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Review on determining ultra-fine particle number emissions
from modern diesel engines
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Abstract : Particle emissions from diesel engines are the primary contributor to the ultra-fine particle in the urban atmosphere, and have
severely reverse effects on environmental quality and human health. In recent years, particle emission is strictly regulated in the emission
legislations, which requires the higher performance of instruments for particle number measurement. In this article, five particle number
measuring instruments are summarized in their measuring principles and features. Then, the performances of those instruments under
specific requirements and operating conditions are compared. Finally, the accessibility of those instruments is analyzed for the
measurement requirements of the upcoming emission regulations. The result shows that the condensation particle counter (CPC) has a
faster response to detection of >10 nm particle number emissions, which can meet the test requirements of the urban RDE test cycle and
10~23 nm in future regulations. However, CPC cannot measure the particle size distribution, so it is not suitable for the development of
controlling technology for 10~23 nm particles. The engine exhaust particle sizer (EEPS) can give a size distribution of as small as
5.6 nm particles, which may provide complementary information for the CPC detection for the upcoming emission legislations.
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Fig. 1 Basic structure of condensation particle counter
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L 1EAEATLIE T, CPC AN R4 > 10 nm U HE Y%K
HkRE, Zheng 22 21 Giechaskiel 255 i HF5% H i
T CPC AXZS RIS A TR] , CPC AT LUAT S0l 12 S b AL 2
AUBURLH R AR > 23 nm B RURL, [6] I, AH X T S il AL
RE, R BORAR R, AT E] wm 2051,

R OQEEBURL T EER A0 M SR B UL AR R 5

Table 1 Examples of aerosol particle samples detected by condensation particle counter

I 2 R ()

SCik A

SR e S PR AR 1
SCHR[ 32] SRR S AILTE B B 25 DA PR T HE 4 R SR 1.0x10%~3.2x10*#/cm’ >23 nm
SCHR[33]  PIREEROS-B I SEIMAL, PIAIKS -B TR IMALRT BT R F0 B Y 8 SUB0RE 1.1x10" ~ 1. 4x10"#/km >23 nm
ik [ 34 CH, 11 C,H, BRI 1 BTk - >13.5 nm
SCHKL35] CE-HLBESS R 507 A: I B R B IR I 2.6x10° ~ 1. 6x10*#/cm’ 1.6~200 nm
SCHR[ 36] U NI I I Ok 5 200~26 000 #/cm’ 6 nm~5 wm
SCHR[26] SR BE Bt Job 7 £ Y R 2. 41x10°#/cm® 20 nm~1.0 pm

I 1980 4F iU M AL LLK  BEE CPC ARSI J7 125
TN A (0 AN A Ak AN B 2 I e A o R o
WA TR KRBT BATEN X CPC By
wmr,

1) PRUEASCAES I 125 2 P 1 ) P R 4 TR

2) &A% CPC 1% 1R ST (cutoff diameter, 0 5%
ik 50% BT R IR RS SR AR ) o BRI Rl R e
CPC X /INRLAR JURE ARG 503 8 vy LA A T BRI

$i CPC YTHECRCR R I £ A IR, 1) RAE
T e, R T RAE S 1) U ) 5 e i K25 AR CPC
B A BE SR Y o R B2 CPC B T ERR
W, R SRAE SR A R AT A 400 (9 ok B AT DAAE — 8 2
JE 1 R AR ABORE e B X ACBCR W 5 e > 5 2) 5 Ak,
McMurry F1 Stolzenburg ¥ CPC (3020, 3£ TSI A Fl) K
SRR VAT 10 BRAR T SRR DRI 451
R Z AR AE VR TS B v R R 3 13 43 DT
CPC X} 3 nm ORI THERCR I R 229 509

FEXSFEAL CPC L AR 5 25, FHOCHIE TR 418 4
B AE QT P U7 T 1) FF A TAL B 5 v ek dE,
Saghafifar ALY A I K R 4 5 BT expansion
condensation particle counter, ECPC) , 1% 1% £ 78 YG 2 46
#h53 (ECPC Hr i BURLAE AL AR AT ) Js s 17—
AR it O R I 2 DR I I IS B He e, 2 T 30

Vo BERIUR 1) o0 700 0 ) B SR IR 2.5 nm B AR R
s, 5380, R TST 2N A A T WY AR 404 B JUR 3 T A7 SR
HT B -FIR 250 RS CPC A 9 K 1k RS [
flRZE 2.5 nm"™ ;2) S K M 7 kAL, 40 Wang 261 %
CPC FYREINFR A FF & T o OG22 b R AR e, 4 1
CPC ARG, n] DA R4 > 8 nm () J00RE G: I 2550 3R 42
= E 90% LA I,
1.2 WaEBRSHN

AT IE RS B4 M SR FRL AT RS 2R 43T D i ) £ 0
BRI A DMA By EEAZE R anIEl 2 B

DMA 5 6 F) F A0 e e L 2 (8 foff 30 72 FL
2% -85 Eh-210 FIVH-241 25 S8 A4 s S5 1 o 73
AR A OE S T, R AU I ORE TR ) A RS Al
L SR R OB BB 5 P AR TR 1 (B R £ R
AME AT H HL, PN (B fR 4 f R A R A IR LN T
B AT ][R]0 EE AT B4 R B HE IR 3
AT, AN LA 0 SR MRS T HE H | THT 1 R Ay 1) 550
KL AES | JIVERTT 1) P R 5 R A%, AS [R) L AR B 2R 11
KA AR B BB P9 IR RSB o R B A, HUA
HA— AT R R 1 0k A 2 i AR B4 | HAY 0k
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Fig.2 Basic structure of differential mobility analyzer

