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Effects of Emission Reduction on the Change Trend of Environmental Air Quality in Taizhou City

ZHAO Li (Taizhou Environmental Monitoring Centre , Taizhou, Jiangsu 225300)

Abstract [ Objective] To grasp the air quality status and change trend of Taizhou City after emission reduction. [ Method] The air quality
monitoring data were analyzed during 2013 —2015 in Taizhou City , effects of emission reduction on the change trend of environmental air quali-
ty in taizhou city were researched. [ Result] The overall air quality of Taizhou was getting better gradually after emission reduction. he annual
average concentrations of SO, , PM,;, PM, 5 and CO dropped by 3.8% , 12.9% , 20.8% , 30.2% respectively. However, the concentrations
of NO, and O, increased by 19.2% and 19.3% respectively. [ Conclusion] Energy structure change and comprehensive improvement of the

pollution sources are the keys to improve air quality.
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Table 1 Monitoring results of pollutants in 2013 —2015

SO, NO, PM,, PM, (6(0]) 0,
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Year average Over average Over average Over average Over average Over average Over
concentration s‘t?nc/i/a;d concentration s‘t?nc/i/a;d concentration itfn? /m; concentration itfn? /m; concentration Stijn(/i/él.:‘yd concentration st?n;l/ar(/d
mg/m’ rate // % mg/m’ rate // % mg/m’ rate // Y% mg/m* rate // Y% mg/m’ rate // % mg/m* rate // %
2013 4F 0.026 0 0.026 0.8 0.116 19.0 0.077 36.3 1.378 0 0.083 3.8
2014 4E 0.032 0 0.024 0.3 0.109 19.7 0.072 36.7 1.147 0 0.083 1.9
2015 4F 0.025 0 0.031 0.3 0.101 15.7 0.061 24.7 0.962 0 0.09 11.2
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Note ; Over standard rate was the daily average over standard rates of various pollutants.
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Table 2 Reuse results of D101 macroporous resin

[ Recovery rate // %

WKH ) )
Do imes /¢ FRRI I AP I
Atractylenolide [ Atractylenolide 11T
1 82.85 95.89
2 82.47 95.71
3 81.97 95.44
4 81.77 95.38
5 81.59 94.09
6 81.47 94.10
7 81.32 93.96
8 80.99 93.87
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