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R ospck (particulate matter, PM) E A 857 2 *1A 2 (hs § 5% 42— > H @

-

fn i@ ok (fine particulate matter, PMas) 5 3% 5 3 #8=4 > ¢ 7 5 > 454
# (polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, PAHS) - #icfé % 3> 4 ‘54 ¢ MEF 7 R ¥
MERBE S ARG R PG T o IRFIANLARBAAN T 2RE 2
AP VA FRARILS AL FHRF AL & R
AT R FPERAHEE S FREY ook BHeRR T A0 A 17 T
% (thermal desorption gas chromatography/mass spectrometry, TD-GC/MS) & 47 %t %
WRIFHE P NIRRT AN ER O ARG EAARIT BRI B E T R
KRR R ERARRESFTL > AEERBC R R SR A S
B> A5 wREY TRIFERBRAY T 5 Benzo[ghilperylene - H & & T2k
B 5 028ng/m*~ % %5 026ng/m3: & MALENGEES S .Y Al
A FA R LFEESES > PRI RS TIER L L o I Bt Es &
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V- R AFETAN S ERBE ARG AHMER S RY A2 hG e 187
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Abstract

Fine particulate matter (PM25), one of the most common anthropogenic air pol-
lutants, comprises many organic species, including polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons
(PAHSs). PAHSs are known to be mutagenic and considered as potential human carcino-
gens. Road traffic is well recognized as a major source of PAH emissions.

To measure PAHSs in PM2s, ambient samples (n=29) were collected on quartz-
fiber filters using Harvard Impactors and analyzed by thermal desorption gas chroma-
tography/mass spectrometry (TD-GC/MS). Compared to solvent extraction (SE) ap-
proach, TD reduces sample pre-treatment and requires only a small portion of sample
for analysis. This study attempted to optimize the TD operative parameters to improve
the efficiency of PAH analysis. The optimized method was applied to the field samples
collected during spring and summer in 2015.

Results indicated that BghiP showed the highest average concentrations
amongthe measured PAHSs, which were 0.28 ng/m? in spring and 0.26 ng/m?® in summer.
The high molecular weight PAHs were dominant in PM2s compared to the low molecu-
lar weight PAHSs. In addition, the BaP equivalent cancer risk calculated from the toxicol-
ogy equivalency factor (TEF) was 1.87 X 10 during the study period, which is consid-

ered to be hazardous to human health.
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In this study, the largest contributor to PM2s mass concentration was secondary
aerosol/ long-range transport factor while combustion factor was the major source of
PAHSs. This indicated a large contributor to mass concentration may not correspond to a
higher risk. Therefore, the source composition should be considered when assessing

health impact.

Keywords: thermal desorption, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, risk apportion-

ment ~ diagnosis ratio ~ GC/MS
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% B %ﬁv%’ﬁﬂl\r:&w’l HE_ A LNt E Pae s 1

P

&b & (Yinetal, 2014) > BiFMokikypf # 2 42~ ) & = 5 10 pm R AR

#
R S R R N A ARtk v s VR S VLA ? € 5

ki

&
By
)

(PM1o) ~ 2.5 - 10 ek eife b o -] %0 &8 %0 2.5 e f ‘B 5 ek (PMas) © 4

Pk A2k { 5 % % (Dockery and Pope, 1994; Han and Zhu, 2015; Orru et al.,

2011; Samet and Krewski, 2007; Samoli et al., 2005; Simon et al., 2011) -

sl d 5T B B T ot bAoA e ke
FH AT T H? fk¥ 4% (polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons, PAHS) 5 f& i
Mopinle & A o S EHoR P AR A AL - o sl s dpT s A FE N
(Tsapakis and Stephanou, 2005) -

PHRSAGALED A BFRUTESTRL AP R A FRE

B OOARRANGFRSITRET 2 BB DIBRFIRLILT UL FA

/\‘

EXRA AL AARDIFEIALT N A EHRYVCAELLRBEA AL o
FOoREED AEETAL o A B RERREF ARG e R Y Rk ST
FHRFAGZARGEAR  MBRED I RTAGTFIRT B AF B FE A AL
FEP A BRENIBTAEMNILFT I HF MRIFAF L > PRy EE
T RBDIHRFFLS L 4~T %k H ¢ chBanzo[a]pyrene(BaP) # A #F chR g
ME B (IARC,1987) 0 iT# % 5 = 4 52 pM R BHEARLEI LR 4 F D
3 5% 4 5 F 4 BaP § £ fk#i(BaP equivalent, BaPeq) - * k3t & A H & &

SIRE Y S RT AT AL ek % o
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SHEFURR AN E G S A ML S E @ % 3% 3 B (solvent
extraction, SE) » 1% 7 #/3 & K HFR FA A 0 S RAMBEEHE - 4
BRI P R HR AWM ET BRI R F 0K T ¥ & (gas chro-
matography/mass spectrometry, GC/MS)i& i= &4 &g ~ WP » MEFZRZE® R > §°5

«1;k & (Blanchard et al., 2002; Falkovich and Rudich, 2001) » § 2% iE 423 & *

0
/{:} MEe

BEZP B CHMARGEEREIREFR CBRHIPFFRVTREFT FE B
BEIIFTRHEALINFL2ZR %G TERAMFS B o HERETHRZT AT
] 0 AT E koo 22 38§ R Bo#0s vt (thermal desorption, TD) e 5% > kA % 3 (538
EESEELYE LRI £ RN R R EY EE NEEA
TE A I IR REFRP AT fv)]*u? BEE- LT B CRRRILITE
TRZFRE A Ay BRI E B AR R B RREEM 0 T N A
75 %4 R '& (Grandesso et al., 2013; S. S. Ho et al., 2008; S. S. H. Ho et al., 2011; van
Drooge et al., 2009)
AP G PG BRGERRFEF R 2 PRI AER £

T RRATR IR S F R BRI N B RRE o I B E
AT R T F ¢ ROk e A 4P & 37 T3 & (thermal desorption gas
chromatography/mass spectrometry, TD-GC/MS)i& {7 4 17 » ' 7 #Jk3 ¥ 5 k¥ 4
Sk R FREH G ?%Lwﬁfm}a}i W e PRI RE F % FlF L BB
Hodeh $RFAGERIF GERRORE L ifd 4 £k & (BaPeq)dt iz
AREER I BT A4S ARG o V- 2 o ¥ RIS A0 B AT
TEFRFADFLRR R Ay IRFIAEEFITL RG> T AR
AFVHUEBBRSAFR T H e 0 BETFTE RETRE ) AT RS
I BFAN2ZERBEEREATHRT 20 - FREATIB] D 5 L RE F 4R
R e 7S B
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2.1 BiFp kiR

S F BB ORFACE ok d ok 2 PR e g s L R Fp
HopihgF it & Rk g FIRIZNT a5 BEFHL R > ARk p oty il a
B¢ B arr s e ik £ £ 8 kR - o

ROFAcE KRBT A 5 hAM (primary) 3% 4 % =24 % (secondary) i3
A RAWFELPE 27 3L R B EP % o3 P A VLR gl
TN A BEER AR A5D b AR e Aok s Bkt L Er A 4 e
B s B A i A chgplp 1 Epan s Wkl s i1 B s R EERE
FABARPARELD A FREY DI EHF T CE- @9 gt FRiLoL
PRt B F oA enpick o F R Fife® SO2 A @ NOg % -

ok kR E RN ZF 5RO - o A AP Rk A 75
ARNEF AL GRS ARRP T 2 54 AL R B2 ER F K 3N
A E G Tl g ek dp %0 § i 3 8§ Rok2(Chowetal,

2006; Han and Zhu, 2015; Kloog et al., 2015; Samet and Krewski, 2007) -

22 $HEFImL AL B K

$EE AT (PAHS)L & £d A B h¥FReore gt d S A

Wi meEa = 2N 4 fE72 4 (Kavouras etal., 2001) » % 2> 45— & ¢ »

TH 0 R BB R AT BB F B ERER 0 E S R kR

¥ ¢ (Ravindraetal,2008) - % % 4’5 § £ % (8 F fi ~ 42300 % 2 RS

T DR RS PP R T §. R I Or S o
3
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% (Kamedaetal,2005) - + f ¥ cnf A5 7 £ F il # ¢ kb 0Tk
fﬁ\%ﬁ%\ﬁ—r‘;\Aé;kf@g;zpﬁ%tﬁ—rﬁ,ﬁﬂpﬁﬁi)iﬁjiﬁo

BB Y NI RFIATIART UL SA L AL NE IRE F X8 KRN S
B AT i AHHY RS LR A2 B RROT R E f RE

Sosrd h S R AR R b TR INA 0 % 204 R

L8
LB A B A A R 2GR Glde DB R C BRR P RE S 1 Rt

%

Fod DRPERBEFHRITMERF I RRISEAIRT AR AL LR
PR AN REERY AL BN S A RFRALY > FE A F Y Lk
FoFF 0P P ALRCER R A HFTAMLS LS E (Almeidaetal,
2014) > » FAEFIHEKBHA A3 B HOFER o ATEFARNIRIT 4G L S

#-5H3 &2 A% (Grasand Ayers, 1983) o % k¥ A T A B E R 5 2 gLy Y
2

pRFOCERFELIR > Tl FRE L FRER T IRFTAEFT

Senpmdog B GG RS o RS ol g oo

23 SBF AT AL RANE

LEAAAZ SHRE AT L ABES LIRS FIS %k (Table 1) » Miguel
§ A %’q‘{tﬂzﬂgmgf« TP RPN REBFALDIRIT A5 T Pyrene (Pyr)
Benz[a]anthracene (BaA) ~ Chrysene (Chr) ~ Benzo[b]fluoranthene (BbF) ~
Benzo[k]fluoranthene (BkF) ~ Benzo[a]pyren(BaP) ~ Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene (IcdP)«
Benzo[ghi]perylene (BghiP) % 4= & ((Miguel et al., 1998) -

ot R 1993 Ed A E A (3RE,1993) T X FERBY FHFT AT
BRSO BT E RO P JRF A4 & Chr~ Pyr ~ BaP ~ Anthanthrene
(Anth) #rie s > #6555 4R 5 1 Gupl=E PR 3 Pyr # FE R B8 5 11.1ng/m?>
PR g et RplsE S 5.9ng/md s 2 H 5 BaP 22 BghiP # % A% F 7 7k g

