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Herbicide VOCs and their correlations between actual agricultural emissions and meteorological factors
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Changsha 410019, China; 4. Hunan Provincial Ecological Environment Monitoring Center, Changsha 410014, China)

Abstract: As there appears to be a notable lack of research on the volatile organic compounds (VOCs) pollution of herbicides, we aimed to
assess the occurrence of herbicide VOCs in the laboratory and during the agricultural process in China that have not been previously
investigated. For this purpose, we discuss the estimation of VOCs emission potentials (EP) and actual emissions (AE) posed by herbicide
applications in depth exploration of the actual VOCs emissions and meteorological factor response relationship of herbicides in agricultural
production applications. The results showed that the EP of seven herbicide samples ranged from 6.57% to 64.37%, with a median of
14.10% and a mean of 27.80%. The average actual emission ratio (AER) for the different formulations ranged from 47.366% to 71.584%.
AER value was significantly positively correlated with temperature, but significantly negatively correlated with relative humidity and
atmospheric pressure. This study indicated that the formulation differences between the potential and actual emissions of VOCs existed
during herbicide application, and the change responded to the driving mechanism of significant meteorological and environmental factors.
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V) ) 08 R S R o e SR o P AR A0 B 5
B 50 VOCs HE O 148 5 HTE #5 20 VOCs ARG
ASC W A 25 1037048 FH S VOCs B 52 Bkl &, He#i%
AR 24 b Pl VOCs SR HE A 7 HE Al L IR T
P 22 0] A S AL 5 43 BT Bk 551 it P ok R R A
VOCs HEBURAE R ARG IREE I N C R o AR

P 1%) WHARTY

AT R HEA T 145 R 50 A 24 it FH o v VOCs
JRORH G (4 FH R FH B B 5

| MRS T®

1.1 BREFIHERE ANE

AWE5EH VOCs HERE 1 (EP) R B 4 25
PR BRI S (TM) FUK 4 S (MO, 2%
2 FE AN AR 25 2303 (CDPR) B9 5E )7 ™, i T3
] ) B i A 24 77 S A B s S TR B i 4 K Ay
i, LA EP BTSN REAR CDPR Jy iR AR B
FHP= 5 AUl B ) MC . CDPR HLRE (1)F e i 77 %
O3 I A2 IR N T RE 25 R (R o7
SRIEAR 25 VOCs MRTR o ANBH T B M7 T4k Bk
25 VOCs I 2 i AR A 245 1 A 28R , R i i e 15
1% & MC St EP 2B 20, 1656 ol 72 R % R
HEBR R S 70 B A B i

Bk B0 R i B9 TM R CDPR™ 5 DA A 56 ST
HRE2 0 Y BER APHT I (TG A) I , B HEHIRE S i MC
AR IR « SR A 2 1R 5, b v 2 BE R [ i
R AR 28 7K 43 58 5 ) (GB/T 1600—2021) . 7 Fh =2
A 24 it Pl DA 658 Tl B3 1 551) ol 580 v i 2, RS K
4 [ 5 Yl U5 A R R R M a6l DC i
P e W {6 B O R, i 5 4 ] 2 3 R AR ko
T Tt A A 3R K L S A o A Y 1
Fl bRl . BT A2 VOCs 1Y 7= A T 55k [ A ) 5
R R A B 5 7 326 1) 7 8 4% 551 70 o3 ) e 7 e 2
Al R G 3 gL i ), DA R B TR LA KR
RO ETERISS VR (R 1) 76 EP I R v, 5
A RN B BR B FVRE AL EAT 3 YA T IR, S — 4 E
L SRS EP AR A AN

EP=TM-MC (1)
KA TV AR 3 FR S M Y1, % s MC 15 3
UOPATIRE T MC W BME, %o X F IR — S A
2y, LR IR A MC AN FTRE K F TM  H i TR 2
4 10.00 mg 19 3 A AR S FE N TORFEE R &
+1.00 mg 28 25, BRiE B T RE R EOTEH MC KT
T, A0SR MC K T 530 EP R 6, WA E 1%
B R SRR EP A O

