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ABSTRACT

The research on the effects of Isoprene on atmospheric pollution simulated using
the WRF-Chem model over the northern region of Thailand aims to study the influence of
isoprene, a volatile organic compound emitted in large amounts by plants, on the formation
of ozone and PM2.5. In this study, the Weather Research and Forecasting model coupled
to Chemistry (WRF-Chem) is performed to evaluate the model's performance in calculating
the concentrations of ozone and PM2.5, as well as to examine the role of isoprene in changing
these air pollution concentrations in northern Thailand. The results showed that the isoprene
concentrations calculated by the model were approximately 3.7 and 2.4 times lower than the
measurements during the rainy season and dry season, respectively. By using an isoprene
adjustment factor in order to modify the isoprene calculations, the isoprene concentrations
increased nonlinearly. The increase in isoprene enhanced the concentrations of ozone, but
the calcultion of PM2.5 was not affected significantly. However, PM2.5 mass concentrations
remained largely unchanged. Instead, the PM2.5 composition was significantly affected, with
an increase in glyoxal proportion and a decrease in sulfate (1-3%), nitrate (0.8%), and ammonium
(0.4-0.8%) compared to the baseline scenario. These changes are attributed to competition
for oxidants (OH and NOs), which influence the pathways of secondary aerosol formation
and PM2.5 composition became more organic-rich. The findings highlight the critical role
role of isoprene in atmospheric chemistry, with these changes impacting air quality as the
formation of ozone and chemical composition of particles.

Keywords: Biogenic Volatile Organic Compound; Secondary Aerosal; Air Pollution; WRF-Chem
Model; Northern of Thailand
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micrometers (Mm) or less in diameter; PM2.5) iAuninAuinsgiuaudusdunsieseduninues
Uszwnau Fedsemalngldndayiudymidununumansd Pm2.5 wANANIEYNUAREINUMEIN TR
Imﬁlmiﬁﬁa‘ﬁ'L%‘Elﬂ’halgmﬂﬂguqﬁ (Primary Organic Aerosol; POA) waigsilouniavieni (Secondary
Organic Aerosol; SOA) ‘17'iLﬁGmﬂmaﬁwﬁﬁ'%mLﬂﬁﬁ%’usﬁaulu%umimmﬂimaﬁuaummLﬁuﬁmﬁ'q
UFA3e1 wardansdasulunniauffsenafifiddy 1oun arsduridszimedie (Volatile Organic
Compounds; VOCs) @13 VOCs gnuaagainfianssuvesuyee (Anthropogenic Volatile Organic
Compounds: AVOCs) kazlknasniiinniaginin (Biogenic Volatile Organic Compounds: BVOCs)
oun anslelan3u (isoprene, CsHg) wazansnaululumesiu (monoterpenes, C-10) i O-pinene
limonene camphene wag sabinene udu [1,2] a1snguanandanuaunsalun1sinugisen
willuduusssmaldfuasgnuanudesgusssmaiusiuiunn dealiiinnisasneyniayiond
waglelouseiuiiumy (ground level ozone; O) [3,4] ﬁa'amaﬂiwwiaau@amaqmnwﬁﬂ%maﬂaﬂ (5]

Talansudu BVOCs ﬁﬂﬂﬁéaammﬂﬁﬂuﬁmmmn 1 defidamasonisadisleleniy
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AL LA DY mimmuﬂuamaqLwENLaﬂuawﬂwLﬂﬂmiaqLﬂi%ﬁla‘l"ammwmuamqmﬂ
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uazdisnmsvdeslelewiugeamilogamgivesennmaeyiszanc 40 esmwaldea willlegamai
YDI9INIFFINTT 40 Barwaud (40-45 psrnwallva) nslasslelaniuazanas nsimunvedly
dwanesninisuanvdesvadioleniy wu Tudeuidnsnisudeslelendutosdlefiouiuluiiil
masyduladud Wesnluluseuliuiinumsusugnsmdsuadesziuleleniululuiene (7,
8] msUaoslelaniuvasiiadiduiusiunmsdunszdaeonas faiudmulsunalolenduluna
nansTusnnianansd (9 dislelendulufuussenmagnesndladasiinduasusznaunas
¥iln 19U We1ASeaU (methacrolein; MARC) witalafiadlau (methyl vinyl ketone; MVK) wag
lnasenwa (glyoxal) 1wy Mlunandnusund (first-generation products) laglnasenead
AetuduuTtufteshuisesoruansaiaidueyniayiegild (10

