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 OE AW ETE R KR VOCs HERURFAE , &7 A TR AR 114 Ff VOCs 401, AWF o8k #%
11 AWM XS 20647 VOCs 40438, IR BB RIR VOCs &4 4R1E. 53R, BIKIE VOCs ki ks
R 23.12%—30.29%, IR AR 8.61%—25.78%, HEZ LK 0.16%—5.86%, pift4E 5 R
0.86%—13.82%, OVOCs Lt} 28.02%—63.77%, HAth 5 H°H 2.02%—8.26%. OVOCs. ki k& Flld k&
3% bR, 32T B BR S T A LLAE 75% DL b, R RIR IR B IS e e R AR IR HEA
T 10 B VOCs 4 BRI EE (11.12%) . Z8E (9.87%). L& (9.51%). T (9.34%). K (7.86%). 1EJ%
155 (5.74%) . ZHE (5.01%) . T 20 (4.64%) . MR-1,3- "5 -1-TH 4 (3.40%) ML TR LT (3.04%), EBIKIA
FRFIE TS G ). AR ARIR 241 4353 BT A5 21 OVOCs A I 0 S 181 2 I Ay R B 5, s I AR Il
R MR AT, R TN IE T FOBERNE Pbe s, e BB IR R . R KR
FRAE TS e A S35 % . R FAC B IRIR VOCs A LA e A LB 34, 22 PR SOA A
W 1220.7 pgm™, J5FIE SOA A B A TTRR R 93.1%, Stk SOA Az Ui A TTHE Ky 6.9%.
KR BRI, oM, HEERMEA (VOCs), HUERTH.
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Abstract In order to study the emission characteristics of VOCs from catering sources and
establish source profiles of 114 VOC species in Chengdu, we selected 11 different catering objects to
sample and analysis VOC components and achieved to explore the feature of VOC emission from
catering. The results from this work showed that the proportions of alkanes, olefins, aromatic
hydrocarbons, halogenated hydrocarbons, OVOCs and others in VOC species from catering sources
were 23.12%—30.29%, 8.61%—25.78%, 0.16%—5.86%, 0.86%—13.82%, 28.02%—63.77% and
2.02% —8.26%, respectively. OVOCs, alkanes and alkenes were the dominated categories and
accounted for more than 75% of totally VOC emissions. The top 10 VOC species from catering
sources were acrolein (11.12%), ethane (9.87%), acetaldehyde (9.51%), acetone (9.34%), ethylene
(7.86%), n-pentane (5.74%), acetylene (5.01%), butadiene (4.64%), cis-1,3-dichloro-1-propene
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(3.40%), and ethyl acetate (3.04%). They were the typical organic compounds from catering sources.
The full-component characteristics of VOCs from catering sources showed that the representative
substances of OVOCs , olefins and alkanes were frans-anisole and linalool, long-leaf alkene and
limonene, n-pentadecane and n-heptane, respectively. These results provided important information
and references for characteristic investigation of catering sources. The FAC method was applied to
estimate the potential amount of secondary organic aerosol (SOA) depending on VOC data from
catering sources, the total SOA formation potential value was 1220.7 ug'm™. Furthermore, aromatic
hydrocarbons contributed 93.1% to this value and alkanes accounted for only 6.9%.

Keywords catering sources, source profile, volatile organic compounds(VOCs), Chengdu City.

BRI Y B R 2=0 2, B R B AN i A v = A A 45 e M AR S5 WL, LA S
Oy RS TT 2 FE W A RIS E AT, — RT3 0B ) A A S B E 4L B ARIR TS Y i HE ik 22 )
J& FAK S HEk, HEBUG v A S iUURL 4, R AR TR R R A ML S (SOA) (1 EE ZE TR &K
JEHEE PM, s 7T 5 2] PM, o B9 80% K LA I, PM, o 1] 5 ] PM, 5 i 50%—85%!°L 1 Xt Jiki 49 i 2H 4343
M 38 5 A 55 B A AL (OC) 4341 . ST &R (EC) 78T . A THLES T4 o0 o3 i . JCRA . 2305418
(PAHs) 43 #7145, SARY) B 28 VOCs, i E 4236 FE R, BIKIR VOCs EZL5 Ak | ke 75
T, AR, B B M & VOCs MR E L, il ik, k. FER. kIR,
OVOCs FIHA S, 15 YL Y VOCs B35 2 X5 Y IR HEBO 15 e W AT R AE L AT 4 s
e o TR B A bR AR, X T S BRI 5T | HLBRAF 5T A A B AR X, R AT E Y
FEAhECARE O,

1980 4F 72 47, 6 [ fe BT & VOCs W43 i 78 . EPA JTF & T SPECIATE 4%, J&— 48 h 4
0 5% VOCs 84 385 19 208 12, JF B W58, B au gk iz v T R AT5 e wF e . el A5 T
2005—2020 4EH E KR VOCs FEA LA 45 1E, 715 T 7 ISR X 89 VOCs Btk # 0 A i i, i
FTIKRE VOCs # IR Ee e | ke /bede . D5 ke . B T, B PR EE AR ARG O B O, R B0 T
15 AR 7 HEAR ARG L. LA 38T T 2R VEEB4E 0 Z (8] VOCs 4143 1 25 S AHERCEE, &2 — 1 Bh 7838
TR B2 . Lee S5V ARG T 45 A28 VOCs I HEBURRAE, 38 128 55 I 7L AR BOR K5 ) VOCs 1 HE Ry
TE B HHERCH T, 28 BSTR 26 TR . O A T bt £ 20 VOCs. FRIE7E VOCs i A% 403 1) A 17—
E W58 AL, (AR A b AR R B 35 B 5 L IR 400 o 8 — M R S A 508 09 AR B A A — R
/@[10,14716].