[Fi) L A2 0 T 14 0L 1 AR B 4 | 9 AT 22 [ |, TR R/
83 T R 3 A 0 I TR PR, MR
A a7 22 T L TS I 1 A SRR e 8% JBORL A RE A2 R/t
NI ] 38 5 72 ¥ 5 A A A 8 AT 7 |, P, T DA 32 1 A
[RPRLAZ AR . DMA B0 2 1) ARAVELF , 7T 3%
P HAL R H R B85, I CPC ORI I i H 31455 2) fi
i, ETE FH P S0 ( graphical user interface, GUI) A4 ;
3) AL A A 1 DU AR S RLAR Y (30 s) . DMA [
BRI 1) HAR<S nm (Y FORLJETEHEAT 40261 i T
AUVA RE U Sl A AR AR A T HCTURR 3 B kAR
A ORI R B U7 2 1475 2) AT S T H i 1 B e -
85 S5 IR ) S AR X URL HEAT ST H | XA AT 2 K AR R
S5 B AT 22 i DR AP R G B 4R A R R 2
ARSI S . 3R 2 FWFFE U] DMA A6 I U IR
i AR S AE . AR 2 B9 AT LA Y DMA AT LA
FERSIN TR P 450 Ve B2 A TR, 45 Hh 6T g R4 43T
B SV BORIAEE K, Amanatidis £ US1Al ] DMA 42 1)
PRI S ORAR {5 ] B K 2 500 nm, 1717 FIURE ¢ 2 45 7 A=
MR BERAR ZTE 100 nm Ai4q

R 2 WS EBES OGN BRI & RG]
Table 2 Examples of aerosol particle samples detected by differential mobility analyzer
W S B (FE)
) W23 (PSD)
ik R A R R
3 LioRIlp TR IR e WA (R %o
(#/cm”) )
[l /nm HeJE/ (#/cm’) it/ nm

. s . ;. - 60. 39+0. 63,
SCHik[49] WA AR A P A Y R R RSOk 9.1x10° ~1. 1x10" 10~200 - 101 8211
SCHR[ 48] TN T2 B i R B S IR 9.81x10° ~2. 0x10* 10~500 2. 13x10* ~4. 34x10* 21~45.64
CHR[50] AT e A 2 P A S RIURE - 3~21.29 - 9.38~9.86
SCHR[51] FER 7= B AR AR TR - 3~30 3.07x10* 11.89
CHK[52] TBURL % A 257 A 0 TR 247 e FLIBORE - 20~80 4.87x10° 33.3
SCHik[ 53] TINAAZE e 7= A 1) ) R ARATURE 2.0x10%~5.0x10° 1~80 1.52x10* ~2.85x10°  14.83~34.72

DMA AR R 4 T 0K A B vk B A A, 1l TA%
45 DMA B0/ RE S i -5 1 A0 LS 20 A D S s
IS AT BE Y BT G ) 8, 30 4 SR £ %4 58 DMA iF
TTSS A | P2 T IR AT A 00 18 7% 38 0 H A (fast
scanning differential mobility analyzer, FDMA ) , i P %
FEI 4y i B8 R 23 B ALY ( periodic focusing differential
mobility analyzer, PFDMA) ,Spider DMA M F2 43 R %
JE4Y ( differential mobility spectrometer, DMS) , I8 2 #& 5
TR AR TN R BRI BER BN, DMS 7 54T DMA
FER LT T 0GR , DMS A58 R F RS R 4 T vk X R
HEAT 32K, A&l 3 itz , DMS A A0 IS 78 FL 2 4 i

18 43 AT RS I8 434 i, R0 FH A5 e B e FL 28 %
SR FT R AT R R B 43 2R (o R A A ] A R 1) O
B VK B T R AN b pR e T R T RN,
BRI IE AL UIE R R (= < N
1.3 PA#HEEBERTFIEN

FHGER BB OGE 5 o 2R R o s AR
EERURLTH AR A, DMA ARAEFIURE (1) 3 5% 5% AR X kL
HEAT 5 e, CPC X 26 HY Y 00 S 47 % 2 4G
SMPS FYFEAZER WA 4 B

XURE 76 L e (7 FE ff RN ) A I R T TS
LR WL far A, W R IR A R R SR 2 W
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Fig.3 Basic structure of differential mobility spectrometer
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Fig.4 Basic structure of scanning mobility particle sizer