msanwluadiivhnisinunavestolendusensiiauafivnisenia laud O, way PM2.5
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Ladndalu MewuudiassussenanIugn1sAIngglening uaziail (The Weather Research
and Forecasting Model Coupled to Chemistry; WRF-Chem) %qﬂmmmﬁamﬁgﬂh’f@éNLLWi'wm&J
SLumﬁﬂ‘lsnLLawmmaﬁammwmmﬂ&y’qLwiiz(?fuLﬁaqlﬂauﬁﬁixﬁuﬁimama (city to meso-scale)
[11-16] w3eutayan1sudsy BVOCs 91nseuuiinmdiduuuinaed WRF-Chem mgwuudnasinig
Ua'aEJﬁ"’lStJLLazaqmmmﬂﬁiiuma (The Model of Emission of Gases and Aerosols from Nature
(MEGAN)) [17] wasil3euiiisunnududuvadlelondu O, uas PM2.5 fildainmseunasisnuusiaes
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Figure 1 The WRF-Chem computational domain.
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Table 1 Input data and the definition of physical-chemical variables in the WRF-Chem model.
(Applied from Uttamang, et al. [19])

No. Option Selection

1 Land cover modified IGBP MODIS NOAH

2 Meteorological Global Forecast System

3 Anthropogenic emission* EDGAR-HTAP

a4 Biogenic emission* online-MEGAN

5 Biomass burning* Fire INventory from NCAR

6 Physics
-Micro Physics WRF Single-moment -6class
-Shortwave and longwave RRTMG
- Land surface Noah Land Surface
-Planetary boundary Layer Mellor-Yamada-Janjic
-Cumulus parameterization Grell-Freitas Ensemble

7 Chemistry
-Chemical Options MOZART-MOSAIC

* global emission inventories

yinasivuaandied (scenario) mstwImeanidu 2 anvied leun nsdgiu Aensdd
MAUARINITATUIUAINAITNA 1 LaznsaluSuuilelaniu Aonsaliiviinisusunnalelensuniy
Yadeusuunlelaniu (isoprene adjustment factor) Tutumsunisuszifiunisuassingainszuy

TIANIELUUIIAD9 online-MEGAN (g‘d‘ﬁ 2)

Other input data

Isoprene medified

factor
v
Isoprene compare A
- |SOprEr‘IE concentration
concentration K
(Observation)
(Model)
compare
x — Baseline scenario

Air quality data from PCD ---—------- Nodified Isoprene scenario

Figure 2 Model simulation designs and workflow diagram for 2 scenario as baseline and the

isoprene modification scenario.
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2. M3UsENUTEANENIMNIAINAIBLUUT RO

KA 3FAnmeATenine Tiun gumgll Anutudinivg uasanuidiay waranududy
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futeyananinsininfunneniavesnsuAuANLaiiy 6 an1il laun Weslval 1 aall (3Wa 350
a1 2 aendl (59 37t wag 380) Weasy 1 aandl (sWa 570 U 1 aandl (59 671) wag w1
a0nil (39 681) feABn1siuILNIERR Uszneuse Anade (mean) wazAndoauuunggu
(sd) mean absolute error (MAE (a1n15 1)) root mean square errors (RMSE (81015 2)) way
correlation coefficient (r (@1n135 3)) %ﬁLﬁuﬂzjuaﬁaﬁﬁauﬁmﬂﬁﬁaﬂwLﬁuﬂizﬁwﬁmwmiﬁmam

AR 9 MBKUUTIas [20]

MAE = %ZlMl- — 0] ()

Y(M;—M)x(0;-0)

"= R0 Ex5(0-0)?

il M;fe namsAnnasheuuudiass 0;fe feyansiain Nde sruudeya

3. MaAufegteINALaz IR s USInaaslolansu

miﬁﬂmﬁlﬁﬁ’]miLﬁuéffga&J’1qmﬂﬁﬂﬁ%ugqqmaqLmQwaqu,l,siaxﬁuﬁﬁﬂmﬂy’wm 3 il
(3Uf 3) vhmsduifiudegnsenenuy active sampling lutaanan 09.00 - 18.00 u. Tagnsld
\3pafiuiegaenakuuNA (personal sampling purmnp) Tunsgaerernmadildiivluvasn
\Ausegnsfifiannaanzdealsdunidssimvedng (thermal desorption sorbent tubes) 718031113
Tvavese1nia 200 faddnsdeund iuiian 30 undt Tngldvinisusufisudnsnisinavennios
usegnsomealiieiitalddodiiiu £5% fewiniafuiediemnads vhmafuiegidluggru
(@quieu 2564) wazangguds (waAinieu 2564) Liudnwdedaiigumgl 0 - 4 ssrmwalioa
awnﬁuﬁLﬂiwﬁﬁaasmmmmé’ammﬁﬂ thermal desorption - gas chromatograph - mass spectrometer
(TD-GD-MS) In#n339353iAs1ginaids TO-17 vesdtinauduasosdanadenuisanigenini [21]
MlAseRlEIBumsguneuenuazngly (8260 Internal Standard Mix, Restek) dvsumu3ana
aslelaniulaeansazanenInsgIusiu (mixed standard solution; CRM, 1SO 17034 and 1SO 17025,
CPA chem Ltd.) fiUSunauwansaifu 7 seafu Tugae 0.5 - 100 wilundu fenduuseavdanduius
WWandu (R2) 11nnd7 0.995uazAToazn1snauAY (% recovery) aglugae 80 - 110 % laginaud
n3EaNsURD 70-130 % (US EPA METHOD TO17) anifutienysanaanslelewiululidutoyaly
massuiisusazannaiadeususileleniuluwuuinass
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Figure 3 The air sampling sites at (a) at Huai Kok Ma, Doi Suthep-Pui National Park, Chiang Mai
Province (b) Mae Moh Forest Park, Lampang Province and (c) Deciduous Dipterocarp

