4 h LEBRIHRY
RIS 15 ey KB I DRI AR B P 48 b TS AT R PR R RE T RO BB B — 18 C H UK
HRAT.

1 #EHVARSWS
Table 1 Haze and dust definition

KK B AL Wk PM REWLEE V
Kinds Counts Particulate Matters/ ( pg-m™) Visibility/km
E[FE| N 72 PM,5< 75
Lz 20 75 < PM,5<150 3 < V<5km
g 11 150 < PM, <250 1 < V<3 km
wE 1 PM, 5= 250 V< 1 km
bk 29 PM,,= 150 V< 3km

1.3 sE5vbA ko Jrik
MWIGHEUWLE V 5 PM,  F1 PM, ¥R Z | $5 5 V0 A AF 58 op RO k) 70 g e (H-1) ,Whgi(H-2) , Figk
(H-3) MDA R (D) Sehh A AR ARV AR (NHD) 5073 BARZEAF B R SR B il KR 4n
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1 PR
1.4 AHLERS o RN E

B AN TC 2 Btk 19 53 B >R FH 9 BV SR 52 I T il ¥ B8O o BT A, i IMPROVE B, BIVEE TG 4R
HI A SR BT 120 °C (OC1) (250 °C (0C2) 450 °C (0C3) F1550 C (0C4) T, % 0.50 em?
DERR R EAT IR B IR AR ORI G AL R CO, s SR G FRIEAE S 2% S AR T , 4090 F 550 C
(EC1),700 °C (EC2) F1800 C (EC3) A HAEE G b i TT 3 a2k 4 AN BEAR R 7 2E
) CO, 285 MnO, Ak, 7638 JFAR il i KA B PRI 2% (FID) A& CH, #E S 78 il 72 o, SR
633 nm [Y S-S0 TN 8 I s R, R R D5 A A B i o0 28 ik S Ak YR 1 AR AR B[], 7 LRI FE B Ak
RS OGN 2 a% (OPC) , AR ¥E IMPROVE B, A HLHK OC=0C1+0C2+0C3+0C4+0PC, I
£k EC=EC1+EC2+EC3-0PC.
1.5 B fE S m il

HHURR TTEm BT R 2 EVD BT (DRI) Fra 5 fiiAniE, OC/EC 43 BHs E 5%—10% .4
W5E 10 EEFER 14, FER TR EAE 0.030—0.100 g- L7 22 1], SRiF B bR MER 22+ 30% 3 2 vk 7
0.100—0.150 g~ L™ Z [] , SR/ (4 BT it I 26 £209% 5 i B R R FE T 0.150 g- L' BFS SR vF IR din 25 £ 10%.

2 R 51718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 BRI Y KA AR AR

WFSEIIAN 104 A 20 PM, 5 S0 EAE Bk S0 OV BE 48 11 IR 2 iz, OC /Y Mk S 1] 4.25—
27.18 pg-m™ ,FIIMH 12.73+5.74 pg-m™ ,EC WK EVEH 0.13—7.92 pg-m ™, FHI(EH 1.96+1.39 pg-m™.
AR S (R FSe v 8 15 ST 9 Al b DX A SRy e ARV v o o [ PR e ki, o A R AT

0C/PM, ,fil EC/PM, ;5514 0.12+0.06 F1 0.02+0.01 ,0C/TC {8 88% M OC J& kM 32 B il
43 TC/PM, JFEILAFFT H R 0.14£0.07 (6% TC H.OC il EC 3145 H) ,TCA 49 19.79+9.1 pg-m ™ (6K
SEIE TCA | 1.4 4% OC fin EC HEEAH) X PM, B TTHR N 19%+9% , 5 T At M X 21| RIS
VSR PM, s 1) EZL R 22—

R 2 AR TR (n=104)

Table 2 Carbon aerosols concentration levels(n=104)

I/ME FHME EME R Ji 2

Minimum/ Mean/ Median/ Maximum/ Standard

(pg-m™) (pgrm™) (pgrm™) (pgrm™) deviation
PM, 5 26 127.12 93 412 87.53
0C 4.25 12.73 11.26 27.18 5.74
EC 013 1.96 1.79 7.92 1.39
TC 4.64 14.70 13.59 31.73 6.82
TCA 6.34 19.79 18.16 41.25 9.10

. TCA=1.4x(OC+EC).