4
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FR > B 5 7° RABTNIRTAGMEF 2007 &35 CE A F 4 30 1
TR REGFT A FEREY FRFIAGERALSY > FRATRE Y BghiP » BbF - Fl -
IcdP ~ Pyr ~ Phenanthrene (Phe) 3 + & & 4 » & % 4 & 5 BghiP - )k & 5 0.099
Ng/m® > BE 77 %4 HRBL2 S RF AU R RT L LA L ER R M LE TP R
P~ RERBARF PN ZF AR T REEHEIT 4t FRGRI P R
PEARR RETEAF S RT A kR M F (3R 4, 2008) -

Bb 5 AR RS T TR R AT AR LRI E S 1 F
AR E2 B f ~ BB LA FTRE A FREY I RFYFLTEELFE
Tl I X 0F B %3‘:']{:‘_‘]5'375 AR R o WHO » #1987 & 3% 3 4%
JOEEAZF Y 5B A kR (WHO, 1987) » B BiT T ¢« IARC(Inter-
national Agency for Research on Cancer)~ & # 3|4 # 7 2 7 R& 7 %> 45 ¢

BaA - BbF ~ BjF ~ BKF - BaP ~ DahA % 4= & (IARC, 2004) -

24 SHFFRLIFASF AR AREN @

v @ (Diagnosis ratio ) Bipgd S5 AR A A AL Bt g o d 3
PRRERT A EAL IS ABRRDIRT A T T Ed LA
Btz FiE w2 v @ RFEET LR (H. Guoetal., 2003; Vasconcellos et al.,
2003)

FEANID S PFEFI T AL BERAFR RET R diF R Rk
# P A7% % lcdP/BgigP+lcdP 2 # it 4 FE & 0.26-0.29 > ++Fl+ ® R 5
0.34-0.40 ; BghiP/lcdP 2 v & 4= Fl7% & 1.88-2.85~ ¥+ Fl3~ R Al 5 1.43 -
1.93> %ﬁﬁ"#ﬂ‘.z? 3770 R FHRFTAGKIBET L FITRATATA L 0 d T BT
GG A i JFIE R S IR T AL RIRA e S S o I dRRLTHEE L
§RAB2UFA KR (54%,2005) - P RS L HEAH- L5 LR

5
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PRI IR R B T RIS AR B LT R o0 S R R o
PRHETIRIT NS FORRE Y O T L MRS ET . AT
Rl 2 G RIIE R S RY A A E e Table 20 K Y ¥ gk bl

SRR TR S ENE YR

SHFTF DR BEIRENL

FHIF AT E RS F RN 0 ] e SR T AR o T ] Y
25 um PR T IR~ e A A T o WA AMaoE T A EDRB LIRS
BB TR R A AFEAMER SRR ARG T Y R
Z %2 R b % (Sanderson et al., 2004; G. Wang et al., 2007) » = {#7 7 »
kror 4 BaP ¢ i3 :,wmmw Bk fm Pz g (DeMarini et al., 2004) -

FRBRFFREIRIZ G DA LS G S RASE ST (US-EPA,
2003) M%E/EFT P o X RFERRFERFBELIGie BES I mIRE
¥ (Group 1) ~ 5 R M4~ (Group 2A ~ 2B) ~ {5t %+ (Group 3) ~ LR~
(Group 4) » # ¢ 12 Benzo[a]pyrene (BaP) 7 & & & 22 it &4 > WEREF T
¢ous H-BaP fFAE s Group 1A TRt o Tt BaP RALT 5 S RF A2 A
ip #% (Table 3) -

PHRFAERALFERRF Y 0 T Ed A 8 3 REHER RELOF
Fo#HAlGIn s« 3F PR RERBENGTRHETIRNE % KR LM
de DahA fedsd 51 5 ¥ 3§ S AR % o B2 R S RS 4 R
35T Y o Pott 8 % 1985 £ 57§ BaP B XM Rehh %o B A WMAEE P B R
1pg/m® BaP k™1 1825 & » H RW Kb ' 5 7x102; % 4 & 2008 & 3%

D ite A A AR RE L > HE LR A R RE %G 5 1.64x1072 ~ 9.72x
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10 (Chenetal., 2008) ; WHO #2000 & #7 = i7 e BaP ¥ =R Bk "% 48 s 8.7X
105 (ng/m3)* (WHO, 2000)

SRS Y LA G BaP L RBF T BT TR TR SR KR
Hh G AN S RE A FOEE RS 0 AP TREILE IR ANMAEY
o BaP s R R# o~ Rt L5 PRI ARG LA Rk
Nisbet 22 LaGoy = t‘:%‘.’—*ﬁ %1992 E P B F AT - B L2 SRS
% s i (4 B 4 (toxic equivalent factor) » #-7 i KRBk ‘&2 5 ¥ 4 T %
~ BaP § £ k& (BaPeq) > B s RS L EREHE TR GRAARTE HABIE -
B RGP TERELT M FLRA02014 287 FE K542 BaP § £

BB b ied (T A A MER B TR 2 295 (Table3)

2.6 #% TR 4 R

#%iti%  (thermal desorption, TD) &% 48 3 P~ e g4k = % > L
BT OLGR ERI B ARER A R o R R IR e R R TR B )3
FF AL e RN 2R R R R T E O TR R S Lgeske
Boo 5 peflm o2k B R B PMas 60 % 3R & (51 84 47(S. S, Ho
etal., 2008; S. S. H. Ho and Yu, 2004; Lavrich and Hays, 2007)

BPeFip R4 R - A7 S /2Py B a3 2 o fI* 3
AR AR e E R TR B 0T 50 WL R AR A A R AT
FRORAEEE S A eI g AL o 1% R F BT R O R
THEFRY > FEMRAMGFEREIL  PRPTEF TS HE O F A
FREFAYR > D FHRFBP T PR BADRWEPGE o BORD F AT
FRAR RS B AIEFELR Y BREFFT DRI I N MR RGP
Fod PR ERF LI FREHEAL FlF DL FE 0 2 AR GRR

7
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$0 P TR UMD L B B iR Bk £ 0 2008 £ AT 5 A 0 1% BOR 2 Rl

EBE a4t S RF AT 2 & 0upkiE (R2=097) » B #% iz st 5 ;>

M

AU G ERREEE LG AR B Rk o

REM PRI > HO E 4 42004 EF7F % ° 4 7 FURNE T L R A 5B
2 AT 9-500 B 0 2008 & cF7 7 3k PR 48 5 B2 en i pl& T (limit of detection,
LOD) » < 2| F #8404 &5 R A ZPORGFRE O 1% BF > F gkGFOHH L
£ > HLOD &% ¢ 33 #mygi2anLOD 2+ 2+ % ;@ Van Drooge % 4 *
2007 # #-3 f6 2 2 Fla 45 st i R g 2 e T (RE S - wER S N
e b o > B T )BT R IR IE S I PR S B oo A A
Boda i dpl SRFAUTER LT  BMEE 2 ) A RIS 8
16% > @ it B 5 P2 20 A R P e B AU 11-20% o BT B S AR SO T 4 5B

R F R TP s #;] A EOR S hE £ & (limit of quantita-
tion, LOQ) & 1.6 pg/m® » +* A=;% R 5 B~jx 200 pg/m® F 47 125 12 » & fé it * 7 B g
LR B PMyo o 1 F i 4rp) ¥ BaP Bk B 5 0.03-2.36 ng/m?
(Grandesso et al., 2013; S. S. Ho et al., 2008; S. S. H. Ho et al., 2011; S. S. H. Ho and

Yu, 2004; van Drooge et al., 2009) -
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o
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122 A K RIAGTL By FRileh A5 1 FFgRn o
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Lo

a2

3 1E °
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s
Jlﬁ

32FHt%k 2

ARy 2015 & 45 7 (5 5) 78" (% F)iti7 PMos 4k > & * & /2 37
mm F & g A fers # 4 ¥ (Harvard impactor) > & 248 10 2 i B

24 - B (% 1+ 10:00~ FEp &} 10:00) >  ER A AE 2 T Z R T AST > @
* 900 B B R 45 ) P %; T ¥ end g b F (Liao etal.,

2013) > m ST R B g A * PR AAAR AR BN ET 15 R ok
LA R FMEEE  BEEET SRR EREE 0 doT BRE A BN
A A3 95~105 22 /5 4s ﬁ&%ﬁlﬁé’*“f & = & anfk A2~ petri dish 2

PR T (0 o R AR BT KB ABERET - H A

3.3 # Mk A 24

iR g Y A LR RIEE o Rl 2T B AKEEE > F
LT A G ROk AP e AT BT RIRE AR T T I BT AR

RN SRR - S LI = MEiE o YA ErR R A

'?2\

ooFERFTI TR RS BRAE AR EG £ 095 T2 20 G fFRE
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% > % §7E 4+ it~ TDU tube > & 2 g » 2 pl p &2 5 (1S,9D mixture
Dr. Enrenstorfer GmbH) (Table 4) < jF » p 1 5-PF & 3 R ®F L Rp 53] 3 8

REo @A F B AR o TDUtube & st 245 % AR ¥ RTE ML AIR FH i@
* 2 &atube Fikis T £4F41% > TDU tube ¥ 4830 F * 450 & %% 4 ] v
oA TR By 2 F e

