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QUANTIFICATION OF RESIDENTIAL HEATING EMISSIONS IN ISTANBUL
VIA CMAQ AIR QUALITY MODEL

SUMMARY

Istanbul is the most populated city of Turkey as well as Europe. The population
is over than 14 million. The city is economical center of the country. Labour
and social opportunities makes the city attractive to live and this situation causes
inevitable increasing on urbanization of the province. According to authorities, it is
expected that the population will be over 16 million in 2030. Due to high population,
house holding is also increasing. Distribution of buildings is expending over the city.
Residential heating is the main requirement of the people in cold, winter season. By
the high population and urbanization, residential heating emissions significantly affects
air pollution over the city. Results of many epidemiological studies proves that air
pollution causes negative impact on cardiovascular and respiratory system, serious
diseases such as cancer and hearth attack. Especially for sensitive people such as
elders, children, babies or pregnant the effects may be higher and vitally important.

This study aims to examine residential heating impact over Istanbul city by
atmospheric modelling. For this purpose WRF (Weather Research and Forecasting)
meteorology model and CMAQ (Community Multiscale Air Quality) chemistry and
transport model was applied. The first step was preparing emission inventory as input
of the model. More complete and current emission inventory provides more trustable
outputs. Residential heating emissions are generated with activity data and emission
factor. The calculated emissions are also compared with TNO and EMEP emissions.

Another purpose of this study was developing region specific emission factors of
residential heating for Istanbul. The main fuels which are commonly used in the city
are determined and combustion system is analysed. Residential heating is commonly
supplied from natural gas and solid fuels such as coals and wood. The coals are
classified as domestic and import coal. The fuels were burned in conventional
stoves that is commonly used individual combustion system in Istanbul and pollutant
concentrations are measured. The measurements for solid fuels were continuous
and the concentration values of each pollutants are reported minutely. For natural
gas, individual combustion system was combi and concentrations were measured
instantaneously. Combustion systems, burning efficiency and calorific values of the
fuels are essential for burning regime and pollutant concentrations. Moreover, fuel
consumption per unit time is a critical parameter for emission factor calculation. By
considering all these parameters and concentrations emission factors are calculated for
each fuels and pollutants. The main pollutants of this source are SOy, NOyx, CO, PM .
Moreover, uncertainties of region specific emission factors that are calculated with
continuous measurements are evaluated for solid fuels. Statistical methods are used
in order to quantify the factors. Both parametric and non-parametric bootstrapping
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techniques applied and many distribution fitting models and related diagnostics were
applied in the study.

The emissions via using calculated region specific emission factors and WRF
meteorological model outputs were used as input of CMAQ. The study episode was
three months that is from December 1, 2009 to February 30, 2010. As reference
case CMAQ model is applied with TNO inventory and then the model is run for the
same episode with new emission inventory that is updated with calculated residential
emissions. The difference of concentrations between two model outputs provide to
understand contribution of the revised residential emissions over the city. The days
and hours that have maximum concentration differences are determined as giving the
highest response to the new inventory.
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ISTANBUL’ DAKI EVSEL ISINMA KAYNAKLI EMISYONLARIN
CMAQ HAVA KALITESI MODELI KULLANILARAK INCELENMESI

OZET

Istanbul Tiirkiye’nin ve Avrupa’nin en kalabalik sehridir.14 milyonu agkin niifusu
ile iilkenin ekonomi bagkentidir. Is ve sosyal yasam imkanlar1 sehri cazip kilarak
Onlenemez bir niifus artisina sebep olmaktadir. Otoritelere gore 2030 yilinda sehrin
niifusunun 16 milyonu agmasi beklenmektedir. Populasyonun artmasiyla kentlesme ve
konut say1s1 da artmaktadir. Sehirdeki bina sayis1 artmakta ve binalarin dagilimi sehir
icinde genislemektedir. Populasyondaki ve dolayisiyla kentlesmedeki hizli artis hava
kirliliginde de artisa neden olmaktadir. Ozellikle kis aylarinda hissedilen ve en temel
gereksinimlerden olan 1sinma ihtiyaci, artan konutlagma ile birlikte hava kalitesini
oldukca etkilemektedir.Epidemiyolojik ¢aligmalar hava kirliliginin kardiyovaskiiler
sistem ve solunum yolu iizerinde negatif etkileri oldugunu, kirliligin kanser ve kalp
krizi gibi ciddi hastaliklara sebep oldugunu kanitlamistir. Ozellikle yasl, cocuk, bebek
ya da hamile gibi duyarliligi fazla olan hassas kisilerde kirliligin saglik etkisi daha
fazladir.

Hava kirliliginin ciddi ve negatif etkilerinden otiirli, hava kalitesinin yasanilabilir
seviyede olmasini saglamak onemlidir. Nefes alinabilir bir atmosferde soluyabilmek
icin bolge, sehir ya da iilke bazli hava kalitesi yonetiminin saglanmasi gerekmektedir.
Hava kalitesinin yonetimini saglamak i¢in ilk adim gozlem istasyonlaridir. Bu
istasyonlarda belli noktalarda ol¢iilen anlik kirletici konsantrasyonlar1 elde edilebilir.
Bu veriler secilen istasyonda 0l¢iilen atmosferdeki kirletici konsantrasyonlarinin hava
kalitesi icin belirlenmis kirletici limit degerlerinin altinda ya da iistiinde oldugu
ile ilgili bilgi saglayabilir. Fakat farkli meteorolojik ya da atmosferik sartlarda
konsantrasyon degerlerinin nasil degisecegini belirlemek i¢in Olgiim istasyonu
degerleri yeterli olamamaktadir.  Farkli senaryo analizleri ya da kaynak bazlh
emisyonlarin secilen bolge ve episod iizerindeki etkilerin incelenebilmesi icin hava
kalitesi modeline ihtiya¢ vardir. Model sonuglari kullanilarak bolge tizerindeki hava
kalitesi incelenebilir, etkili kaynaklar belirlenebilir ve karar vericiler bu sonuclari
degerlendirerek emisyonlar1 azaltict yaptirimlar uygulayabilirler.

Bu calisma, evsel 1sinmanin Istanbul ili iizerindeki etkisini atmosferik modelleme ile
aciklamay1 amaglamaktadir. Bu yilizden, WRF (Weather Research and Forecasting)
meteoroloji modeli ve CMAQ (Community Multiscale Air Quality) kimyasal taginim
modeli kullanildi. Caligmada ilk adim, modele girdi olarak verilen emisyon envanterini
hazirlamakti.  Ciinkii tamamlanmig ve giincel veriler ile hazirlanmig emisyon
envanteri modele verildiginde daha giivenilir model sonuclarinin elde edilmesi
saglanir. Emisyon envanteri noktasal, alansal, hareketli ve dogal kaynaklar olarak
smiflandirilir. Bu tezde alansal kaynaklar kategorisinde olan evsel 1sinma kaynakli
emisyonlari iizerinde calisildi.Ilk olarak Istanbul igin 10 farkli sektordeki emisyon
kaynaklarim1 iceren TNO envanteri referans alinarak modele verildi. Bu envanter
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SNAP kodlar ile siniflandirilmis enerji, evsel 1sinma, endiistri, fosil yakitlarin ¢ikarimi
ve dagitimi, iirtin kullanimi, ulagim, is makinalari, atik, tarim emisyonlarini i¢eren
kaynaklar1 kapsamaktadir. Calismamizda, evsel 1sinma emisyonlarini iceren SNAP2
sektorii emisyonlar1, Istanbul icin saglanan giincel aktivite verileri ve gelistirilen
emisyon faktorleri ile hesaplanarak giincellendi. Bu tez calismasi Ulusal Hava
Kirliligi Emisyon Yonetim Sisteminin Gelistirilmesi Projesi (KAMAG) ’nin bir
parcast oldugundan giincel verilerin saglanmasi ve emisyon faktorii hesaplamak
amaciyla ¢ok sayida olgiim yapilmasi proje kapsaminda gerceklestirilmistir.Daha
sonra, TNO emisyon envanterinde Istanbuldaki sadece bu sektére ait emisyonlar
degistirilerek, kaynagin sehirdeki etkisi incelendi. Ayrica hesaplanan emisyonlar TNO
ve EMEP emisyonlar ile kargilastirildi, herbir kirletici icin farkli envanterlerdeki
farklar incelendi.

Bu c¢alismanin diger bir amaci da bolgeye 6zel emisyon faktorii belirlemektir. Bu
amacla Istanbul’da evsel 1stnma amach kullanilan temel yakitlar ve yakma sistemleri
belirlendi. Sehirde evsel 1sinmada yaygin olarak dogalgaz ve komiir, odun gibi kati
yakitlarin kullanildig1 goriildii ve analizler bu yakitlar lizerine yapildi. Komiir yakitlar
yerli (yardimlasma komiirii) ve ithal komiir olarak simiflandirildi. Kati yakitlar i¢in
yakma sistemi genellikle bireysel konveksiyonel sobalar oldugundan, bu yakitlar i¢in
Olciim yapilirken bu sobalar kullanilmis ve kirletici konsantrasyonlarinin degerleri
olciildii. Kat1 yakatlar icin emisyon faktorleri bircok sebepten belirsizlik i¢erdiginden
bu yakitlar icin siirekli 6l¢iim uygulandi ve konsantrasyon degerleri dakikalik olarak
kaydedildi. Dogalgaz i¢in ise sehirde en yaygin olarak, bireysel kullanilan kombi
sistemleri tercih edildi ve ol¢iim sonuclar1 anlik olarak kaydedildi. Yakma sistemleri,
yanma verimliligi ve yakitlarin kalorifik degerleri yanma rejimi ve dolayisyla kirletici
konsantrasyonlarini 6nemli Ol¢iide etkilemektedir. Ayrica birim zamanda yakilan
yakit miktar1 da emisyon faktorii hesaplanmasindan kritik bir parametredir. Biitiin bu
parametreleri ve Olciilen kirletici konsantrasyonlarini1 goz oniine alarak her bir yakit ve
en temel kirleticiler olan SOy, NOy, CO ve PMjg i¢in emisyon faktorleri hesaplandi.
Boylece evsel 1sinma kaynakli emisyonlar ¢aligilan alan olan Istanbul sehrine en uygun
faktorler ile hesaplandi.

Ayrica evsel 1sinma i¢in kullanilan kiigiik kapasiteli soba gibi sistemlerde yanma
rejimi, verimliligi ve dolayisiyla baca gazi konsantrasyonlar: biiyiik endiistrilerdeki
yanma sistemleri gibi az degisen yapida degildir. Olgiim sirasinda kullamlan yakit
kalitesi, ortam kosullari, yanma sicaklig1 gibi bir¢ok sebep olusan anlik konsantrasyon
degerlerini ve dolayisiyla hesaplanacak emisyon faktorlerinin degiskenligini etk-
ilemektedir. Bu sebeple, siirekli konsantrasyon ol¢iimleriyle hesaplanan emisyon
faktorlerinin belirsizligini anlayabilmek i¢in, kati yakitlara ait emisyon faktorleri
iizerinde istatistiksel analizler yapildi. Calismada hesaplanan emisyon faktorleri i¢in
bircok parametrik ve parametrik olmayan testler uygulanarak faktorlerin en uygun
dagilim modelleri incelendi.

Bolgeye ozel gelistirilen emisyon faktorleri kullanilarak hesaplanan yeni emisyon
envanteri ve WRF meteoroloji modeli kullanilarak CMAQ kimyasal tanisim modeli
calistirlldi.  Calismada, kis aylarinda evsel 1sinmanin etkisinin goriilebilmesi i¢in
episod Aralik 2009, Ocak ve Subat 2010 olarak belirlendi. Referans olarak
degerlendirmek icin oncelikle TNO emisyon envanteri kullanilarak model ¢alistirildi
ve sonrasinda bizim evsel 1sinma emisyonlarinda degisiklik yaparak hazirladigimiz
emisyon envanteri kullanilarak aym episod icin model tekrar calistirildi. Aradaki
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konsantrasyon farkina bakildi ve boylece envanterdeki degisimin etkisinin en yiiksek
oldugu giinler ve saatler belirlendi.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Rapid economic development and urbanization makes air pollution one of the
most challenging environmental problems for public health. People migrate from
rural areas to urban zones in order to get better economical and living conditions.
However, human activities in urban areas such as transport, households, power plants,
agriculture, waste treatment and industrial growth makes living conditions unbearable

with increased levels of atmospheric pollution (Mayer, 1999).