7t BRI DMA 0 3 M — 5 A28 108 L P A 0K 3 0t
RSN IR HE . Zoat SRAE P HE ) 9 OR 4 5 | A
F| CPC 1, CPC X H AT 240115, SMPS AH XS FH
A s AR A LA PE A 1) T AR R SS0RL AR 5 (9 R A2 43
AEE B, 2) Al K IR AR L ), L 7 ~ 1 000 nm A
zel0.45] 3y Er s e () SMPS (3936, TSI) 94> HE R Hy
162 4~ aE, [FAF, SMPS Gk ST . 1) 5 CPC 244U,
Vo VR R P I 2 2 T (SO 10 ) o, L 94 O 79 5
YENGUEBIBE TN T 52) 5 CPC Ml EL, SMPS R R BE K H.
A2 A7 B T 3k 28 ke, X K KBRS T SMPS (]
Bl , SMPS B8 A H A s o B Aok HE i 5 3) TR
A SRR AR B, SMPS (4 mi 13 s [R] 54 9T DA TG I 45
WKL B 52 i AE BT SMPS Y mi R I ] — i = D
30 "7 i S e 7 ) A RS S B ok T 3 A $
AT CPC [y ;] %) 5 4) SMPS A6 I 45 55 3 Bl P 1)
WO AR FAAR < 15 nm 59 FURE AOAS AT AT 452 K A AS T
SEREL 3 Sy fdi ] SMPS I A I AR i ) S 36 5L
P, N 3 B T LAE Y, S AL R A kL 06 {1 45 i
65 2 X6 g AR AR 3 L3 AT TR, 7E 5. 13~ 190. 12 nm
JEFEIY, X AT RSk B FLemblisfT TOL A 25 5% A6
i, R & 2B B AR R NaCl AC0A B W1 v J3E ) Iy AR 7E
AR 1) 43 AR YW R (36. 22 ~50. 71 nm) ,

R3 EWTER R FECGRN B Y RG]

Table 3 Examples of aerosol particle samples detected by scanning mobility particle sizer

WSRO (YL
. [ HIAZ 5341 (PSD)
ik R I SR (MR ) YR/ -
(#/em?) LRIE TR U A WA % 7
cm
[l /nm WIE/ (#/cm’) AR/ nm
SR 61]  FIURLR AR AR A B 243 NaCl R I - 5~1 000 2.2x10* ~2. 63x10* 36.22~50. 71
k[ 62] 32% A5 ffar T S aHLY BB Bk - 3~280 1 715.09~2.17x10° 5.13~97.72
SCHk[ 63 ] V-8 H ARSI BBk - 15.65~618.97 7.68x10° ~2. 13x10° 42.85~76.2
SCHR[ 64] H AR T X 2 A S I 8.5x10° ~4. 5x10* 10~487 - -
2.4x10'°~9.83x10" | 10.73~19.59,
SCHk[65] Skt A HE R 1 R AR 4.2x10'°~2. 0x10" 5.4~198
1.38x107 ~4. 1x10° 68.98~190. 12
SCHk[66] DY 2 5 U AE 3 28 I 55 B SR 1. 1x10*~1. 7x10* 10~560 1.0x10% ~8.0x10* -
896.27~1 684. 65,
SCHK[67] = PSRRI SR I 6 100~12 000 10~420 846.47~1 875.52 15.37.116

423.24

BRI AE DMA rh 23 28T 75 B B R], 78 CPC B
KA EVRT CPC T4 BE ST BRI T SMPS B4 M 1o 28
PTAESR B T R A R 55 SMPS A8 580 1 AH S ITF 5%
FEE AR Shah 25 3@ 13 itk CPC AY 45 4, 46 TR
TE CPC VR BEAS T I B[], vl s SMPS 114 i 7 388 3

KiEHE T, Hel F 3y . R R A CPC(mixing CPC,
mCPC) , IR R S T B 4 IR &, SCB S
PTR A 31 501, B 24 R 4 Jot TR ) A R BF ) et s
HY) SMPS S FHAE R4 I R] ( =2. 5 ) B, HBORORL A2
SR AR I ERCR RIVAT 35 3 5 14 58 SMPS SR H 300 s $4H i)
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Fig.5 Basic structure of engine exhaust particle sizer

B G, POk F B T E AR N R e, DL D IE
FE, R T P B, JF B 1k I e TR RS R SR T, 2
Je 1E R A7 70 AL e X R R AT A A T A E e A R
S R R AT AN 52 [R5 2H R B9 IR TR X3, 48 5 (8] 6
— M rh 24 A HL B BR AR (T A — A AT B Ak
PRORT, LA SR AR IR 2 22 ), Bt 3R 5 R a0
TEAHGE 5 i UK Bl %5 5 (sheath air, SA) #F AR
JE X3k, T 5 7R H A H Ok 1) AR RS, A
B B A RS R Y /N UK A B 2 A0 R RS, B B
HHL T RS 2R B4 R TBURL (£ 2= AN TS, SR S R L T X
AL R /N HE AT I R AR BURLAY PN A (R
B EEPS A AN . 1) @ A RF 43 FE R TST A
A 3090 % EEPS RT3 HE 502 16 A id il (3f
32 ANiIE ) O 2) ] 4, EEPS (3090, TSI)O. 1 s
B AT — A~ SE S R BURL R AS A A, R 4 PR A

FH EEPS KIS0 B FE i SC 360 50008 . 3R 4 1 B
ATLAE M S5 3 B R SO0 06 1 50 o % 85 0T 7 14 A A
f£ 9.36~95. 34 nm, MM POk & A48 A2 B A NaCl SH IR
WG A1 e J3 X6k R AR AE 36.22~50. 71 nm,