Forest, University of Phayao, Phayao Province.

4. Msnadounavatlelaniusonsanaududy O, waveunavunan

AsUSuslelansu (isoprene adjustment factor; iso-factor) Wudngdiuseninsannududy
olsnduildannisiianeiseomanniuidnuseaududuleleniuildannssiun
sheuuudaes Amsuuuilelendudlng 1 uansanuidudileleniuitlsianmsussiiuseuuudans
fianlnalAesiudayansaada ninARanaItesndt 1 13eRIn31 1 wanedkuuInaeUseanuen
Telewduinnnindetosniteyansiainnudiiy Wevhmsusaidiudnisusuuslelenduluggsu
WaznALATLED ArRsnasgniuldUsuLAnsUdeslalansuainiiesae online-MEGAN fautil
nan1sUstiudnaidiguuusiass WRF-Chem tiladunmannududu O, uazeyninuuiadn
muluuIaewioll

NAN15338

1.Us#EnSAMNSAWINMIBKUUTIARY WRF-Chem n3aignu (o)

wuusiaes WRF-Chem linanisAimgamaliinniidnisnsiainess laeilen MAE e
5¥MI19 1.55 9 5.26 oeAgaiBea wag RMSE agsendng 1.84 1 5.42 samiwalfisd huudiaes
wamsfneamlunsuanimsiasuidasonmgiiled Taodldn r egszning 0.89 fa 0.96 Tunsdun
AAuAudISUIUUTaediian s une LT udiinsganideyansaate Tnefld MAE
e384 9.93 9 16.06 % WAz RMSE 9g58%ine 11.40 64 18.01 % UagwaniauaIunsaluns
UsnifuuulfunsdsusUasaududuivslflasden r agszuing 076 f 092 ileiFeuioy
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NamsAINANLEannLUUassiuteyansIinTedilus wuiwuudasdiinanisdiuan
AnasIaNgnItoNansnin Inefinn MAE egsewing 1.59 §ia 2.38 wmssedunil A RMSE agsening
1.92 fia 2.79 wasdeniiuas r agszming 027 fla 0.54 WenSuifisunansnsInin O, way PM25
wuiuuudaedinanmsduan 0, Metlusdnilvgjganindeyansiata laodien MAE egsewing
6.62 19 14.04 ppb RMSE 8gjs¥%ine 7.47 §11 19.04 ppb Tneflauaninsalunmsusediumsidsuutas
294 O, 161 Inedlen r 08581319 0.71 §i1 0.86 nan15AnwIUsEANSAIMNITAILIU PM2.5 1893134
wuuuuiaedlinansduimnndudures PM2.5 s1edalusiinindeyansaaia Taedian MAE
0Ej5u1119 8.26 719 1931 ugm RMSE 9.61 14 21,02 pgm” Uae r egj5ewing -0.13 713 063 (51971 2)