Atmospheric pollution causes harmful effects and significant nuisances on the
atmosphere, human and animal health or plant life. Although clean air is identified as
one of the basic requirements of human well-being(WHO, 2006), air pollution remains

to be one of the major health risks, even in developed countries.

There is now substantial scientific evidence that link air pollution and health problems.
Epidemiological studies showed a strong correlation between particulate and sulfur
dioxide concentrations in the atmosphere and potential risks of death, irritation, cancer
and acute respiratory diseases. Especially in studies focusing on the impact of
particulate air pollution on public health; findings reveal that increase in particulate
matter concentrations triggers rise in the number of deaths from cardiovascular and
respiratory disease among older people (Seaton, MacNee, Donaldson, & Godden,
1995; Popelll, Bates, & Raizenne, 1995; Donaldson, Mills, MacNee, Robinson,
& Newby, 2005). A 10ug/m® increase in long-term average PM; s concentrations
causes approximately a4 percent, 6 percent, and 8 percent increasing risk of all-cause,
cardiopulmonary, and lung cancer mortality, respectively (Popelll et al., 2002).
In a study conducted by (Silva et al., 2001) it has been found that globally and
annually, 470,000 premature respiratory deaths occur due to anthropogenic ozone
pollution.Same study also found that 2.1 million deaths are linked to anthropogenic

PM, s related cardiopulmonary diseases and lung cancer .



One of the critical epidemiological studies is APHEA-2 (Air Pollution and Health: a
European Approach) (Atkinson et al., 1995), which was conducted in 29 European
cities, covering over 43 million people for more than 5 years in the 1990s with an
objective of identifying the impact of increased particulate matter (PM) levels on
daily mortality and hospital admissions for asthma and chronic obstructive pulmonary
disease (COPD). The results showed that all-cause daily mortality increased by 0.6
percent for 10#g/m? increase in PMjg. APHEA-2 hospital admission study was
conducted in 8 European cities, covering 38 million people. Hospital admissions for
asthma and COPD were observed to be increased by 1 percent per 104g/m? increase in
PM ¢ among older people (65+) (Katsouyanni et al., 2001). In other studies, the range
for increase in all-cause daily mortality is between 0.6 and 1.2 percent per 104g/m?

increase in PM. (Pope & Dockery, 2006).

Although long-term effect studies are not as numerous as the short-term effect studies,
there are over 30 publications on this subject. As summarized by (Pope & Dockery,
2006), the range for all-cause mortality rates is between 1 and 17 percent per 104g/m?
increase in PM; 5. For cardiopulmonary mortality rates this range is between 5 and 42

percent and for lung cancer it is between 0.8 and 81 percent.

In other studies, relation between air pollutants and reduced growth in children were
analyzed. (Guaderman et al., 2000) found that fourth graders who are exposed to
PM, NO; and inorganic acid vapors, showed significant reduction in growth of lung
function. Deficits were found to be higher for children spending more time outdoors.
In a study conducted by (Avol et al., 2001), children who relocated to areas of lower
PMj( showed increased growth in lung function whereas children who live in areas
with high PM o show decreased growth in lung function. The authors concluded that
changes in air pollution exposure during growth years have a significant impact on lung
function growth and performance.In another study, (Perera et al., 2009), monitored
children from birth till 5 years of age and showed that children in high exposure group
had full-scale and verbal 1Q scores that were 4.31 and 4.67 points lower, respectively,

than those of less-exposed children.

Regulatory agencies setup air quality standards in order to protect public health. Air
quality standards are limits on the quantity of pollutants in the atmosphere that are not

to be exceeded during a given time period in a defined area. Although the threshold
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Table 1.1 : European and Turkish Limit values. (* Date of EU Values will be valid

for Turkey)
Pollutant | Time Limit Value | Limit Value *
of Turkey | of EU
2015
Hourly 470 350
Daily 225 125
SO, Warning Limit 500 500 1.1.2019
(3 consequence hours)
Hourly exceeding time - 24
Daily exceeding time - 3
Annually (ecosystem) 20 20 1.1.2014
Daily 90 50
PM o Annually 56 40 1.1.2019
Daily exceeding time - 35
Hourly 290 200
NO, Annually = 36 40 1.1.2024
Warning Limit
400 400
(3 consequence hours)
Hourly exceeding time - 18
NOy Hourly 30 30 1.1.2014
CO 8 hours average 14 10 1.1.2017
8 hours average 120 120
0 Hourly information limit - 180 1.1.2002
3 Hourly warning limit - 240

level varies in different countries, the main purpose of the standards stays the same.
Table 1 shows the European Union (EU) and Turkish Ministry of Environment and
Urbanization (TMoEU) authorized limit values for the considered pollutants both in
long and short-term periods. As seen in Table 1, in general the standards for TMoEU
follow the EU standards with a time lag. For example, the 24 hour average standard
value for PMj¢ in EU is 501g/m* where as the current TMoEU standard is 90#g/m* and

the date to implement the EU standard is 1/1/2019.

1.1 Air Quality Management (AQM)

As indicated by European Environment Agency (EEA), 97.2 percent of the urban
population in Turkey is exposed to unhealthy levels of PMq that is higher than 501g/m?
in 2012 (European Environment Agency (EEA), 2014). Air quality management

systems and regulations are setup in order to decrease the high concentrations of



pollutants and achieve cleaner air quality levels. The steps of an AQM system can

be summarized as given in Figure 1.1.

Control Strategy

Air Quality Modeling

Emission Inventory

Air Quality Monitoring

Figure 1.1 : Air quality management pyramid.

The first step in AQM is air quality monitoring. One has to measure ambient pollutant
concentrations and observe whether pollution levels violate air quality standards or
not. In Turkey, TMoEU has an air quality monitoring network of 195 stationary and
4 mobile stations. Mobile stations are used in determined time as integrated with the
observation systems for regions where have air quality problem temporarily to report

the pollution (shown in Figure 1.2).
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Figure 1.2 : Air quality observation stations network in Turkey.

While most cities generally have only one station, cities with high population such as
Istanbul, Ankara, Izmir have more than one station (i.e., 26, 8, 8 stations respectively).
These stations are being used to monitor air quality for different pollutants. At every
station PMy and SO, are measured while some stations have NO, NO,, NOy, CO

and Oz monitoring (Ministry of Environmental and Urbanization, 2015). As an
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example, daily average PM ¢ measurements between 01.01.2009 and 4.30.2015 are
presented in Figure 1.3. As seen in figure, the PM( measurements range between
23.5 and 175ug/m* with an overall average of 63.031g/m* and standard deviation of
23.671g/m?. Overall there is a decreasing trend in PMj( concentrations, having much
higher observations during 2009 and 2010 as compared to 2014 and 2015. It should
be noted that significantly high PM;( concentrations occur during winter months. The
winter months has an overall average of 79.45ug/m3 whereas the average value for
the fall, spring and summer is 65.54, 56.47, 49.98ug/m? respectively. Although these
seasonal average values are below Turkish standards, they are high as compared to the
EU standard of 504g/m? (Figure 1.3). This finding suggests that significant mitigation

efforts are needed to lower PM( concentrations in Turkey.
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Figure 1.3 : Daily Average PM;o measurements for Turkey between 01/01/2009 and
4/30/2015.

A critical step in finding the right mitigation measure is to develop an extensive
inventory of emission sources. An emissions inventory is a summary of emissions
discharged to atmosphere by a group of sources in a specified area and time period.
It provides quantitative understanding of actual emissions and the contribution of
particular sectors. The major source groups that cause high contribution to air pollution

can be identified leading to policies to reduce their impact.
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Table 1.2 : Sectors of TNO inventory.

Codes | Sectors

S1 Combustion in energy and transformation industries

S2 Non-industrial combustion plants

S3 Combustion in manufacturing industry

S4 Production processes

S5 Extraction and distribution of fossil fuels and geothermal energy
S6 Solvent and other product use

S7 Road transport

S8 Other mobile sources and machinery

S9 Waste treatment and disposal

S10 Agriculture

Man made (i.e.anthropogenic) emissions originate from either stationary or
non-stationary sources which are classified as point, area, mobile. Point sources are
single sources of origin that have individually high impact on air pollutant discharge.
Major stationary industrial facilities, power plants are included among point emission
sources. Area source emissions are spread over an area. In addition, they represent
emissions that are comprised by many small point sources located together, which
have individually ignorable but cumulatively has significant effect on air pollution.
Emissions originated from mobile sources are non-stationary such as on-road vehicles,

aircraft, locomotives etc.

There are global efforts to develop regional emission inventories. TNO (Netherlands
Organization for Applied Scientific Research) emission database is one of these efforts.
TNO emission inventory which is developed to support EU FP7 Monitoring and
Atmospheric Composition and Climate (MACC) project, is prepared according to snap
sectors. The database is based on official country reported data (from EMEP database),
ITASA GAINS model outputs and expert estimates for the years between 2003 and
2007. The emissions data from TNO database for Turkey is provided in Figure 1.4
below. Pollutants are emitted from different sectors. As is it seen in Figure 1.4,
according to TNO inventory, the main source of NOx and NMVOC is road transport.
CO is a pollutant, which is known as a product of incomplete combustion. In the figure,
the major source of CO seems as non-industrial combustion plants and road transport,
NH3; is mainly emitted from agricultural activities. According to TNO inventory, SO,

is mainly caused from combustion in energy and transformation industries. In Turkey
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since solid fuel combustion is the main source for residential heating, emissions from
non- industrial combustion sector is expected high, however this sector (S2) does
not play a great part in the figure as source of SO,. As different from developed
European countries and USA, residential heating emissions have significant effect
on SO, and particulate matter emissions because of extensive usage of poor quality
and environmentally hazardous fuels. Quantification of spatial impact of a source is

possible with air quality modeling.
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Figure 1.4 : Sectorial distribution of pollutants in TNO inventory.

The third step of air quality management is air quality modeling. Air quality models
are mathematical representations of atmospheric phenomenon (such as advection,
diffusion, etc.). Eulerian air quality models require emissions data along with
meteorological data over a gridded domain. These models were first developed in
the early 1970s and have been improved since that time. The developments are
summarized by (Tesche, 1983; Seinfeld & Pandis, 1998).Community Multiscale Air
Quality (CMAQ) model is one of the most widely used air quality models. CMAQ
model is used by USEPA to understand the sources of air pollution in USA and test the
effect of mitigation measures. For example, having lower emission standards for High
Electricity Demand Day Units (HEDDUSs) was tested by the State of New Jersey using
CMAQ modeling system (Unal, 2003).



Emission inventories are used in conjunction with meteorological data to assess
priorities for air quality as air quality model inputs. Meteorological data that is used in
meteorological model solves equations to managing fluid dynamics of the atmosphere
and radioactive transfer. Outputs of the meteorological models are used in air quality
model as an input. Many scientific studies have shown that inputs of air quality
models have significant effect on model outputs and preparing high quality inputs are

important for the obtain better results (Russell & Dennis, 2000; Hanna et al., 2001).

In Figure 1.5, schematic explanation of monitoring air quality system is shown. In
order to reach air quality goals, there is a need a systematic air quality management.
For this purpose, better understanding spatial distribution of pollutants via an air

quality model and identify role of each emission sources are fundamental.

— — 4 METEOROLOGY DATA

EMISSION INVENTORY | __
* Point
* Mabile
* Area
* Biogenic

Figure 1.5 : Air quality management system.

1.2 Area Emissions

Area sources are stationary emission sources that are not identified individually as
different from point sources. Area sources individually do not emit significant amount
of pollutants but they are groups of numerous small sources and collectively make
appreciable contribution to the emission inventory (Claire, Dinh, Fanai, Nguyen, &
Schultz, 2010).According to US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), area sources

emit less than 10 tons per year of a single hazardous air pollutant, or less than 25 tons



per year of a combination of hazardous air pollutants. The impact of the small-scale
emissions is perceived particularly in heavily populated areas where large numbers of

sources exist.
Area sources include but are not limited to:

* Stationary small scale fuel combustion; (e.g. residential heating by coal, wood,
natural gas, biomass combustion)

* Solvent use (e.g. small surface coating operations)

* Product storage and transport distribution (e.g. gasoline)

» Agriculture (e.g. feedlots, crop burning, tilling)

* Waste management (e.g. landfills)

* Miscellaneous area sources (e.g. forest fires, wind erosion, unpaved roads)

* Excavation area

* Mining

* Industrial fuel combustion in Organized Industrial Zone

Emissions from residential heating have a significant impact on air quality for Marmara
region of Turkey due to high population and rapid growth. Measurement results
show that during winter seasons there is a prominently increasement in air pollution
concentration that is mostly attributed to the burning of solid fuels such as coal, wood

and biomass for residential heating.