EEPS HLA /3 M 3 5 B A 8 050, & sl R A0k () b
oy 45 {E B T00 R A8 fk, Ik EEPS 3& T & 3l
ML RRURLAE B i . EEPS Fl FMPS #5231
BRI A L T /N AR B 0K 1) B0 R A% o A
(R A (H AN 7 A g TR 14 78 FRL e S O T R
BT AR ZERE) | A 43FE 2 K00/ B4 JURE 485 47 114 Bl A7 1] L 43T
YRR (R R A (LT 22 20% ~30% 7 i A
8, EEPS 1 FMPS # L i rh A — 8o SO 6 B 5
X AT () T PRAREAIE 28 6 45 338 1) 2 3 R %, DTG AR A5 S5
BRI R B . Horp A Xt S AL R AR 1Y) S 7R 4 AiE
PEF T IE ARAT A BR A 38 FH T 2 sh LR S ks k58 3l
N 855 B R IIORE 4 A Asbach 257 BOBIFST
A, 55 2R FH ik 00 R A L 8 R T B R B 1Y) EEPS X AL
>80 nm fY 45 i HIL R A JUA 50 v B 1) U < O /S
T3 AI A R M A B 1 EEPS R 800 Bk sh LR S kL
I {E S SMPS 90 2 {1 =22 (8] 14 4 25 76 20% DL Py s &
X 2243 ORI i, 5 00 R AR A R A B, [R5 R
EEPS £ {87 FH ke X8 5 P BsF 7 A0 428 A T £ 45 2R 5 SMPS
BRI ek 2 TR 22 ] — B TR A
1.5 BIREELS

L B0 G s 8 o A 35 2 AU I A R AR (aerosol
charger, AC) , Zl{# 5 #% ( cascade impactor, CI) F1£ i@
B # L 3T ( multichannel electrometer, ME) 20 i  ELPI
FEARLERINE 6 iR,

s
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Fig. 6 Basic structure of electrical low pressure impactor
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Table 4 Examples of aerosol particle samples detected by engine exhaust particle sizer
W S HEEE (FER)
N AR5 A (PSD)
SCHik KR Ay L
BB (HRBE) ioRlp TREd i (R W (T 13
JL L/ nm ﬂ?ﬁ/(#/cm% Bite/nm
4.07%10° ~3. 5x10° 1.51x10° ~8. 14x10* | 9.93~14.23,
SCHKT 48] S A Bk 5.6~560
#/cm® 1. 83x10% ~5. 46x10° 51.3~53.66
SCHk[76] U 6 55 R A B S IR 1.68x10*~1.51x10°#/cm® 5. 6~560 2.88%10° ~2. 6x10° 10.76~22. 84
2.25+0. 12x107 ~ 7.36x10% ~1.32x10° 10~11
.36x10% ~1.32%x10° | ~11,
SCHK[77] S BLBR I 7 A 19 TR 2.7320. 18x10" 5.6~560
2.94x10° ~3. 45%10° 42.35~44
#/bhp-hr
SCHik[ 78] IR A 3422107 -3, 11107 5.6~560 2.06x10' ~4. 05x 10" 9.74~58. 41
.0~ . X ~4, X . ~ .
BLIY A Bk #/km
PIHRIS-B B SEThAIL, PiiH " "
_ e 1.2x10'°~ 1. 4x10 S .
SCHik[33] FR75-B {9 VM LA P 4R o 5.6~560 1.4x10° ~2.21x10
B LA R R "
SCHK[65] R NE S SN S ik A 3.5%x10"0# 5.6~560 6.57x10" 3.9x10° 16. 13 .69. 28
SCHk[79] S [} 651 i 2 T 269 AIL I SRR Sk 1.4x107 ~1.3x10%#/cm® 5.6~560 3.7x10° ~2. 11x107 9.36~62.8

TG, UV I T F AR AR DU SR b e F | ol Uk R
air L R A A ORLRE S ARG 14 G S Ik A
ik (RS ELPT 20 14 2% 1/ 13 2 374 17 nm~
10 wm AL, 5 J5 — PR IR, T 5T 6 ~ 17 nm i
W) o T L URLARE i B A A AR T A P R (R T
SO RS AP 119 22 57, 8K ) A0 iy 2 T ) B A=
Tt AT LA 16 2 S o o O WO SE AR BT I 4R ARk
TR B UK Bl 2 S E AR — g R e, A
IR, RN A b EOR A 2 2 R A A
AR A 22 T, AT LA S B B R R S R
AN AR B RN UK A B R N s K s
2 EHARNIE E, SR AT LR AR 5 5 A R OB RE & Y
KA sy A AR, ELPT A A0 R R A 1) R0 A2 A5 I 315 Bl
I, T B A HU AR HE BURE ) SR A 23 BT A ( ELPT+, Dekati )
BG83 L 4 6 nm ~ 10 wm ;2 ) FEE R BUR 1 7 7F
LR B LRI 5 3) N2, ELPT T4 J5 B 2 AR 915 ot
RS Rl 12 RO RHBURLRE S EA T ¥ 94 2, 7E KRR
AR IR R 8 7 A SV R AR A )z v T
ELPI fBSINTT  1) T Z8 A B RAERT (], X FAZ 5 1
FREEVL ELPLI & , 240 & R A BT, B as 1T A
T 2L 90 min [ RAERTB] , LA S48 o 4 b WSO8 AR 1)
2 ) W TR UK L 5, S R 2 i o
PRAE B, FIRT, 78 PR R 4258 w5 oA RV G R 1 nT R
SO EY ;3) ELPT 3 a3 45 o 5% 59 Y 4 X 0k