IR AT T B IR 114 Fh VOCs HEBUFAE, 872K VOCs i JHR R B IRIE VOCs &4
OTFRAE, BT AT

1 MBS 7 (Materials and methods)

L1 WXy S e AR B

BIRIREA —E MY 221, B IREARY | A IRIAE | SRAE I [H] B A #0255 M Fe 2 I SRR A5 IR . R i
AT YRR M TS AR T AR IR IR B VOCs 15 YA L, TR RAE AT, 8 i 2 (5] POTL 45 & ML) 0] 45 4 £
19 5 20 T AR T A AR IR 0 2R 4 7 9 A e A

T4, 8 R A ] POT B s R IURSAR T & IR IR A B | Bl SR AR ISR S O, 15 B e AR i & Ik
U e s . g L BV L O R R B A 5 LU O, 430 R 7.3%. 44.5%. 34.1%. 10.0% FT 4.1%. %
1 s PR L AR Bt ik 95% DL k.

LYK, 3 Ao 1) 2 ) A R AT AR T N R AR A G T o L A O | JRRE I | AR G (] Bt B
R AL Bt D0 55 () 36 TR A YU AL G 5 A B IX (HRVL X, B 2R X AR X, S8 X LRI BT X)) |
24 ZRE XCE (AR XA VLX) | 24> = B2 B gy (G2 M i A IRk 7 ), e ffe Il 5 2 ) 4
716 3. RIS TH A 45 R, rh A& 28 113 o bR s 7R AR 1T, R Y B R A (5 LE 31.0%, H A (f L1
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32.4%, /N LE 36.6%; ZRBEE IRORT R B0 R AN L AR IS5 22 oA k.

ZE L, EARIR I R )RR L, W aE s | ISR B ZE AR P L KR KRR &
AR, VAR INES R RIRFURE R Y 4 B 7 W I A3 7 S 5E 2 S b E U R A A, 55 R
AR AT K HE S A R A TR A | SRAERT RE A5 A HL ) DR B A5 SR A SE R 2 1, I A8 AT e e )
AT RAE. AW 78 100 35 10 B IR IS A 5 B 35 g 4 iy HL L AR bR, B — 2 R .

1.2 WEmixd 458

LA TR AR A AR IR R | BRI L B35 e i = A S HERCRE U5, S8 T 7 R IR A
AP AE LSRR MR 52, ARG 580E L JI2R B 2R G A L PRAEFLKCER 5 B RUR/ N | rhil | R
FEAC Y 4 B, o8 35 1Y 8 TR SR SRR AR R 4 i HLELAT R T AR AR s 3 R ER IR X 4
T2SAELL LEIRMEEE(RE D IS EEEFEE(RE )M S FEABRHNEZET (R
3); HEBE 1 KT AT ) BRSSO B AR R WX G5 11 AN R W I 5 B AR B
e 1. WS X G2 B8 — o 2 b Sz e ol A0 T 4 TR R e O, A — o AR ER .

RN G IEARGE

Table 1 Monitoring objects’ basic information

o

WX 5 SKAERFE/R AR/ (mPh ) FiHi it /kg MENEUN NS AR Ak B
Monitoring Sampling Exhaust air Amount of Number of Number of Fume purification
objects time volume oil used diners stoves facilities
rhALpeRE 1 25788 2.5 70 4 [ k2
/LBl 1 10443 1 35 4 i
RIS 1 16908 14.6 133 8 ik
FERB)I3 1 44214 25 273 21 i
[GhEZ 22N 1 20457 18.65 158 26 [
KA 1 3599 15.8 100 12 i
G D& 0.5 600 25 5 23 [ k2
HEEL 0.5 600 0.25 8 2 FHTM AL
KBE2 0.5 600 0.15 5 2 Z ML
HHE3 0.5 960 0.2 7 2 FHTM AL
A 0.5 6800 7 100 3 X

HR 4 7] 5 A 5 51, b S Bt e B WP e 11:30—12:30 A1 18:00—19:00, {3k £ 7E H 4 5%,
W AR A o DA DR, SRR [R1 8 Ry 1.0 h. SR8 IR N B 48 UG S A — 48 I [E) A 0.5 h, K
SRAET IR Ry 0.5 h. KRR 114 Wil ek ) 7 56 40 ) N 2 AR 4l 2, o9 0.5 h
1.3 REE I

R 1 52 75 Y PR HE S P 0RE 000 52 5 A0S Yo R AE 775 ) (GB/T 16157—1996) X 4t 2B AR M
BB IR T RAE . GEBEA ORI B ST (% N R 25 A0 W B AR B ) (HI/T 167—2004),
TECHIT 8 Rt AL A I8 B0 T BEATRAED ) B 15 Y ) 75 R R I 25 AR .

1.4 Wik K o g

M0 Ty AR A I T G R R R A ML I R AERU489E ) (HT 732—2014), >R ZR3520 H.28
FAAAS R FESE MR B £ M (PVF) S AS HEAT R AR . IR 99 RAE 2% 09 4 A R, SRR [R S 5—
10 min, ZEEAR A FERFE, IR 2 FIFE, FESL RS BOCIRAAITAE 8 h WHEAT 20 Fr. AR I (T 75
YU AR . FBEARIEE F B S A I AR (8359 ) (HT 38—2017) il % NMHCs ¢ .

JE s A R AR S G R AF T AE 8 h N EEAT 4 AT 5 B R 1 1l 4R AH OC R B KT 0.995, il 2
HJI38—2017 MYHLE ZE3K 5 F2 50 38 25 FURE b 000 5 (/N T 10 B, o JE B 25K 5 BB 10% AR, 1
R SIS F A TREEA T AT, AR R 22 /N T 15%, ik R R E K.