Air quality guidelines and standards for especially particulate matter less than 10
microns (PMjg) are exceeded at this time of the year, as a consequence of increased

emission loads and the presence of temperature inversions.(Im et al., 2010)

Although home heating is basic requirement for people, it contributes significantly to
particulate matter emissions, and volatile organic compound (VOC) emissions, which
are precursors to the ground-level ozone (Atkinson & Arey, 2003).Most of residential
heating sourced emissions derive from poor combustion of fuels or low quality fuel
usage. Economical condition is the most dominant reason of inadequate access to
clean fuels and high technologies on combustion system. Especially in developing
countries solid fuel consumption is commonly used for home heating instead of clean
fuels and this consumption causes highly negative effects to the atmosphere. In Turkey

solid fuels are the main fuel for primary heating, while more than 80 percent of the



housing stock is connected to the natural gas network (TurSEFF, 2014). Poland and
Turkey are the countries that are using highest amount of solid fuels for household
energy consumption. In these countries, 30 percent of household energy consumption

provided by solid fuels (Raudjirv & Kuskova, 2013) .

Some studies prove the significant impacts of the fuel usage on emissions and
correspondingly public health.The ban on marketing, sale, and distribution of
bituminous coals burning in Dublin (Ireland) in the 1990s effected pollutant
concentrations substantially. The ban resulted in reduction of average black smoke
concentrations by 71 percent and sulfur dioxide by 34 percent in Dublin. Moreover,
mortality rate that is related with cardiovascular and respiratory system diseases is
decreased by 7 percent and 13 percent, respectively in the city (Clancy, Goodman,

Sinclair, & Dockery, 2002).

As conclusion of literature review, there are not many detailed study found in Turkey
about impact of residential emissions over a region. “Inventory of emissions from
residential heating in Istanbul” is MSc. thesis of (Sabit, 2012). In the study,
residential heating sourced SO;, NOy, PM;g, PM, 5, CO, NMVOCs, CO,, N,O
and CHy4 emissions in Istanbul are calculated by emission factors for the period of
2009-2010 winter season. Geographical Information System (GIS) is used to spatial
distribution of the emissions over the region. Another recent study is MSc. thesis
of (Durukan, 2014), which is titled as “Spatial Distribution Of Emissions From
Industrial And Residential Heating Systems Using Geographic Information System
For Turkey”. In the study, emissions emitted from industrial, residential heating
and power plants were considered and GIS is used for spatial distribution of the
emissions over Turkey. Although both in these studies residential heating emissions
were calculated, air quality model was not applied to quantify impact of the emissions

in based on pollutants.

This study aims to develop region specific emissions factors that are generated by
fuel burning for residential heating in Istanbul as well as EPA and EMEP factors.
By using the developing factors, more representative residential heating emissions

were calculated for the city and the emissions were used as input of Community
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Multi-Scale Air Quality (CMAQ) Modeling System in order to identify impact of

residential heating emissions with region-specific factors over the Istanbul city.
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2. DATA & METHODOLOGY

2.1 Study Area

Istanbul which is the most populated city in Turkey is selected as study area for this
study. It is also the most densely populated city in Europe and the 15th most populated
city in the world with a population more than 14 million in 2014. The Average annual
rate of population change of Istanbul is 2.2 percent between 2010 and 2015. According
to United Nations expected population of the city will be 16,694,000 in 2030. (United
Nations, 2014)

0 10 25 50 90 125 175 200 250 300 400

Figure 2.1 : Topographic map of Istanbul.

Istanbul is an intercontinental city and has a unique location which is at confluence of
Europe and Asia. A narrow and deep strait, Bosphorus, links the Sea of Marmara with
the Black Sea. The western part of Istanbul lies in Europe, while the eastern portion is
part of Asia. Both European and Asian side of Istanbul has total area of 5313 square
kilometers and 3,699,930 households. Population density of the city is 2759 square
kilometers (Turkish Statistical Institute , 2013; Nufusu, 2015).

Istanbul is economic capital of Turkey with 40 percent of contribution to capital budget

(Istanbul Metropolitan Municipality , 2010). The geographic location and economical
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reasons make the city more attractive to work and live. All this conditions cause
migration and increasing on population.The city suffers from environmental problems

due to its rapid socio-economic development.

Figure 2.2 : Comparison of the growth of Istanbul between 1975 and 2011 (NASA
Earth Observatory, 2012).

Figure 2.2 reveals comparison of urbanization of Istanbul in 1975 and 2011. Both two
images were taken from the Landsat series of satellites by NASA. The images are in
false color. Grey lands show buildings while red areas show the plant covered land
of the city. Lightly vegetated land or bare earth is tan, and water is black. In the
figure, building areas are expended especially through the west side of the city in 2011
according to year 1975 .The growth of the city is happening as people move to Istanbul

because of its social and economical opportunities.
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2.2 Residential Combustion and Emission Factors

Residential combustion is a required and essential energy source for people. In purpose
of supplying this requirement, there are some residential fuel types that are using by
different combustion technologies. Although cleaner fuels such as electricity or natural
gas are being used in the world, solid fuels have significant portion as main residential
fuel type in many countries like Turkey. Use of these kind of fuels for residential

heating cause significant effects on air quality.

Residential heating is critical for air pollution in Istanbul because of its high population
and household number. According to (TUIK), the city has 3700000 households in
2011 and this number increases year by year with increasing population and spatial
extension of the city. Therefore, there is a need for a more accurate emission inventory
to estimate the impact residential heating on air quality in Istanbul. In this study,
common used fuels which are coal (domestic and imported), wood and natural gas are
taken under investigation as residential fuels in order to determine the emissions from
this sector. Methods of European and U.S. authorities are examined for this sector in

order to develop appropriate emission inventory for air quality model.

According to European Monitoring and Evaluation Programme (EMEP) non-industrial
combustion sector includes residential combustion and small consumers that has
thermal capacity less than 50 MW and do not count as point source because of low
fuel using capacity (European Environment Agency, 2013). It is characterized by a
great variety of combustion techniques. Variability of emission factor in residential
heating sector depends on several issues. Normally, older combustion installations
release more emissions than modern combustion installations. Furthermore, using
stoves in different technologies, firebox sizes, air inlet and control systems directly
effects combustion efficiency especially for solid fuels. In addition to many different
stove types, used fuel characteristics vary from home to home. Moisture contain of
the fuel, burning rate, burning duration, damper setting, kindling approach are also
important points for combustion condition and emissions (Houck et.al Epa conference
paper, n.d.). Especially for solid fuels, emissions from incomplete combustion are
many times greater in residential combustion because of its small capacity with respect

to industrial combustion (European Environment Agency, 2013).
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Emission factors are representative values that provide a measure of pollutant discharge
for a specific type of activity and fuel consumption. They give information about
emitted pollutant mass per burned fuel amount or obtained energy. The factors are
generally expressed as kilograms of a specific pollutant emitted per tons of fuel burned.
Selection of emission factor is important to calculate emissions accurately. The factors
from non industrial combustion sector should be selected based on fuel types, heating
unit sizes and combustion technologies. European and U.S. emission factors are
examined to select more proper factors for our region. Although in many cases it was
not possible to find completely available factors, wherever possible, the most recent
releases of Environmental Protection Agency, USA (EPA-AP42) and EMEP factors
were selected. For individual and boiler type residential heating systems, most closely

matched residential combustion technologies were selected from EMEP and EPA.

In Turkey, residential heating is a major source because of widely usage of poor quality
solid fuels and low technology burning systems. Individual stoves and boilers are still
among the mainly used combustion techniques for home heating. Low technology
causes insufficient combustion and ineffective usage of the fuel. High amount of
solid fuel usage without emission control cause high amount of pollutant emissions
correspondingly. Especially NOy, SOy, CO and particulate matter are major pollutants

from residential emissions.

The of emission calculation depends on the activity rate, efficiency of emission control
techniques and emission factors. The general algorithm for emissions estimation as

follows:

E pollutant — ARfyel consumptionXE F pollutant (2.1

where:

* Epolutant = Emissions of the specific pollutant,
* ARfuel consumption = Activity rate for fuel consumption,

* EFpoliutant = Emission factor for this pollutant.

E is calculated annual emission amount of pollutant. For each fuel and pollutant type,
emission factors changes. The activity rate (AR) should refer to the fuel consumption

as mass (kg or ton) or energy (GJ) unit according to unit of activity data.
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As it is seen from the equation, activity rate and emission factors are both inputs of
emission calculations. Although emission factors are essential for accurate emission

calculation, activity data is also important.

2.2.1 Wood: EMEP and EPA

Emission factors for residential wood combustion has high variability by depend on
construction, combustion and emission characteristics of stoves. In the Table 2.1,
there are emission factors belong to five different types wood burning stoves: The
conventional wood stove, the non-catalytic wood stove, the catalytic wood stove,
the pellet stove, and the masonry heater. The factors according to each stove are

determined and presented by EPA.

Conventional stoves generally have old type design properties and do not have catalyst
and any emission reduction technology. These stoves comprise different stoves that
designed with different airflow types such as updraft, downdraft, cross draft and S-flow.
Because of including various kinds of stoves, emissions of conventional stoves can be

highly uncertain as depend on their burning system.

Non-catalytic wood stoves also do not have catalyst but as different from conventional
stoves, they have emission reduction technology such as baffles and secondary

combustion chamber.

Catalytic stoves include catalyst material that allows combustion gases to burn at lower
temperatures, thereby cleaning the exhaust gas while generating more heat.. This
system increases combustion efficiency and provides reduction in especially CO and
VOC emissions. Furthermore, catalytic stoves greatly reduce the amount of needed

fuel to produce the desired heat and increases burning time per unit fuel load.

Pellet stoves burn compacted pellets usually made of wood, but they can also be
derived from other organic materials. Some models can burn nutshells, corn kernels,
and small wood chips. Some pellet stove systems that are certified by the EPA
according to 1988 New Source Performance Standards (NSPS) are likely to be in the
70% to 83 % efficiency range, while others are exempt due to a high air-to-fuel ratio

(i. e., greater than 35-to-1).
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Table 2.1 : Emission factors for wood burning in different stove types in unit kg/ton

(EPA AP42)
Wood Stove Type Emission Factor | Pellet Stove Type | Masonry Heater

Conventional | Noncatalytic | Catalytic | Certified | Exempt Exempt
PMo 15.30 9.8 10.2 2.1 4.4 2.8
CcO 1154 70.4 52.2 19.7 26.1 74.5
NOx 1.4 - 1 6.9 - -
SOx 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 - -
CO, - - - 1476 | 1835.5 1924.5
TOC 41.5 14 13.3 - - -
Methane 15 8 0.8 - - -
NMVOC 26.5 6 7.5 - - -

Table 2.2 : Emission factors for wood burning in different stove types in unit kg/ton
(EMEP Guidebook 2013 )

3 Advanced / | Pellet
Open . Conventional| Energy
Conventional|, . . ecolabelled | stoves
fire- boilers < 50 | efficient
Stoves stoves and | and
places kWth stoves . .
boilers boilers
PM 1596 |14.44 9.12 7.22 1.81 0.55
PM,; 5 15.58 | 14.06 8.93 7.03 1.77 0.55
TSP 16.72 |15.20 9.50 7.60 1.90 0.59
CO 76.00 |76.00 76.00 76.00 38.00 5.70
NOy 0.95 0.95 1.52 1.52 1.77 1.52
SO, 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21 0.21
NH3 1.41 1.33 1.41 0.70 0.70 0.23
NMVOC|11.40 |[11.40 6.65 6.65 4.75 0.19

Masonry heaters are large combustion system that is available to burn a large charge

of wood without overheating. The heat is stored in the masonry thermal mass, and

then slowly radiates into your house for the next 18 to 24 hours. Masonry heaters are

exempt from the 1988 NSPS due to their weight (i. e., greater than 1764 1b)

There are also Europe based emission factors, which are determined by EMEP. In

Table 2.2 emission factors belong to seven different burning devices that are commonly

used in Europe are presented. The burning systems are open fireplaces, conventional

stoves, conventional boilers that have energy capacity less than 50 kWth, energy

efficient stoves, advanced/ ecolabelled stoves and boilers, pellet stoves and boilers and

residential biomass burning.
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Open fireplaces have generally basic design with their large opening to the fire bed
and dampers above the combustion area to prevent heat lose. They have very low
combustion efficiency and that situation causes insufficient combustion of fuels. Thus,

as product of open fireplaces high TSP, CO and NMVOC emissions are expected.