2. UsEANTANNSAIAMELUUIIRDY WRF-Chem n3eig1u (qauas)

wudhaesinagamgiildrinirieyansiain A1 MAE agsewing 1.32 fis 2.87 ssriwaidoa
RMSE ogjszwing 1.61 fia 3.22 uvudraosansdnenmlunsdunauuiliunsivasuulagugiildd
 ogf5eing 0.92 f9 0.97 wuudaesimammautuduimsanluggainiiAnsaia @1 MAE ey
51319 7.19 §4 9.78 RMSE 8g5¥11319 9.98 fis 12.00 asAgalfiva Luuiasuansnuaunsaly
nsUspifuwnTimauisuaseududusingld r ogssving 079 fv 0.91 uuushaedliinans
AUIAIEIANEINTIANTIVIA A1 MAE 9g5e%ine 0.51 T4 2.36 RMSE 8851319 0.66 9 2.23
wikvuaesdinszaudgmilunsussfiunnliunisdsuulawedninisiay r sewing -0.09
fla 031 lumsdnnummudiuduresiaas wuiwuudaedyinansdun 0, nedlusganindeya
75393A A MAE 8g5ening 11.93 89 39.79 RMSE 9851319 14.32 i1 42.55 ppb uazildngninlunis
Uszidiuuualunisidsuuuase r seing 0.58 8 0.88 Tumemssdudnauuusiaedvinanisdiuin
PM2.5 ﬁa%l’ﬂuwi"'lﬂdvﬁ'agamiwi“m A1 MAE 98521374 4.96 18 12.65 pe.m” RMSE 98514 6.44
§414.43 pem” wiwvudaesszautymlunsussunnliunsasuudames PM2.5 Tnefian r
9858m7114 -0.52 B3 0.09 (51971 3) Tunmruuanslififiuinuuudiass WRF-Chem uansdngamn
TumsdnamazUssdiuwnlifumsasuamesanmgadosineldd snfuanuiiauiinuudiass
TuanisUszdunwiltunsiasuwlasnnundlasm dmsunismuanudaduuaas Towd o,
uay PM2.5 uandliifiuiwuudaesuansdnonmlunmsussduamamududusasunifunsdounas
193 0, W7 wadsnauszaviymilunsdnnaaududusasuulfunisasuwlames PM2.5
Tnsianzegisdlugquds deulunsfinwnavesleleniudomssumeududures 0, uas
PM2.5 feuuusiaes WRF-Chem 3efinnsananndesasviiednaiunisidsuutandudédry

3. maanudadsusuunleleniu (isoprene adjustment factor)

nmaiusegdlelsniulugguiazggudsiivhononsi gnenuuisninesamm-e Smin
Wealvin anuliwiung 9newinng Jarinda1un LLaulJ‘VIﬁVlEJ’laUEJWuLEJ’l JenTanzien nualeloniy
mﬂmmv‘umua&mm’m 3.8 fi1 16.2 ppt LLauiJﬂ’]LQaEJi’JiJVIﬂWUVl 6 8+3 6 ppt 1uqmlu qumt,aq
AAadutuvedlelaniuegsywing 1.7 89 7.5 ppt LLaulJﬂ’]LaaEJT.JlJV]ﬂWMV] 4.5+2.1 ppt WenBsuiiisy
nan1sUMIBEiUNSAIMIaAUTNTUTas e leN3 UIINLUUTIEeY WRF-Chem WUIMUUS1a01
Trnansfwamniansasaingisszina 3.7 wihlugguu (ndadilelenduanuuusass
1088 1.8+0.6 ppt) warUszann 2.4 winlugguds (rududulelenduanuuuitaeaads 1.9:0.8
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opt) feduddlden 3.7 uaz 2.4 1Huledeusuuslelandu wie isoprene adjustment factor 1158
iso-factor tieuunisAmnailelewiufouuudiass online-MEGAN Tuggiunazggudanudidu

4. HavedlolenFufanIIALIULATENINBINIAMIELUUIIADY WRF-Chem

a9 4 1Wisuidsueududundsloleniu O, uay PM2.5 Mnnsdgiunagnsdiuiuud
nsAadlelaniung iso- factor Tugruuazgguaananiingain 6 anil naannisAnwinans
Titudnsld iso-factor 71 3.7 wag 2.4 1uqmNuLLauqmLLaqaqwaMmmLﬁJmuLaammlaIszJWiu
wuulsidudady ufelelendufenudutundogedulssinn 3 uay 15 whanudidu aadudy
vodlolanFuiifiutuunulsidmaronnududueds o, luggru Tneaudutuedelolyufidun
Iannnsalgnusaznstiviundlolaniufie 27.11£9.30 uay 26.92+4.51 ppb (i 1.89 %) Ay
Tugauaenisusuunlelauniudanasie O, fidnnaanuuuaeniiutuain 33.60+16.13 ppb Tu
nsdgrudu 34.77+3.91 ppb (it 2.3 %) lunsdivdundlolendu naveslelendusonisiom
PM2.5 freuvusiassandliiuitlunmsulelewiudmaiivadnioslunisdum PM2.5 siely
garuwazaguAlaeANNNTY PM2.5 nsflgmuuaznsaiuSunileleniufe 2.40+1.35 uag 2.39+1.42
ugm’ (ana30.4 %) TugaruLAy 8.57+2.25 uay 8.77+2.56 ugm  (findu2.3 %) lunguds
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Table 2 Evaluation of the performance of the WRF-Chem model in calculating meteorological conditions and pollutant concentrations (Rainy