AN F R e o A v A — 2 R i B AR
Hifaf ( mirror charge, MC) FI H fof HE J% 4t & ( charge
repulsion losses, CRL) 45, 33X £ 5 M it 1100 o 19 FEL VAT K
/N TR I BRI A 25 R 47 3% S BT R R0l ELPI
R S R i S I B . AR 5 R EE T LA
ELPT (PRLAR A IS 42 ) ,6 nm~ 10 pm AREE, el
JRE AU WA (R 450 13 X 7 R REAR AE 21~ 76. 3 nm i [l
DAL, T DR FT AR 7 S5 R 8 A i 174 U 40 6 {1 R 38 oF
NERIAETE 6~30 nm

ELPL An4-EL 7 32 90 e 28 S s Wi = hbe <.
R & s LR A 5 Y H ELPT 38K A9 R
H o> R — A B R S B Y 1)L T LS R O Y
FRIZHAGS . Dekati 23 FITE 2010 4EHE H A ELPT+$5 9005
AR T 15 K14 NG GO 1A SRR il
HAT LSRR A 6 nm ~ 10 pum 745 30 B %) S0k, it L
FOHTE T EL T, FTSE 10 Hz AYREESTR  ELPI+AY
/RSP E 0.025 2 wm 32 % 0.014 7 pm'™ |

2 ERRMEARMLER XL

£ 1990 4F- Wang % 76 32 [ TSI A 3071 i
GrIERS RS T A A L i % S iR A A A
TR N B A U P ) RV JRE SR U kAR A, T
il T 3 H i OO0 % {L (scanning electrical
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Table 5 Examples of aerosol particle samples detected by electrical low-pressure impactor
M SHEEE (GBI
. LR 53G (PSD)
ik o DU AE R .
R e T R RN e WP WEAEL X
HeRRe| e it
) 4.63%x10° ~2. 15x10° 1.89x10° ~
Yang Q’;[xs, eI RSB 7 nm~10 pm 70.9~76.3 nm
#/cm’ 9.23x10°#/cm’
2.07x10* ~2. 60x10* 4 04x10° -
. X ~2. X
Chien %1% FEFLZE 1 R A kL . 0.03~9.97 wm 5.44x10° 0.11~0.67 um
#/cm
#/cm’
y ) X 3.4~8.1x10" 8.8~8.9x10"
Cornette 2587 JINBVER A P A= R ) 10 nm~8.3 wm 68 nm
#/m’ #/m’
) _ 6 nm~ 1.9%10° ~5.3x10°
Li Zz[88] TR AT FIRS RS be = A i JURL 4 - 6~30 nm
9. 890 pwm #/cm’
8.02x10" ~ 5.14x10" ~
Liang (89 T 2 R DU HE s BT FH 4 1 R R kL 4.67x10" 8 nm~10 um 1. 84x10"? 21 nm 247
#/km #/km
. £ [90] e oh 4 1 e B 1. 86)(1015
Maricq % RIS G 1 1 S SR - 10 nm~10 pm o 29. 60 nm
m

mobility spectrometer, SEMS) , Wang %> fii Jf] SEMS #5;
Iy RURE e A= i AR B IR B A IS . 45 R 7R, SEMS
1425 S RRVE R T LAZE 7 min PY45H 100 A4~ J0RE 4 R4
A3 A 1 S U RT LATE 30~ 60 s N4 T 58
BEPPRAZ AT . XN ITEERE BN DMA (& R R
3o HIT SEMS A LIS FIr A A it FIURE Y 10 % 32 4T B i
), B LA R R e 543 T S R AT DA PR A A
FRRTIN R B S [E] 23 B R Y S B N R R IR
WORLIN B ) A5 B AT DA B e i il 42 31, mifE i 2
I, /NS B BURL 1Y 3l 1 2 28 0 B 45 O A A 1Y I
P ST M [ Y AN R AR <23 nm A 8 40 A AG
I AR R, FTLL SEMS HAEXHRAZ >23 nm A
KT 38T

Chang 55" BF5E 1Y FDMA #E— 4 1S I 4
Ve B YU () A R SRS R £ N E] AH X T DMA
WARH| T4k, Chang 55%H] FDMA X Qi R PR <08
PEAT T 8RR E M . 1) B 4> 25 88 (electrostatic
classfier, EC) 7R R B BB T ML RO ( inorganic
aerosol, 10A) ;2) & 7 9k b 7= 4= 14 B 11 UKL ( organic
aerosol, OA ). 5C 4w 25 R W], 4 OA ¥ & ik 3
10" g/cm® i) ,FDMA /38R W] L L £z 64T PN (0 &, )
AR, 5 SMPS AL, FDMA XF OA {9 5 50kL £l it
R P 25 I A AR [R] , [R]EF E X A T B B8 i P (L

H4% ( number median diameters, NMD) f 0l &/, FDMA
X} NMD [0 {5 22/ F SMPS, 3% &t FDMA 114 55 43
PERIE A, FDMA 43 #8 R A 35 5] 3 nm, 177 SMPS H A
10 nm"¥ _ JTLL FDMA X NMD (430 4 2% S 01 32508 5
VI NMD AYSEPREUE , IEAh, 5 SMPS ALt FDMA HAT
Wi 17 P TE) 4 B PG 5, FDMA (i 5 B 1) R S s, b
SMPS [ i B[] (30 s ) BRI £ 5