Energy efficient stoves are improved form of conventional stoves. They have secondary
air in the combustion chamber, more efficiency in combustion (between 55 % and 75 %)

and low emissions as combustion product.

Advenced/ ecolabelled stoves have new technology with multiple air inlets and
pre-heating system of secondary combustion air by heat exchange with hot flue gases.
The advanced technology provides more efficiency in combustion (near 70 % at full
load) and low emissions. Especially less TSP, CO and NMVOC emissions are expected

with respect to old designed conventional stoves.

2.2.2 Coal: EMEP

Coals consists of various types combinations of organic matters and inorganic mineral
matters formed as result of different vegetation, layer, temperature and pressure in
where the coal originated, as well as the length of time the coal has been forming in
the deposit. This complex combination structure causes classification rank according
to ingredients and alteration of coal. The classification does not depend on only a single
parameter. Coals contain carbon, hydrogen, oxygen, nitrogen and varying amounts of
sulphur. Generally, high-rank coals have high carbon and heat value, but low hydrogen,
oxygen and moisture content. Low-rank coals have low carbon but high hydrogen
oxygen and moisture content. Anthracite has the highest carbon content, followed by

bituminous, sub-bituminous and lignite coal, which has the lowest carbon.

Coal contents and combustion efficiency affect its, contributions on air quality.
Emissions from coal combustion depend on composition of fuel, technology of the
stove, firing conditions, control technologies and burning efficiency (Mitchella et al.,
2016). The major pollutants of coal burning is particulate matter, sulfur dioxides (SOy)
and nitrogen dioxides (NOy). Incomplete combustion of coal results in emissions

of high carbon monoxide and other toxic contaminants even under proper operating
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Table 2.3 : Emission factors for residential domestic coal burning in unit kg/ton

(EMEP Guidebook 2013 )

Advanced coal
Hard Coal and |Solid Fuel (not comb}lstlon
Brown Coal biomass) techniques
<1MWth-
Advanced stove
PMio 8.12 6.63 4.82
PM; 5 8.00 6.63 4.42
TSP 8.92 7.03 5.02
CO 1499.21 100.48 40.19
NOy 2.21 1.21 3.01
SO 18.09 10.05 9.04
NH; 0.01 0.10 -
NMVOC 29.82 12.06 6.03

Table 2.4 : Emission factors for residential import coal burning in unit kg/ton (EMEP

Guidebook 2013 )

Advanced coal
Hard Coal and |Solid Fuel (not combflstlon
Brown Coal biomass) techniques
<1MWth-
Advanced stove
PMig 8.00 8.84 6.43
PM; 5 10.66 8.84 5.90
TSP 11.90 9.38 6.70
CcO 1998.95 133.98 53.59
NOy 2.95 1.61 4.02
SO 24.12 13.40 12.06
NH3 0.01 0.13 -
NMVOC 39.76 16.08 8.04
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Table 2.5 : Emission factors for residential natural gas burning in unit kg/10°m?

(EPA AP42)
Controlled- Low
Uncontrolled Controlled- Low | NOy burne.rs /
NOy burners Flue gas recircu-
lation
PMotal 121.6 121.6 121.6
PMcondensable 91.2 91.2 91.2
PMsiterable | 30.4 30.4 30.4
CcO 1344 1344 1344
NOy 1600 800 512
SO, 9.6 9.6 9.6

conditions. Particulate matter is another important pollutant of coal combustion (EPA

AP-42, Volume 1, Fifth Edition).

In the United States, coal usage for purpose of residential heating is not commonly
used. According to Residential Energy Consumption Survey of U.S. Energy
Information Administration, natural gas or electricity has 85 percentage in the
residential fuel consumption while the remain other share is dominantly belong to

propane and oil (EIA, 2009). Because of that, EPA emission factors for residential

solid fuels are not applicable to use for estimating the emissions in our country.

2.2.3 Natural Gas: EMEP and EPA

Natural gas is one of the the most affordable forms of energy and main fuel for
residential heating in Istanbul. The fuel is environmentally friendly and cleaner than
solid fuels. Natural gas infrastructure for residential usage is widespread in the city
when compared other cities of Turkey. It is preferable due to its ease of use. Natural
gas is used in households not only for heating, but also for different purposes such as

cooking and getting hot water.

For residential heating, natural gas combustion is used in individual stoves or boilers
that has capacity of less than 50 kW. Efficiency of the combustion mechanism effects

fuel usage and proportionally amounts of pollutants that comes from natural gas.

NOy is the main pollutant of natural gas combustion. The emission levels depends

on different parameters such as volume of the combustor and physical conditions of
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Table 2.6 : Emission factors for residential natural gas burning in unit g/GJ (EMEP
Guidebook 2013)

Stoves, Fireplaces, | Small (single house-
Saunas and Outdoor | hold scale, capacity
Heaters <= 50 kWth) boilers

PM; 2.2 0.2

PM; 5 2.2 0.2

TSP 2.2 0.2

CO 30 22

NOx 60 42

SOk 0.3 0.3

NMVOC 2.0 1.8

Table 2.7 : Emission factors for residential natural gas burning in unit kg/10%m?
(EMEP Guidebook 2013 )

Stoves, Fireplaces, | Small (single house-
Saunas and Outdoor | hold scale, capacity
Heaters <= 50 kWth) boilers

PMg 74.6 6.8

PM; s 74.6 6.8

TSP 74.6 6.8

CO 1017.4 746.1

NOx 2034.8 1424.3

SOk 10.2 10.2

NMVOC 67.8 61.0
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operating system. Oxygen concentrations and temperature during the combustion
are essential parameters that has impact on NOy formation. By increasing of
oxygen concentration, peak temperature and time of exposure at peak, NOy emissions

increases.

In USA, natural gas is highly rife fuel for residential usage. For this commonly used
fuel, emission factors which are determined by EPA for uncontrolled and controlled
combustion conditions are presented in Table 2.5. Control technologies for natural gas
combustion are determined as based on the main pollutant, NO. While emission factor
of uncontrolled burning for NOy is 1600 kg/10°m?, the factors decreases dramatically

with control technologies to 800 and 512 kg/10%m?3.

2.3 Combustion Experiments and Emission Factor Calculations

The contribution of emissions from residential combustion to the total emissions varies
and depends on type, quality and quantity of using fuels over the region. In order to
generate region specific and more realistic emission factors for residential heating,
concentration measurements were done. The measurements are applied for individual
type residential heating systems measurements for import and domestic coals, wood
and natural gas which are the most common used fuels in Turkey for residential
heating. While the combustion system is conventional stoves for solid fuels, natural gas
combustion is occurred in combies which is specific individual burning system for this
fuel. Because of that, solid fuel concentration measurements are done in conventional
stoves and natural gas concentration measurements are done in combies. As natural
gas concentrations were done instantaneously, solid fuels concentrations measured
continuously because of high variability on combustion of these fuels. Figure 2.3
shows the conventional stove during the continuous measurements.Concentration
values from the continuous measurements used for obtaining minutely emission factor
by assuming uniform fuel consumption is occurred during the burning regime and

analysed uncertainty of the factors with statistical methods.

The first step of the measurement process was calibration. Assuring the quality of
a measurement is crucial to achieve reliable values from the instrument. Besides
routine calibration of the instruments, additional calibration was also applied by using

NO, CO and SO, control tubes which have already known concentrations. While
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Table 2.8 : Fuel consumption amount per time.

Fuel Type  |Fuel Amount | Time |Fuel Consumption |
Wood 1320 g 41 min 1.93 kg/n
Import coal 2700 g 151 min 1.07 kg/n
Domestic coal 1015 g 75 min 0.81 kg/n
Natural gas 0.61 m? 80 min 0.46 ™’/

the known tube has 286 ppm SO, concentration, the instrument measured 297 ppm
which is in acceptable range (£ 5.72 %). CO tube that has 100 ppm concentration
is measured as 100-102 ppm by the instrument. For NO pollutant similar correction
is done. The known NO tube with 500 ppm concentration is measured as 499 ppm
by the instrument. That value is almost same with the exact NO concentration and in
acceptable range (+ 10 %). After being sure that the instruments give the trustable

concentration values, they used for measurements.

During the solid fuel concentrations measurement process two different types
equipment were used at the same time. First one is Cev - Tek measurement
instrument, which gives instantaneous concentration with electrochemical working
principle. The other instrument, which was used at the same time, is Horriba PG-350,
which gives continuous concentration results with paramagnetic working principle.
Even they have different measurement methods; obtaining similar concentrations
from two different type instruments proofs accuracy of the measured concentration
values.Continuous measurements gave concentrations per minute in ppm unit. By

minutely concentrations, burning regime of the fuels was also examined.

Both two instrument measurements gave the similar concentration values. Continuous
concentrations are used because of affluence of its data. The data includes minutely
concentrations of the NO, SO,, CO gases in unit of ppm. Firstly, the concentrations
converted to mg/m?> unit. Then emissions of all the pollutants are calculated, in kg/
hr unit, by multiplying flow rate of the gases. Also particulate matter concentrations
are measured by gravimetric method. Mass of clean filter is measured and than it is
extracted from mass of filter with dust after 30 minutes. The difference gave the total
particulate matter amount in half hour. Emissions of particulate matter is calculated by

multiplying flow rate of the particulate matter.
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Figure 2.3 : Measurement with conventional heater commonly used in residential
heating

After this step, emissions were calculated by multiplying the measured concentrations
and flow rates. By using emission values emission factors are calculated. Fuel
consumption in unit time (Table 2.8) is also essential for this calculation. The emission
factors of pollutants (NO, SO,, CO and PM) for each fuels (wood, import and domestic
coal) are determined by dividing emissions to hourly fuel consumptions. Combustion
order was selected as starting with the cleanest fuel in order to avoid contamination.
All the fuels were burned in the same stoves. In these measurements, considering fuel
consumption in unit time is also critical to determine emission factor. Firstly wood
was weighted in at 1320 g and burned until it burned completely. The combustion
lasted 41 minutes. Then 2700 import coal was weighted and burned in the stove 151
minutes. Finally domestic fuel was weighted in at 1015 g and burned 75 minutes (Table
2.8). Continuous and instantaneous concentrations, flow rates of the stack gases and

temperatures are recorded both in the two instruments.

Continuous and online measurements were made in order to obtain a representative
emission factor values for each pollutant types and each fuel types. Pollutant

concentrations and used fuel consumption per a combustion time period was taken into
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Table 2.9 : Emission factors of EMEP and OUR for domestic coal (kg/ton)

[POLLUTANTS [NO,| CO [NMVOC | SO [NH;3| PM |

EMEP 2.211(92.44| 9.73 18.09]0.01 | 8.12
This Study 0.34 | 7.18 - 0.12 | - |30.29

Table 2.10 : Emission factors of EMEP and OUR for import coal (kg/ton)

[POLLUTANTS [NOx| CO |[NMVOC]| SO, |NH3| PM |

EMEP 295|123.26| 1297 |24.12|0.01 |10.83
This Study 093] 11.25 - 0.76 | - |23.86

Table 2.11 : Emission factors of EMEP and OUR for natural gas (g/m?)