AF 3 & % Agilent 7000B :i# 3% Agilent 7890 < 4p & 45 &k F 3% & (GC-MS)
EEFIPETE ST H 4735 44 Barend L. ¥ 4 2 jri& =iz o (van Drooge
etal, 2009) > s M F 3B A4l & o

Bk A R BAGE FARGE (T > 4 Fr k % (Cooled Injection System,
CIS) ¢ @ * Rt F#H a2 T40R > 5F 054~ B RBITHEFRHIL » £
R KA~ E 30 A v 500 B /A 487 B 340 B is dE 3 44 BOE R FRIP AL
FRATwRY o 2 CIS R B A F a3 - BT K CISB42 8 » & T
T A0 B 12 By 2 31400 B F adES A48 0 & CIS 2 3] 400 A ke pF GC
BAniE i (T A4~ a4F54 8 60 8 124> 230 B/Acug & 235200 B > £
Fex 20 R/~ 3 250 B 0 BfE00 8 B e A 3 310 B AP MdF 38 4
4 o Figurel = TDU B R %7 B -

% & %4 * National Institute of Standards and Technology (NIST) SRM 2260A
WiE > TREPFPFTHRFENRAMEFENZTRE > RAFE> - BERE
FRp RS EEARRE  NENE AR BER  MF R T T
2 PR Tabled o~ 1RGSR A FRY Y priviE o
MY TS P e n g2 4734 (S, S, Hoetal., 2008; van Drooge et

al., 2009) (Table5) :

pad

% — X% : (Try+Chr) : d Triphenylene ~ Chrysene = @4 & & &3+ &

e

% = = ! (Bb+k+jF) : & Benzo[b]fluoranthene ~ Benzo[k]fluoranthene ~

10
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\

Benzo[j]fluoranthene = &4~ 5 & & 2L g
% = »= ! (DacA+DahA) : 4 Dibenz[a,c]anthracene ~ Dibenz[a,h]anthracene

S BE TR

34 2 &332

BOFR AR AT PR E P RE ST 0 IR SR
FRGERP OTE > BRRHIE PP ARE A R AT Y RERE D FRP D
B AT BLAC G de s AR I SR gD oo A ERIIECREA I ik 0 Rl B Y
Rl o P F TR TP RS TRD Ryy 0 A2 G0 BT L AR
& F1+ (response factor, RF) » I * & 2 &2 p R Bcinff o o F AP HF BT %

R A kR > P ST

AS/AL'S _ As X Cis
Cs T Ai
/Cis Ais X Cs

RF =

1)

As: FRly 2 3+ 2 B G i
¥R R SR 2 R

Cis: p 28 532 » GC 2 k&

3.5 3 & 1§ B2 2
= iz 1 iRH& 'L (Method Detection Limit, MDL) :dp 5 - %R+ & 99% % #f &

TOVRERIZFEZEMER > A- B FRSE AT LRSRER 0 Lk
11
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B A F o d (EREKBERR) DIRFTAGPIREFRGF D

g

0o AT BB RR F R L AT B > EAFSL BT S E T IR
B2 EBEHL S, ETAONE N LR TS 2 pEY (MDL) (7 ockiki

PRk R B R T) ©

S:\/Z( Xx-Xf n— / MD =3xS

(2)
Xi = &P 52 B s p 2@
X=@FRitksp LE2L L0

n =il 2=k (7)

12
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Fri RBEAH
41TDU B3tk

YRR SEATPER S AU EN R v/];% (van Drooge et al., 2009) » » #-ft &

w

e s ag2 faape v g 7R (Table 5) » 0™ fld 384 33

L #4741 z;tﬁgv‘)gwﬁz;tié * g4 i DB-BMS30m s ¥ & 3| AF R
AT S HRF AN FEE R S (Tableb) » Flpt g £ A 30mMH L 60mUJ &
W Scientific, Folsom, CA. 60m x 0.25 mm id, crosslinked 5% phenyl methyl silicone,
0.25 um film thickness) » i ¥ {F R4 B 7 5 bk gock > LI B 7 { Feh
Bl o

2. @ AR FEEAFEFTER AR EE TR A P R SR g e
FRAAZEFR S ARAOIRTRANF A g BRIE AR (Table 4 & Ap-
pendix A) » fI* T Z AR TV L g A AT E Y BFELR HHERY §
PEFHMBURES BRI EET TR R4S AREL F Ak 7S
MERY P ERFIHTER a BFTL S cERAL > 75 ARH ¥ &
AR A EREFIPIEZAFT T AL R D AR AP TR AR TR

TG RE- FURE R IR EL 00um F PRI AL B R F A

B RPN EEAM BTHRGRT AL Ry o T R R
MRS FIRIFMEFrEHEr > ST RCPREOFTEFLEKC =
AR AETRERFARCEE ORI T AN ERERAER 2R
R WEAEL > SR BRAFFERPT S G e gk o R B F RS
FBEDETE IS REMRIIFT L A0R B B I RT A0 a0es 0 REHEIF

riiim R4 £ Table 6~ Figure 1 -

13
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Figure 2 P .33 AE % & 74k & $o8cis > 5 %> 4544415 & 47 @) (Total lon
Chromatogram , TIC) » & & 7 e 4= B &2 H g cnp 4238 5 R enps B B 3% IR A

EH P NP & A T IR(Selected lon Monitoring, SIM) (Figure 3) °

42 5 HBFHEEHRLST
L P T aREY ERT S Apk > PIERPEARBRS > FE BRE
B kR

REREIREEZBER S FHBER BV o oL o Table7 & 1R

F_

S A SR AU R Sk dp b T T [ PR M P28t 0 Anth ~ DaeP ~ Cor
B 0.99 12 b o H g fanip B il 5 0.995 10 b 5 RIS e N R B PRI
feid o pHRESEFARERDE > AREAFLIMEEH TR L MERZ RE R
Bl REE R LTRSS RBERAY T o FRATEYRIRT HE

PR RN L BTN RPN R TR

PAH ;E & (ng/md)
= A4EFR(Ng) + AR H f(cm®) x kg A s fF(om) + ik (md)
(3)

AT E R RBTEASELA G FREALTELTE (ng)
WA RAG A L P WRA G A 5 095¢em?
FHRAHF EERAR M5 6.6cm

R HFERoE (Lmin) x R R PEF (min)

14
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4332 QRERVEBRER

FEWRHEIIR Y T MR MELER BT X E AR B S o
WEF » g ERESRNTHF T ORRLS  NHEZ BERFLFL S22 ERBURR
(Table 8) » 4 7= 3 7 (8 3] ek i e F vt 2 i > Jaip T4 2 gefl™ 39
AT E P ATUBL B e b 2 BB (R L PR BR P F RN AT RS
FRF AR R E B EERG ASLE BRI R o T i R
LBy FkRT B B g (S.S. Hoetal, 2008) -

i gl TR Table8 (2 B2 REY L B2 B injpdhif i

Bt £25% 2 B R B S EAFERRER AT 46%~23% o

44 F & PMos t enS ¥ 4R R A5

AT AT 298 HA 0 FEHALO S BT A 135 5 MA S HIT
LR BB R R R EOT R o FL R T BRI 26
BIRFTAT (738 i®k>4 58 8) ioFigured > RES kg 55 %>
BUEERHFNLE 0 L S HRFAG L EF RANI0%I0M 2 F > § FenTis
FR-CPBBRERLTIZ ORIBITASRIIEFIAFEY RELEHA

TR BRI TER § 5 kb g2 Ay Ap R & (D.Wangetal,

2008) - HE P TRIERA BB L FHRFT AP H L BohiP c FETIER S
0.28ng/m3~ % % % 0.26 ng/m® » @}];Je;}g M P g # kB Y BohiP 22 Cor 4
Jk &+ < (Liand Kamens, 1993; Nielsen, 1996) > #-3 % % %% 4 ‘S8 (71 T 4%
W2 FEREFAFSY FHFAR RIHFTEF-FFFIFHEFLE
HEHE > FRFFFRLEIHEEF 7 FLHARERMONERE Erdy §
WEFfBRARRM -
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Figure5 #-5 k> A i RIRBEF A 2 > Ftk L 2 FETFE 5 28 - 72
FREFLAFFTHE Y o HF MR 23 B BT A A R B
FHEFMORZ BT AL H AN F R o H P bR eng FT et
PIAGE = F 0 B G Y PRI M R QARG A AR AR ) ey
AU s ATy AR 6 o Table9 RIEA P v g RITI S F RERA Y R
Foo RRTR BT RN BRAREAR A 7R 0 v R TIA0F LA R E B e

Fo AR LR R B A LB REI N R 0 £ T

%

R i
Mo APFTERPZEBGrFTERALR TR AAHERETE U E v ¥ AW E AT
AL 0 A S HN I BRI AR ATL G R 2RI S 0 AR RN
T o RO R KRB ERE % L LR EEIERY G 1956 2 F > 1Ak
U F S RE A B I 0 TR g AR A gfﬁ&;}%&ﬁigﬂv{
FRRE > VUG RIAIE FA R R P URERES TRA: L A

PR AR L Py BaP EFFRE B AT RUER L KR

SBFTARNEREE S FF MR

Bt Pl S BT AR ARE T F ERINTERIZ S TEE T AP
#ek % 7)o Table 10 0 22 5 % 4 YTk AL ReNFS F 50~ - § A (CO) -~ -