Saari %7 RS FIGE BB 17 4515 R W A HER 11
L F{ICE J8 7 28 ( HR-ELPL+, Dekati) 967 B 4> 9E 28 %k
P o AT o B MR RE HEAT T T I Y, IR A5 RS SMPS
FEEPS #4717 XF L, 430 FIH HR-ELPT+Xf =K%
WEHEAT T VAR . 1) KT & AR B8 7R A A 28 R o T
(DEHS) I 5 2) 88 0 28 % 7 i AL BN A IS 3)
T FHSE 71817 92 1 US-06 A2 BG4 77 A (1) ok 4
He, DA B g 5505 SMPS A EEPS #5471 Xf H
TS | Saari 2221 T DEHS(GMD = 12 nm ) FI51L4H
(GMD =28 nm) 4175 T B A BUBE 25 S0 S i R A2 43
55 SMPS 1 EEPS A [, HR-ELPI + %} & 4k &1 <0 I 1
GMD (39 nm ) Il & 25 S fw K, X J& iy SMPS 1 EEPS
TN )2 JURE ) A 32 A SR B4R, 1T HR-ELPT+0 2 )k 5
K R L 8 )12 FLAR . SRR IBURE 16 A 300 B 48
L, AR 1 E R R TFEBRERE, NS5
ELPI f#) GMD | #2255 K F SMPS 1 EEPS;; [R] i , ¥ HR-
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KRG SN S L AR UL A KA I 5 v S 9

ELPI+43> %1 5 SMPS 1 EEPS %t DEHS F1 48 £k 48 < %5 e
SRR VR R A 4 SRR AT R M R 0E A B, B A A O
PEHe 5E ZR EL ( coefficient of determination, R*) #5 /& ik
0.99, TEAVI BB & I, HR-ELPT+ 245 8
ETRRTEEE AT X ST A US-06 A v 25 B AR 3K 7 A
HIRRAH UKL, 55 EEPS A b, HR-ELPT+ ] & () GMD %5
K, TPRLAR 2 A B4 35 PR AT 2 DR 19 Al R
(T HEE<3) TEEER B BOE K T 8 K RSE B ks, gl
T AR ORI RE i B A ks BE AR RO I sh 2k
BNTFIEB R EHAE, A FE HR-ELPI+(%) GMD il 45
SR EEPS H/)N, HR-ELPT+HiA2 0 & F KR A 16 nm, A
XF 23 nm B T B KA REE, HEEE 10 nm B8
& HbrhA — e e,

2021 4 Lin 2510 i ] FMPS 1 SMPS X ki 7% 7£
5. 6~560 nm PYIE I BEHATIN &, FF53 0% FMPS (1)
SR BRI O AT T ERE VA . PSR SRR
B, FMPS HY %2246 4 F1 SMPS 7E 9 ~359 nm R~y [l 4
) U B30 VR fe ol — B8, W R R = 0. 97, Thi e M
FEFEIRA, R = 0. 79, & AL TR SH T i ek
T MFOREAE PR S e v FE A v T 0 R O 2 (1 P 5
2 A B R R - (PAO) TG AL AN Y ST BRI
ORI A2 1), 66 30T R TR 00K (14 00 2 KXo ik P
A B LB RS SMPS FE S 00k B R
o BAFE 8 SR, BT LA AR R
FE SRS JIURL B A6 2 W43 LA B2 43 TR 4 B0 I & 25 SR 1 52
i), LI A A o B — | Y00 B bt g7 A B ) 1 5 5 TRI i 1
J B AULR I SMPS X TR <15 nm (1) FURLI A 4K
BT E

2020 4F- Bainschab %" fii i CPC X 52 b i 4 (9 15
K HE AT T 0 A, JEK R A CPC R I O ik Y
DownToTen PEMS ( portable
systems) H1 PN-PEMS (AVL MOVE) . 5k 5 i vk Jig
HAS I G 64T T X e, 7E DownToTen PEMS H1, 4 T
PR B PR IR E CPC RT3 1Bl P, £ I A A
Zoat T BRI RS . W RIS ARV (38 A
ALIESEIE (catalytic stripper, CS) PEATHE & =245 % Pk
WURLE MRS SRJFOREE A CPC b AT 18, At B
<23 nm JBURL A I B B, DownToTen PEMS 1 F TSI 23
H]AY 3790A CPC Fil AVL A EAY—Fh i I CPC, 43 BfE
WERAE > 10 nm F1>23 nm # TR, 7 PN-PEMS (AVL
MOVE) i) CPC BEM & >23 nm By R, 7550 S2 5
Bainschab %5 X 52 R 38 i HE O 3 v 7 A= (4 JURE 2R 4T T
W&, I fd ] DownToTen PEMS F1 PN-PEMS ( AVL
MOVE ) il & T 44 T3 i) 6] B o9 1) PN HEfk . 00 o 25 51
FEUR AE AP 7 8 14 DK 2 Bt 1) BE P R i e R
A GE & — 80 AR R a st BB T i E

emissions measurement

Kt <23 nm AYPURLHERC™ . AR IE], AVL 2 78R
I CPC M B 45 SR8 B F 5 4 — 35, BT LA#E AT 10 nm
CPC ) DownToTen PEMS fFi T 0 £k i v J5 1 )
TR, TR AT LAXS /IR A2 Uk 14 7 4

