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DISCLAIMER

"THE STATEMENTS AND CONCLUSIONS IN THIS REPORT ARE THOSE OF THE
CONTRACTOR AND NOT NECESSARILY THOSE OF THE STATE AIR RESOURCES
BOARD. THE MENTION OF COMMERCIAL PRODUCTS, THEIR SOURCE OR THEIR
USE IN CONNECTION WITH MATERIAL REPORTED HEREIN IS NOT TO BE CON-
STRUED AS EITHER AN ACTUAL OR IMPLIED ENDORSEMENT OF SUCH PRODUCTS".

"THE INVENTORY PRESENTED HEREIN WAS DEVELOPED TO EVALUATE IMPROVED
METHODS OF OBTAINING MOBILE SOURCE EMISSIONS DATA, AND AS SUCH
I'T DOES NOT REPRESENT OFFICIAL AIR RESOURCES BOARD POLICY."
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ABSTRACT

A computerized mobile source emissions model for 1light-, medium-, and
heavy-duty vehicles was developed. The emissions model, which is based on
a detailed traffic model, was applied to medium- and heavy-duty vehicles
in California's South Coast Air Basin (the Los Angeles Area). Two (2) 1975
inventories were generated, one using emission factors developed by the
California Air Resources Board and the other using the emission factors
recommended by the United States Environmental Protection Agency for
California vehicles. In both cases the predicted emissions exceeded the
values developed by the California Air Resources Board for all pollutants.
The major reason for the difference is the lower estimate of vehicle miles
traveled used by the Air Resources Board.

This report was submitted in fulfillment of Contract Number A6-051-87
by TRW Environmental Engineering Division under sponsorship of the
California Air Resources Board. Work was completed as of March 10, 1978.
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LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS AND SYMBOLS

AADT - Annual average daily traffic (annual traffic divided by 365)
ARB - California Air Resources Board
CalTrans - California State Department of Transportation
EPA - United States Environmental Protection Agency
DMV - California State Department of Motor Vehicles
GVW - Gross vehicle weight (in pounds)
HDV - Heavy-duty vehicle

ARB definition 8500+ pounds GVW

EPA definition 8500+ pounds GVW .
LARTS - Los Angeles Regional Transportation Study
LDV = Light-duty vehicle

ARB definition 0-6000 pounds GVW
EPA definition 0-8500 pounds GVW

MDV - Medium-duty vehicle:
ARB definition 6001-8500 pounds GVW
EPA definition - none

SCAB - South Coast Air Basin
U™ - Universal Transverse Mercator
VMT - Vehicle miles traveled






SECTION 1
INTRODUCTION

As emissions from 1ight-duty vehicles (LDVs) come under more stringent
control, heavy-duty vehicles (HDVs) will account for an increasing fraction
of mobile source emissions. It has been estimated, for example, that by
1980 thirty percent of all mobile source emissions in the South Coast Air
Basin will come from heavy-duty vehicles, an increase of one hundred
percent over 1970 [1]. Likewise, it is expected that they will account for
thirty-five percent of the carbon monoxide emissions, an increase of 192
percent, and twenty-five percent of the nitrogen oxide emissions, an
increase of sixty-seven percent.

~ While light-duty vehicle emissions have been the subject of numerous
studies conducted by the California Air Resources Board (ARB) and other air
pollution control agencies, 1ittle attention has been directed toward
characterizing heavy-duty vehicle emissions [2], [3], [4]. The increasing
importance of heavy-duty vehicles as a mobile emissions source, however,
indg?ates the need to better understand their role in the air pollution
problem.

The purpose of this study was to characterize, in detail, the emissions
from heavy-duty vehicles. The program consisted of three major aspects:

® Development of invéntory methodologies;

o Development of a computerized mobile source emissions
inventory model;

e Compilation of a heavy-duty vehicle emissions inventory.

The procedures used to compile a heavy-duty mobile source inventory
are less straightforward than those for stationary sources or for light
duty vehicles. It is for this reason that considerable effort was
expended developing and investigating methods of acquiring the data
necessary to generate the inventory.