(NO)~ =5 % (NO2J)~ % % i3 (NOx)~ &% (O3)~ BRE ~ = § i

(SO2) ~ b & EHELFF » drddTm " ABJNUTHIRFT AR TR FEAFE
MpAABE (-044~-054)> CO~NO-NO,~NOXx £ %]+ 5 R* BRI /M » %

S hAPRE(-038~-072) > h ik 4B a8 : -041~-061 57 B fAARE o

FRAFERTEFRLF AP FTLFI LG AN FAESFF® 0 &
Table 10 % @ ¥ r2f ¥ & ME KR F BTG EF LAY > 2 FRAES
= 5 2 CO~NO ~NOz ~ NOX + R3v 2 4piife? “TA 4 » fo ) B ¥ 454 & 4]
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AR 02 0 SO2 1 & F_WHEF v bl > Bt A L R F & 5 5 4k (Guptaetal.,
2003) » NOz @ AR EREAM T F 54 P2 - - s L322 XL 5FEH -
B 2N BRS o

O3 #_NOX fr VOCs 25 sk v #ae < 3 (8% » — k7|4 ecnk it 5 K2 &
# (Derwent et al. 2003; Pudasainee et al. 2006) - 4 % ¢7 5 3> 4 5 5 f 4p B Bl
%o BiEd dp g 4p Faéﬁ&%%wgie#p i & (Parketal.,2002) » #1%2 &% 2d <1

i+

Bk s RBE R 2 L F

‘+»§

2T o R b e Ry AEF R X TIB R

AN
o

ERBEALF S Aa g S RTE N B LT ERT RPHTF L ) 4

B o

46 3BT AR HEERGTFTI XA

AP GRS e SRy A0 a2 B ek R 4 B & 3R & Figure 6 0 Table 2
P AE 2 élg’%b'“rfﬁ Tk B B RS Eendc @i IR 0L Kk e
BaP/(BaP + BeP) * ig # [l = 0.29~0.50 ~ BaP/BghiP " i& # [ 4 ** 0.21~0.37 -
BghiP/BaP 1+ & # [ /i *+ 2.69~4.81 ~ FIu/(Flu+Pyr) +* & # i 4 + 0.11~0.44 - IcdP
/ (IcdP +BghiP) + i # [l /i ** 0.24~0.37 ~ lcdP / BghiP » & # ] 4 ** 0.32~0.58 ~
BaA/BaP xﬁ_#%} fi %+ 0.31~2.14 ~ BghiP/lcdP ‘* @i#ﬂf} /i %+ 1.73~3.11 ~ Fl/Pyr
veoiE g ] 4 3 0.78~1.21 ~ Ant/(Ant + Phe) - & # [ 4 > 0.13~0.37 -

BaP/(BaP + BeP) 1t i = - ** 0.5 % 7 IR B MR £ e % o 2 i
41 BaP #Bé"ﬂ‘%?ﬂﬁﬂﬁt BeP 7 { B ek " f#id 5 o ' F st gkt - BaP ~ BeP
BT AEEAHENEF M H COH A A RFnF S T LR

SRRV I E TSR ER BRI RER G TR Rptant EF O RiT L

TRBAERE T 02 K E R F endg iR (Esteve et al., 2006)
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¥ Table2 % k> 454t B4R > BaP/BghiP ~ Flu/(Flu+Pyr)snd et

AT 2 A F #2F M o ledP/ (IcdP + BghiP) b & B 822 3 b B f 3%
B > @ lcdP/BghiP ~ BaA/BaP ~ BghiP/IcdP iz = )k & vt & P E_ K4+ A4 303 4
Fo R B o Mt RENE R AT SR TR
WRF VWHBEREERE o BT AT R AR S HEE > T Ao 7
foit ek R i REA P E -

*E 7 e Fl/Pyr et @ 5 0.952 5 ik = [};Je#’g; TP RFTARREPE L
(RSN S 20N B RO SFEREBRBARET AL V- BT il
+ R FIEFI &2 Pyr & e Fenic B8 g 5 LR i A o v pdp 1A B T E
NRAFOL RN E 4446 ) FF o mpFER P 2L R E 72 5 (Behymer
and Hites, 1985) » fe # & 4 B i F >0 50 34+ pF > 4p# Fl @ 3 0 Pyr 22 NO;
103 R e St A A e OH pd Jhenk @ FRIELG * ~d R
B A FIRBE P NO2 ¢ B 5% f2:¢ & (Esteve etal., 2006) > ~ v‘/l?%#;] g
Pyrig s #A828% > B Rh@d AP HRFISFTE 2ad S ER Y L

f

L P RF RBIET o5 ABS R A Gl

B

_E_ , q—‘]ll,b,:g*,,!?fr\ ml,L ]:E',;——J “l:
(Kim et al., 2009; Niu et al., 2007) -
jé_Table2 ¥ g% b= }gké ¢ APl FRATIEE R R B e

2B BET N AT

B - KFERE FI R EPAL AL T3 R 2R
WAL O RRT A TR TOERE PR CERLE > BRI FHF A
A

SR AN FIREY I RFE0d £ 75 OH f o

A-L§ jinpEpperkiaty it F & (Marretal,2006) > 5 &7 F
PR W APEOT T AR S A 0 RS ST R S SRS
AL W2 B G g5 LFengd (Niuetal, 2007) o 4o b jo e jer Fopt £

PEAREEAE L RP g REB BT FE I RXFEA AR F
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R i o B R RF R DAMENCHEFRE R AN FERRT

2 R RS E RRT LRl o

47 3B EER GRS

PHRFAGAALE FRRBRF Y T ED R AR KRR RE LR

T HAMGIR:  » 3F 0P FREBIMTRERNE S RENY -
SRR W R T A SORY T F5 7 R R Y RS
MA@ ST FSSMAE ¢ 1 Benzo(a)pyrene (BaP) 2 i R R %1 E R IR
REFLOFANMAE T BP L2 F Y SRR ESAES RS iR
BaP % %% i& » k3th 5 ¥ 4 54 4400 5 T » Nisbet &7 LaGoy % * % 4 7
T4 fE AR T BaP 2 & 2§ ¥ (toxic equivalent factor, TEF) » #-i

T
BB E AT FHIE N RS el 2y w3 B E § (Nisbet and LaGoy,

BaPeq = [Flu] x 0.001 + [Phe] x 0.001 + [Ant] x 0.01 + [FI] x 0.001 + [Pyr] x 0.001 +
[BaA] x 0.1 + [Chr] x 0.01 + [BbF] x 0.1 + [BeP] x 0.01 + [BaP] x 1 + [Per] x 0.001 +
[lcdP] x 0.1 + [DahA] x 1 + [BghiP] x 0.01 + [DaeP] x 1 + [Cor] x 0.001

(4)

139 WHO = k3 @ 3% 3] > BaP chit 2 b ' 3 8.7x10° (WHO, 2000) -
BAEFEE N BaP F BERSHR G EAAE o @SBRI AR G S
1.87x10° b =hehd B > EREFRFHIRFECES TR L D7 L 2

k% 5 1x10° > 2013&?}%#];,9 ThEBWIRITAERBE LA HE RS R

19

doi:10.6342/N'TU201700452



B ' % 3.1x10° (Shenetal, 2013) « ##7 § chT ¥k ' & B0 — 4L A BT s

Big 100 BABEY i kT4 TEAV R T RER G -

48 5 RETE S AT R BB LT AN

AR E R A ER 2 ) SRR A TR

R R A EEFREL AT A RE R B RS RAR L P RS E A
TR{ATEMIBEZ IRFTATERRD PR FlaBRFEHRET W A 2w gt

A RPN EIFARTA ORI RT AR T EES LR
RF ¥ s c4p B 12 (Liao et al., 2016) -

WP Y ERxkc e £ T4 (2014/10/05 - 2014/11/05 , 2014/12/09 -
2015/01/18 , 2015/4/15 - 2015/05/19 , 2015/0702 - 2015/08/13) & {7 92 % x4k > &
FON L H A o X L H e IR TR o G
PR SR R F TR M TR A R B AT R R R
(Energy Dispersive X-Ray Fluorescence spectrometry, ED-XRF) 4 47+ 2 = & % 12
# <+ & 47 % (lon Chromatography, IC) 4 478+ & & - 7 & AR 1 5 e/~ %

A AT RA AT PARE ~F R -

BRI S ARy RBHA T ERBEERT AR E ARG 8480 A
GG X ARF i B 5 80k (natural gas/LPG leakages) ~ 4 & chig * /1 ¥ B 47

(solvent use/ industrial process) ~ % i3 & 7% ¥ % " (contaminated marine aerosol) -
A MF R AR @] (secondary aerosol/ long-range transport) ~ & & (oil com-
bustion ) ~ % i £2x (vehicular emission) ~ 4 4% /& 3z (evaporative gasoline
emission) % 4 3 A4 L4k (soildust) o H P IFP G LS FE IR ?‘/,?L
KRG R (23%) 0 @ RO B R TR TR IR G A R R R A
.@@] (51%) (Figure 7) « P15 2 7 34 $ 5 45k p 3w ik > Flut 4
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NBTE R R FRAEZ B F BA)5Y 5 A a5 ik 2 PAH BaPeq kAR ~ F TR
g R T 5 iR i A 47 (multiple stepwise regression analysis)

B BF RGBT EE P LS FREH e FA 7 (Tablell) » 75 31 5 %> 3
G ET RS W L PG APM o B R R PR R
doo FFiE F R TS 2 B Ap M LA (Table 12) > ¢ 3 ATE 15 b Vg
L P BARR hEE A 04 B TA B F BB B A AT £ DR
Ajo AT R URER R P W RER A g R e B 0 BT -
SES I

Ml VORI R Pk B RER R RS B A RE IR AP ATE
i& {7 Linear regression analysis £ Robust regression i jF 4 17 » 7 fi#/5 % k& 5 Tk

SH P AR et Rk (Table 11c.d) » 74 F & aw fFHES S AR -

WREA AP FT LR
Linear Regression
FHSAESFATE =-002+029x B v +025x i ik
(5)
Robust Regression
SHRF AP AT E =-002+0.33x b E +0.26 x 2 i %
(6)
BREEFIRFRAF R
Linear Regression
BRI AGFATE =001+0.27 x b % +0.02 x #7A F R
(")