season).
) Temperature (°C) Relative humidity (%) Wind speed (m/s)
tation meang;, sd Mean sd MAE  RMSE r meang;, sd Mean sd MAE RMSE r meang;, sd Mean sd MAE  RMSE r
35t 25.26 3.22 28.30 298 3.06 3.36 0.89 81.19 11.39 65.26 12.75 16.06 18.01 0.76 2.06 1.33 0.43 0.28 1.64 2.03 0.47
37t 26.81 3.52 32.05 3.88 5.26 5.42 0.93 75.86 13.60 61.64 17.17 14.43 16.56 0.87 2.70 1.58 0.56 0.37 217 2.62 0.27
38t 25.96 3.24 2741 3.71 1.55 1.84 0.95 78.72 12.56 68.42 19.01 12.12 13.90 0.90 3.13 1.22 0.92 0.34 221 2.46 0.48
57t 26.14 3.72 28.84 3.23 2.70 291 0.96 75.00 13.51 65.07 13.96 9.93 11.40 0.92 3.03 1.42 0.66 0.54 2.38 2.69 0.44
67t 27.61 3.90 30.33 3.76 272 293 0.96 75.02 15.21 63.27 15.84 11.77 13.21 0.92 2.36 1.22 0.88 0.53 1.59 1.92 0.20
68t 27.10 3.49 29.21 3.54 1.98 2.32 0.94 73.33 12.56 59.09 14.12 13.48 15.20 0.88 3.20 1.93 0.88 0.58 222 2.79 0.54
3.
Station O; (ppb) PM2.5(ug/m’)
mean,;, sd Mean, sd MAE RMSE r mean,;, sd Mean,, sd MAE RMSE r
35t 25.14 9.95 26.06 14.78 6.62 8.23 0.85 1.80 0.58 17.41 5.04 15.61 16.32 0.52
37t 24.92 9.16 27.70 14.91 7.60 9.38 0.82 1.79 0.54 21.09 8.28 19.31 21.02 -0.13
38t 23.72 9.71 15.10 7.57 8.63 9.93 0.86 1.79 0.52 11.60 5.95 9.82 11.30 0.63
57t 25.27 9.97 20.06 7.82 6.01 7.47 0.84 1.57 0.39 11.82 4.33 10.24 11.07 0.36
67t 35.36 20.43 22.67 12.70 14.04 19.04 0.85 5.64 553 15.40 6.64 9.96 11.58 0.38
68t 25.19 7.76 18.12 7.86 7.40 9.14 0.71 1.81 0.56 10.40 4.94 8.26 9.61 0.56

Note: Monitoring sites include 35t (Chiang Mai Provincial Government Center, Chiang Mai), 37t (Lampang Meteorological Station, Lampang), 38t (Sop Pad Subdistrict Health Promoting Hospital, Mae Mo

District, Lampang), 57t (Chiang Rai Provincial Office of Natural Resources and Environment), 67t (Nan Municipality Office, Nan), and 68t (Lamphun Meteorological Station, Lamphun).
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Table 3 Evaluation of the performance of the WRF-Chem model in calculating meteorological conditions and pollutant concentrations (Dry

season)
) Temperature (°C) Relative humidity (%) Wind speed (m/s)
tation meang;, sd Mean s sd MAE RMSE r meang;, sd Mean sd MAE RMSE r meang;, sd Mean g, sd MAE RMSE r
35t 21.84 3.38 24.24 3.30 231 255 0.95 78.14 1191 70.19 16.08 9.78 12.00 0.81 2.62 1.04 0.59 0.39 1.95 2.23 0.05
37t 22.21 353 25.19 4.26 287 3.22 0.96 No information 1.65 0.57 0.58 0.30 1.07 1.23 0.02
38t 21.70 3.34 22.09 4.45 1.32 1.61 0.96 79.03 11.65 83.05 19.68 9.11 10.58 091 227 0.80 0.58 0.17 1.68 1.86 -0.09
57t 20.35 3.22 21.44 3.43 1.34 1.73 0.92 77.28 1191 81.21 15.43 7.19 9.98 0.79 295 1.03 0.45 0.37 2.36 2.63 0.06
67t 22.63 4.06 23.60 373 1.24 1.62 0.94 73.84 14.06 71.50 17.18 8.01 10.17 0.80 1.28 0.54 0.77 0.57 0.66 0.81 0.31
68t 22.83 3.25 24.31 3.57 1.43 1.70 0.97 76.89 11.69 72.25 16.78 7.95 10.06 0.85 0.96 0.50 0.47 0.30 0.51 0.66 0.27
3
Station Os (ppb) PM2.5 (ug/m)
meang, sd Mean sd MAE RMSE r meang, sd Mean sd MAE RMSE r
35t 35.11 11.38 24.03 13.92 11.93 14.32 0.76 6.62 2.13 19.83 5.45 12.53 13.87 0.07
37t 27.98 25.01 16.49 13.55 13.24 18.89 0.86 11.33 6.94 22.06 594 12.65 14.43 -0.20
38t 32.58 26.96 15.32 9.50 19.14 25.76 0.88 10.62 5.52 12.75 4.89 6.12 794 -0.22
57t 29.91 9.52 12.89 8.53 17.03 18.22 0.75 No information
67t 31.46 8.56 16.42 14.16 15.31 17.15 0.85 5.45 1.33 18.02 6.65 11.64 13.36 -0.52
68t 41.31 15.37 1.51 0.54 39.79 42.55 0.58 8.84 4.33 18.95 6.34 9.91 12.40 -0.03
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5. navaslolundusensiUdsundasesdusznauvosu