1.5 114 F VOCs 415353 Mt
1.5.1 Wby
KRETT VR 1279, ZAE A B R, I RAEW I 23 AL 78 NMHCs #k & 23 #7 52 15, 4%
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NMHCs #¢ 5 e 5 19 1 AN SR AT VOCs 24370, 45 30 W I ek G2k v B . 05 B3% 25 FRE TR
WA RE Y )7 B 08T VOCs 40503 M, 15375 BHIk

iz W8 OB 23 S R ME A ML 0 D0 5 B SR A /SRR (0 - Jo %9 ) (HT 759—2015), VOCs S ARKE iy
FEVS B 4, SEAT IR, TN SORE B i o0 i, FH T B AG I 88 A 0, 3 2o 5 s o I 3 TR DA R AR R
B EAT e, B DI BRvE A7 . AORRE S B el A B Sh Bk 4 A EA TR AL B . — R B s B, &
BRK 7R RS PR A Tenax WFE5, 2Bk CO, =R B8 R HEERE, B4 VOCs 414, &t =2
W BF R T MR 4 e RS ETHE, (2 BEE %1 VOCs 45 A GC/MS-FID R4, if 1745 B
L S AT B AR T R A 2, (R R A I8 21 -50 °C. VOCs 414338 i HP-1 4 3% A (60 mx
0.32 mmx1.0 pm) #4753 15, i A MSD #EA7H.
1.5.2 XARFACE SRR

Entech7200 = 2% ¥ B ¥k 45 13 ; 22 £ 46 7890B-5977B <, AH £, 3i% i 3i% B¢ FH X . 5% J§ PAMS. TO-15.
13 FPEEEA 2 3 FhbR AR (Linde , USA) M & A 4 ML G (— R —EH be . 1,4- 250K | EAR-d5S
A-TREAR) B AR R I SR R T hR A2
1.5.3  J AR UE AT 4 ol

XA BT T 4-B SRR A GC/MS IYVERE, FF A ARiE 2R, SE80 % 25 UL fii 25 1 B ARy Bk
JEE AR T I 0 5 T B 5 A 24 b X ARE o 10 2 1w B0 Ve B s 2R AT 40T, DO 15 40 A R B (L 1 A KT
E7E30% LI .
1.6 VOCs 241535 Hr
1.6.1 &40 FE SR

KW B CR R84 B, P42 5 mm) SR AE VOCs #fdh, SRR 4 50 mL-min™!, SRAEFFEEAT[E]
1—3 h. SRBERT, W75 200t 2 AL AL BE 24 h. W B SR F Tenax S B 51

SRR THURHE AT, ELAR A S 1 I 1 T Y Y HE A R A o ST YR A T
) (GB/T 16157—1996) , RAE £ for A TR HEMH G 1 RAEFL N (LI fS ).

SRR A Ao/l b g, 422 1—3 h.
1.6.2 A5 ik

VOCs # it 43 AT G 1 22 T35 Y U5 PR S A B % 00 2 T30 A A FF -0 06 B /A €335 - o 1% )
(HJ 734—2014) () BARS BB B, B A 2 RE 5L o VOCs 1 RS B W B8 8 SRR S 2847 — 4%
SR BF, 0 R AR 2 SRR € 1 0 8 i P B T A0 AR B 7 e SR 1 L £ B AT (min) | DR R (%)
A T AR AR L, T INARTE TR, i AR VOCs 15 21 #h.
1.63 U5 &

TW-2100 B G/ ik 25 SR A s 77 8 #H EUCR RE AL A% A BR A 75 Agilent 6890 “UAH (435X : 3 5
Agilent 73 F]; Agilent 5973 ikl #5: 52 E Agilent 24 .
1.6.4  J5 e AR UE AT 4 ol

S % A ARSI 2 (P B AR 0 e B AR T 0 2 T B Bt A i R A A% S A R 5 2 1
1E 30% LA,

2 %55 59718 (Results and discussion)

2.1 BIRIE VOCs 53 s

BERTI A AR IR VOCs 5 21 70V B o 1 0 FU TR DL 2, ST sl i A AR IR AR 20 . s VOCs 414347
RBERE ML SRR KR OVOCs R Al S 2. i & 20 A, BARE P B R L R
23.12% —30.29%, i 12 5 b 8.61% —25.78%, 77 & K& &7 b N 0.16% —5.86%, K 1t 1& 5 b A
0.86%—13.82%, OVOCs 4 F K 28.02%—63.77%, HAlh (5 A 2.02%—8.26%. OVOCs., ki ks Fldd i
3 IR, 3 205 ) BT BT R B A 4 LUTE 75% DL, SR R A Y e .



604 E7 N R (- 43 %
T2 AR B IR VOCs B 20 43 0 i - 4003 (%)
Table 2 Mass fraction of VOCs composition source profile for catering sources in Chengdu(%)
HEEIR FRERIR BERAEIR
Eﬁl ) éﬂ e %?IJ o 1 A’} WAFR ) C;r:;nercial C;%?\ng lEF ;mily cool%r;i = ;:;teen coog;ﬁé

number oiping ST e o e Percentage Staljld?rd Percentage Star.lde.lrd Percentage Star'ld?rd