Robust Regression
21
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ST A TR =0.07+0.27 x i #4E +0.02 x #7245 B

(8)

b R g 3T RS 5 4k L i P e YRR R TE
R % P 5 4k Linear Regression ¢ o b ’;%?Lfk 9% &

T PR E T 23% 5 ¥ & Robust Regression sk A > b LR ik 91905

o R PP AR 24% o B P Efe i PR o R 3ot RIE IR
€

BT FRABEAAAHI BRI ALTE mﬂ?v o M T WHUEY hTA g )
% 75 Z R > Linear Regression § * - j ¥4 ik 73%F £ ;ﬂ;k S ATA M R
# %7 20% : Robust Regression 38 A » b i ik 76.2% F £ -E/gk TP
PlEH BT 173% > 23#%H A T s s pac | & T vl pmd g v &
PREFAGFATEEFREFR > VUG D0 R R4S AT E T

/I%'E.i'l"é 5= ,:,\;u_p s ;igmg&;éi;%&iﬁ}%j\,@o
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49PAHBaPeq kR B #2542 M 1L

#- PAH BaPeq k& & 4 25 F RiZ i jF 4 47 (Tablel3) » 4= # &5 % & 3 11
PAH BaPeq k& £2 474 % % ~ b P04 ~ i@ #22c5 4pBE > Table 13(a) ¥ )¢ ’qu‘ 3
%78 22 PAH BaPeq k& B % > = LR REGE L IRe iz 4 (0.61) -
B R (0077) 0 @ A PEF AT 0020 KFES PR AwH B 5B
#0« o (b) BRI Ge A2 hgdick > 7o Tl %50 PAH BaPeq &k & & 47

A Mg o iF Gl 5 -0.005 o BT ATA M MR RAXR 0 2 g < PAH
BaPeq (kB 4%°> » ¥ Table 12 %38 %]+ 2 P 4p k24 ¢ > PAH BaPeq kB & ji7
AWM F R Feniphl hlic: 042 T APRART G G > FltiE- KR P R LT
FIARF RN o K Table12 7 g mpmA M F PR Y~ i Eanenfp B
T A 04 A A MFBEEs BEERTF RO T RZH 2
R Ap e (2 dicis 11 2 420 PAH BaPeq k& crfa 84 (6 > BT BIEE AP aa B
RIBEFT - s dr o
BePeE A B 5 4R (AR S b )2 PAH BaPeq kR (i (TiE A
17 0 @ * 7 Linear regression analysis 7 f# @ ¢t B2 ok 0 I s i {7 Robust
regression Y/ FEFLAE G OARE BN @ S 0 Table13 ¥ v B A i fF
AT R F gL < < A R oo 3§84 Hft s R AL Linear Regression it
Robust Regression -
Linear Regression
PAH BaPeq ik & =-0.003+0.04 x & %% +0.03 x 2 i $x
9)
Robust Regression
PAH BaPeq ik & =-0.02+0.04 x # %'& +0.03 x 23 #x
(10)
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- % 7 275 R R E>T PAHBaPeq kA <hf rE 4 v o % Linear Regression
RN BT b R Tk 83%  PAH BaPeq kR~ il kRl Sk 19% o 3
'ﬁﬁ"tm?ﬁ%“&; PIE @ 102 B0 2735 A RE L2 ApS B8 413
@ Fif i AR TR § 5 M & Robust Regression e384 » i i iEfr 2 il
e R R wen L1 B4 ZuE MR o b WU o PAH BaPeq k& ik
91% > 2 R HE20% o A ERFHSTRE FRT A ’;,}a)im?;;kg 7
e A F AR AR A EREIELARS o

JE Table 12 7 v f Flim B W LA F 2 FARM RS o T3t

W e Ed M F A 5 4R PAH BaPeq k& 2 B endp B

Linear Regression

PAH BaPeq ;& & =0.02 +0.002 x j74 5 % +0.04 x b %

(11)
Robust Regression
PAH BaPeq ik & =-0.005+0.001 x #7415 % +0.04 x & ¥&

(12)

T4 % %t Linear Regression 384 » ;};gggkg WL 4% 8 Ep g
# &7 93 % ; Robust Regression =3k 4 - BaPeq Jk & ?‘ FREMA B F SR E
11.3% » i 4R LF e 80.4% o g2 o T YR L B Ap 1t T A

?Iﬁ?é’i#ﬁ_?ﬁ%ﬁ&g} o EL A& ?_/;L/EEI R P BE A Mg e 2op

e

2

N

ﬁf’f{—z‘gg’é’\%ﬁ( PAH Bapeq (%}iml g?“}i’l\‘k :}\E] ”J\\Jy))’]‘l%’ m,{; :r’ _{?’ﬂ

PAH BaPeq ik & ik crvt b ] £ 58 4 * BaPeq ik & & 8 = 5O b & ficdp 3
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e ENEE PAHIRE ™ 2 b ' > FIp0 7 L Avig b VL 5 LR ot L i 2
ERWLER R RN S 9 S R L R BN W ot A Ik i e
FREE S PMas TR0 A0k (B2 4L f BIEARGE) & LSR5 498 o
A AR (R PR) 2 E ROk RGP R B SR

XA A 2 avE ke S RF 45 H £ - PAH BaPeq ﬁﬁ?‘ﬂﬂd
o PNEREEMEIAAR > ik R FREERD T i IR aE L kiek
BplE2Z S >4 E - PAHBaPeq - £ # ‘Ef&ﬂ k) o PO RS el
B HHETFAREFT RSP EH AT ERY S RIS T RF
BAART S A M EERL G T ARE BT ARBE Y T RFL D
P E o~z 0 B4 0 VOCs ¢ 1 Benzene ~ Ethylbenzene = PMzs § @ 2 Cr

(V) »Ni» 7 REh'%  BEZELEIBREF REL GO FEFFEFE > IR

M

{%iﬁf?ﬁ4@m§i@ﬁ f;%*é *”%,% ﬁﬁ@,gnﬂﬁ
BROEED FRERAR > AHREERY AT BRI AN N E TR

PERV AT @ Mg SRS FRITORER G o
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FIE BRAZE

KA LA B E R AR R R Aok 0 SRR 4R K 7 R (TD-
GC/MS) & 7R fch b 1 5 ¥ 45 o PFR-FR 3 2 P gl b et 2
BLAHKNT FE AP 6L L ERABIZLTEHRAL 2958 K4 A
POER BB ST ACH L BohiPo 5 Tk L 028ng/mP s § % 5 0.26
ng/m3 > & & FALg ¢ o s E AN HCk 2 5 IR A O IR R A A v b 0 B
T ERMOR L T A2 AN B RS D o BRI S T LT R
EXTEBFE -PREAAPFPTERAE I N ARRERTLEEAL T P AL
BERGIRIAG FMI FHFERV EREGELE RV TR
P A KR SRR [ L B 0 k- o e A 1y £ (BaPeq) i
BARMER I BT AL AL G

#tE e BaP R EFBERPE CRBLG GEAE BN S HRETATR %
5 1.87x10° B Ak i RF 4GV A ¢ HAME X RFERG > 50
BE /Yy X ITREINNFTLRE ST AN B2 P My > &
W F A T8 T 275 4R $T PAH BaPeq KR~ FHRITAETE miﬁ)f?e‘p' ~
oy ¥ Hﬁ F]PAHBaPeq )k B2 ¥ 5 = A ~{§;5rfrf§_1?(;§%{§_ X ?z kP I B T
ARFREIRTFCTEIA G R AT & & PAH BaPeq 54 OF
FeRtE ] o BT TR T REA S5 A7 A SRR F 5 4R > % PAH BaPeq
%&%ﬁ%i%éa%¥é@iﬁ&%’1£ﬁ%%éﬂﬁﬁﬁuaiﬁﬁﬁﬁ
B34 e 2 PMs TR TR 2T AMA o s PMos TR 505 B Rk fi 0 e
AMF ORI ARG e dmA LA 3 o MBI ROR A LIRS iR (B
TR AVE I B2 23) AR

AP R 2 S PRI BRI AT A A S na o A
23t A s ¥ RER & B blde @ VOCs ¢ < Benzene ~ Ethylbenzene fr
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PMzs % @ cnCr(VI)~Ni» ¥ it § ME3t A ML phd T h'e A RRZER

RN SRS WS SO TE S S S R T
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Tablel Vit 24 %

>4 5P FL5 4k

e B3

ER L Ry

2SR ¥

#HEE LR

PR

g

WA T E
TR
##

LI Eo
AP P = o
Beif 2 e

R R

1R

%4

%

24

1 4E

BaP ~ BaA - Per ~ BeP ~ Cor
AcPy ~ AcPt ~ Ant
DahA ~ Pyr ~ Phe ~ Flu ~ IcdP ~ Chr

AcPy ~ Fl ~ Flu ~ Phe ~ Pyr ~ Chr ~
BeP ~ Flu ~ Chr ~ lcdP ~ BghiP ~
Cor ~ Phe ~ FI~ Pyr

FI ~ Pry ~ BghiP ~ IcdP
AcPy ~ AcPt ~ Flu ~ Phe ~ Ant

Phe ~ Flu ~ Pyr

NaP

FI ~ Pyr ~ BaP ~ BghiP
Pyr ~ BaP

(Caricchia et al., 1999; Fang et al., 2004; Kulkarni and Venkataraman, 2000)
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Table2 5 7.3 4 4500 % frorih 2 2 g @ AL 2