fausivavesmaiUAsuuladlelondusonnuiduduves PM2.5 aglidaiau windunuiinis
Wasuwdaseduduloleniudsnadessdusenauvos PM2.5 fan1919d 4 n1sAnmiadeiius
Ussiavesdusznau PM2.5 eanidu 2 nqu ldud suniavfegiainlnasenea (SOA from glyoxal)
wazaynamAsgiiannngudaiia-lunsa-ueslaion (sulfate-nitrate-ammonium (SNA) Faidu
neasUsEnevetiuvisgvianues PM2.5 [22, 23] nan1sAuiaannnsigiusandiiuiesdUseneundan
89 PM2.5 fislugguuuazaqudaedamn Tnsfndu 69.2 uay 51.4 % vesesddsznou PM2.5 Tu
garuuazgauas sesmanAeenlullsuarlnasenya lnedndiuveweulufiouuazlnasenyia
Antu 1.58 uaw 14.3 % vedearusznau PM2.5 Tuggehu uasAadu 17.9 uae 25.7 % vedesfUseneu
PM2.5 Tugguas dndruvetlumsnAndu 0.8 uar 6.0 % vase3dUszneu PM2.5 luganunasgauds
RHBRET

Tunmudefivenududuedlolaniurrdmalidndauvesinaeenyoaues PM2.5 (s
91 14.3 10 17.7 % Tungplu wax 23.118u 25.7 % lugguds uonanddmuimefistuedelomiu
danarinszuy SNA Tnedndiuvesdan lunse uazuesludonsiunliuiiavanas Tnsionzeg 9
Fapiifidndiuananinnsdgiu 1 5 3 % lunsmuazuenludenidnduanacszana 0.8 % uaz
0.4 79 0.8 % swadU (3U7 4)

Table 4 Compare the concentration and composition of PM2.5 pollutants derived from the

baseline model and the isoprene-adjusted scenario during rainy and dry seasons.

Rainy season Dry season
Compound ) Modified ) Modified
Baseline Baseline
Isoprene Isoprene
Isoprene (ppt) 1.48+0.33 4.40+3.11 1.23+0.90 1.87+0.95
Os(ppb) 26.60+11.63 26.92+4.51 33.60+£16.13 34.77+3.91
PM2,5(ug.m’3) 2.40+1.35 2.39+1.42 8.57+2.25 8.77+2.56

Composition of PM2.5

- Glyoxal 0.19 (14.3 %)
- Sulfate 0.92 (69.2 %)
- Nitrate 0.01 (0.8 %)
- Ammonium 0.21 (15.8 %)

0.23 (17.7 %)
0.86 (66.2 %)
0.01 (0.8 %)
0.20 (15.4 %)

1.01 (23.1 %)
2.25(51.4 %)
0.30 (6.8 %)
0.82 (18.7 %)

1.15 (25.7 %)
2.26 (50.4 %)
0.27 (6.0 %)
0.80 (17.9 %)
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Figure 4 Seasonal variations in the chemical composition of PM2.5, including glyoxal, sulfate,
nitrate, and ammonium, influenced by isoprene adjustment in (a) wet season and

(b) dry season.