HR A5 CDPR 1) 77 7 B AH 6 SCHik 20 s> fifi
TGA # & 43 #7 {¢ (METTLER TOLEDO, Schwerzen-
bach, ity =) — 3 =0 P-4 700 2 A Bl 5 R AR
TM . RS £ (5116 125 CAPF T HCE 1 h, 8 TR
TRAFAET AR o FER SRR RS K 10.00 mg WA



i, % AR IR VOCs 193 PRHERUR L 5 S SR B G R 63

F1 R AREF bR
Table 1 General list of sampling herbicides

ZIXRT V& e Tanzs piEA LG AR RS L (5500
Tested No. Product No. Pesticide formulation Active ingredient Recommended dilution range(Multiples)
A0101 PD20070415 FLih N 30% 1 500~2 500
A0102 PD20160415 L I R 24% 1 000~2 000
A0103 PD20082152 L AT E ik C#30-24 1 200~2 400
BO101 PD20150555 pisiil FLEE IR C#30-20 800~1 600
€o101 PD20171895 b=kl WLk 25% 1.000~3 000
£0101 PD20097514 LI ol iF=SESl SR W itk 40% 1 500~3 600
FO101 PD20151235 FLA HEE g C#30-15 1 200~2 400

FE S HERR AR BT i A S B . AR AL IR B RRE 1Y B
KT, 37 BE s vl ia i . SR A DL IR
FERE R AR SR VAT 00 DA S °C - min™ YR M 35 C
JIFAE] 115 C, PRFEFZ BT R , LA S min N TR 25 {0
INT0.5% VE 2 it e e e 1 e A e, 45 G iR # R
M4 (DTG) 43 A Fii i e s 2 . 45 DTG Hh 2 i {E 1
%, R L AR TR OE R R AR R B o
FEORAF 15 min JE 0t A5 i i . % T — LB R B 45 0
FPHORTE E R ZGFIAE 115 °C (5 80 min) T oA 15 £
R JoL it R AN o A 2R i, L BRI Sk 7E
55 CFEHEIT11 he TMHHHEARIT

TM=(mo—m:)Imx100% (2)
s mo TR BREF AL S W) IR BT AL, mg s mi RORER
B FRVRE O 4 PR BT L mg s m RS BR BRI O R
B\%ﬁ,mgo

R LR S B MC R 7 R OK - SRR AR T 2
2: (GB/T 1600—2021) %l , {1 I A 3l vk i 7K 43000 3k
I (ZDI-1S, db 50 ) B A b 55 0 2 o0 3 A ATk
Mo RIR - PRI A K S W (C mg-mL) R
A5

C=m>x1 000/V, (3)
KP m FRIMAK T i, g5 Vi RoR B HES B b
IR - B B T FE R, mLLo

R MC AT -

MC=CxV,/(msx1 000)x100% (4)
Ao Vo ORI A 2 R R R - R ARR T AR
mL s ms FE7R BRERRE S 10 i, g0
1.2 BREFISEERR A FR VOCs UE

CDPR #f¢ 45 H & A ¥5 J 31 ¢ T B 7 55 K H SE B
5 VOCs I Jr v, T i F T AR 25 i e i
(Pesticide Usage Report, PUR) % #5 o 4 8 VOCs
L AR S R EP S B IR T T

PR R (AMAF) e 1 2 SEPRHE >, Rl
FFE N 25 5 ELAT IS 3 S TR AR5 o ol
B B 2 24 ] S B A 77 s R AR BETE I, R
WFFE 07 B AL A M A 7= 52 B i) — T o Bl S 9

>R F PGM=7300 1 52 W Ol 2 4k K6 (PID ) <,
KK 2% (RAE SYSTEMS, Sunnyvale , 3 [5 ) 4630 [4: %
F VOCs B, K0S 7% 4 4% b bl - 38 it R 7K
FER AN RAEH A S ) (H) 1019—2019) #E#% .
FH P PR 5 S 3 VOCs 21, PID (47 38k (A] 46
M 216 F VOCs) 1E A AL VOCs A /K, B e i 5
B AR 2 AU . PID 3 1ok = B 5 AR L 5 VOCs
Oy F PRI TR S VOCs e B GE L, B R
VOCs H 2 5 R s AR A5 4 , ) 1l i i, 4Gl R g
A o MHT , 2 AN O 5 = R LA i i
WUE, FFTEA ORI . VOCs K 25 0 e J5 46 I RS
45000 mgem™,

K567 (28°32.000' N, 113°28.416" E) {37 T 1 5
BRI, KIPHA R TREX E KA K, M
G R R , U0 2 AR A SRR I 1 181.6 mm,
SRS IRN 18.7 Co HERIRAILE K, I K
B MERRE S, ALY, B A0 F R
Bz b IX., T I (E] e Ry o ORI it FH B 5
WA HE B A VOCs Bt Z A, B I T 3B b i
VOCs e BEAF 7 S 5