Because of the complexities involved, computer based methods are the
only reasonable way of constructing a disaggregated inventory. Therefore,
the second aspect of the program involved the modification of the
computerized emissions inventory model that was developed in a previous
1ight-duty vehicle inventory program [2]. The model was improved and
modified to calculate emissions from both light- and heavy-duty vehicles.

The model was used to calculate emissions inventories for calendar
year 1975. Two (2) were generated using different sets of emission
factors. The primary inventory used factors provided by the ARB; the other
used the factors listed in the Environmental Protection Agency document,
AP-42, Supplement 5 [5].



The term heavy-duty vehicle can cause some confusion. EPA defines
light-duty trucks as those with gross vehicle weights (GVW) of 0 to 8500
pounds and heavy-duty vehicles as those with GVWs greater than 8500 pounds.
The ARB defines 1light-duty vehicles as those with GVWs of 0 to 6000 pounds,
medium duty vehicles 6001 to 8500 pounds GVW, and heavy-duty vehicles as
greater than 8500 pounds GVW. For convenience in this report, heavy-duty
vehicle (HDV) means vehicles with GVWs of more than 6000 pounds unless
otherwise specified. '



SECTION 2

SUMMARY

This study shows that it is feasible to develop a heavy-duty vehicle
mobile source inventory disaggregated in terms of body type, geographical
location, time-of-day, day-of-week, and season. The emission inventory
model that was used was shown to be a workable tool for generating highly
disaggregated mobile source inventories. Both of the 1975 South Coast Air
Basin inventories that were generated show higher emissions values than
does the corresponding Air Resources Board inventory. The primary reason
for this is the higher estimate of vehicle miles traveled used in this
study. A summary of the 1975 inventories follows:

ARB EPA
Emission Factors Emission Factors
(Average Tons/Day) (Average Tons/Day)

Hydrocarbons (total): 119.2* 147 .1
Exhaust: 94.6 102.5
Evaporative: 21.9 41.2
Crankcase: 2.6 3.4

Carbon Monoxide: 876.7 938.7

Nitrogen Oxides: 302.9 293.1

Sulfur Dioxide: 22.6 21.6

Particulates: 24.2 24.2

*Rounding error






SECTION 3
SURVEY OF HEAVY-DUTY VEHICLE DRIVING PATTERNS

A survey of heavy-duty vehicle driving patterns was conducted for TRW
by Olson Laboratories of Anaheim, California. The purpose of the survey
was three-fold:

e To determine the fundamental differences between the
driving patterns of 1ight- and heavy-duty vehicles;

e To determine representative driving cycles for use
with the EPA's Modal Emissions Model [6]

e To develop a dynamometer driving sequence for obtaining
modal emissions data.

This section describes the procedures that were used.

The Air Resources Board's (ARB) instrumented chase car accumulated
HDV driving pattern data by following and duplicating the driving
characteristics of a sample of heavy-duty vehicles. To assure that the
correct types of vehicles were being followed, carefully selected indivi-
dual HDVs were followed for an entire day. This is a departure from the
previous procedure of following randomly selected vehicles [7]. The
vehicles were selected from among those volunteered by fleet operators.
It was explained to the operators that:

e No vehicle modifications were required;

@ No changes in daily operations were required - normal
operations were requested;

® The identity of the vehicle - but not the type of vehicle - would

be removed as the data were processed so that confidentiality
would be maintained.

A questionnaire (Figure 1) was developed to gather detailed data on
each vehicle, its maintenance schedule, annual useage and other operational
data. This information is presented in Appendix C.

The chase car's on-board computer recorded vehicle speed, road type
(freeway, non-freeway), traffic density (peak, off-peak), and time-of-day
on a second-by-second basis. Additional information such as road condi-
tions (wet, dry, under construction), weather conditions (clear, rainy,
fog), day-of-week, etc. was also recorded.