deviation deviation deviation
1 PSS n 10.44 11.11 4.50 1.51 14.68 1.21
2 P [R5 2.70 223 2.49 2.87 0.72 0.05
3 S ss 5Tk 125 1.49 2.86 3.47 0.30 0.19
4 PSes ETHE 2.70 1.37 2.65 2.99 1.14 0.22
5 Jele S 1.14 1.08 0.65 0.46 0.50 0.15
6 P EkE 9.42 11.59 6.42 461 1.39 0.30
7 PSS ke 0.03 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.06
8 Lise 2,2- " HIFET & 0.26 0.43 0.00 0.00 8.81 4.15
9 s 23-“HET kB 0.03 0.03 0.03 0.04 0.04 0.02
10 S ss 2-FARE e 0.04 0.07 0.00 0.00 0.17 0.08
11 Ll 3-FH IR e 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.06
12 PSS ECkE 0.21 0.28 0.08 0.12 0.13 0.06
13 P LI b 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.03
14 PSS weke 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.04
15 feks 2,4-Z N 0.04 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.05
16 P 2-PHC L 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.30 0.14
17 fele 2,3-ZHI Lk 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.05
18 feke -k 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.33 0.16
19 feke EBEkE 0.98 1.58 1.19 1.69 0.15 0.06
20 PSS LI SRR 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.03
21 PSae 2,2,4-= HISL ke 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
22 Leks 2,3,4- = H 5L ke 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.14 0.07
23 Ll 2-FJL B 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.09
24 PSss 3-FJEBELE 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.06
25 P 1E=ELE 0.61 1.07 1.18 1.67 0.09 0.04
26 PSS IEThE 0.03 0.05 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02
27 ek Zhe 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
28 PSes ke 0.03 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.36 0.16
29 Liks + ke 0.02 0.02 1.05 1.37 0.00 0.02
feke /N 29.97 — 23.12 — 30.29 —
30 s LM 8.63 6.36 2.44 1.74 12.52 3.06
31 yss L0 1.83 1.24 0.93 0.81 0.50 0.55
32 ke ETH 1.20 0.51 0.26 0.18 0.28 0.28
33 ke T 10.78 9.07 3.00 2.12 0.15 8.52
34 ke R-2- T 0.33 0.34 0.01 0.02 1.68 0.79
35 s MEEC-2- T 0 0.25 0.25 0.00 0.00 0.55 0.26
36 ke -1 1.77 2.74 0.14 0.20 0.04 0.17
37 ke SR 0.26 0.44 1.72 1.13 0.05 0.04
38 Ly 2 2-2- U 0.31 0.48 0.07 0.10 0.40 0.19

39 il M2 -2- 1% Js 0.06 0.08 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.06
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sk 2
FoEIK FREEIR BHAR
Sfiil ) éﬂ s tjjlj o 1 /u} WAFR ) C;r:;nercial c}(;;i(flﬁ; IEFl:zzI:mily cool);%r;% = ;:;teen coo}g?é%

number oI FRERTE T e Percentage Star'ldérd Percentage Star.ldz'trd Percentage Stal.ld?rd

deviation deviation deviation
40 ke 1-CU 0.34 0.39 0.04 0.06 0.21 0.09
/N 25.78 — 8.61 — 16.51 —
41 HER ES 0.76 0.46 0.08 0.06 0.32 0.18
42 HER LiP S 0.62 0.73 0.08 0.12 0.99 0.41
43 R LR 0.02 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.73 0.35
44 FiER [ X —HIOKE 0.19 0.22 0.00 0.00 1.21 0.51
45 FER K 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 1.02 0.48
46 FFER P HIZR 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.58 0.27
47 R EIE S 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02
48 R NALES 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
49 HER ] 2 FEHR 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.05
50 R popae ik S 0.01 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.28 0.13
51 PRy < 1,3, 5-=HHE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.03
52 R Lilyae ik S 0.01 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.21 0.10
53 IR 1,2,4-=H% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.11 0.05
54 FHERR 1,2,3-=H% 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.10 0.05
55 R B — R 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.01
56 IR X 2 HH 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.01
57 FER ES 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02
RN 1.63 — 0.16 — 5.86 —
58 v TR AW 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
59 FEfwss — R HE 0.26 0.38 0.40 0.36 0.25 0.10
60 EpAw < — TR 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
61 %< — =S e 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.08 0.04
62 AW AW 0.05 0.06 0.15 0.13 0.67 0.30
63 R4z =EH b 0.08 0.11 0.23 0.30 0.13 0.06
64 v LA 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02
65 AW — IR A b 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
66 v TR B 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
67 Rz =R BE 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
68 v LV e A 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
69 ERAw v 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.09 0.04
70 Rz A HE 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
71 FEfwss L1-Z5 LK 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
72 EpAw SHER ALK 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
73 Rz k-1, 2- R 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02
74 Rz L1- =&k 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.22 0.11
75 i< -1, 2- — 58 LM 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
76 Epaw < 12-Z5LHE 0.13 0.17 1.54 1.36 0.38 0.18
77 AW L1,1-=5 ke 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
78 v =R 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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k2
FARR HEEEIK HARIK
Sfivi':z'l ) éj}[ e . A Commercial c;;?fiﬁr; Family cool%r;% = Canteen coigyﬁg‘%