PID 5 85 2 A A G 00 25 FH 16 00 5% st A 4 PN 1
BRI VOCs. 5615 B 4 4~/ A SRR KM (454
RMMARFRL 50 m?) , /IS P13 e 24 b 1E 5 AR A< 5] 1
M, — UG R BN R S 29 1~2 4 H |, R o 72
At FAEAT A2 ekt . JLrb, 3ANRIE R B 1 &y
ARG A, A K AE IR0 o A P AR LA TR A 3
SRR o 53— R M kX B LA
DU TA) 45 858 T VOCs I8 (e, XIS ], R Rl
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1 1000 mg P —Bh R B R 5 AR A il R
RIGZE R DI EE SR = EP A LR,
I PR S — A BR B SR AR B L. =
7 H ] SEBRHC 25 A R FH R 25 ik (15 kg M5 55 4
J10 mL 25 I FE AL 1 500 1% ) , 1 300 f%5 42 3 A0l A= 7
H# Fi B A E, vl b i ik 22 0 S5 ik | ho it
s BRI LT 7R, 1 300 4% T 75 35 60% fit P (1A% O B
X [8] ( 41 A0102 /i 1 000~2 000 % . A0103 ] 1 200~
2 400 135 ) , [] i} 38E %2 BO101 (800 4% ) #1 E0101 (3 600
) M S AE T3 . CDPR 3R w8 s, 6 35 541) H ]
T R A B0 2 B0k 1250 4% (3 A 800~3 200
£, AT 1 300 5 S FEW) 5 o WE2hJE 1 h
DU PN B3 250 VOCs B ¥ B2 IR 52 it KM oAy ik 1
JE£ I Bl n] e 0 36 R 44, PID 14 S I i 10 Ay
(] 37 B 0368 8 <3 s ) AT 42 g o ik B2 A28 A i S AR
VOCs I RERCRLAE . X B3R B 50 500 RE & 14 [R]—FtE vk
BRI, 2 B A SR 3 A TRE S B o BREESR
VOCs B SZBR R (AE) B LL R AR -

AE=CPxVIm (5)
Kb P R BRFR i S 9 VOCs e BE I (E , mg - m™;
VRGBT A SRR B, m?s m S BT R 590 ) i
mg. AE LA S B GE 5%, DL i 5 EP A ¢
PE o DA ) IR B2 A B2 2% ik il g rh b
T A i B L AA I 3 ]

AMFFEHXS R 1 7 A SR BRE R S ik T T
56 M, AR R AL & 3 A AT AEAS , il 06 i B
T3 2023 A AAE FEI IR AT FE g SR T RO PN A I
FAEXE I B o 20 B s S R P 2} B 2 Ak T T
KB, AT BE R R HE 2R IR A T RS 8, AN 5 4
WA R AR IR, S R ARG R (ROl ARG U R
1) 5 A G5 UM HLE ) (GB/T 33703—2017),
A TSR/ N A0 2 X <2.5 m=sT B,
VIR AN AR o 150 10 (] 745 XU 2k H A
FEETCEAR A5 IR . SRR ERFHEESIT B,
256 30 18] M09 PN L B AE 9.0~41.0 CZ 18], SEH{H N
25.6 °C. HFHXF I FE 1 45.0%~95.0% 2 18] , -2 {H Ky
77.4%. T 56 f il b A — R R KA T,
T RBIR R A3 80% LA b o eAh, Mliai el il <
1£996.0~1 025.0 hPa Z [i] ,*F-XJ{E 4 1 007.5 hPa.

2 HRESW

2.1 AESRMAGHFIEP MCE TMERMBXE
BB RE S EP A AT WNE 1 TR, 7 Fpazikqe 245

P 1%) WHARTY

77 B EP TE 6.57%~64.37% 2 18] (% 2) , i 5k hy
14.10% ,F-¥I{H N 27.80% . Al A9-F- 25 EP HEF
LI (43.75% ) >1FL 5 (33.84% ) > AT 43 i A2k 7 5
(12.49% ) > 1% 71 (10.45% ) > K 51 (6.57%) . EP i
) 64 2 1) i Ay AO103, EP 1535 64.37% , 2 W HA %4
B T ¥, P 2 i S v it P S PT faE a
FE 15 YL I3 DX, DI 6 SEUBAVE ) KA A= i B N2
T RUEE . ESCPRER R P R R wT R e ik
FRFERAEAR FREE AT IBR R, an EP FeAR A R 255
an Al R BO101, EP AN K 6.57% . A il 51 9 °F- 35 MC
N FF> Sk 7K 5] (48.16% ) > 1wk L 1) (14.78% ) > & i 5l
(2.50%) > 7] 43 F0I A 3% 77 (2.04% ) > FL i (0.41%) .
MC i 5 09 & Bl BO101, J A 109 & F -l A0101, 3
L AL A R A A 2 b B R Y EP
L, 7K R0 AL AR i 3510 5L A A o 1) MC L

g T HRBTAS [E I 0 EP . MC F TM A/ 22 18] 19 Al
A X BT R S AT T U ERHIEY , 25 SRR 2 B .
EP FIMC Z A1 AT I 35 A0 M, MC RN TM 22 1] 41,5
A A OCHE  HAHOC R B(RY) 73 51124 0.161 F10.138
(P<0.01),¥4/NT 0.3, TM F EP 2 [ f£ 45 B 3 1 1F
A (R*=0.491,P<0.01) .