[POLLUTANTS [NO, | CO [NMVOC SOy [NH; | PM |

EMEP 1.4210.75] 0.06 |0.01, - [0.01
This Study 1.89 |3.74 - - 4 -

account in the emission factor calculations. The factors were determined in terms of
kilograms for each pollutants emitted per ton of fuel burned. The obtained factors were
compared with EMEP emission factors in Table 2.9, 2.10 and 2.11. The calculated
region specific emission factors were generally lower than the EMEP factors except
PM for domestic and import coal. For natural gas, NOx and CO concentrations which
are the main pollutnats for this fuel were measured and only for these two pollutants
emission factors were determined. The calculated factors for natural gas fuel were
much more similar to EMEP factors with respect to coal fuels. These compared values
showed that variability in widely used combustion technologies in the regions and
burning efficiency during the measurements may cause highly differences in emission
factors. Especially solid fuel combustion conditions effects emission factor values

essentially.

2.3.1 Uncertainty of Emission Factors

Emission factors are representative values in order to relate the quantity of a pollutant
released to the atmosphere with an activity associated with the release of that pollutant
(Pouliot, Wisner, Mobley, & Hunt, 2012). Estimation of emission factors are crucial

for the characterization and the assessment of emission sources of air pollution at
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regional or national scales. Emission factors are essentially the averages from available
source tests. However, most of the cases, the available source tests are from a very
small sample set. Since it is almost impractical if not impossible to have numerous
tests from a variety of sources to estimate an emission factor, the limited numbers of
available tests leads to uncertainty in the emission factors. Uncertainty in the emission

factor usually contributes largely to the overall uncertainty in the emission inventory.

Quantitative characterization of emission factor uncertainty provides the ability to
determine the analysis of the data being used for both scientific and policy decisions
more accurately. For example, the quantitative measure of uncertainty associated with
air quality modeling studies and development of emission inventories give decision

makers a guidance.

Air pollution from domestic coal and wood burning has always been an important
contributor to poor ambient air quality in developing countries or less developed areas
of Asia and especially the rural areas. The recent trends show that Scandinavian part
of Europe is not the only region that use wood burning as residential heating. Across
the European Union, the use of biomass (including wood) in heating set to rise by
57-111 % between 2010 and 2020, as the 27 member states are committed to obtain
20 % of their energy requirements from renewable sources, including biomass, as part
of a draft of proposals to reduce CO, emissions (Wagner et al., 2010). To illustrate,
wood combustion is estimated to comprise 60 % of residential energy use in Portugal,
but accounts for almost 99 % of domestic PM, emissions (Borrego et al., 2010). In
Denmark, (Glasius et al., 2006) found that increasing fossil fuel costs contributed to

doubling of wood stoves and boilers over a ten year period.

Emission estimations from the combustion of fossil fuel and bio fuel/biomass in
residential heating is a challenging task thus indicates considerable uncertainties.
Disparities mainly arise from difficulties in representative sampling due to numerous
field measurements from a variety of solid fuels types, preprocessing of some solid
fuels (e.g., coal washing), burning styles (from small stoves to heating boilers) and
experimental measurement errors. In many studies (Y. Zhao, Nielsen, & McElroy,
2011, 2012a, 2012b; Z. J. Zhao Y. & Nielsen, 2013), the results of the emission

uncertainty analyses show that among sectors, the uncertainties associated with

27



residential sector is among the largest. This is mainly due to poor understanding of

emission factors and activity levels for combustion of solid fuels.

Although residential emissions are dominated by the combustion of solid fuels, studies
on emission factors among different solid fuels burned in residential stoves are limited
(S. Shen G.F.and Wei et al., 2012; G. Shen et al., 2010, 2014). In this study, emission
factors of NOy, SO,, and CO for solid fuels burned in the residential heating are locally
measured and compared. In this study the solid fuels that are investigated are domestic
coal, import coal and wood (briquette). Repeated field measurements are done by using
a Horriba PG-350 instrument that can be considered as CEMS—Continuous Emission
Monitoring Systems, a method for continuously monitoring emissions and collecting

data averaged over intervals of a few minutes.
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Figure 2.4 : Continuous import coal burning measurement concentrations (ppm)
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Figure 2.5 : Continuous domestic coal burning measurement concentrations (ppm)
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Figure 2.6 : Continuous wood burning measurement concentrations (ppm)

Results from our domestic field measurements and investigations show that there is
considerable uncertainty concerning the likely magnitude of the change in air pollution
concentration arising from coal and wood burning. The impact will depend not only
on the type of solid fuels but also on the type of stoves applied, the preprocess that
the coal type was subjected, and the instrumentation/experimental errors. The lower
concentrations and emissions factors (EFs) of SO, thus might imply that some local

practices of coal sellers, such as coal washing.
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Figure 2.7 : CDF for NOy from import coal burning measurements.

In this study, we have utilized statistical methods to quantify uncertainty in
residential heating emissions. Variability and uncertainty in emissions factors were

quantified using both parametric and non-parametric bootstrapping techniques. Several
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Table 2.12 : Goodness-of-fit statistics for NOx from import coal burning

mea.

surements

| gamma | weibull |lognormal | llogis

Kolmogorov-Smirnov statistic | 0.08211 | 0.09763 | 0.05768 | 0.0621
Cramer-von Mises statistic 0.1477 | 0.2373 0.0688 0.0829
Anderson-Darling statistic 1.1128 | 1.6900 0.5724 0.6628

Goodness-of-fit criteria

| gamma | weibull |lognormal | llogis

Aikake’s Information Criterion

877.2451

884.4234

873.2932

877.4406

Bayesian Information Criterion

882.2447

889.4230

878.2928

882.4403
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Figure 2.8 : CDF for SO, from import coal burning measurements.

Table 2.13 : Goodness-of-fit statistics for SO, from import coal burning

measurements

| gamma | weibull |lognormal | llogis
Kolmogorov-Smirnov statistic |{0.1079140 | 0.1118548 | 0.08921712 | 0.09049264
Cramer-von Mises statistic 0.2356855|0.2416007 | 0.15586095 | 0.17853599
Anderson-Darling statistic 1.4387798 | 1.5635851 1 0.99124985 | 1.17054402
Goodness-of-fit criteria | gamma | weibull | lognormal | llogis
Aikake’s Information Criterion | 716.8754 | 721.5798 | 711.4152 | 717.1489
Bayesian Information Criterion | 721.8750 | 726.5794 | 716.4148 | 722.1485

distribution-fitting (e.g. lognormal, loglogistic, weibull, burr) and related diagnostics
were applied to quantify uncertainties of region-specific emission factors for each

pollutant. Preliminary analysis suggested that both NOy and SO, emissions follow
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a lognormal distribution. Bootstrapped means and the 95 percent confidence intervals
for lognormal distribution for NOy are 0.632, (0.56 — 0.70) and for SO2 0.276 and
(0.24 and 0.32) respectively.

These values suggest that NOx emissions from residential heating with domestic and
import coal can be as high as 520628 tons per year while minimum and average are
less than 13 and 2 times of maximum emissions, respectively. Using a point value for
emission estimation can cause high uncertainties in emission inventories. This study
summarizes the findings on emission estimates as well as its possible impact on air

quality via using air quality models.

2.4 Activity Data

Data collection period, which is in responsibility of the regularity agency, is
troublesome and that situation also makes residential emissions highly uncertain in
Turkey. In order to improve the data collection and better estimate the emissions,
Development of National Emissions Inventory Management System for Turkey
(KAMAG) Project was studied. By this project, all the activity data from determined
sectors were collected and emissions of the sectors can be calculated systematically.
In the project, a national system was developed for emission inventory preparation and
Marmara region is selected as pilot region. The project was generated for point, area
and mobile emission calculations by the developed system. Area emissions were a part
of the KAMAG Project. Residential heating was the major source of area emissions.
For this purpose, region specific emission factor development for residential heating,
calculating emissions with these factors and identifying impacts of the pollutants from

this sector in Istanbul via air quality modeling were the main objectives of this study.

High quality data collection was a tedious and time-consuming process. Fuel amounts
for home heating purpose were collected from different sources. Domestic coal is only
used as social solidarity aimed and distributed people who are in need by Ministry of
Environmental and Urbanization (MoEU) in Turkey. Annual distributed domestic coal
amount was obtained from the MoEU. General Directorate of Forestry provided wood
amount that was using for residential combustion. Data for annual residential natural

gas usage amount was obtained from Istanbul Greater Municipality.
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However determining import coal amount that is using for residential heating was
not available because of wide and uncontrolled sales network. Theoretical import
coal amount is calculated by using unit energy consumption of a household. For this
calculation, first stage was identifying the natural gas usage amount only for heating

purpose in the households. The steps of this calculation are summarized as follow:

* Monthly natural gas consumption data for 2010, which is in neighborhood level,
obtained by Istanbul Greater Municipality.

* The consumption amount represents residential natural gas usage but not only for
heating and also for other purposes such as cooking and obtaining hot water.

* While heating is a need only for cold seasons, other domestic consumption is
necessary in all seasons. Thus, natural gas amount in summer season is assumed as
only for domestic purpose, not for heating.

* In order to determine natural gas amount for residential heating in Istanbul, average
natural gas consumption in summer season (July and August) is extracted from
the other monthly usage. By this methodology, only heating purposed natural gas is
diverged from total domestic natural gas usage for Istanbul. The calculations proved
that, 76 percent of residential natural gas consumed for heating and 24 percent of
the consumed for other domestic purposes such as hot water or cooking in Istanbul

city.

In the method, average natural gas consumption in July and August is assumed as only
for domestic purpose. Because in this summer period, average temperature achieves

the highest values in the Istanbul and the gas usage is minimum of the year.

The main purpose of the identifying of the natural gas amounts for only heating is using
this value in calculating theoretical import coal usage in households by considering
fuels the calorific values. In order to calculate the used import coal, energy based
methodology is used. The steps of the methodology to determine an approximate
value for residential import coal consumption are as follows:

* People who do not use natural gas assumed as use domestic and import coal for
residential heating. The all required energy for residential heating is supplied from
natural gas or domestic and import coal.

* Total household number was available for 2011 and the number is projected to 2013

according to household size by TUIK. Natural gas subscripter number obtained
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from EPDK Report (2013) and extracted from total household number to determine
number of houses that use domestic and import coal instead of natural gas.

* Annual natural gas consumption for residential heating in Istanbul is available as
unit of m>. This value is converted into energy unit, kcal by multiplying calorific
value of natural gas.

* By dividing the energy comes from natural gas to natural gas subscriber number,
required energy per household is obtained.

* The calculated required energy per household for heating purpose is multiplied with
the number of houses that use domestic and import coal. Thus, total energy comes
from domestic and import coal is determined in unit of kcal.

* Annual domestic coal amount is obtained from Ministry of Environmental and
Urbanization in Turkey as social solidarity aimed. The energy comes from this
fuel is calculated by multiplying its caloric value.

* While all required energy comes from coal (domestic and import) is available, the
energy provided by domestic coal is extracted from the total. Thus, the energy from
only domestic coal is determined in unit of kcal.

* The energy in kcal unit is multiplied to calorific value and amount of the annual

domestic fuel consumption is calculated in ton.

All from these activity data collection period, residential fuel consumptions for
Istanbul city is determined. Annual fuel consumption amounts of Istanbul for
residential domestic coal, import coal and natural gas are 72506 tons, 11905 tons and

346805 m? in 2013, respectively.

2.5 Air Quality Modelling

The emissions have complex relation structure in the atmosphere and it is not possible
to solve this complicity manually.Air quality modelling is a tool to understand
chemical and physical behaviour of the pollutants in the atmosphere. Air quality
models represents atmospheric processes numerically. The models attempt to simulate
chemical reactions of the pollutants, atmospheric transport and deposition. It is
possible to understand the dynamics of air pollution through high-resolution modelling
and evaluate impact of the emissions in the real world condition for a specific region

and time period.
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Figure 2.9 : Air Quality Modeling System

Although air quality monitoring is a method to measure pollutant concentrations, the
values from stations belong to certain time and point locations. They can not give any
opinion for different places, time or meteorological conditions. In order to estimate

further scenarios for a selected region and episode, air quality modelling is necessary.

Air quality modeling requires three main processes which are meteorological,
emission and finally chemical transport modelling.Outputs of each models are used
as input for the next step. Chemical transport model uses meteorological data from
meteorological model and emission from emission model to determine temporal and

spatial distribution of pollutant concentrations for a certain domain and episode.

In this study, Weather Research Forecasting Model (WRF) is used as meteorological
model and The Community Multiscale Air Quality (CMAQ) Model as chemical
transport model. The emissions are prepared for CMAQ model by DUMAN module.
DUMAN is generated by using country based profiles by Istanbul Technical University.