number rouping categories Name of compound ikt Standard itk Standard il Standard

Percentage deviation Percentage deviation Percentage deviation
79 (< L,1,2- =5 Zh¢ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
80 (v 1,2- R K 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
81 FEfws L 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
82 ERAwS PSR 2%t 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
83 R v 1,2- &N 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.06 0.03
84 Kz = ﬁ-1,3é’£-l-ﬁ 0.05 0.10 0.00 0.00 0.67 0.32
85 wifE J ”m;ﬁ'l’ﬁ;%'l'm 0.14 0.28 0.00 0.00 10.06 4.74
86 (v A% - t 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02
87 AW AR 0.03 0.06 0.00 0.00 0.36 0.17
88 Rz X 5K 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.01
89 BEfws 8] — 5 0.02 0.03 0.00 0.00 0.63 0.30
90 EpAw S 5K 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
91 AW 1,2, 4-=5K 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.01
92 foxz EXAWEES 0.07 0.15 0.00 0.00 0.04 0.02
RN 0.86 — 232 — 13.82 —
93 e B 10.95 4.56 9.01 8.89 8.57 1.44
94 e P 8.88 3.40 24.32 14.56 0.15 4.99
95 A LG 431 433 20.19 13.78 3.51 0.99
96 e ] 1.12 1.41 0.08 0.12 0.76 0.31
97 R FH BT I 0.48 0.73 0.17 0.14 3.19 1.48
98 T LR G 0.15 0.28 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
99 e BT 0.65 0.38 0.36 0.52 1.08 0.24
100 EE: 2- 17 0.18 0.20 0.02 0.03 1.55 0.72
101 e LR T 0.59 0.60 533 6.71 321 1.27
102 R ISR ] 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.06
103 e TR 0.02 0.03 0.40 0.56 0.21 0.10
104 R LA-Z5HARTH 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.03 0.01
105 RE: PR T Bk 0.07 0.13 0.03 0.04 2.81 1.32
106 e TR 2.33 1.35 1.17 1.66 0.74 0.58
107 A PR BE PN 1R W g 0.11 0.21 0.03 0.04 0.21 0.10
108 GE 4-FA FL-2- 13 0.00 0.01 0.00 0.00 0.34 0.16
109 R 2-CL R 0.08 0.11 0.00 0.00 0.13 0.06
110 BE: (WAL 3.47 1.02 2.50 3.11 0.54 1.81
111 e AR 0.01 0.01 0.16 0.22 0.15 0.06
112 EE: [i) PP A Y 0.09 0.17 0.00 0.00 0.71 0.33
OVOCs/INt 33.51 — 63.77 — 28.02 —
113 HAtb ki 0.01 0.02 0.39 0.28 0.38 0.18
114 HoAt LR 8.25 7.29 1.63 0.21 5.14 772
HAth/NF 8.26 — 2.02 — 5.52 —

T R UAMERE S 28, IS 3153,

Note: The standard deviation of canteen catering was calculated with Sichuan Cuisine 1 and Sichuan Cuisine 2.
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H e 2 AT, A S BRI Y 87 A VOCs, Horp e 24 B Jddd 11 Fp L &R 13 /0 AR
17 F . OVOCs 20 Fif . Hifth 2 Ffy B8 LA I 43 Fl VOCs, Hdbe k8 12 F, M ke 9 Fl | S5 & k&
20, AR 4 F . OVOCs 14 B HoAth 2 By £ i 48 DA I 1 92 F VOCs, H i Be ke 26 Ff | 46 12
11 A 58 16 AP, AR 18 Flr, OVOCs 19 F . Fofth 2 Fh. #2348 ORI & 4 481K VOCs 4 70 B K iz
BN L, FREER NG I5 &I R AR5 Y i R g /.

WA AR, 28K R OVOCs(33.51%) | %e ke (29.97%) Ak 42 (25.78%) 9 3 25 1 Hede iy, 24t
SRR E BTG YL 2R, OVOCs 15 Y W Fh 7 I, BB 2, Horh 21 (6.19%—17.69%) . T
M5 (4.89%—15.05%) . TR (2.34%—10.77%) . TV (2.23%—4.8% ) A SGEE (1.02%—4.91%) 5 HL#&
=, JEAE SR OVOCs FHFRMEY . JIIZE . beks i b e, nT e S A KIACEI S R . AT
JEE A R A O, TR i R A 5k 28 S TR B IR R A IR I A e e o AR X A v

#4248 Pk Commercial cooking

FBEB K Family cooking

fra 48 fk Canteen cooking

K ##Hotpot

e Fast foot

L 45 & fk Commercial complexes

JI]3€Sichuan cuisine

Je¥EBarbecue
0% 20% 40% 60% 80% 100%
W SR Alkanes 0O 42 Olefins
O F &% Aromatic hydrocarbons M {% % Halogenated hydrocarbons
0 440V0Cs B HAlOthers

B 1 ARREKEA VOCs i
Fig.1 VOCs source profile of different catering types

KEEAE KT OVOCs(63.76% ) FIeks (23.12%) M 1f b5 iy, e K e 42 T 2 A T Y 2R 8. S Jee
BT RS R R A, FNBR VOCs 15 50K B Y R2 0, (UK I 21 A0 F 28 RR R 2R ), A SCikTs )
SRR £ P K A R TR VOCs R R MR . S0 B OB T AL R ORI S O
PR/ R, (A R R Y R b,

BRI (30.29%) Hl OVOCs(28.02%) Wi 5 He iy, S B A B AR i 2 T Qe e 2. Horp
5 EIEWRE (5 L 5.86%, i TAHESBIRMAREE R, I &R mMERZ, X aeS & il A
K ATTIE BRI, B HTIAE 130°C il & 260°C g iklid, ™ A 5 Tl iR 2.

ABIFTE A 5 22 Bl IR, AN TR 2R Y AR AE TS G M A A TR, TR DL 3. ARG AN ) e TS ey
b BRI, TR TR HE A HIT 10 B9 VOCs 705l J& N R EE (11.12%) . Z%E(9.87%) . LI (9.51%) .
PR (9.34%) . ZHi (7.86%) « IEIKE(5.74%) . LHR(5.01%) . T M (4.64%) | M-1,3-— 5 -1- 4
(3.4%) MR LT (3.04%), WIE] 2 Firs . B AR TS G B vh o A B A, 2B IR IR AR T5 4.