EPI[%

M 0~10
W 11~20
M 21~50
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| ZIXBREREREPES T

Figure 1 EP value distribution of herbicide samples

F2 ZIRBERGRMEEP MCETM(%)
Table 2 EP,MC,and TM of tested herbicides(%)

ZARLG S Tested No. EP MC ™
A0101 52.78 0.60 53.44
A0102 14.10 0.18 14.28
A0103 64.37 0.45 64.82
B0101 6.57 48.16 5473
€0101 10.45 2.50 12.95
E0101 12.49 2.04 14.53
F0101 33.84 1478 48.61
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2.2 BEFISEERERIE VOCs HEf 2 2 RIS (L 4HE

3 oR 1T AR ER B S VOCs S 1 5L bR
HEf 2R (AER) ,AER ] AE 5 EP R F AL . B30 i 5510 A4
- ¥ AER HE 4 Skt FL A (71.584%) > % T R
(65.933%)>7K 71 (63.638% ) >FL i (62.641% ) > 7] 43 Hi
AR TR (47.366%) « TEFTA 32 BR #50 H, FO101
B AER () -3 | g5 KL de ANMA 5 B 71.584%
84.968% .56.551% , ¥4k 7 Fh o . 551 v d5e KAH 5 0101
M) AER 19 -3 | fe K e /N 53 51 47.366%
70.616% .27.774% , 414 7 B bR B30 Hh i) e /ML

FO101 (Y AER 7S AUMR 0 28.417 A 7 ki, W T
Folr Bk 2 551 v 2 A F5e /N A 0 BH G2 BEL 3R o 2
VOCs HEB S AR B B A AR 25/ . FO101 7
FLIA, 2500 B RS AR 2 BT M KRR R 4
M, R T RER I R O R e IR A & |
PR I A 2L 7 R A 8 T B2 R B AER 2R AR iR
AN FEE RIS o DA A BT, Dl T AT AL SR
FH NI REAIR T VOCs $4 & 12 AR B . R B, 3 EL
TR s e T LU D T A A R Al B A3 R 4
P AT AER EAS R 5544 Tk sh /N

EO0101 (1 AER 7SV IR J3E = 35 42.842 4 H 43 1, TE
7 Tl B ) v A Ak R K, 108 2 AT 43 R S 7
T A 25 VOCs HE i 728 Ab R B 5 I Ath e 245 o i
Fo AL ECE R B A BRI IR B A A (B S
bR AR L 550 I A R — R R T
VOCs 4% K AL IR FE . E0101 1 57 by [ A )51 25 7 1L
FFLAGT  ZE R R 5 70 i B A B2 R, Py B A
AR A )2 X AE— i R EE B2 1 i
TEAR RSB IEE 200 T 9 AER (B (R sE 1k, T
FAER(E R SRR AR K
2.3 BREFIHERAR VOCs HEME XS KR INEE RN KL
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Figure 2 Correlation analysis between MC,EP ,and TM of

herbicide samples

PR )l B B ARAR T R o BN AER IR PNl ) A

TEZRSIRI A I 8] , A [l A A

x3 ZIRBREFRWAAE S AER
Table 3 AE and AER of tested herbicides

KOHRE ,AER 55l B2 IEAR S (18] 3a) o ARHGERAE
FARE a5 R AIARSC R 23 A Al LAFE BT B 5

R AEI% AER/%

Tested No. SEI(E Average ¢ KAH Maximum #5%/IME Minimum SEI(E Average #5 KAH Maximum $5%/IMH Minimum
A0101 34.231 43.642 27.197 64.856 82.687 51.530
A0102 9.073 11.332 6.426 64.348 80.371 45.572
A0103 37.7197 52.005 26.559 58.718 80.790 41.260
B0101 4.181 5.356 3.029 63.638 81.527 46.109
0101 6.890 8.568 4.540 65.933 81.990 43.445
0101 5916 8.820 3.469 47.366 70.616 27.774
F0101 24.224 28.753 19.137 71.584 84.968 56.551
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Figure 3 Relationship between AER and air temperature, relative humidity and air pressure
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