Diagnosis Ratio Value Sources References
0.49 Gasoline exhaust (Khalili et al., 1995)
BaP / (BaP+CHR) .
0.73 Diesel exhaust (Kavouras et al., 2001)
) 1.25 Vehicles
BaP/BghiP . . (Masclet et al., 1986)
1.7 Domestic heating
. 0.3~0.4 Gasoline exhaust L
BaP / BghiP . (Simcik et al., 1999)
0.46~0.81 Diesel exhaust
. 0.5-0.6 Traffic emission (Pandey et al., 1999; Park et al.,
BaP/BghiP
2002)
. 0.3-0.44 Traffic emissions .
BaP/BghiP . (Nielsen, 1996)
0.9-6.6 Coal combustion
=0.5 Gasoline exhaust .
BaA/BaP . (Li and Kamens, 1993)
1.0 Diesel exhaust
<05 Gasoline exhaust (Fang et al., 2004; Mandalakis et al.,
Flu / (Flu+Pyr) >0.5 Diesel exhaust 2002; Ravindra et al., 2006; Rogge et
al., 1993)
] 0.18 Cars (Grimmer et al., 1983; Kavouras et
IcdP/(IcdP +BghiP) ) .
0.35~0.70 Diesel exhaust al., 2001; Ravindra et al., 2006)
_ <0.4 Gasoline -
IcdP / BghiP ] (Caricchia etal., 1999)
~1 Diesel
. 35 Gasoline exhaust ]
BghiP/lcdP . (Li and Kamens, 1993)
1.1 Diesel exhaust
BghiP / BaP 1.16 Diesel exhaust (Manoli et al., 2004)
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Diagnosis Ratio Value Sources References
0.85 Atmospheric particles
(FI + BKF) / L ]
0.99 exhaust emissions (Clément et al., 2015)
(Pyr + BbF) .
1.02 surface soils
. 0.34 exhaust emissions
(FI + BKF + BghiP)/ . . i
0.36 atmospheric particles (Clément et al., 2015)
Y 10PAH* _
0.38 surface soils
~1 Gasoline .
Pyr/BaP . (Ravindra et al., 2008)
~10 Diesel
0.24 Coal
. (Galarneau, 2008; S. Guo et al.,
Ant/(Ant + Phe) 0.35 Diesel )
. 2013; Vasilakos et al., 2007)
0.5 Gasoline

*3 10PAH = FI + Pyr + BaA + Chr + BbF + BKF + BaP + IcdP + DahA + BghiP
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Table3 % H> 459 F2RFEE2 I E

- #c (Toxicology Equivalent Factor)

SRy R # M4 & % #c(Toxicology Equivalent Factor)
EPA, Nisbet and  Maclcolm Tsai et
IARC EPA
1984 LaGoy, and Dobson, al.,
Group
1992 1994 2004
Bp NA D NA NA NA NA
AcPy 3 D 0 0.001 0.001 0.001
AcPt 3 D 0 0.001 0.001 0.001
Flu 3 D 0 0.001 0.001 0.001
Dbt 3 NA NA NA NA NA
Phe 3 D 0 0.001 0.001 0.001
Ant 3 D 0 0.01 0.01 0.01
CdefP 2A NA NA NA NA NA
Fl 3 D 0.001 0.001 0.001 0.001
Pyr 3 NA 0 0.001 0.001 0.001
BaA 2B B2 1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Try 3 NA NA NA NA NA
Chr 2B B2 1 0.01 0.01 0.01
BbF 2B B2 1 0.1 0.1 0.1
BkF 2B B2 1 0.1 0.1 0.1
BjF 2B NA 1 0.1 0.1 0.1
BaF 3 NA 1 0.1 0.1 0.1
BeP 3 NA NA NA 0.01 NA
BaP 1 B2 1 1 1 1
Per 3 NA NA NA 0.001 NA
DajA 3 NA 0.1 0.1 0.01
DacA 3 NA 0.1 0.1 0.01
IcdP 2B B2 0.1 0.1 0.1
DahA 2A B2 1 1 1
BbC 3 NA NA NA NA NA
Pic 3 NA NA NA NA NA
BghiP 3 D 1 0.01 0.01 0.01
Anth 3 NA 0 0.01 0.01 0.01
DaeP 3 NA NA NA NA NA
Cor 3 NA NA NA 0.001 0.001
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Table4 5 B> 40P T2 {4 A+ 2~ FF BREFRM FES- T4

i MR &
2% O TS S o2

Biphenyl Bp 2 154 5.2x1072

Acenaphthylene AcPy 3 152 6.6x10° | Acenaphthylene-d8 160
Acenaphthene AcPt 3 154 2.2x10° | Acenaphthene-d10 164
Fluorene Flu 3 166 3.2x10* | Fluorene-d10 176
Dibenzothiophene Dbt 3 184 2.5x10*

Phenanthrene Phe 3 178 9x10° Phenanthrene-d10 188
Anthracene Ant 3 178 6.3x10° | Anthracene-d10 188
Cyclopenta[def]phenanthrene  CdefP 4 190

Fluoranthene FI 4 202 9.20x10° | Fluoranthene-d10 212
Pyrene Pyr 4 202 4.50x10® | Pyrene-d10 212
Benz[a]anthracene BaA 4 228 2.10x10°" | Benz[a]anthracene-d12 240
Triphenylene Try 4 228

Chrysene Chr 4 228 6.40x10° | Chrysene-d12 240
Benzo[b]fluoranthene BbF 5 252 5.00x107" | Benzo[b]fluoranthene-d12 264
Benzo[k]fluoranthene BkF 5 252 3.90x10° | Benzo(k)fluoranthene-d12 264
Benzo[j]fluoranthene BjF 5 252 1.5x108

Benzo[a]fluoranthene BaF 5 252

Benzo[e]pyrene BeP 5 252

Benzo[a]pyrene BaP 5 252 5.60x10° | Benzo[a]pyrene-d12 264
Perylene Per 5 252

Dibenz[a,jJanthracene D[a,j]A 5 278

Dibenz[a,c]anthracene D[a,c]A 5 278

Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene IcdP 6 276 9.80x10* | Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene-d12 288
Dibenz[a,h]anthracene DahA 5 278 9.80x10* | Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene d14 292
Benzo[b]chrysene BbC 5 278

Picene Pic 5 278

Benzo[ghi]perylene BghiP 6 276 1.00x10%° | Benzo[ghi]perylene-d12 288
Anthanthrene Anth 6 276

Dibenzo[a,e]pyrene DaeP 6 302

Coronene Cor 7 300 1.5x10°
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Table5 I * #srgiz 247 S > 459 HF2 2 }EJ%‘E"/%FTZ&?EE‘J_%‘\»

(S.s.
(S.S.Ho (S.S.H. (van (Grandess
(Bates et (J. Z. Yuet H. Ho
T etal., HoandVu, Drooge et oetal.,
al., 2008) al., 2011) etal.,
2008) 2004) al., 2009) 2013
2011)

Biphenyl

Acenaphthylene
Acenaphthene

Fluorene

Dibenzothiophene
Phenanthrene

Anthracene
Cyclopenta[def]phenanthrene
Fluoranthene

Pyrene

Benz[a]anthracene
Triphenylene

Chrysene
Benzo[b]fluoranthene
Benzo[k]fluoranthene %
Benzo[j]fluoranthene
Benzol[a]fluoranthene
Benzol[e]pyrene
Benzo[a]pyrene
Perylene
Dibenz[a,j]anthracene
Dibenz[a,c]anthracene
Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene
Dibenz[a,h]anthracene
Benzo[b]chrysene
Picene
Benzo[ghi]perylene
Anthanthrene
Dibenzo[a,e]pyrene
Coronene

< < K K K K < < < < (<
<

<
< < < <
< < < < < < <

< < < <
< < < <
< < < <

K K K K K K K K K K K< < < (<
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Table6 GC =8 if it g 4

(a) Barend L. van, 2009

Rate  Value Hold Time Run Time

C/min C min min
(Initial) 60 1 1
Ramp 1 15 120 0 5
Ramp 2 10 300 15 38

(b) #7
Lab Rate ~ Value  Hold Time Run Time
C/min C min min

(Initial) 60 1 1
Ramp 1 30 200 0 5.67
Ramp 2 20 250 0 8.167
Ramp 3 8 310 38 53.667
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Table7 % %> 434 W & 540 M $c

Mk R RE SR BERKRESR
FE A
)k & § F(ng) APRE i HE R AR k& # F(ng) APME Gl % E AR f50

Bp 0.11-0.97 1.000 y = 0.043 X + 0.0016 0.97-4.85 0.997 y = 0.042 X +0.0003
AcPy 0.12-1.08 0.999 y =0.042 X + 0.0018 1.08-5.41 0.996 y =0.042 X - 0.001
AcPt 0.11-0.96 0.999 y = 0.049 X + 0.0014 0.96-4.8 0.998 y = 0.046 X + 0.0023
Flu 0.09-0.81 0.999 y =0.052 X + 0.0013 0.81-4.07 0.998 y =0.048 X + 0.0026
Dbt 0.09-0.76 0.997 y =0.032 X + 0.0012 0.76-3.8 0.997 y = 0.029 X + 0.0056
Phe 0.24-2.00 0.999 y = 0.049 X + 0.0029 2.00-10.0 0.998 y =0.045 X + 0.0085
Ant 0.07-0.64 1.000 y = 0.046 X + 0.0013 0.64-3.23 0.996 y =0.047 X - 0.0015
CdefP 0.04-0.40 0.999 y =0.044 X + 0.0001 0.40-2.01 0.998 y =0.040 X + 0.0009
FI 0.17-1.44 0.999 y = 0.047 X +0.0019 1.44-7.2 0.998 y =0.042 X +0.0071
Pyr 0.18-1.54 0.999 y = 0.046 X + 0.003 1.54-7.74 0.998 y = 0.043 X + 0.0052
BaA 0.09-0.76 0.998 y =0.050 X + 0.0019 0.76-3.81 0.995 y =0.047 X +0.0023
Try+Chr 0.18-1.51 0.999 y = 0.047 X + 0.0036 1.51-7.56 0.997 y = 0.046 X + 0.0047
B[b+k+j]F 0.32-2.67 0.998 y =0.047 X + 0.0052 2.67-13.3 0.996 y = 0.045 X + 0.0065
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MOk R RS BRAERESR