R R 2R ABUR AT 4 P O IR EEAnIEl 1 s, OC R EEJE R AESE AR A R Y
10.13 pg-m BN E F5E K 20.85+5.03 pg-m°( HFE RS F 21.01 pg-m™’) ,EC ¥ JE ML Vb 2R
KET L7 pg-m > BIMEF RS 2.75+0.46 (HFERS T 2.75 pg-m™) , & T o B HE O
i g RVD AR Y KR B TC F TCA MR S2 15 YIRS R IR R MK, P RE 28 KR [ 2 MR U
LB B SCHE RO G AR B AE A g AR V0240 KA AR S Fe vk B B 228 v T LA b X 3 VT g 5 22 i
b DX R R B 0 A7 I et R K o gl R EL B B R G kR s

T g ANV A AT S A IR LR R 1 R B A O e | ol R 4 2 3 A T YL TR HE AL
BONRREMIEOLT , G A 5 M 55 FYD 28 KA F B R 2R 3R 3 Fos, s8 A A KT IR B2 il
FAR TR SV AR TR, 8 RSP RERN -6.73 € (WAEKRA -7.17 °C) HAHX R #E
KB 70% (HEFERAT B SR ) A E BRI , KRR E YR R 2 SRR 2 B 255
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Fig.1 Carbon aerosols levels under haze and dust days
x3 FHUPEARATHWIZHR
Table 3 Metéorological factors in haze and dust weather
kS C= e | SN 5 e HiH W
Meteorological factors NHD H-1 H-2 H-3 D
L/ C 16 -4.98 -8.36 -6.85 -7.17
K /(mes™!) 1.41 1.41 1.10 1.48 1.36
AAXTRE/ % 47 71.37 75.93 62.15 73.74
KA/ (drg) 257.34 258.86 243.5 277.54 250.91

9 HEBEAN TRl it DXl 55 RE IR 4 R4 MRS 55 A 458 DR 3806 i o s M A8 2 ), e e FG sl DX T A9 AN
7 75 00 7 19 A B A0 T FRBRVR 2 Lk 4 BT

R4 HATT AA HLRR T 2R Bk B AR

Table 4 Carbon aerosols in other cities

Wi SR S Tk EERiIR TS TLE K
Sampling site Sampling period Method 0C/(pg-m™) EC/(pg-m™)
ZApp ] 2013/9—2013/11 TOT 3.01 1.5
A 2013/5—2014/5 TOA 18.96 2.6
hrpEs) 2013/3—2014/2 TOR 7.92 1.00
K6 2012/5—2013/4 TOT 19 4.6

by 017 2011/10—2012/8 TOR 6.6 2.6
P18l 2012/12/1—2012/12/31 TOA 27 6.9

AT OC 5 EC ¥ RE -5 R 50 LA 46 R T B A HEIT 15 Y 5 77 B V8 22 T ik i 0 ek
JEE R A T O TP T BT TS J A A RN T VT R B T AR T A
17, B TR a0 ARG 22 1175l e PSR, — 5 THX A2 55 A A 5, o3 — 7 IRTRE % 1 e
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IRl Sy T PRIV G e B AR % R 0 e o AV ek B e e IR T R TR T, R R R i s DX el
BN I HLBh G008} AR T A8l 22 R AR R o i T HE Al b3 i ()48 WL G 28 ik vk 2t AR
TR AR T2R0RE 33X S8 T b il i 2 T Tk i EL A 20 v ) 0 B AR XU A R 13 e 0, AR K i
Tl A A R REARR T 75 ek 2
2.2 FEAVSAERAE OC/EC AN

Turpin 51AN OC I EC Z [AIAAHSEME W] DL — @ BB 1 RSB IG YR, 0C 5 EC Z A B et
MU ARAE LI OC 5 EC A &ML A5 4 IR AHF 58 o OC/EC HfEh 8.53+5.75, KIARFFE M H] OC
5 EC W5 Yl T RE A DL 4 RS0, A W R be | T o RAMRE IR B 4728
or m JEgRdEvbA OC=2.5EC+6.2 R*=0.71

35 © & OC=3.1EC+10.7 R*=0.37
% Vb4 OC=2.8EC+11.6 R*=0.33

0I1I2I345I6I7I8
EC/(ug'm™>)
B2 OC/ECTEARRITGRR AT Mt
Fig.2 OC/EC Correlation in haze and dust days

2 A5 0C 5 EC Z[EBAHSCHE  7EAESAE VB RATT 0C 5 EC A BRI (R =
0.71) ,EXFRTEM KT OC 5 EC ARV BE =30, WLARIE 1 T4 I A 5238 5 18 P47 70 55 55 Avb
ARANASCERE R 539010 0.37 F10.33, FIEHESEAE U4 K AUM LL, s Fnvb A2 75 Je il h 52 2%, T g
FEERRBEIR AL 4R GE A CEYIBURGE S AR A WESE R R X L DL
T 2AEAE B AN HLTOE A7 7 AR 5 BRI RBAEAS VAR KR OC ISRIESE Ry iz, ik — 2B
R RST 0C 5 EC MAHSEHE.