2020 4F Wang %51 X ¥4 3 J00R TR0 88 196 24 T
R S AT TN R4k 1) IR & T i sk ek
TR SR A B A IR TP RE ;2 ) MR RE A T
A WAL R AT IR A% P IE T e, st 17—
P X T WA BE ORI B O B R R AR
fIRZ 4.5 nm WEORLHEA TIN5, IF H AT R AR I 850%
FBAITR I RURE 1, FEBA— B R, Wang 45 1 20
3T EEVR BEURL AR 78 B — RO T LA B
ik 2x10° paI’[icles/crn3 Y R R AT I Sk T TSI 2 A Y
3775 BUR BEITURL LT A AR 76 2 I AR R Y e R
FEAL R 5%10° particles/cm’, P, 4230 2T B8 HE 0RL
TR AR SRSOR RO T A S 1 . %S A
R 03 R R AR T BRI P A0, 1) X AR ASCR L X
P IG5 35 SOV I A 2% (3482, TSI 77 A= 114 e b A< v Jie
TT U, G5 R BN, <2. 7 nm BYUREL, K603 R < 10% |
AT >8 nm AYURL, A28 R s 3 = 21 90% LA | 52)
X0 A i T 35 X 55 Ak ( MetOne-255) 7725 1Y
Fr v SRR 20 R ) K5 v B AT T 0, I8 R
REERURI T8 (3775, TSI) I I #f LT (30688,
TS VE RS H AR, S5 RFRW, 2T Bl S ok -
BOES 55 AT A5 0 JURES R vk D 2 it 25 1 0
2 P e FE WA TN AE A 7E 70 ~ 2. 6x10° particles/cem’® AY%X
R E T, Wang 45208 4 00 5 T B4 R 0L 1 KA
A 45 SR 5 S 2 (AR AR i Uk Bt v B b AT T 4k
Ml 255 Bos 8 A R E R R =0. 99, — 5L
PERAF,

3 ERWMNEARERRINEHBERE
o giE A

HAr, A R R 6-F HEBOE BLE FE 3T A
i, IFAE 2022 4F 1 H X B A AR 8k, 1 300k L
2D LR ARGV S S HE R PN CHE Y IR
BRI E 7S -A HETBOE AL A 4 1 Y L Y 32 20 52
BRI [ 75-B HE AL E 28 7 b 50 A T 24 X 5K
HE© AR E R -A B E S -B 41 B0R (PM2. 5)
i B HETCBRAE M 4. 5 mg/km FEAEF] T 3.0 mg/km, 7E
55— R B K E 2 (world harmonized steady-state
eycle, WHSC ) T, PN (% HE it IR 18 15 & ¥ N
8.0x10" particles/kW -h,

R AR 1 5 RS =2 R R HE A 1
SRIEAARL, FBEARBAE AT P A 1) ™R 15 kL



10 %A R % M

43

<23 nm ORI, F4 BURL R4 T BRFEAR A 10 nm;
2) 34 Urban RDE MRAE R, 51— F 53 1 BE B 7
TR IS T 4 A< R DR

ARAE LA b 0 i R R B0 4 HIR G 0 5 5 1O it
JEINTT PR AR 20K

1) KA <23 nm JHORLA) B I B2 HRBOR I 2K . A
WUk FE 2% (diesel particulate filter, DPF) 5] A% 424
b B R A R AR B T R AP R SR,
15— 430K TCIEBE DPF Jfi 42 31, 1 3R 43 J0kE A J&
RS A 00K, W (B R B #E 10 ~ 20 nm 38 [T P90
FR AR R A R, 50% Y URDA A28 1 T 20 4 12 AL 5K 1
FAERSE (23 nm) ¥ . 2019 4E Giechaskiel 255 i il
JEIR 6 HEREE LAY S0 2 A FH 46 KSR S ( compressed
natural gas, CNG) I8 7E thE 5L 50— 52 20 4 5 I 107 2R
(world harmonised light-duty vehicles test cycle, WLTC) i
A5, B I 4E i) BORL Y R AR AE 10 ~23 nm 1Y H 43
e (AHXTFRiAE>23 nm RN 5 ) A 26% ~31% ,CNG
YRR IR 127% ~152%  Lithde 251 {7 FH 5 2 KR PO HE i
ALY ELF 7S L A S8 AL AE RO A2 S 76 25 (european
steady cycle, ESC) T AT 5250, I I 5 J0RL Y 1) $ic i vk
JE 5 R WoR A 50% B & sl KA, K aifLE A
AR AS 0K (3 ~ 33. 19 nm) A 408 vk 2 LA kA2 7
] PR R 14 i ViR FEE 119 3. 95 4%, Giechaskiel 25" fifi Jf]
fiL% T DPF 148 i HL 48 Ak 1 5% ¥ 25 ( diesel oxidation
catalysts, DOC) BYSMHLHATINE , A IS I HLHE T kL
f£<23 nm 1Y WKL 25 g KL 42 > 23 nm UKL 1Y 20%
Giechaskiel 251001920 6 gt & Dy B W5 =0 ( gasoline direct
injection, GDI) JRIMHLE S HRiAE <23 nm 1Y PRI 7] L
) 30% ~40% . [RIAT, Giechaskiel 25 % 3 B8 5T 4= Ak
S TERR IS (port fuel injection, PFI) y5 i 2= 7 HL 1
RGBT HRAE <23 nm B9 0RL K H 2 HE 2= 1k
F 60% o A LA, XS T —Bir B RURLAG I | 5K A A
TR, BRI R4S > 10 nm [ URE, LI A 5 2R
HEWR , REAS R E I &