In this study, Advanced Research WRF (Weather Research and Forecasting) Model
is used as meteorological model. Version 3.1 of the model is developed based on
the Fifth-Generation Penn State/NCAR Mesoscale Model (MMS) (Grell, Dudhia,

Stauffer, 1994). For meteorological modeling system 2 nested domains which are
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Figure 2.10 : WRF Model Domains

showed in Figure 2.10 are set up. The first and main domain has 30 km spatial
resolution. The largest domain covers Europe of 191 by 159 grid cells. The second
domain has 10 km spatial resolution and covers all Turkey of 154 by 241 grid cells.

The vertical structure is set up with 35 layers.

CMAQ modelling system is an computational tool that is able to simulate multiple air
quality issues such as tropospheric ozone, fine particles, toxics, acid deposition, and
visibility degradation simultaneously. The 3 dimensional Eularian model is developed
by USEPA as Models-3 project. As different from the other models, CMAQ analyzes
atmospheric air quality by its state-of-the-science capabilities for modeling multiple air
quality issues and multi-scale capabilities for urban and regional scale.(Ching Byun,
1999). Due to its multi-scale structure it, CMAQ model is not required separate models

for urban and regional air quality modelling.c

The CMAQ modeling system consists of several processors and the chemical-transport

model:

* Meteorology-chemistry interface processor (MCIP)
* Photolysis rate processor (JPROC)

* Initial conditions processor (ICON)
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* Boundary conditions processor (BCON)
* CMAQ chemical-transport model (CCTM)

Meteorology-chemistry interface processor (MCIP) prepares all meteorological fields
with 24 layers that are required from DUMAN and CCTM. The processor converts
meteorological model outputs into proper format to CMAQ model. It uses WRF model
output files and create netcdf formatted input meteorology data for DUMAN module
that is the emission processor to compute emissions for CMAQ. Photolysis Rate
Processor (JPROC) calculates clear sky photolysis rates and outputs from JPROC are
used to calculate gas phase chemical transformations and pollutant calculations. Initial
Condition (ICON) generates a gridded binary netCDF file of the chemical conditions
in the modeling domain for the beginning of the simulation and Boundary conditions
processor (BCON) also generates a gridded binary netCDF file of the chemical
conditions along the horizontal boundaries of the modeling domain. In this study,
Initial and Boundary Concentrations was obtained from global simulations of MACC
project (2012, 200x200 km with 60 vertical levels from the surface to 0.1 hPa ). After
all these processes, CMAQ chemical-transport model (CCTM) integrates the output
from the preprocessing programs and DUMAN and simulate continuous atmospheric
chemical conditions in order to calculate chemical, transport and deposition processes

over the domain (CMAS, 2014).
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3. RESULTS & DISCUSSION

3.1 Emissions

In this study, region specific emission factors for residential wood, natural gas,
domestic and import coal combustion were calculated. For the wood and coal
measurements, conventional stoves were used. The stoves are the most commonly used
individual residential combustion systems for solid fuel. For natural gas combustion,
the most common combustion system was combi. Measurements for this fuel was
applied on combies. While for the solid fuels pollutant concentrations were measured
continuously and the values were recorded secondly, natural gas was measured
instantaneously. By using pollutant concentrations, flow rate and unit fuel consumption

per unit time, emission factors of each pollutants for each fuels were determined.

Emission factors of EMEP were obtained by (European Environment Agency, 2013),
small combustion sector which has 1.A.4.b.i NFR code. The emission factors belong
to residential plants without an advanced technology and similar to conventional stove
combustion type were selected as comparable with our calculated emission factors.
The factors were reported as energy unit (g/GJ) in the EMEP Guidebook. In order to
convert units, calorific values of the fuels are used. The values were 4800 kcal/kg, 6400
kcal/kg and 8100 kcal/ m> for domestic coal, import coal and natural gas, respectively.
In Table 3.1, 3.2 and 3.3 calculated emissions with our emission factors and EMEP
emission factors were presented. Although for coal fuels our emissions for each
pollutants seems lower, emissions from natural gas with our emission factors are higher
than emissions with EMEP factors.This difference could be caused by calorific values

which were used in unit conversion EMEP factors from g/GJ to kg/ton.

The emission factors that are obtained by measurements were used in emission
calculations for each pollutants of natural gas, import and domestic coal. For NHj3

and NMVOC pollutants, concentrations were not measured and because of that reason
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Table 3.1 : Emissions of Istanbul with EMEP and OUR emission factors for domestic
coal (ton/year)

| [NO,[ CO [NMVOC]| SO, [NH3 | PM |
EMEP| 160 [6702] 705 [1311]0.44] 588
OUR | 24 | 521 - 9 | - 219

Table 3.2 : Emissions of Istanbul with EMEP and OUR emission factors for import
coal (ton/year)

| INOy| CO [NMVOC| SO, |[NH3| PM |
EMEP | 1321]55235] 5812 [10807] 4 [ 4851
OUR | 418 | 5043 - 339 | - [10692

Table 3.3 : Emissions of Istanbul with EMEP and OUR emission factors for natural
gas (ton/year)

| [NOy| CO [NMVOC SO |NH;3|PM |
EMEP[4940[ 2587 [ 212 [35] - [24
OUR [6542]12980| - - - ] -

EMEP emission factors were used with our activity data in order to complete our
residential emission inventory. In Istanbul, natural gas combustion was 3,468,049,153
m> per year, domestic and import coal combustion were 72,506 and 448,122 ton per
year, respectively. These fuel amounts were took into the calculations as activity data

in this study.

The calculated and determined emission factors were used in emission calculations
and residential emissions of TNO emission inventory was revised with these current
emissions. Emissions are one of the most uncertain, but one of the most important
inputs into air quality models. Currency in activity data and emission factors are
essential for this calculation. More accurate emissions provides better model outputs

in order to evaluate impact of the specific source over the study area.

TNO inventory was used as base inventory in this study. The obtained 10x10 gridded
emissions of TNO was revised with our calculated residential emissions for our
Istanbul domain. In Figure 3.1 calculated residential emissions were compared with

other prepared inventories. The emission inventory was developed according to snap
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Figure 3.1 : Distribution of residential pollutant emissions for different inventories

sectors by TNO and non industrial combustion sector (SNAP 2) represents residential
combustion. EMEP emissions in Figure 3.1 were calculated by using our activity
data and EMEP based residential heating emission factors (European Environment
Agency, 2013). Our emissions were calculated by using collected activity data and
generated region specific emission factors as result of measurements. For our emission
inventory preparation, because of absence of NMVOC and NH3 concentrations in our
measurements, EMEP emission factors were used for these two pollutants instead of
calculated factors. As it is presented by Figure 3.1, emissions in TNO inventory are
generally higher than our calculated emissions. Especially for CO, NMVOC and NH3,
TNO inventory has significantly high emission values. The difference between the
inventories can be caused by uncertainty of activity data and emission factors. The
emission inventory preparation processes of TNO were not reported. The activity data
collection period and used emission factors which was applied by TNO do not known
clearly. Because of that reason, in the TNO inventory preparation, obtained activity
data belong to fuel consumptions and methods for emission factors and emission
calculations have high obscurity. Although data collecting system has some deficiency
and still in developing in Turkey, the activity data that was used in this study is
relatively trustable and the region specific emission factors which were generated by
considering using fuel types and emission technologies in the study area are more

proper for Istanbul city.

Sectoral distributions of emissions in Istanbul according to TNO and our inventory

is presented in Figure 3.2 and 3.3. The difference of amounts and distribution of
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pollutants can be seen in the figures. Although the ranges of emission amounts are

generally higher in TNO inventory, SO, and PM has greater portion in our inventory.
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Figure 3.2 : Sectoral distribution of emissions in Istanbul according to TNO
inventory (ton/yr)
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Figure 3.3 : Sectoral distributions of emissions in Istanbul according to Our inventory
(ton/yr)

TNO inventory was taken as base inventory in this study and Figure 3.4 presents
difference of TNO and our calculated residential emission inventories for Istanbul city.
For all pollutants except NOx, TNO emissions are higher than ours. NOx emissions
according to TNO inventory was 4783 ton/year,but in our calculations the emission
value for this pollutant was higher, 6984 ton/year. While TNO emissions were 11
and 8 times higher than our emissions for CO and SO, respectively, PM values were

quite close to each other. According to TNO inventory PM( emissions were obtained
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as 15383 ton/year and the emissions from our calculations for this pollutant was 19

times higher (12888 ton/year). NMVOC and NH3 are not very dominant pollutants in

residential heating sector and for emission calculations of NMVOC and NH3, EMEP

based emission factors were used with our activity data.
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Figure 3.4 : TNO vs Our calculated residential heating emissions of Istanbul
(ton/year)

Figure 3.5, Figure 3.6 and Figure 3.7 present spatial distribution of PM, CO and SO,

emissions for TNO and our inventory in December 2009, January 2010, February

2010,

respectively. As it is seen from the figures, the monthly average emission

distribution during the all period are similar over Istanbul city.
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-lzﬂrumo Istanbul PM Emission Inventory- Dec, 2009
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Figure 3.5 : December, 2009 average TNO vs Our PM( , CO and SO, emissions

(ton/hr).



AI,NTNO Istanbul PM Emission Inventory- Jan, 2010
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Figure 3.6 : January, 2010 average TNO vs Our PMy , CO and SO, emissions

(ton/hr).
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42°NTN° Istanbul PM Emission Inventory-Feb, 2010
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Figure 3.7 : February, 2010 average TNO vs Our PM; , CO and SO, emissions

(ton/hr).
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Differences of Total SO2 Emissions (Our-TNO) in Jan 2010 Differences of Total NOX Emissions (Our-TNO) in Jan 2010
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Figure 3.8 : Monthly total emission differences (Our-TNO) of January, 2010 (ton/hr).

The pollutants in the Figures 3.5, Figure 3.6 and Figure 3.7 are the main pollutants
of residential heating source for winter seasons. In order to examine impact of the
residential heating source December 2009, January 2010 and February 2010 selected
as study period. The average residential emission values were generally similar in
these 3 winter months. Although each pollutants in different range as magnitude,
high residential emissions of each pollutants distributed over the city center that
has dense population. While PM and SO, have generally similar magnitude and
distributed similar in TNO and our inventories, distribution of CO and PM emissions
are slightly different between two inventories. This distribution could be caused by

spatial distribution of TNO gridded inventory data.
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Figure 3.8 presents differences of Our and TNO total monthly emissions (Our-TNO) in
January, 2010 in unit of ton/year. Although each pollutants have different magnitudes,
the dense of the emission differences spatially distributed over similar area in Istanbul.
The highest emission differences between Our and TNO inventory observed in regions
that have dense emission sources. The differences observed generally in negative
for each pollutants due to decreasing in Our emission inventory except NOyx. NOy

emissions were increased with the revised inventory.

3.2 WRF Model Performance

WRF meteorological model performance is evaluated by comparison with daily station
observations of national air quality monitoring network of Istanbul. Ataturk Airport
observation station (40.9 N and 28.8 E) was selected and the WRF model grid cell
that cover this station was examined. WRF and station 2 m level temperature and
wind speed results compared with each other in order to understand how they are
similar to each other. Figure 3.9 presents daily average temperature comparison for
three month episode (December 2009, January 2010 and February 2010). The figure
shows although difference was observed in some days, trends are generally similar
with model and observation results.The average temperature is around 8.7 C°for three

month period.

Temperature ['C]

T T T T
Dac 01 Dec 15 Jan 01 Jan 15 Feb 01 Feb 15

Day
MOD 0OBS

Figure 3.9 : Modelled and observed temperature values in Ataturk Airport Station.
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In order to understand wind speed performance of WRF model, similar analysis was
applied for this parameter. Daily WRF model wind speed values were compared with
Ataturk station observation result values. Figure 3.10 presents timeseries of the values
in study period. The performance analysis shows that model is in similar trend with

the observations however wind speed values are under the station values. WRF model

underestimated wind speed with respect to observation results.

Table 3.4 : Statistical relation between simulated WRF model outputs and
observation station values for temperature and wind speed.

\ \ MB \NMB\RMSE\ r \IOA\
Temperature | 0.37 | 0.04 | 3.11 [0.73| 0.68
Wind Speed |-15.22|-0.80 | 17.48 |0.06|-0.12

Wind Speed

T T
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ay

D
ws (OBS) ws (MOD)

Figure 3.10 : Modelled and observed wind speed values in Ataturk Airport Station.