F 3 AREERER VOCs FHIETS G
Table 3 VOCs characteristic pollutants of different catering types
e FFHIEVOCs

Types Characteristics of VOCs
ZEE(11.13%) . Z5E(10.38%) . T 45(9.75%) . IEIREE(9.37%) . NS (8.28%) . Z.H5(8.22%) . Z.H(7.44%) | TR

HER (4.42%) . B4 (3.21%)
FIEARIK DI (24.32%) . PR (20.19%) . 1 (9.01%) . IEJREE(6.42%) . LFRBE(5.33%) . LBE(4.5%) . T ki (3%)
FoER 2H5(16.62%) . Z.H5E(15.33%) . ZHR(13.25%) . T ZH45(10.44%) . ZEE(6.76% ) . TNIEE(6.18%) | JTK-1,3-—5-1-T9 %5
(3.35%) . L (3.1%)
pae T H(22.75%) . THREE(15.05% ) . Z45(8.35%) . ZEE(6.19%) . T%E(5.65%) | 1EIKE(4.98%) . 1E T %%(4.92%) . Tk

(4%) . T T%52(3.99%) A 15 (3.47%)
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233
By FRIEVOCs
Types Characteristics of VOCs
e 2175(16.62%) . Z%e(15.33%) . ZK(13.25%) . T —H45(10.44%) . ZME(6.76%) . PIATE(6.18%) . MBI -1,3- —48-1-P 4

(3.35%) ., CLEE(3.1%)
ZH(17.03%) . T Z45(15.22%) . ZEE(14.14%) . ZH5(11.86%) . TN (8.18%) . TN (7.13%) . 1E k% (4.08%) . 2kt

[ERAZE=yN o) Byl 0
(3.47%) . 5 50%e(3.2%)
o ERHE(32.51%) . ZTE(10.89%) . TR (8.15%) . 1-I3(7.19%) . JE(4.91%) . CLEE(4.8%) . IEBHHE(4.1%) TN
- (3.89%) .
KR 2. K5(29.94%) . 1 (17.69%) . TNEA(10.77%) . TABE(5.18%) . TAHMEEE (4.89%) . ZH5(3.91%) . 1F ke (3.48%)

@ &k Canteen cooking O FKERE K Family cooking #3124k Commercial cooking

ZBR ZBEEthyl acetate

JRR-1,3- 248~ 1-F4(cis-1,3-Dichloro-1-propene)

T % Butadiene
ZHtAcetylene [

TE % d5n-Pentane [ ]

ZJ#Ethylene noco ]
P Acetone _ - - : i .

Z B Acetaldehyde POOOOO000000000000
ZJ5Ethane

P ¥R Acrolein ]
| 1 1 |
0 5 10 15 20 25
Percentage of pollutants/%

B2 EKIEHEAZ T 10 B VOCs 4150
Fig.2 VOCs components of the top 10 from catering sources
2.2 A&RIE VOCs UM XS [

BB IR VOCs #7 I8 | e O7 e AU . OVOCs FIHAL 6 ZEHEATIL A, S5 R TR UL 4.
XK VOCs 1870 1% AT 5 32 B rP AL S ORI B B 48 TR, A 28 TRl o G045 )T S RRE 4
e AW FEAALALIE H LIS . B I o, il 38 1 Rl ZRa K DV ALK B 3 28, At 481k
HA AR A M AR . e Ah, SEAT DF B X B TR VOCs HE N o, FRBE & AR N B AR rh 2
AR 73, AT X AT T WF5E.

&® 4 EIRIE VOCs Lo H (%)

Table 4 Catering sources VOCs component composition( %)

BRI Bekz fiskz FER ERAWS R HoAthy HE AR
Catering Types Alkanes  Olefins  Aromatic hydrocarbons  Halogenated hydrocarbons  OVOCs  Others Reference
IR 29.97 25.78 1.63 0.86 33.51 8.26 ABFE
FRERIR 23.12 8.61 0.16 2.32 63.77 2.02 ARHFSE
BARIR 30.29 16.51 5.86 13.82 28.02 5.52 ABFIE
Pers 24.67 41.05 2.46 0.04 29.23 2.55 ABIFFE
e 20.03 36.92 1.12 0.08 24.56 17.3 ABFE
[HE|&Z3ExEN 14.41 29.72 1.71 0.8 36.32 17.03 ABFY
S 4572 12.02 0.24 1.78 37.39 2.86 ABFTE
P& 45.02 9.18 2.61 1.61 40.04 1.55 ABIFE
A 532 42.8 22 0.1 — — [21
bl 28.4 583 133 0 — — [22

N3 479 41.1 10.8 0.2 — — [22

]
]
I3 14.79 12.44 1.39 0.44 66.76 4.19 [23]
]
Jove 64 21 3 1 11 — [21]
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FRAESCHR [21 — 220 WL, Beds o Lo i B TS MR M e, o Lol 42.8%—58.3%, 1 LU A R R
K2, 7 LR 28.4%—53.2%; AR GE Hh B ) B kR SRR T BAIG, BT SCHR [21 - 22] R I OVOCs, AT fig
FEEE R SRR A AR, (BB F, A5 ERE VOCs 4 73044 15 SCHRAR T . SCik [23] T
) OVOCs i Hedie i N 66.76%, Bk 504 5 FLAHT, 25 B ke A A4 7 LR A, AR 78 h )1 32 1Y
I B AR AL IR, OVOCs % H A AR, P RE 2 T A (N | SEAFAE KK R AR B AR B A &R
PRS2 5 SR [21] PR AR GERR B A X R, ARSI OVOCs Fl i AR A X s, AT
e S WD 2H 43 AN W) S B0 R S AR SR AFAE £ 5. BRI, AR5 BRI VOCs 55 2% SOk 25 A
I, IR T R KDL B AL B DI 2R A P RN 3 28, BT AR i A s Ak e (e
23 EIRIE VOCs & R %R
2.3.1 VOCs 44453 1

ARFFSE 2.1 45 P S T AER TR KR VOCs W4, Hirf OVOCs., # k& il ke Je & IR IR VOCs 1)
B FEEA Sy, 3 75 YW BT R BOA 2 FUAE 75% L b, TG OVOCs., Bk Fibe ke e 44053 7 br
R b 2R R IO, A2 A3 o0 BT I o B AR 2 s Y g 0 v AR EL b R T AR RS B
TS 114 M5 Qe o0 B 0975 G A ais | MRl e S BeAs AT X H AT, TR LR 5.