— i, OC/EC {1 2 SEABE ZA A WU AL SOC 4 1 .S0C H R A Ho R & R ik
PSR ANy vk A i e, — MR A s A Y

PM, 5= (m,—m,)x10°/ (ux60x23x107")
Forr u AR RFE AL, m 5 m, ERIEPERAERT S BB, (OC/EC) |, fREERBFE IR OC/EC He/ME , 74
WFFER 215 B AMETHEE SOC.

(OC/EC) 15/ IMEMNZR 5 7R, SOC %t 245 e /IME R B THRAA. 4 2% SOC V5 YL Ry ™ 2
SaATVDA T R0, R A 25 7 R O ORI A I SOC, M, B 2 SOC Wk B e I, 2R e = A 56
J ).

£5 (OC/EC),,5 SOC Z=1i5 i
Table 5 Seasonal distribution between (OC/EC) ,, and SOC

(OC/EC) i SOC/ (g m™) S0C/0C SOC/PM, 5
T 3.8 4.84+1.88 0.55+0.15 0.07£0.03
H7 4.7 3.57+1.66 0.52+0.22 0.08+0.05
B 2.4 5.3+2.49 0.42+0.22 0.05+0.03
&7 3.7 8.59+3.64 0.48+0.15 0.050.04

Es 2.4 6.06+0.04 0.49+0.18 0.06+0.04
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Mk 6 PR, AV RAT SOC W m TAESE IR VAR KA, HRILIG YL s SOC Yk FE & i It
e A R EH] 10.62+3.94 pg-m 7 (VARRA9.3+3.7 pg-m ™) X AT REA PRI . — 7 I AE SR
P ARRIT 0C 5 EC By, SOC WA A2 IR ; 50— 5 T A4 EiksE 51 B R IARLH
R AAL 58 5 YA RAE MRS SIRE R, XS FERAURE Z & BRI BB/ NAF T oC
5 SOC W41, 80 7 R ) Z 8] B R4R AR , A R T SOC Az iU N 74T

F6 TEPKRS T OC/EC F KA HUERTS Y e
Table 6 SOC, SOC/0C, OC/EC and SOC/PM,  in different degree of pollution days

E[E E RN B gk Gt e
NHD H-1 H-2 H-3 D
PM,s/(pg-m™) 86.22+41.85 174.35+£67.56 283+80.33 412 226.5+95
0C/(pg-m™) 10.13+4.08 17.24+3.8 20.85+5.03 21.01 18.9+4.4
EC/(pg-m™) 1.71+1.5 3.09+3.31 2.75+0.46 2.71 2.6+0.9
0C/EC 9.01+6.82 7.64+1.6 7.58+1.29 7.75 7.6x1.5
SOC/(pg-m™) 4.68+2.22 8.28+3.27 10.62+3.94 10.93 9.3+3.7
SOC/0C 0.64+0.2 0.67+0.09 0.67+0.07 0.69 0.67+0.09
SOC/PM, s 0.08+0.04 0.08+0.06 0.05+0.01 0.04 0.07+0.05

M SOC FT i OC B 43l ok F , 78 PM, 11 SOC/0C 435 K 64% 61% . 67% 1 69% , b2 K F
67%.S0C fifi OC # LR B SOC J& OC W) E B4, 15 Y il ™ F.S0C 1 A4 BB K. AW 58 vh
SOC/PM, ALK 6% 747, H5E VSR KT B SOC/PM, ( Fifids 75 G I i yais ) , 33 o] LA FH 58 b2 K<
B RURE G B SR A R, B Y IR B AR T 15 °C B, SOC 4 A5 A 52 7 ik A8 5 PRI 2 {H 58 Fnvb b
KA AT AN A 1= AR BE B2 ] PM,  FURL) A L4 3 5 30 SOC/ PM,, 5 Bifi 25 75 2% RN 2 T 9/ ).

2.3 BRI E ST AT

AN TR A HE IR HE R A B 2 53 Tk B R AT — A 12 S, A0 S SRR AR AN (] A 3l B A5 1) 8 Ak 2 43
W B A MR AR A 75 YL 5. OCT AR SR AW TR e HE F3C 1) e 41 43, OC2 A 3% 1 7 R IR HE T, 0C3 F1I
0C4 QK B4k, 0PC Al EC1 UM 4 BA, EC2 Al EC3 fURLEMPLER Y.