The data were processed by the procedures outlined in Figure 2. Data
tapes from the on-board mini-computer were edited and reformatted. The
editing process corrected errors such as erroneous entries and missing
data points. Reformatting was required before the data tape could be read



HEAVY DUTY VEHICLE DRIVING SURVEY DATA

1 NAME AND ADDRESS OF REGISTERED OWNER

2 VEHICLE DESCRIPTION

MANUFACTURER

MODEL YEAR

BODY TYPE (PANEL, DUMP, ETC.) .

o0 @

NUMBER OF AXLES AND

AXLE ARRANGEMENT! .

GROSS WEIGHT? .

m

EMPTY WEIGHTZ .

G. STATE IN WHICH VEHICLE IS REGISTERED
(1.E. HOME STATE)

H. ADD-ON STREAMLINING DEVICES

TIRE SIZES

NUMBER OF TIRES .

BRAKE TYPE (AIR OR HYDRAULIC) .

NUMBER OF EXHAUST PIPES .

Z2 r R ~

APPROXIMATE HEIGHT OF EXHAUST PIPE
OPENING(S) ABOVE GROUND

N. BASE OF CPERATION (CITY, COUNTY)

1 INDICATE TRUCK-TRACTOR AND TRAILER SEPARATELY IF APPROPRIATE

2 1k TRUCK-TRACTOR COMBINATION, INCLUDE TRAILER

3 IF DIFFERENT SIZES USED, SPECIFY LOCATION

FORM 060191/76/1

Figure 1. Heavy Duty Vehicle Survey Data



HEAVY DUTY VEHICLE DRIVING SURVEY DATA (CONTINUED)

3 POWEF. UNIT DESCRIPTION

MARUFACTURER

MOLCEL OF ENGINE .

SERIAL NUMBER .

FUEL TYPE

RATED HORSEPOWER AND RPM

NUNBER OF CYLINDERS

ACCUMULATED ENGINE HOURS/MILEAGE .

reoe m moDpD o6 W P>

EMI:3SION CONTROL DEVICES

TURBOCHARGED, SUPERCHARGED OR
NATURAL ASPIRATION

4 HISTORICAL INFORMATION

MAJOR USE (CATEGORIES)

PRINCIPAL PRODUCTS CARRIED

ARIE:A OF OPERATION .

AVERAGE MILEAGE PER YEAR

TOTAL ACCUMULATED MILEAGE

RANGE WITHOUT REFUELING .

& mmou e wp

FUEL CONSUMPTION (ANNUAL, MONTHLY,
DAILY)

H. MILEAGE DISTRIBUTION(%)
LOCAL

LONG-HAUL .

I, FREQUENCY OF NORMAL TIRE REPLACEMENT .

J.  FOR GASOLINE POWERED
FREQUENCY OF TUNEUP

MILEAGE SINCE LAST TUNEUP .

K. FOR DIESEL POWERED
FREQUENCY OF MINOR MAINTENANCE .

IMILEAGE SINCE LAST MINOR MAINTENANCE
L. ISAMAINTENANCE LLOG AVAILABLE?

M. Wi O PERFORMS MAINTENANCE? (DEALER,
INDEPENDENT GARAGE)

FORM 060191/76/z

Figure 1. Heavy Duty Vehicle Survey Data (Cont'd)
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Data Tapes from
On Board
Computer

| !

Edited and Reformatted|

i

{

Tapes
Mode Frequency Time In Mode
Matrix ' Matrix
(Input) (Input)
Candidate Driving
Cycle
Mode Frequency _ Time In Mode
Matrix Matrix
(Output) : (Output)

I

Figure 2. Driving Data Reduction Procedures



by the computer used to process the data. The second-by-second data were
converted to a separate Normalized Mode Frequency Matrix-Input for each
body type (Figure 3). The matrix shows the frequency (in terms of percent)
with which constant speed modes and accelerations or decelerations between
two (2) speeds occurred in the vehicle being followed. A Normalized Time
in Mode Matrix-Input was also generated (Figure 4). This matrix shows the
fraction of time spent in each accelerating, decelerating or constant speed
mode. The transition speeds are Tlisted in 5 mph increments for both
matrices. Separate matrices were generated for each body type for

freeway and non-freeway operation.