afUseLazaTUNAN1I Y

nsfniiuandiifuituuudaes WRF-Chem amnsadwanigamaiiuasnassmsiudeuias
vesgamniuaranitudiivsluiuifnuiiidnuusdudouesinn guussiuiinussmitgunld
lumamssifudruuuuieedinamsdarsiauganmndnimsein waslisunsaudnsguiuy
maﬂuwumwﬂwﬂuqmm (MAE 1038 2. 04 uaw RMSE 1@y 2.42 WnsAeIuni) uazgauas (MAE
WAy 1.37 uaz RMSE 1ade 157 wnssieiunil) Geaenndostumsinumaisaty 1wy wiwssal gasls [18]
enuaruSaufifnaldanuuudiaos WRF-Chem Tuftufingammamunsganiiioyansia i
Usganas 1.5 wnssiedunil dau Mues wazag (23] larwinanmanlesineilugineedelduag
Uszimauianudtuudiaes WRF-Chem linanisiuiaanuiiauginindeyansnaiaussua
1 wmsodunl uenant Mar wasany [24] Fuimanudaudouuusiaes WRF-Chem Tugiini
glsu wudwuudiaedinanisiuannusauginiideyansiataussuin 2 wasaeiuil lng
anuaaaiadoulumsdumausiaafiugeiuluiuiigen wufertunisinuives Zhang
wazane [25] fuandliifiuinuuuiians WRF-Chem Annaanuiianganitteyansiainoeiad
ﬁaﬁﬁmu’%L’Jmﬁuﬁiﬂé’maﬁimﬁw’%nmﬁuﬁQLmLLaszsm s aedinansfuueS 6y
genirdeyansninerafnannisfinuusasdiamsafuanussiuoinmavinumiefiuiu
(surface drag) MAnandnuagnianimansld fudnsinuiluadduuuasdiinanisdun
ArfinugandiAInng1eta uidaunanndsuiiinduddlndfuinusiuinsgiuntsdun
ANULIANFBLUUS A0S WRF-Chem fifsundn RMSE ogfl 2.0 Luasdedunit Fad1sanangn
@uslang Emery wagatdy [20]

M3RILI O, FEUUTIa03 WRF-Chem wandliiuinuuustassdinnliuiayWunanmsiuom
genieyansrate widemnsaussiuwwliimsiasuasandudu 0, 6fsea r ogseming
0.58 fi1 0.88 lumsnserudunuurasslinanisduimnnududy PM2.5 dnindeyansaaia
Tneflenanuamaidoulunsiiun MAE 1ade 12.20 uay 9.64 ugm’ luggrlunazggudsaudndiu
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fausmnueamndeulunsuinanududures PM25 Tuggruazannnitggués windumui
wuuSrassanansauanualiumsivasunUaseuitudu PM2.5 TugguuldAningguds Gienaiin
nMsiwuuaeensauanunlimsasuammudasluggeuldfningauds nsiiuuudians
WRF-Chem liianansaliimaniseuinaduduty PM2.5 lalndidssiudeyansiaineiaiinain
angnfionine wu mnuSauiuuuhaediianisiunganideyansinianuieennuiy
duins AdamnaansAnadldanuuuitaesiniteyannein sanmsaiveunannufizen
heterogeneous vansnas LarsnsNsUaosszunesaansiinianaduaisdemalinnududu
PM2.5 91nmssunaanas [16] wiidesnnaenutuduimsiidmaldnuuusasdunsing
ﬂ%y’qﬁﬁLLu’ﬂﬂuqqﬂd’]iazdamwmﬁm Fatutiafevandivhliuanisduan PM2.5 luituiinnawie
Mnieyansiaiainazsnandeyasasnsszuneiafivmneeinia EDGARHTAP fiflAndininmiuass
IngnuidayanisUdesssuieuaiiuniee1nia EDGAR-HTAP fin1sldtoyal w.a. 2557 {Wulgu
farsnnnannsing 7 U ueninidmuindeyanisudesssuienafiumserniaainunasine
fiadouilildlugiudoya EDGAR-HTAP seyawsuwvasindnuafuiifivualuajmiidu 1wy Tsdlwih
Fvondsnalidnsnissruneuaasluiuiidnwnienudusie
deiFsuifisumnududulelswduanmnsaiai 3 anddunamssunaiduduleleniu
nuuudiaes wuiuuuaediinamsdwalelenduinindeyansasiainads 3.7 i luggeu
uay 2.4 whgquds ievhmsuuudmnududulelewdulussuumsduinioiuuiiassieei
iso-factor wuhanududulelenduluszuuistusuulidudadu lneenududundeloleniy
QQ%UU?BM’]EN 3 wiluggeuuay 1.5 wilugoués Wedinsizviauseulm (sensitivity analysis)
vaslolanFusdensiuinanududulolvunas PM2.5 wuduflennuituduvestoleniulusyuy
msfwaiisdurhliaududures Oﬂuq@ué’uﬂquﬁu usiwnulidemananisAumm ULty
Y83 PM, s 91nN3Anwu09Tsimpidi uavamy [26] wuinwiinisuSuannisuasesyune VOCs azilu
WMISARIUNTAIUANANAATY PM2.5 mqumﬂuwwamemuauaaﬂ ualuggiountsan
nsUdesszUE VOCs Tivaeanmududu PM2.5 anas warluunsiufienanunisifisduves PM2.5
1§ damansAnuidsndruandiifufisanududouronisnuaunindn PM2.5 lufuussanie
faudnafiuduvedelendulidmadearududures PM2.5 lufuiidnwedieinau widofiarsan
aeAUsEnauTel PM2.5 nuimsiiuduvedelenduinlidnainves dyoxal Mdundnsaaiain
Ufseneentindunes isoprene Liugetu [10] warlunmsnssiudundunuinesdusznouvesdainn
Twnsn uazwonludonduwaliiandias mafidndiuveseyniaeiiunidanmasoraiinandndau
59%319 VOCs fueenlasveshulnsiau (oxide of nitrogen; NO) fiUdsuntasly way Tsimpidi [26]
Anwinaven1sUasyseune VOCs sirasAusznaudawn lunsn uavkenludeyludulugiinieg
nziueonvalssnAansFeLuSN1MEKUUIIABY (three-dimensional chemical transport model;
PMCAM) wuindledadauszning VOCs sie NO, iasuuadluazdamanesminnsiinufizensening
VOCs fiuayyalensandia (hydroxyl radical; OH) wazdnsn1sfinufise1sening NO, fiu OH
minluseuudl NO, gausi VOCs i $n5n15An OH Suieannan O, Tuwnldiufivzuysiunusesiu
vocs lunselmnamanudiudu voCs avdwmaliienuidiuiu on fiagluinuiisefudamesleenlas
(sulfur dioxide; SO,) wazlulasiaulasanlan (nitrogen dioxide;NO,) anas dwwaliosAusznau
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vasamlnwaslussaluduanasnuliuig winaansazdulumemsatudamnlussuudienududu
984 VOCs g4nin NO, il Wang uazame [27] TesunisiUdsunasesdusznaudamn lunsm
wazuenlundentuagiunisudesssuienaas sasnafineendndu uagdnsmannndu dallade
wianitutuggmausgiuiinisfinu