Bl 3 BTG YRAT 8 Pkl o A B (FEAU T W3 7) B4l 43 WV FE 54 HL ot R ik
By i R A R T TS e R R 15 e R AR R B EC T ERRZL A vh o Y L e v, 43 ) o AR g AR Vb 2k
KA 20% 54258 27% i 55 28% T35 30% VPR KA 27% , FHA M FHRMERSHEERTHE
15 YLYR.0C2 FERR FRAE IR HARL ALK T 0C1,0C3 Fll 0C4 fRFIEFRIZ-L S il w 0F 57 il fR 4520
AT LA Z W AT (R BT S, (X 22 i b 3% | 3 3 A 70T St X O AT Z20 6 LB B b [X 4 2 7™ 93 %
JLF— BT ARSIk 0C3 A1 OC4 Y FEERIRAR KR RE 152 31 3 ZEHERCIE R R, 0 [51 72 SRR R
SHLEh 4 R A DR I S AR I A, A T T S A T Y R Y 4 R R T S A R A
20 EC3 1 EC4 VR BERAAIL, K H SRARBAR, PR 28 AL S mT BB A T 7 T 3 Vb 2 KA 2L
15 YL Y5

10r EEOC]
[ op

C3 ES50C4
Jec2 \NEC3

Carbon fraction concentrations/(ug-m™3)

NHD H-1 H-2 H-3 D

3 IR R B 3R A PR

Fig.3 Distribution of carbon aerosol fractions distribution in haze and dust days
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RT AR ER T

Table 7 Principal component analysis of carbon aerosol

WD i H FE%EE V4 NHD
F1 F2 F1 F2 F1 F2 F3
0C1 -0.31 -0.89 -0.10 0.92 0.93 -0.02 -0.02
0C2 0.92 -0.10 0.90 -0.21 0.39 0.84 -0.04
0c3 0.93 -0.12 0.91 -0.26 0.08 0.95 0.17
0Cc4 0.90 0.15 0.92 -0.01 0.66 0.70 0.10
OPC 0.91 0.75 0.92 -0.10 0.83 0.43 -0.11
EC1 0.86 0.07 0.93 0.20 0.81 0.55 0.03
EC2 0.14 0.40 0.30 0.78 -0.07 0.35 0.87
EC3 0.13 0.79 0.26 0.76 0.01 -0.14 0.93
SD 54.2% 28.4% 53.64% 28.02% 54.79% 22.41% 12.62%

fii 1 SPSS22.0 A 1] T ik BT A S PR A T £ A e T n 2R 7 iR AR SRR ARR AT A 3 A
B, 1R E T 221 54.79% ,FF H A OC1 ,0PC Ml EC1 & A ¢, X R FI4E/R BT AR D42 KRR
N HEBOEA A BRI 4R R AR F2 MR T 2511 22.41% , 31 HLART OC2 ,0C3 = FEAH G, iX £ B F2
Fe AR AR VD AR KA HEBCIE A [ AR AT B4 20 s 13 i B B 2219 12.62% , 3+ HL R EC2 F1I
EC3 = BEARSC  iX R W F3 $8/R AR R VDA KA HEBOE A SR <.

Fa R F A, F1RE 53.64% B980T 25, 45 A 3 R A0 A5 YL 8 32 B J2 ] 58 IR A
P57 D T 4 R A F2 M RE 28.02% T 22, 245 HH s YL e AR W) IR Be.

WK T AP TR, F1 R 54.2% B 5 25 4 IR VD 42 KA F 895 Ye Ui 2 [ 2 B
TR B R TR R B F2 R 28.4% MIETT 22 A I £ B 5 YRR S ThpLE <.

3 %5 ( Conclusion)

AP OC/EC e BE AN H B W NI 230, 35 A VD 2R RS N EE B 2 52 M OC/EC ¥R JE . AN [ Hb
DXl 5 RBIRZE A , G A% 1 55 PR X B A I R s i AR K.

SOC/0C TEARFEAR VL R F L8 64% , 58 FIVH 22 RATT I8 2 67% , 38 WA 1] 1 ffie o < s e 32 48
J&F KA IVRIB I TE Y H H 51 Fvb 4 R EA B R 420075 L 5.

AR R VD ALK AR A T RS A I AR HE O 2 AR ) RS VR R R R I R
UR G R IS AR S TR AT MBI T 5 YL R [ e AR G 42 ROl R AR
WYy ARIGE 5 VDRI A e A I B Y Y e AR G B 2k VR G R AR SR A R AR, L
5 UD R KT MR A TR 5 2 AR R 15 Y IR 255 HEC 5 30
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