Driving cycles were generated by randomly sampling the Mode Frequency
Matrix-Input. The cycles so generated, called random cycles, were repro-
cessed in the same manner as the original data tapes. The resulting
matrices, the Mode Frequency Matrix and the Time in Mode Matrix were
compared with the original matrices (see Figure 2). Those cycles whose
matrices were similar enough to the originals were designated representa-
tive driving cycles. Figures 5 through 8 present an example of a random
driving cycle, Mode Frequency Matrix, Time in Mode Matrix, and the Matrix
Comparisons, respectively.

The procedures used by Olson are described in detail in a previous
report [7].

The matrices and driving cycles for each body type were compared to
those representing the other body types. These comparisons indicated that
the differences were small and random. That is, the driving patterns did
not vary consistently with body type. Furthermore, driving data wer
calculated in two seasons (winter and spring); there was no substantial
difference between the driving patterns for the two seasons.

The HDV driving data were then compared to the LDV data gathered in a
previous study [2]. Again the differences were small and random. It was
concluded, therefore, that traffic conditions (in an urban area) determine
driving patterns to a larger degree than vehicle type. Apparently this is
so because in moderate to heavy traffic conditions, which exist most of the
time in the Basin, no vehicle can drive very much differently than other
traffic. In such conditions a fast LDV is frequently forced to follow a
slower HDV. The resutt is both vehicles exhibit similar driving
characteristics. In some areas, such as steep hills, there are obviously
differences; however, there are few such areas in the Basin.

Some additional traffic data are available from other studies [8],
[9]. These data were examined and they tend to support the same
conclusion.

On multi-lane highways with low traffic density, vehicle performance
and driver characteristics may predominate. However, such areas tend to
be open highway where most driving is steady state or nearly so. Only a
small fraction of the VMT in the Basin occur under such conditions.
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Figure 5. Sample Random Driving Cycle (Continued)
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Figure 5. Sample Random Driving Cycle (Continued)
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1079.50
1088418
1092.95
1102.22
1105.66
1115.50
1119.00

TOTAL

DISTANCE

4.C33
4.0306
4,036

4.038

4.042
4,045
4.045
4.0517
4.068

4.086

4.086
4.090
4.094
4.118
4.154
4.173
4.1717
44228
4.331
4.354
4.381
4.406
4.509
4.56C
4.0633

4.683

4.802
4,872
4,887

4.920°

4.959
4.984
5.201
5.034
5.119
5.169
5.272
5.308
5.403
5.435

Sample Random Driving Cycle (Continued)

AVG. RATE
(MPH/SEC)

n

6

*

—

O‘O-“OOONOHOOO;&O#‘Q\TIUNO
t

0
1
0
1
0
i
0
2
0
2
0
l1.15
0.
2.20
0.0
-3.02
0.
2.43
0.
"1. 6
0.0
1.51
0.0
0.89
0.0
1.05
0.0
-2092
0.0
1.69
0.0
1.51
c.0
L.34
0.0
1.05
0.0
-1l.45
0.0
-1.43

CURVE
TYPE
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MCDE

161
162
163
164
165
166
167
168
165
17¢
171

172
173

INITIAL
SPEEC

3C
30

FINAL
SPEED

30
35
35
15
15
5
5
0
0
20
20
0
0

Figure 5.

i
MOCE
TIME

13.66
3437
B.68

13.33
blcl
4.173
347
2.50

18.61
8.172
6.C4
7.82

13.58

MOCE

DISTANCE

0.114
0.030
0.084
0.068
0.025
0.014
0.005
0.002"
G.0
c.028
0.034
0.025
ODO

TOTAL
TIME

1132.69
1136.06
1144.74
1158.07
1164.09
1168.82
1172.29
1174,78
1153.40
1202.12
1208.16
1215.58
1229.56

TCTAL
DISTANCE

5.550
54580
5.664
5.763
5.788
5.802
5.807
5.809
5.809
5,837
5.870
5.895
5.895

Sample Random Driving Cycle (Continued)

AVG. RATE
{MPH/SEC)