x5 VOCs W55 Hris Qe mh s K i Luig i
Table 5 VOCs full-component analysis of pollutant types and the proportion

eI et S/ S YR g 7 B /%
Types Pollutant type Number of Species Percentage

OVOCs 161 41.1

St e A ke 87 36.4
Ll 27 8.1

OVOCs 20 292

Bekg-114F175 44 53 Bt ke 11 41.1

Ll 15 24.7

OVOCs 127 65.0

JNSE-42 453 b ke 27 15.8
Ll 12 43

OVOCs 20 25.7

NIZE-114F0 5 3L 534 ke 11 30.1

Ll 27 23.5

OVOCs 149 54.8

-4 ke 46 18.7
Ll 24 6.9

OVOCs 19 28.0

BH-114F5 Y T ke 11 16.5

Lk 27 303

VE: A4 AW HORRAR S e AR L R T A 5
Note: The percentage of full-component analysis was calculated based on the contaminant peak area divided by the total peak area.
VOCs 421433 A MG £ 207—343 F VOCs, HrpBei% 441 7040 Bkl ] 343  VOCs, )11 28K
M| 207 F VOCs, a4 F] 267 F VOCs. 42207353 HrAHEL T 114 Tl Gy i ok, 15 3] 175 44
KENNKE . 2. OVOCs 1A & i E LM IS YA 2L, & ik 41.1%—65.0%, 425350t s 2 i)
OVOCs Fh2s | G5 N 4% M fe iR B kIR i B 215 29, 5 EEoh 15.8%—36.4%. 724157
HAR B e RE b7 LA X BN, R 4.3%—8.1%.
232 VOCs &5t Ry i
S5 3T OVOCs., M & Pt ke i A e M o B EL A L UL 2% 6, OVOCs AR 9 5 ol 55
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lE, O S A N, e SR 5 O R M AT s, Bk A URPE D) O IE -+ Tl . IE BR e,
R TR VOCs 1E 114 P 7r Z SN RO, TR 583 B RIS Y A i AR .
&6 VOCs 3 BRI Bt

Table 6 Representative substances for full-component analysis of VOCs

Al IEE Y S & i /%
Types Pollutant type Representative substances Percentage
OVOCs SR IG AR, O MR 2.6.2.1.17.13
Bk -4 dl sy IhkE FeEss . KM . (B)-B-% i 4.1,3.7,23
bk ETTbE, IEBERE, IESF5E 1.1, 1.0, 0.9
OVOCs W, O/, R 15.1.62.3.5
BEkE-114 ke T W 22.8.84.4.0
bk PIbE. IEIBE, IET6E 5.7.5.0.4.9
OVOCs TR O/, TR, 7R 2.0,1.5.1.2,1.2
JIZR-24 55 IhkE T AP | L-B-IR M 10.0, 1.4, 0.5
bk E7SkE BT =%, IE TRk 1.1,09,0.8
OVOCs B GBS, OB 6.7.6.2, 3.1
JIIZE-114 IhkE W T I 16.6, 104, 1.1
Bk CHE 2,2-T AT e, IR 153,29, 1.8
OVOCs FERERE, O 2K -2-TREE, LR 2.8.1.6.13.0.8
- d gy ke KM, a-BBIAHE | Ariaeds 52.21,14
Bk ETEE, ke IEBERE 1.1,09, 09
OVOCs ZTE N, LR TR 8.6.3.5.3.2
frE-114 ke I J2- T -2 T H 125, 1.7, 0.6
Beke ZHE 22- AT BE L TR 14.7.8.8, 1.4

BIRUE 114 5 3P 3 A A5 20/ OVOCs FERMYI BTN IREE . LB . Ol NI . 218 ZBs; I
RREBWRT M. M. s R -2-T W X -2-T Hs Bl ke . IESChE . 1IE T ke, bE.
2,2- I T b AE A b, TR L I -2- T R IE B o FE IR, B 2 N o B IR IR 4 21 )
VOCs 558 4% YRt 20, s —4Rhry o Lo e fiK.

hSE B IE VOCs 78 114 T4l 73 Z A B BT 15 PRl ARG SE BRI DL 25 & 5 i, e 5 h X
TFheds . N ZER H38 0 OVOCs., Js 3 Fil o 1 2 B A% 3 W S 388 Jn W, 5 7 B 4 T Ml 2 I 28 1K U
VOCs HYHFAE.

2.4 SOA H: i

TIRA LTI (SOA) J2 B R AR AT AR HERL Y VOCs 3145 & A HLY (SVOCs) 5 KA
AT (05 55 ) R A 2E N, I it SR 5 Ak sl 45 6 B R TR A AL ™ ),
SOA & KA I 1 B 2 20 B8 43, 2 PM, s 1 B B2 4 43, vl 5 PM, s A HLAL 43 1Y 20% —
50%),

T SOA A= U #4500 Jr ik 208 A= A K A ALY (WSOC) I 3832 | #Lak (OC) /JE ML ik
(EC) b3k A B A2 i R L (FAC) 117, A58 2Rk HT FAC Y55 BUAR T 8 O — A LR e 4B
B, TR AR