2) Urban RDE T4 T [ J5k7 4 ez D 23K, 4 780 42 4
A T e L 0 I T 2 AP R ORE A o X T T
M, KAR BRI R B THL8h 400 B R, U H 2
RN TOR ) (RiAE <100 nm AYBURLY) ) o 240 55 B aE %
rh i R AR R FE B T RE 3 A 8 T AR I
56 P SIS S A AL I R FERR R R L
RDE 25 BE 3R AT DL 45 /N 92 B 18 6 A 0RO 70 S5E 56 % )
BEIEZE 25 RDE B EHRLE A %18 T 24 0
T Bl A5 A AR A DA SR R S D R W] DL
ELS M S SHLAE S PRz AT e R v AR, B e D
A5 BEHLIE SRR A, R, TR RDE I AR
) A ORI U5 S 00 S 28 17 LA g 7

P PERERS RS , PTER AP, T AR 38 45 b b A7 4R 0
R

AT LS EE AR T ELPT A 51
WA A S B, AR A% B8 0 FR E ik ELPT SR A B ) |
% 90 min, #AE BB, 1 H ELPI 43 3% A0 %) T HiAth PN
DU ASCAR I 5 B (— B 14 Ge/e Ay ) T LA RETH 2
RDE T80 F B 0K 4 0 2R . DMA ELA 3 32
P, AT DA B AR I A % {F 20 4 B ) 32K (30 s)
HIIEARIE G T — B B HEBOR R, SMPS I iR 485
Bl A5 5y B, A& 5 DMA —#F, HaifE 4t
SMPS i iz i ] 25 /04 30 s, Jopk MAFSE A G2 AL 52
R {5 &, i 5 SMPS (R B K, I AN A RDE P T
BT FURL 0 2 CPCEL A 55 1 w3 15 7] ( AT 3k
B 2s), LU E 10 ~ 23 nm $745 90 BN A9 AE 15 K& M0
B, 40 CPC (3785, TSI) f Mems o7 i (8] 7] LLSA F) 2 s, T
2020 4E Wang 5" A9 4 9 28 T B4 i WOk S Ay
R FARTTREIE M 4. 5 nm, T 542 >8 nm BY UK K6
WRR AT K 90% LA I, REGE T I T — By B HE vk B i) 22
Ko RISk CPC 7 ikl () PEMS TJ B3 24 7E 42
L DN AR PN SR ) 5, R T R D & sh AL
IFAE LI 2 AL B AT IR A AR E AR A
PEATAE 260 i, FEAC U 2 T — By B HE Al ik B0 A0 20K
Bainschab 25 {¥fii F| CPC 9 DownToTen PEMS . £ 7E
% E4T RDE U 5 560 30F , ) 5 25 5L A1 PN-PEMS JEA
AHIA], BE e MR A2 > 10 nm 19 AR 4% & Ve BUkE , LA A%
PURE , B ORI s, FEAS T JE [ T B B Rk, (H
CPC AREZ H R4 B R A2 o0 A, LI s A 24 455 7K
V- W RZIR T CPC N SRR, EEPS I & i 8] %, 4]
W EEPS (3090, TSI) 7] DL 0. 1 s 45— 58 3 (ki 4
I3 R K I Bl 5.6 ~ 560 nm, AE % A8 I R AL >
10 nm PSR, HAELAG R i RS 43 B, 491 4n TSI 2
A 3090 B EEPS RT4r# 3 B2l 16 A~ i (A
32 ANlIA) , ZE LR, X R A PURLE PN &
CPC W] S RGN A2 > 10 nm UKL A1 /£ RDE 25
DR ER T 0 22 5 R ACHE IO S 75 R, (H TS 45 s o )
R AR AT, R CPC 3 A 0 U 490 1) A s 50
W, AR B AOR AR S R P R AR o A, 4 A8
EEPS, EEPS (14 ] & [ [8] %6, 7T 5K 0 45 5 42 4 (%) ki 42
I3

ORI S AY B 25 Je ) 2 — ORI 1 7 A=
U U N B B PR AN A A IR R E . AR
K HEHCE R FURL ) Y BEOR AR ™ 4% . HLBh 4 F
— B B MU X AR A9y HE i b R i ) 75 SR R
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PR SN A S A L A0 ORI A DN D TA DS 11

TOURLA AR T BRBAAR 22 10 nm 5 B IN0 7 B 5228 e
AR5 BB, 5 38 /D I s R R A, AR 3 P
R, BRI A 2 AR A AT E U HERLAR > 10 nm YR
KL, We P R E R, AT A i, BT AR R A L AT AR
o BERIERE R AR SO BUA B RUR: 49 B e JEE A )
B AU RS S & AT 10 A UTE5E

1) Vo BERURE A0S T AR Sy 00 AL 114 S AR
VR RE I R o Y BEIORL IS AR AN BE S I R A A2 IR
210 nm UKL, Wi N AR 28 2 s, I HLR Y BEURL 114K
RO PEMS IR 4 b HEAT AR R I RORIRAIR T
PRI SIS 50 2 I DAL L AT I BAS , al il
R ELIE BRI R B R PR A TR, AR, v BERURL T
KRR T LA AU ) ) B R T (EUR TR 4 X R Y
RIS, ANE FH T <23 nm 14 Y0 ) 4000 vk 3 42 o
TR E 5

2)) R SfAILHEZORLE ASCAT A DAy 0 e s A 9 FL P A
FORpRLAR S A NS . A S HLHEOREBE O] Il ks
#£>5. 6 nm HYFURL, 4 0. 1 s fERTLIZS HH—> S8 B iR A
oA, HEA i 00 RS 0 B m] 6 R 5 HE Rk AL )
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