In order to express the difference between observation station measurements and Our
simulated WRF model outputs, statistical analysis was performed. Statistical relation
between simulated model and Ataturk Airport observation station for temperature and
wind speed values were examined in Table 3.4. For this analysis mean bias (MB),
normalized mean bias (NMB), root mean square error (RMSE), r value that is the
correlation coefficient and index of agreement (I0OA) value were considered. The MB
provides a good indication of the mean over or under estimate of predictions. Positive

values of mean bias represent over-prediction of model and negative values represent

47



under-prediction. The NMB is useful for comparing pollutants that cover different
concentration scales and the mean bias is normalised by dividing by the observed
concentration. The RMSE value is square root of the variance of the residuals and
provides a good overall measure of how close the observed data points are to the
model’s predicted values. RMSE can be in range from 0 to and lower values represent
better fit in model performance. Another statistical parameter for interpreting relation
of meteorological values is correlation coefficient, r. The value of r is always between
+1 and —1. While O means no linear relation between variables, -1 represent perfect
linear relationship with negative slope and +1 represent perfect linear relationship with
positive slope between two variables. IOA value that is index of agreement, spans
between 1 and +1 with values. +1 value represents better fit and 0.5 value indicates
that the sum of the error magnitudes is one half of the sum of the observed-deviation
magnitudes. When IOA is 0.0, it signifies that the sum of the magnitudes of the errors
and the sum of the observed-deviation magnitudes are equivalent. When 0.5 indicates
that the sum of the error-magnitudes is twice the sum of the perfect model-deviation

and observed-deviation magnitudes.

As it is presented in Table 3.4, for 2 meter temperature values are slightly positively
biased and r value, which is expected to be 1 for proper simulation is 0.73. For
wind speed, MB is negative and values are negatively biased. Simulated WRF model
underestimated with respect to observation values. r and IOA values which are
expected to be -1 or +1 for the proper fit for this parameter are not perfect. The reason
of the differences between the measurement and the simulated model results is that
model gives only one value for 10x10 km? area, but observations represent one value
at specific point. Low resolution models give average values, thus errors from these

approximations are also averaged.

3.3 CMAQ Model Performance and Evaluation

The CMAQ chemistry and transport model has run for the European domain of 30
km resolution on 191 and 159 grids at x and y directions, respectively. The inner
domain has 10 km spatial distribution and covers all Turkey with 154 by 241 grid
cells. Calculated daily PM;qg concentrations were compared with observed PMg

concentrations of Istanbul Ataturk Airport Station. For this purpose, the grid cell
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that include the selected station coordinates (40.9 N and 28.8 E) was determined
and the concentration values from the observation station and model grid cell were
compared. Figure 3.11 presents comparison of daily modelled and observed PM;
concentrations. The timeseries shows the daily concentration values for three months
study period. Although both model and observation values have similar trend,
variability of observation concentration values are higher. In some days such as 11th
December and 16th February observation stations measured PM( concentrations over
170 ug/m?>. Although there is an increasing trend in model for these days the calculated

concentrations were underestimated in these days according to observations.
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Figure 3.11 : Modelled and Observed PM( concentrations in Ataturk Airport Station
(ug/m?).

In Figure 3.12 daily PMjg concentrations of average Istanbul observation stations
and CMAQ outputs that were calculated by Our and TNO emission inventories were
presented. Figure 3.12 shows that while CMAQ outputs of TNO and Our were almost
same with each other. Daily average PMy observation station concentrations were

higher than the model outputs although all three of them has similar trend.

In order to make comparisons between simulated CMAQ model and observation
station results, physically meaningful and simple statistical parameters such as MB,
NMB, RMSE, r and IOA values were considered. The statistical relation between

model outputs and observation values for PM;g was presented in Table 3.5. For
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Figure 3.12 : Comparison of daily PM;( concentrations of average Istanbul
observation stations, OUR and TNO CMAQ Outputs (ug/m>) .

Table 3.5 : Statistical relation between simulated CMAQ model outputs and
observation station values for PM;( concentrations

| | MB |[NMB |[RMSE| r |IOA |
TNO [-27.17[-0.57 | 34.33 [0.27]0.15
OUR [-27.06 [ -0.59 | 33.20 [0.34]0.11

both model results of TNO and OUR concentrations MB values are negative and
that indicate the values are negatively biased, model is under-predicted. r and IOA
values which are expected to be -1 or +1 for the proper fit for this parameter are not
perfect. The reason of the differences between the measurement and the simulated
model results is that model gives only one value for 10x10 km? area, but observations
represent one value at specific point. Low resolution models give average values, thus
errors from these approximations are also averaged. Moreover air quality model also
covers some errors that come from meteorological model outputs and inital-boundary

conditions.

Pollutant concentrations for PM;,, SO,, NOx and CO were obtained from national
air quality monitoring network of Istanbul. The values in the Table 3.6 are average
concentrations from the all stations of Istanbul for three months study period (from
December, 2009 to February, 2010). Average concentrations generally do not have
high differences over all the three months. PM;y monthly average concentrations are

around 44 - 51 ug/m?® with standard deviation around 23 - 27. SO, monthly average
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Table 3.6 : Monthly average observation stations concentrations and standard
deviations of Istanbul (ug/m3)

PM,, SO, NOy CO
AVE [ STD | AVE [STD| AVE [ STD | AVE | STD |
DECEMBER | 51.42[27.33[10.85| 7.01 | 134.80]71.52[810.93 [ 403.14
JANUARY |44.00[24.81| 8.80 | 5.66 | 128.17 |44.00 | 718.14 | 133.42
FEBRUARY |47.22[23.21| 9.67 | 4.54 | 137.00|50.93 | 812.50 | 342.63

concentrations are around 8-10 ug/m?>. Standard deviation that represent variability of
the SO, concentrations are low (between 4 -7) and that means the concentrations do
not include very extreme values and concentrated around the mean in the period. NOy
monthly average concentrations are around 128 -137 ug/m> and standard deviation
is between 44 and 71. CO concentrations are observed between 718 - 812 ug/m?
with high standard deviation values (between 133 - 342). The high standard deviation
represents high variability in the concentration values for this pollutant in the episode.
While the minimum CO concentration is 251 ug/m>, the maximum concentration is

observed as 1926 ug/m? in the episode.

In this study CMAQ model was run with TNO inventory as base case. Then residential
heating emissions (SNAP 2) for the grids that cover Istanbul city was revised and the
model was run again with the new inventory. In order to estimate the impact of the
emission changes over the city, the concentration values from the model outputs were
visualized in Figure 3.13. Spatial distribution of simuated CMAQ model with TNO

and Our emissions for main pollutants were presented in Figure 3.13.

Monthly average concentration differences (Our-TNO) were visualized and presented
in Figure 3.14 for CO, SO,, NO, and PM/( concentrations. The distributions were
similar with emission distributions, highest concentration differences were obtained in

city center where is highly populated and urbanized.
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TNO Istanbul CO Concentration - Jan, 2010
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Figure 3.13 : Monthly Average CO and NO,, SO, and PM( concentrations of TNO

vs Our January, 2010 (ug/m?).
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Figure 3.14 : Monthly average concentration differences (Our-TNO) of January,
2010 (ug/m?).
In order to determine the days that gave maximum response to changes in the inventory,
differences of daily PM;o concentrations were examined. Figure 3.15 presents
timeseries maximum, minimum and average differences on daily PM o concentrations
for December 2009, January 2010 and February 2010. From the figures highest
differences were observed in 2th and 7th December with 12 - 11 ug/m?® , 20th January
with 8 ug/m® and 19th February with 10 ug/m>. The differences (Our-TNO) are
generally negative because of decreasing in our new emission inventory. In addition,
maximum, minimum and average hourly differences of PM( concentrations in each
months were also presented in Figure 3.15 in order to understand the time that gave
the maximum response in the episode months.As it is seen from the figure, the highest

responses were obtained in similar times because of the temporal distribution.

After all these analysis the days and times that include maximum differences of PMg
concentrations were examined from CMAQ outputs (Our - TNO). The visualization of
the PM o concentration differences were presented in Figure 3.16 . In December 2009,

maximum PM; difference was observed on 7th December with 11 ug/m3 and on at
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Daily Difference Value Time Series (OUR-TNO), December 2009
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Figure 3.15 : Maximum, minimum and average differences of daily and hourly PM;
concentrations (OUR-TNO) in December 2009, January 2010 and
February 2010 (ug/m?>).

17:00, in January 2010, on 20th day with 8 ug/m?> at 17:00 and in February 2010, on
19th day with 10 ug/m? at 17:00.

Beside these detailed PM|y analysis, similar analyses were done for other main
pollutants. Figure 1, 3 and 5 in Appendices part represent maximum, average and
minimum concentration differences in December 2009, January 2010 and February

2010 for SO,, CO and NO,, respectively.
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Figure 3.16 : Maximum difference of daily and hourly PMy Concentrations
(OUR-TNO) in 7th December, 2009 at 17:00, in 20th January at 17:00
and in 19th February at 17:00 (ug/m?>).
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As result of modification on emission inventory, maximum response of SO;
concentration was observed on 7th day of December 2009, 18th day of January 2010
and 15th day of February 2010 with 27 ug/m?>, 13 ug/m® and 20 ug/m?>, respectively.
For CO pollutant, range of concentrations were in higher range with respect to
other pollutants. Because of that obtained average and maximum response of CO
concentrations were also higher. Maximum concentration difference was observed on
7th December with 720 ug/m?>, 20th January with 800 ug/m> and 21th February with
600 ug/m>. Although for PM;g, SO, and CO pollutants differences were generally
negative due to decreasing of emissions, only for NOy concentration differences were
positive because of increasing of emissions for this pollutant. Maximum difference
of NOy concentrations were observed on 7th December 2009, 18th January 2010 and

15th February 2010 with 8 ug/m?>, 4.5 ug/m® and 11 ug/m?, respectively.
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4. CONCLUSION

In this study, the aim was generating a more accurate emission inventory for residential
heating emissions. Residential heating is a problem for air quality in Istanbul although
it is not very important source for developed countries. Because in Turkey as well
as Istanbul, solid fuels and natural gas are the most common fuels for home heating.
In Istanbul, 72506 ton/year import coal, 448122 ton/year domestic coal and 3468049
m?/year natural gas are used to provide residential heating energy for the year 2013.
The fuel usage amounts and emissions come from residential heating are expected to

be higher in the future years as the population increases.

In order to prepare emission inventory, the first step was generating region specific
emission factors for Istanbul. For this purpose, several measurements were done and
the factors for natural gas, import and domestic coal were calculated by considering
combustion parameters such as flow rate of the gas stack and fuel consumption in unit
time. The factors for PM;p, NOy, SO, and CO were calculated. Concentrations of
NH;3; and NMVOC were not measured and the emission factors for these pollutants
were obtained by EMEP factors. After determining the emission factors for each fuels

and pollutants, emissions calculated by multiplying the factors with activity data.

This study is a part of Development of National Emissions Inventory Management
System for Turkey (KAMAG) Project.The activity data collection period was
completed by providing data from Environment and Urbanization Ministry, General

Directorate of Forestry, Istanbul Greater Municipality and EPDK sector reports.

The new residential heating emissions are generated by region specific emission factors
and more accurate activity data. SNAP 2 sector TNO emissions are revised with
the prepared emissions and new inventory used as input of CMAQ model in order
to understand its impact over the Istanbul city in study episode.The study episode
is selected as winter season (from December 1, 2009 to February 30, 2010), three

months, in order to evaluate residential heating emissions. The base inventory is taken
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as TNO 2009 emission inventory. TNO was not reported about which activity data and
emission factors were used in preparations process of the inventory. Because of that

our inventory is open for improvement according to TNO even it has still uncertainties.

The TNO residential emissions were generally decreased in new emission inventory.
While CO and SOy emissions were decreased dramatically (around 90 percent), PM
emissions decreased 16 percent and NOy emissions were increased 32 percent. As
result of this improvement on emission inventory, concentration values from CMAQ
model outputs were analysed in order to cover its impact over the Istanbul city. For
this purpose, firstly monthly average effects and spatial distributions of concentrations
were analysed. For particulate matter concentrations, the days which have maximum
concentration differences investigated to examine better for each months. Finally
the the concentration differences of specific days were examined hourly in order
to determine maximum response in hour level. As result of changes on emission
inventory, PMp, SO and CO concentrations averagely decreased 4.3, 7.6 and 37.2
percent respectively. Changes of NOx concentrations were in positive way with

averagely 8.3 percent.