SOA, = VOCs;, X FAC;
A, SOA,; H5 i B VOCs 4= i SOA ¥R, ug-m™; VOCs,y N5 i 1 VOCs FIFI IR, ng-m>; FAC;
RS i Bl VOCs A i SOA I e A i 2R k. Wa il b 72 h 45 211 9 VOCs Wk B 2 8 AL J5 1) VOCs Y,
55 i B VOCs BRI LRI VOCs, THE AT
VOCs; = VOCs;o X (1 — Fyocs,)
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21, VOCs; o We I 2 iy i 20 43 BE L pgrm ™. Fyoe, N 55 i R VOCs 2 5 [ i 1Y 5T & Wk B2 A 43 1L, %.
FAC; I Fyoc, K BT Grosjean 4523 K ag il KRR 130 F1 R A 24 30 1 22 508 4R 1519
1% 7 AAL, JF A e ) HEIOHR B2 A A AL B HE I TR o X S R R B IR SOA A= L
9 1220.7 pgrm, FEEIK SOA Az BN 914.2 pg-m™, FEEL IR SOA A= Mg H N 11.5 pg'm™, B4
AR SOA M L #oh 295.0 pgrm™. #H S BUOER IE SOA A= i 345 i Lo 74.9%, B H8 UR H Hh
24.2%, FEERER G R 0.9%. 1B IRREIRIE SOA Ak Wik # i K 2 Wi 4.
RT BRIR SOA H Ik HITE LR

Table 7 Catering source SOA formation potential calculation results

ARAL 1YY FRERIK BHARR BRIR
25 L&A Commercial cooking Family cooking Canteen cooking Catering sources
il 527 0, el 327 0, Tk % /0 i 527 0,
fopes. - Compounds name SOA,; Cfnﬁt‘]fib%l/ti/oon SOA,; Cfnﬁtii/ti/gn SOA; C?nﬁffii/ti/sn SOA,; Cfnﬁt‘]fib%l/ti/oon
2-F B ede 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.1 0.4 12 0.1
3-F BRIk 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.3 0.8 0.1
ECkE 4.7 0.5 0.1 0.6 0.1 0.0 4.9 0.4
R e 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0
Wb 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.0
1EBERE 5.5 0.6 1.0 8.9 0.1 0.0 6.6 0.5
B STNwR L 33 0.4 0.0 0.0 2.4 0.8 5.7 0.5
2,2,4- = WIS ke 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
2-FBEBEkE 0.8 0.1 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.4 2.0 0.2
3-F R pEkE 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.8 0.3 0.8 0.1
IE=EE 0.9 0.1 1.0 9.1 0.1 0.0 2.0 0.2
ETkE 23.5 26 0.0 0.0 0.9 0.3 24.4 2.0
5L 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
F—%i 12.9 1.4 0.6 5.5 133 4.5 26.8 22
=k 8.0 0.9 1.1 9.2 0.0 0.0 9.1 0.7
/N 59.9 6.6 3.8 333 21.1 7.2 84.8 6.9
ES 2372 25.9 1.4 12.4 8.0 2.7 246.6 20.2
GiE S 512.6 56.1 6.2 54.2 68.1 23.1 586.9 48.1
K 66.3 73 0.0 0.0 52.1 17.7 118.4 9.7
), % R 16.4 1.8 0.0 0.0 30.0 10.2 46.4 3.8
AR 185 2.0 0.0 0.0 43.9 14.9 62.4 5.1
LIPS 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.8 0.6 22 0.2
TR 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
(] £ R 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.0 3.7 11.0 0.9
X LA R 0.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.8 33 10.2 0.8
FHER
1,3, 5- =LK 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 7.8 2.6 7.8 0.6
L% i S 0.7 0.1 0.0 0.0 17.5 5.9 18.2 1.5
1,2,4-=H% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.7 1.9 5.8 0.5
1,2,3-=H% 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 8.1 2.7 8.2 0.7
] 23K 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.6 12 3.6 0.3
X HR 0.5 0.1 0.0 0.0 3.6 1.2 4.1 0.3
% 12 0.1 0.0 0.0 29 1.0 4.1 0.3
/N 854.3 93.4 7.6 66.7 273.9 92.8 1135.8 93.1

Ait 914.2 100.0 11.5 100.0 295.0 100.0 1220.7 100.0




612 7N 54 1t

3

43 %

FETS e 2 B T, R UE Th 5 A SOA A IRV TT R % K 93.1%, Lild SOA A Ji v 4 BT ik %
9 6.9%, F5 B AR K IR T () SOA A U ST5 Yo . AL Sk rh, D5 ke SOA A il 34 Stk =y
93.4%, btk SOA Az U 34 TR N 6.6%. FKEEF IR, bkt SOA Az U 34 BTk H 33.3%, 5 &1
SOA A= RIE S TTHRFE A 66.7%. B AR, feke SOA A A STk Ry 7.2%, J5 e SOA Az b3
SR 92.8%. KA PR AL MR A0 82K SOA Z HUME 50 R A B, 75 50 e 48 Ko AR e
TR SOA M U TTRRRAE 3 JUR IR h Al B R

3 4518 (Conclusion)

(1) 2 7 AR T AR IR AS oAk i 2038, LRGN 95 Bh VOCs, 40 & ek 27 Fl L ke 11 Bl 35/ 1&
16 F, pifL42 19 Fh . OVOCs 20 Fl, Hifth 2 Fl. OVOCs., kel fiite 3 28 5 i, R BRI S B 175
Ju M AR VOCs B FRFAE 15 Yo W) 02 TN A 8 (11.12%) « &% (9.87%) « LT (9.51%) . 4 B
(9.34%) . 245 (7.86%) . 1FENKE(5.74%) . 8 (5.01%) . T M5 (4.64%) . = -1,3-25-1-TN 45 (3.4%)
M2 TR (3.04%).

(2)OVOCs 358 2 e R E TG Y A2, 24153 HriS 210 OVOCs Fih2ks | Z5M 8 inf2 4. 4153
FEIEAS 3] OVOCs M ACIRME) 51y Sz 2 a1 7 il 0 7 5 Bt 45, s Ko A3 1k Il K it s R A 0 458, e
JRARFMEY) TR IE A BN I B 55

(3)RH FAC B HEEIRIE VOCs A MU A B H. B KR SOA A il #5oh 1220.7 pg'm,
TR TTHCR K, TTRREN 93.1%.
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