CURVE
TYPE

v
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3.58 0.0
0.0 0.0
1.73  1l.l6
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
Figure 6.
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0.0 1.73 1.73
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0.0 C.0 C.0
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 NORMALIZED TIME IN MODE (PERCENT) ——- CYCLE 2111656277
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0.57  3.10
1.54 0445
0.4C 0.0
0.0 0.0
2.21  1.76
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
040 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
0.0 0.0
Figure 7.
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THE STATISTICS FOR CYCLE 2111656277 ARE AS FOLLCWS:

MOCE FREQUENCY MATRIX:

MATRIX:

CRUISE:

ACCEL: '

DECEL:

CIFFERENCE st

0.0538 €.200
0.0631 €.2C0
0.0564 1 €.200
0.0683 €.200

TIME IN MODE MATRIX:

MATRIX:

CRUISE:
ACCEL:

DECEL:

G.0z262
0.0308
0.0632

0.0733

* THE IDLE PERCENTAGE IS HERE NOT INCLUDED 1IN THE CRUISE PERCENTAGE.

Figure 8.

(.200
C.200
C.150

C.100

AVERAGE SPEED FUR INPUT MATRIX:
AVERAGE SPEED FOR CYCLE:

CYCLE DISTANCE:

NUMBER OF STOPS PER MILE:

FIGURE CF MERIT:

MOCE FREQUENCY MATRIX:

INPUT
IDLE: 8.37
CRUISE: 40413
ACCEL: 27.78
DECEL: 23.72

TIME IN MODE MATRIX:
IDLE: 17.02
CRUISE: © 35,16
ACCEL: 25,76

DECEL: 22.G6

17.24 MPH
17.26 MPH

5.90 MILES

Sample Driving Cycle Comparison Statistics

SUMMARY PERCENTAGE MEASURES—---~-

41.62 %

20459

23.12

17.81"
35.65 *
25.34

21.20



The data collected during this phase of the program were used to
specify a dynamometer test sequence to be used for collecting modal HDV
emissions data. This sequence, shown in Table 1, contains those driving
modes that were observed. (The sequence was modified by the ARB to
improve dynamometer driveability [10]. The modified sequence is shown in
Table 2.) The sequence is not a representative driving cycle. A repre-
sentative cycle, similar to the Federal Test Procedure, attempts to simulate
the emissions of in-use vehicles by assuming that the total emissions
during the cycle (on a grams-per-mile basis) are representative of the
emissions of such vehicles. This sequence is for obtaining modal emissions
data only.

Table 1. HDV Modal Emissions Driving Sequence

Mode Speed Range Time in Mode Distance in
No.* (mph) (sec) Mode (miles)
1 0-30 18 0.0592
2 30-0 16 0.0741
3 0-0 15 0
4 0-15 8 0.0201
5 15-30 1 0.0705
6 30-45 13 0.1360
7 45-45 20 0.2500
8 45-30 12 0.1268
g 30-60 25 0.3134
10 60-45 12 0.1716
11 45-60 14 0.2043
i2 60-60 12 0.2000
13 60-15 30 0.3367
14 15-60 26 0.3136
15 60-0 35 0.3293
16 0-0 9 0
17 '0-60 38 0.4009
18 60-30 23 0.2994
19 30-30 30 0.2500
20 30-15 9 0.0579
21 15-0 8 0.0173
22 0-45 22 0.1759
23 45-15 16 0.1392
24 15-45 18 0.1528
25 45-0 19 0.1304

*The ARB modified this sequence to include several steady
state modes to make the sequence easier to drive on a
dynamometer (see Table 2).
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Table 2.