nsAnwluadsiuandiifiuinuuudiass WRF-Chem  wansdnaniwlunisdiuinanin
anfesineuarlelsuluiiuiinamiefiidnumegiussmaiidudoulsenoudefufiguiuasiiug
10 TmanssiudnuuuusaesdsnsUssaulanlumsauuamududuwazunldunsdsuwuas
PM2.5 Fadunaansuguniinaznisgielanududeulunisduiamnn lnetadovdniidmasie
ANENINFalUNIAILIN PM2.5 feuuuinasiniaitnanmsiigudoanisUdesssunesadiv
yseINIAINAaNTsITeNEERdaintIATIeSs venanifmutuuuaesuimelelendy
Faduans BVOCs ﬁﬁﬁmﬁgﬂﬂda&Jiz‘uwmﬂﬁﬁﬂé{ﬁaaﬂ’hmmﬁq Fadlovinsuduuinismuam
Telam3ude iso-factor nuianududulolandulussuuifintunuuliifudadu uagmafiutues
Telew3uazdmariomsimuinmnuidutu o, lugguésnnniluggrudadudisnafifflelenduly
sruugeogudn Tumemsstutunaifistureslelenduuulddmansenusionisduim PM2.5 Tu
STUUMIAUIN uidmaioosrUsznaues PM2.5 Taevilvidndauveslnanoneaiiugstu uazsh
Tidndruvesdawln Tunse wazuenludoudeuuuadly Tnewuiudlofisusunsdisuuddamad
dndhuanas 1 83 3 % dnlussauazuenluionanas 0.8 % uaz 0.4 f 0.8 % nud iy ainIs
oanfuduvadlelewiuilfiAnlnasenuanniueylnaoenaadsmasentafn SOA sunszuauns
WasunnuAadueynia lneasyinufiserfuarsduluusseinia wu weslande (NH,) dawaliiin
oumalmivievhlioyniefifiogudmersoun 28] ueninilnaeeneaeadmaliiannisutsdy
sgwhenszuIunIang flveadusznoumaniives PM2.5 1Wasuudasly wu wamaﬂgmmw
Retesiumsaiadauis mimwuﬂuﬂgmmwﬂmﬂml,aﬂmuazulumm sy nszuiunisi
dudoumaniiduamalianssznoutes PM2.5 Wasull Tasenaasnduanuduasdurisves PM2.5
anmssendnduredlelenduinniu [29] madsuwdasivhliauautives PM2.5 Wasuuadly
Wy AruantAlunIseALTuTeseyMA (aerosol hygroscopicity) fifiHararLIATBLAA NANTENU
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