Yo B 5 gt
FREE )k & & 1 (ng) AP RE TR £ 5 fz 5t k& & F1(ng) AP RE TRl M 20

BaF 0.04-0.39 0.999 y =0.040 X + 0.0001 0.39-1.97 0.996 y =0.039 X - 0.0003
BeP 0.03-0.32 0.997 y = 0.086 X + 0.0006 0.32-3.16 0.997 y =0.067 X + 0.0087
BaP 0.03-0.33 0.997 y =0.072 X + 0.0001 0.33-3.26 0.997 y =0.059 X + 0.007
Per 0.03-0.30 0.996 y =0.063 X - 0.0007 0.31-3.06 0.996 y =0.056 X + 0.0032
DajA 0.09-0.78 0.999 y =0.038 X + 0.0005 0.78-3.92 0.996 y =0.038 X - 0.0005
DacA+DahA 0.15-1.29 0.998 y =0.014 X + 0.0005 1.29-6.45 0.996 y =0.013 X + 0.0013
IcdP 0.09-0.76 0.999 y =0.051 X + 0.001 0.76-3.82 0.997 y =0.049 X + 0.0016
BbC 0.08-0.70 0.998 y =0.035 X - 0.0009 0.70-3.54 0.996 y =0.036 X - 0.0023
Pic 0.06-0.56 0.997 y =0.047 X + 0.0011 0.56-2.81 0.998 y =0.044 X + 0.0012
BghiP 0.11-0.98 0.998 y =0.045 X + 0.0015 0.98-4.90 0.996 y =0.044 X +0.0013
Anth 0.02-0.15 0.996 y =0.013 X - 0.0002 0.15-1.52 0.990 y =0.021 X - 0.0022
DaeP 0.02-0.15 0.990 y =0.019 X + 0.0001 0.15-1.58 0.994 y =0.022 X + 0.0004
Cor 0.02-0.15 0.992 y =0.039 X + 0.0001 0.15-1.56 0.995 y =0.043 X + 0.0007
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Table 8 #% & & ;2 2 1 p|4&*222 4p B QA/QC

MDL MR W E S &8 Accuracy B kAR E SR &2 Accuracy Precision
(ng/m?) (%) (%) (%)
Al A2 A3 A4 A5 Bl B2 B3 B4 B5
Bp 0.012 -410 044 3.16 -1.35  -0.07 4.78 -6.60 0.94 3.72 -1.85 6.17
AcPy 0.011 -10.66 -5.16 4.86 3.73 -0.73 4.83 -6.66 0.25 4.79 -2.28  4.59
AcPt 0.038 -9.74  -040 239 2.39 -0.47 4.81 -4.38 -1.18 3.53 -1.33 2255
Flu 0.011 -11.26 -230 7.42 -0.24  -0.47 541 0.10 -4.68 1.46 0.52 5.00
Dbt 0.007 -25.15 -5.74 9.74 6.06 -1.38 -10.30 7.53 -2.37 257 -158 5.01
Phe 0.019 -11.24 -096 7.66 -1.37 -0.37 2.55 3.08 -5.60 1.24 0.63 6.90
Ant 0.005 -0.76  0.65 1.46 -1.43  0.06 6.20 -1.78 -557 4.83 -1.05 5.78
CdefP 0.004 -995 210 4.57 -1.16 -0.22 2.98 3.05 -482 -0.32 133 5.95
Fl 0.013 -0.01 131 5.89 -2.25  -0.17 3.01 3.06 -5.87 121 0.73 6.83
Pyr 0.014 -11.89 1.22 5.94 -0.96 -0.33 2.33 3.06 -5.92  1.96 0.29 7.19
BaA 0.011 -14.68 -0.47 9.27 -1.64 -0.46 4.92 4.20 -8.96 2.22 0.93 13.2
Try+Chr 0.014 -10.50 -154 4.10 1.93 -0.52 1.29 5.28 -7.09 143 0.74 10.79
B[b+k+j]F 0.052 -16.11 -054 1195 -3.39 -0.43 4.38 4.54 -7.93 0.70 1.50 14.63
BaF 0.003 -1051 -0.79 5.75 -0.06 -0.40 2.87 4.94 -8.11 1.88 0.81 13.43
BeP 0.010 2.40 -12.50 4.50 3.20 -0.51 -20.68 4.22 0.47 1365 -8.75 21.34
BaP 0.010 4.13 -751  1.63 1.71 -0.20 -19.89 4.84 0.37 12.07 -7.84 17.43
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MDL MIER & E R LB Accuracy BIEAEKE SR &g Accuracy Precision

(ng/m’) (%) (%) (%)
Al A2 A3 A4 A5 Bl B2 B3 B4 BS
Per 0.009 4.16 -2.78  -243  2.23 -0.06 -19.22 451 -0.90 1381 -847 14.77
DajA 0.018 -11.40 -2.15 8.99 -1.70  -0.40 2.25 5.86 -7.64  0.43 1.45 12.68
DacA+DahA 0.005 -13.38 -0.12 10.16 -3.24 -0.32 0.79 6.56 -7.67 0.89 1.11 11.62
IcdP 0.026 -1245 -0.25 9.00 -252 -0.33 3.03 4.71 -r.47 110 1.11 11.92
BbC 0.012 4.65 5.71 4.13 -9.59  0.82 2.17 6.23 -7.32 054 190 10.07
Pic 0.011 -21.40 -399 1335 -0.03 -0.89 4.84 194  -554 0.56 1.13 13.59
BghiP 0.034 -14.74 -042 1065 -2.89 -0.40 2.68 5.09 171 125 1.06 13.12
Anth 0.005 7.89 4.83 -2.84 -411 0.64 7.53 3.24  -10.51 3.37 0.81 11.10
DaeP 0.004 10.63 8.14 2.29 -12.18 1.24 3.51 9.79 -820 -590 5.02 8.37
Cor 0.006 10.64 9.54 1.00 -11.95 1.27 3.29 754  -754 -3.28 3.48 8.18
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Table9 %= 4 5 T2 7 by B kR FRA

Ty (7% = #,2005) (% < %, 2008) (3F 4>9, 2005) *E T
(ng/md) S Bk TR £ 1 pAdn®E ®Adamd
Bp - - - - - - 0.02
Flu 5.24 486  0.02 0.02 0.03 0.03 0.03
Dbt - - - - - - 0.02
Phe 4.25 232 0.03 0.09 0.04 0.05 0.04
Ant 1.36 150 0.03 0.05 0.08 0.09 0.01
CdefP - - - - - - 0.01
FI 2.77 202 0.04 0.14 0.05 0.05 0.07
Pyr 151 2.66  0.04 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.08
BaA 1.97 260 0.02 0.03 0.09 0.09 0.05
Chr 1.45 206  0.03 0.07 0.1 0.1 -
Try+Chr - - - - - - 0.09
BbF 2.51 169  0.06 0.14 0.09 0.08 -
BkF 1.11 1.13  0.03 0.04 0.13 0.13 -
B[b+k+j]F - - - - - - 0.34
BaF - - - - - - 0.02
BeP 1.86 2.06 0.07 0.06 0.11
BaP 0.83 089 0.03 0.059 0.08 0.08 0.07
Per 1.45 2.40 - - 0.05 0.05 0.02
DajA - - - - - - 0.03
DacA+DahA - - - - - - 0.02
IcdP 1.23 1.03  0.07 0.09 0.13 0.08 0.13
BbC 0.94 0.81 - - 0.18 0.18 0.02
Pic - - - - - - 0.02
BghiP 1.01 1.31 0.1 0.10 0.22 0.11 0.27
Anth - - - - - - 0.05
DaeP - - - - 0.08 0.07 0.05
Cor 0.86 0.77 - - 0.08 0.05 0.08
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Table 10 > 35y o 2 8 BB FlF Ap M 2t

compound TEMP CO NO NO:2 NOx O3 RH SO2 WS
Bp -0.54* 0.56* - 0.61* 0.58* - - - -
Flu - 0.62** 0.44* 0.68** 0.68** - - - -
Dbt -0.53* 0.49* - 0.56* 0.51* - - - -
Phe - - - - - - - - -0.50*
Ant -0.49** - - 0.50** - - - - -
CdefP -0.44* 0.45* - 0.57* 0.46* - - - -

Fl - 0.64**  0.58** 0.54** 0.65** - - - -
Pyr -0.48*  0.64** 0.44* 0.65** 0.66** - - - -
BaA - 0.84**  0.61** 0.73** 0.80** - - - -0.55**
Try+Chr - 0.61**  0.62** 0.47** 0.62** -0.43** - - -0.57**
B[b+k+j]F - 0.86**  0.75** 0.67** 0.82** -0.38* - 0.42* -0.46*
BaF - 0.80**  0.74** 0.64** 0.80** -0.42* - - -0.56**
BeP - 0.77**  0.72** 0.59** 0.76** -0.51** - - -0.55**
BaP - 0.85**  0.93** 0.62** 0.86** -0.72** 0.59* - -0.69*
Per - 0.80**  0.71** 0.60** 0.75** -0.51* - - -0.54**
DajA - 0.85**  0.74** 0.69** 0.83** -0.39* - 0.38* -0.57**
DacA+DahA - 0.79**  0.72** 0.53** 0.71** -0.54** - -0.61**
IcdP - 0.94**  0.95** 0.91* 0.95** - - -
BbC - 0.84**  0.80** 0.64** 0.83** -0.49** - 0.37* -0.55**
Pic - 0.57**  0.61** - 0.53* - - - -
BghiP - 0.66**  0.56** 0.52** 0.62** - - - -0.46*
Anth - 0.71**  0.73** 0.50** 0.70** -0.50** - - -0.48**
Total - 0.82**  0.67** 0.694** 0.80** - - -0.53**