58



REFERENCES

Atkinson, R., Anderson, H., Sunyer, J., Ayres, J., Baccini, M., Vonk, J., ...
Katsouyanni, K. (1995). Acute effects of particulate air pollution on respiratory
admissions: results from aphea 2 project. Am J Respir Crit Care Med, 176-78.

Atkinson, R., & Arey, J. (2003). Atmospheric degradation of volatile organic
compounds. Chemical Reviews, 103(12), 4605-4638.

Avol, E., Gauderman, W., Tan, S., London, S., , & Peters, J. (2001). Respiratory
effects of relocating to areas of differing air pollution levels. Am. J. Respir. Crit.
Care Med., 164(11), 2067-2072.

Borrego, C., Valente, J., Carvalho, E., Sa, E., Lopes, E., & Miranda, A.
(2010). Contribution of residential wood combustion to pm10 levels in portugal.
Atmospheric Environment, 44, 642-651.

Claire, S., Dinh, T., Fanai, A., Nguyen, M., & Schultz, S. (2010, February).
Source inventory of bay area greenhouse gas emissions. Bay Area Air Quality
Management District.

Clancy, L., Goodman, P., Sinclair, H., & Dockery, D. (2002, October). Atmospheric
degradation of volatile organic compounds. The Lancet, 360(9341), 1210-1214.

CMAS. (2014). Cmas model documentation (Tech. Rep.). Retrieved from https://
www.cmascenter.org

Donaldson, K., Mills, N., MacNee, W., Robinson, S., & Newby, D. (2005). Role of
inflammation in cardiopulmonary health effects of pm. Toxicology and Applied
Pharmacology, 2(207), 483-8.

Durukan, G. (2014). SPATIAL DISTRIBUTION OF EMISSIONS FROM
INDUSTRIAL AND RESIDENTIAL HEATING SYSTEMS USING GEOGRAPH-
ICAL INFORMATION SYSTEM FOR TURKEY (Unpublished master’s thesis).
ISTANBUL TECHNICAL UNIVERSITY, Istanbul.

EIA. (2009). U.s. energy information administration, independent statistics
analysis. Retrieved from http://www.eia.gov/todayinenergy/detail.cfm?id=4070
(Accessed: 26.10.2015)

EPA AP-42. (Volume 1, Fifth Edition). External combustion sources, bituminous and
subbituminous coal combustion (Tech. Rep.). Retrieved from https://www3.epa
.gov/ttn/chief/ap42/ch01/final/c01s01.pdf

European Environment Agency. (2013). Emep/eea air pollutant emission inventory
guidebook (Tech. Rep.). Retrieved from http://www.eea.europa.eu/publications/
emep-eea-guidebook-2013

European Environment Agency (EEA). (2014). Air pollution country factsheet:
Turkey 2014. Retrieved 26.06.2015, from http://www .eea.europa.eu/themes/air/
air-pollution-country-fact-sheets

Glasius, M., Ketzel, M., Wahlin, P., Jensen, B., Mgnster, J., Berkowicz, R., &
Palmgren, F. (2006). Impact of wood combustion on particle levels in a

59



residential area in denmark. Atmospheric Environment, 40, 7115-7124.

Guaderman, M. R., W. and, Gilliland, F., London, S., Thomas, D., Avol, E.,
Vora, H., ... Peters, J. (2000). Association between air pollution and lung
function growth in southern california children. Am J Respir Crit Care Med,
162, 1383-1390.

Hanna, Z., S.R.and Lu, Frey, H., Wheeler, N., Vukovich, J., Arunachalam, S.,
Fernau, M., & D.A., H. (2001). Uncertainties in predicted ozone concentrations
due to input uncertainties for the uam-v photochemical grid model applied to the
july 1995 otag domain. Atmospheric Environment, 35(5), 891-903.

Houck et.al Epa conference paper. (n.d.). Emission factors for aged uncertified
residential cordwood heaters. Retrieved from https://www3.epa.gov/ttnchiel/
conference/eil7/sessiond/pitzman.pdf (Accessed: 15.09.2015)

Im, U., Markakis, K., Unal, A., Kindap, T., Poupkou, A., Incecik, S., ...
Mihalopoulos, N. (2010, August). Study of a winter pm episode in istanbul
using the high resolution wrf/cmaq modeling system. Atmospheric Environment,
44(26), 3085-3094.

Katsouyanni, K., Touloumi, G., Samol, E., Gryparis, A., Tertre, A., Monopolis,
Y., ... Schwartzet, J. (2001). Confounding and effect modification in the
short-term effects of ambient particles on total mortality: results from 29
european cities within the aphea-2 project. Epidemiology(12), 521-531.

Mayer, H. (1999). Air pollution in cities. Atmospheric Environment, 33, 4029-37.

Ministry of Environmental and Urbanization. (2015). National air quality
monitoring stations website. Retrieved 26.09.2015, from http://www.havaizleme
.gov.tr/Default.Itr.aspx

Mitchella, E., Lea-Langtona, A., Jonesa, J., Williamsa, A., P., Layden, R, J., ...
R., J. (2016, February). The impact of fuel properties on the emissions from the
combustion of biomass and other solid fuels in a fixed bed domestic stove. Fuel
Processing Technology, 142, 115-123.

NASA Earth Observatory. (2012). Nasa earth observatory. Retrieved from http://
earthobservatory.nasa.gov/IOTD/view.php?id=77042 (Accessed: 26.12.2015)

Nufusu. (2015). Population density of Istanbul. Retrieved from http://www.nufusu
.com/il/istanbul-nufusu#nufus-yogunlugu (Accessed: 26.11.2015)

Perera, F., Li, Z., Whyatt, R., Hoepner, L., Wang, S., Camann, D., & Rauh, V.
(2009). Prenatal airborne polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbon exposure and child
iq at age 5 years. Pediatrics, 2008-3506.

Pope, C., & Dockery, D. (2006). Health effects of fine particulate air pollution: Lines
that connect. J. Air and Waste Management(56), 709-742.

Popelll, C., Bates, D. V., & Raizenne, M. E. (1995). Health effects of particulate air
pollution: time for reassessment? Environmental Health Perspectives, 5(103),
4029-37.

Popelll, C., Burnett, R. T., J., T. M., Calle, E. E., Krewski, D., Ito, K., & Thurston,
g. D. (2002, March). Lung cancer, cardiopulmonary mortality, and long-term
exposure to fine particulate air pollution. The Journal of the American Medical
Association (JAMA), 9(287), 1132-1141.

Pouliot, G., Wisner, E., Mobley, D., & Hunt, J. W. (2012). Quantification of
emission factor uncertainty. Journal of the Air Waste Management Association,
62(3), 287-298.

Raudjirv, R., & Kuskova, L. (2013). Energy consumption in households. Quarterly
Bulletin of Statistics Estonia, 21-28.

60



Russell, A., & Dennis, R. (2000). Narsto critical review of photochemical models
and modeling. Atmospheric Environment, 34(12-14), 2261-2282.

Sabit, T. (2012). Inventory of emissions from residential heating in Istanbul
(Unpublished master’s thesis). DOKUZ EYLUL UNIVERSITY, Izmir.

Seaton, A., MacNee, W., Donaldson, K., & Godden, D. (1995). Particulate air
pollution and acute health effects. The Lancet, 176-78.

Seinfeld, J., & Pandis, S. (1998). Atmospheric chemistry and physics: From air
pollution to climate change, Ist edition. J. Wiley, New York.

Shen, G., Xue, M., Chen, Y., Yang, C., Li, W., Shen, H., ... Tao, S. (2014).
Comparison of carbonaceous particulate matter emission factors among different
solid fuels burned in residential stoves. Atmospheric Environment, 89, 337-345.

Shen, G., Yang, Y., Wang, W., Tao, S., Zhu, C., Min, Y., ... Russell, A. (2010).
Emission factors of particulate matter and elemental carbon for crop residues
and coals burned in typical household stoves in china. Environmental Science,
44,7157-7162.

Shen, S., G.F.and Wei, Wei, W., Zhang, B., Y.Y.and Wang, Wang, R., Li, W., Shen,
H. Z., ... Tao, S. (2012). Emission factors, size distributions and emission
inventories of carbonaceous particulate matter from residential wood combustion
in rural china. Environmental Science, 46, 4207-4214.

Silva, R. A., West, Y., J. J.and Zhang, Anenberg, S. C., Lamarque, J., Shindell,
D. T., Collins, W. J., ... Zeng, G. (2001). Global premature mortality due to
anthropogenic outdoor air pollution and the contribution of past climate change.
Environmental Research Letters(164), 1860-1866.

Tesche, T. (1983). Photochemical dispersion modeling: Review of model concepts
and applications studies. Environment International, 9(6), 465-489.

Turkish Statistical Institute . (2013). Temel Istaistikler (Tech. Rep.). Retrieved from
www.tuik.gov.tr/

TurSEFF. (2014). Turkey residential energy efficiency/turseff ii credit lines.

Retrieved from https://www-cif.climateinvestmentfunds.org/projects/
turkey-residential-energy-efficiencyturseff-ii-credit-lines (Accessed:
15.09.2015)

United Nations. (2014). World urbanization prospects: The 2014 revision, highlights
(Tech. Rep.). Retrieved from http://esa.un.org/unpd/wup/Highlights/WUP2014
-Highlights.pdf

Wagner, F., Amann, E. M., Bertok, 1., Cofala, C., Heyes, Z., Klimont, Z., ...
Schopp, W. (2010). Baseline emission projections and further cost-effective
reductions of air pollution impacts in europe - a 2010 perspective. TIASA.

WHO. (2006). Air quality guidelines global update 2005. World Health Organization.

Zhao, Y., Nielsen, C., & McElroy, J., M .B.and Zhang. (2012a). Co emissions
in china: uncertainties and implications of improved energy efficiency and
emission control. Atmospheric Environment, 49, 103-113.

Zhao, Y., Nielsen, C. P., & McElroy, M. B. (2012b). China’s co2 emissions estimated
from the bottom up: Recent trends, spatial distributions, and quantification of
uncertainties. Atmospheric Environment, 59, 214-223.

Zhao, Y., Nielsen, Y., C.P.and Lei, & McElroy, J., M .B.and Hao. (2011). Quan-
tifying the uncertainties of a bottom-up emission inventory of anthropogenic
atmospheric pollutants in china. Atmospheric Environment, 11, 2295-2308.

Zhao, 7. J., Y., & Nielsen, C. P. (2013). The effects of recent control policies on
trends in emissions of anthropogenic atmospheric pollutants and co2 in china.

61



Atmospheric Environment, 13, 487-508.
Istanbul Metropolitan Municipality . (2010). The city of Istanbul, european center
of culture- economy (Tech. Rep.). Retrieved from www.ibb.gov.tr/

62



APPENDICES

63



Daily Difference Value Time Series (OUR-TNO), December 2009

Hourly Difference Value Time Series (OUR-TNO), December 2009
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Figure 1 : Maximum, minimum and average differences of daily and hourly SO,
concentrations (OUR-TNO) in December 2009, January 2010 and
February 2010 (ug/m?>).
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Figure 2 : Maximum Difference of daily and hourly SO, concentrations (OUR-TNO)
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Figure 3 : Maximum, minimum and average differences of daily and hourly CO
concentrations (OUR-TNO) in December 2009, January 2010 and
February 2010 (ug/m?>).
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Figure 4 : Maximum Difference of daily and hourly CO concentrations (OUR-TNO)

in 7th December, 2009 at 17:00, in 20th January at 17:00 and in 21th
February at 17:00 (ug/m?).
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Figure 5 : Maximum, minimum and average differences of daily and hourly NO,
concentrations (OUR-TNO) in December 2009, January 2010 and
February 2010 (ug/m?>).
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Figure 6 : Maximum Difference of daily and hourly NO; concentrations
(OUR-TNO) in 7th December, 2009 at 19:00, in 18th January at 20:00 and
in 15th February at 19:00 (ug/m?).
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