WD : R i# (Wind Speed, m/s)

** Significant correlation in 0.01 level (double side).

* Significant correlation in 0.05 level (double side).
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Table 1l 5 H> 3 FE L5 LR a2

() 7 ~iE i fF A 47 R

EHERH—IRFAETE
# % ¥ W RT3 AR T F e Pr>F
1 Combustion 0.60 0.60 39.99 <0.0001
2 Vehicular 0.12 0.7 11.42 0.0023
(b) it i S Hc
FHcEE
RS SR E A Pr>t]
Intercept -0.02 0.20 0.91
Combustion 0.29 0.04 <.0001
Vehicular 0.25 0.07 0.00
(c) =47 FHcE i VL L P LR
Linear regression Robust regression
oS w3t Pr > ChiSq S ¥ w3 e Pr>ChiSq
Intercept -0.02 0.906 Intercept -0.18 0.3473
Combustion 0.29 <.0001 Combustion 0.33 <.0001
Vehicular 0.25 0.002 Vehicular 0.26 0.0003
R-Square 0.70 R-Square 0.31
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(d) i Sdicdk —b R fmd g )

Linear regression

Robust regression

¥ B3 iE Pr > ChiSq
Intercept 0.10 0.69
Combustion 0.27 <.0001
Secondary 0.02 0.19
R-Square 0.60

S ¥ B3 ®  Pr>ChiSq
Intercept 0.07 0.77
Combustion 0.28 <.0001
Secondary 0.02 0.26
R-Square 0.25
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Table 12 i § % 715 2 B 4a M #

i KR

£ E'S Secondary  Dust Marine  Combustion V\ehicular  Total PAH
Secondary 1
Dust 0.533 1
Marine -0.376 -0.163 1
Combustion 0.425 -0424 -0533 1
\ehicular 0.684 0.734 -0.151 0.068 1
Total PAH 0.417 0.153 -0.358 0.785 0.331 1
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Table 13 PAH BaPeq jk /& £ 45 25 4 h2 4 b 12

() 7 ~iE i fF A 47 R

iF # ¥ # —PAH BaPeq ik B

# 2 %Wk mRIT>  HARITS Fie Pr>F
1 Combustion 0.62 0.62 43.33 <0.001
2 Vehicular 0.08 0.70 6.58 0.02
3 Secondary 0.03 0.72 2.25 0.15
(b) i §F $-# 4

Sl B
% B GEIE AL Pr>[t
Intercept 0.003 0.033 0.93
Secondary -0.005 0.004 0.15
Combustion 0.005 0.007 <0.001
Vehicular 0.049 0.017 0.007

(C) it §F Sdich —ib 2 UES L B SR

Linear regression Robust regression

oS B3t Pr > ChiSq S ¥ w3 E  Pr>ChiSq
Intercept -0.003 0.91 Intercept -0.02 0.55
Combustion 0.040 <.0001 Combustion 0.04 <.0001
Vehicular 0.028 0.02 Vehicular 0.03 0.01
R-Square 0.66 R-Square 0.33
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(d) i Sdicdk —b R fmd g )

Robust regression

Linear regression
IS F3+®  Pr>ChiSq S Hc F3+®  Pr>ChiSq
Intercept 0.015 0.650 Intercept -0.005 0.889
Combustion  0.039 <.0001 Combustion  0.045 <.0001
Secondary 0.002 0.464 Secondary 0.001 0.844

R-Square 0.59 R-Square 0.17
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Total flow
|_;|; 54.8 mL/min
vent flow Purge flow
50 mL/min 3 mfmin
7 TDU
30°C
Purge flow
0 mL/min CIS
—l
-40°C

Carrier gas flow= 1.8 mL/min
solvent venting (0.5 min)

Total flow
7.8 mL/min
vent flow Purge flow
3 mL/min 3 ml/min
“T || TDU
50°C
Purge flow
0 mL/min CIS
—
-40->400°C

b

Carrier gas flow= 1.8 mL/min

Total flow

54.8 mL/min

vent flow

0 mL/min
|

Purge flow

50 mL/min
-—

_1L

Purge flow
3 mL/min
TDU
30->340°C

cIs
-40°C

Carrier gas flow= 1.8 mL/min

Total flow
57.8 mL/min

vent flow

3 mL/min
-

Purge flow

50 mL/min
<t

1

Purge flow
3 mL/min
TDU
50°C

CIs
400°C

Carrier gas flow= 1.8 mL/min

splitless injection (1 min)

split purge(2 min)
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Total flow

|_l 54.8 mL/min
vent flow Purge flow
0 mL/min 3 ml/min
] TDU
340->50°C
_—
Purge flow
50 mL/min CIS
—l
-40°C

l‘_

Carrier gas flow= 1.8 mL/min

‘TDU desorption (4.62 min) ‘ ‘CIS equilibrium (0.1min) \

Total flow
27.8 mL/min
vent flow Purge flow
3 mL/min 3 mL/min
TDU
50°C
1
Purge flow
20 mL/min cIS
—
400>
C.A 200°C

Carrier gas flow= 1.8 mL/min
Gas saver (50min)
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Appendix A. 5 R A2 fit F R

Y o . E log B fER Half-lives
- M H ik ~AFE C Kow  (ugll) *(h)
Biphenyl Bp 2 154 255  4.01° -
Acenaphthylene AcPy 3 152 280 4.07* 3930%
Acenaphthene AcPt 3 154 278  3.93* 3420°%
Fluorene Flu 3 166 298  4.18° 1980°
Dibenzothiophene Dbt 3 184 333  4.38°¢ 1470°
Phenanthrene Phe 3 178 336 4.46° 1150° 4.62
Anthracene Ant 3 178 340 4.54% 73000%
Cyclopenta[def]phenanthrene CdefP 4 190 375 4509 110001
Fluoranthene Fl 4 202 375 5.22% 26000%  3.61
Pyrene Pyr 4 202 393 5.18% 13500% @ 2.63
Benz[a]anthracene BaA 4 228 400 5.61% 14000% 0.94
Triphenylene Try 4 228
Chrysene Chr 4 228 448 5912 2° 1.58
Benzo[b]fluoranthene BbF 5 252 481  6.12% 1.2° 1.31
Benzo[k]fluoranthene BkF 5 252 480 6.84% 0.55% 0.88
Benzo[j]fluoranthene BjF 5 252 6.12% 25°%
Benzo[a]fluoranthene BaF 5 252
Benzo[e]pyrene BeP 5 252
Benzo[a]pyrene BaP 5 252 495 6.5*  3.8° 0.50
Perylene Per 5 252 400 5.82° 0.4°
Dibenz[a,j]anthracene D[aj]JA b5 278 297°¢ -
Dibenz[a,c]anthracene D[a,c]A 5 278
Indeno[1,2,3-cd]pyrene IcdP 6 276 536 6.58% 0.5°% 0.90
Dibenz[a,h]anthracene DahA 5 278 524 6.5%* 052 0.31
Benzo[b]chrysene BbC 5 278
Picene Pic 5 278
Benzo[ghi]perylene BghiP 6 276 545 7.1*  0.26%° 0.89
Anthanthrene Anth 6 276
Dibenzo[a,e]pyrene DaeP 6 302 7.29¢ -
Coronene Cor 7 300 - 542

* 4%k p (P.X. C.L. C.Yuand Guoying, 1999)

a: WHO b : PubChem database

¢ : Merck SDS d : Reaxys database e : Sigmaaldrich SDS
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Appendix C. # & s R? ¥ MDL 2% FRRER L

e . (S.S.Hoet (S.S.H.Ho g (S.S.Hoet (S.S.H.Ho

al., 2008) and Yu, 2004) al., 2008) and Yu, 2004)

R? MDL(ng)
Bp 1 0.995 0.012 - -
AcPy 0.998 0.993 1 0.995 0.011 0.36 1.6
AcPt 0.999 0.996 1 0.995 0.038 2.28 2.4
Flu 0.998 0.997 0.999 0.992 0.011 0.73 1.35
Dbt 0.994  0.995 0.991 - 0.007 1.08 -
Phe 0.998 0.996 - 0.999 0.019 - 0.73
Ant 1 0.993 0.991 0.998 0.005 1.06 1.74
CdefP 0.999  0.997 - - 0.004 - -
F 0.999 0.996 0.999 0.994 0.013 0.81 1.68
Pyr 0.999 0.996 0.996 0.998 0.014 0.97 1.21
BaA 0.997 0.991 0.993 0.999 0.011 0.54 0.76
Try+Chr 0.999 0.994 1 1 0.014 0.24 0.38
B[b+k+j]F 0.996 0.993 0.999 1 0.052 0.57 0.24
BaF 0.999 0.992 0.991 - 0.003 0.22 -
BeP 0.998  0.995 0.992 0.992 0.010 0.66 0.85
BaP 0.992  0.995 0.996 0.991 0.010 0.67 1.01
Per 0.997  0.993 1 0.993 0.009 0.11 0.81
DajA 0.998 0.993 - - 0.018 - -
DacA+DahA 0.997  0.993 0.999 0.992 0.005 0.58 0.71
IcdP 0.998 0.994 - 0.994 0.026 - 2.01
BbC 0.996 0.993 - 0.012 - --
Pic 0.995 0.996 0.996 - 0.011 0.45 -
BghiP 0.997  0.993 1 1 0.034 0.49 0.08
Anth 0.993 0.981 - - 0.005 - -
DaeP 0.981  0.989 0.992 - 0.004 0.49
Cor 0.984 0.991 0.999 - 0.006 0.44
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