Modified Driving Sequence

Speed Range

Time in Mode

Mode No. (mph) (Sec)
1 0-30 18
1A 30-30 20
2 30-0 16
3 0-0 15
4 0-15. 8
5 15-30 11
6 30-45 13
7 45-45 20
8 45-30 12
8A 30-30 20
9 30-60 15
9A 60-60 20
10 60-45 12
10A 45-45 20
11 45-60 14
12 60-60 12
13 60-15 30
13A 15-15 20
14 15-60 26
14A 60-60 20
15 60-0 35
16 0-0 9
17 0-60 38
17A 60-60 20
18 60-30 23
19 30-30 30
20 30-15 9
21 15-0 8
21A 0-0 20
22 0-45 22
22A 45-45 20
23 45-15 16
23A 15-15 20
24 15-45 18
24A 45-45 20
25 45-0 19
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SECTION 4
CHARACTERIZATION OF VEHICLE POPULATION

Heavy-duty vehicles (HDVs) were characterized on the basis of model
year, body type, weight class, fuel type and emission standards. Since the
data to adequately characterize the HDV population in terms of these
categories do not exist, estimating procedures were developed. This section
describes those procedures and discusses their advantages and weaknesses.

Heavy-duty vehicles represent a more diverse group of emission sources
than do light-duty vehicles. For example, 80,000 pound GVW tractor trailer
combinations and 3/4 ton recreational vans have both been categorized as
heavy-duty vehicles (using the 6000 pound GVW criteria). The emissions
characteristics of these two types of vehicles are substantially different.
Recognizing this, such vehicles are now classified by the Air Resources
Board (ARB) as either medium-duty vehicles (6001 pounds to 8500 pounds GVW)
or heavy-duty vehicles (8501 pounds GVW and greater).

For these reasons, twenty (20) categories of vehicles, which account
for almost all HDVs in the South Coast Air Basin (SCAB), were defined (see
Table 3). Since individual emission factors for these vehicle categories
do not now exist, they were defined in anticipation of such data becoming
available.

Although several data sources contain information relating to
neavy-duty vehicle population, none contained sufficientiy detailed
information to adequately characterize the HDV poputation. Therefore, the
registration records of the Department of Motor Vehicles (DMV) were examined.
A special report from the Department of Motor Vehicles' "regular commercial"
registration files was assembled for TRW by a division of the Reuben Donnelley
Corporation [11]. The computer generated report, a sample of which is shown
in Figure 9, contained registration data by body type, model year, fuel,
weight class and county of registration.

The data are presented in the following manner:

e Eight (8) body types: pick-up, tractor, bus, dump, flat bed,
tank, sedan delivery (panel truck), and van*;

e Three (3) weight classes: 0 to 6000 pounds GVW, 6001 to
10,000 pounds GVW, and greater than 10,000 pounds GVW;

o Model years: pre-1970 and 1970 through 1976 by model
years;

*The DMV "Gross Report" indicates that these eight (8) body types
constitute more than 97% of all registered commercial vehicles in
the state [12].
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Table 3. Heavy-Duty Vehicle Body Types, Weight Categories, and
Fuel Type

Body Type ruel Type Weight Category GVW Range, 1bs
Pickup Gasoline Medium-Duty Gas 6001 - 8500
Pickup Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gas 8501 -10,000
Tractor Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gas 10,000+
Tractor Diesel Heavy-Duty Diesel 10,000+
Bus Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gasoline 10,000+
Bus Diesel Heavy-Duty Diesel 10,000+
Dump Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gas 10,000+
Dump Diesel Heavy-Duty Diesel 10,000+
Flatbed Gasoline Medium-Duty Gas 6001 - 8500
Flatbed Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gas 8501 -10,000
Flatbed Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gas 10,000+
Flatbed Diesel Heavy-Duty Diesel 10,000+
Tanker Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gas 10,000+
Tanker Diesel Heavy-Duty Diesel 10,000+
Van Gasoline Medium-Duty Gas 6001 - 8500
Van Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gas 8501 -10,000
Van Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gas 10,000+
Van Diesel Heavy-Duty Diesel 10,000+
Tractor Gasoline Heavy-Duty Gas 10,000+
(non-Calif.)
Tractor Diesel Heavy-Duty Diesel 10,000+

(non-Calif.)
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TRW TRUCK REGISTRATION
DATE 01/01/77

LaS ANGELES COLNTY
80DY TYPE FUEL

PICKUP GAS

DIESEL

TRACTCR Gay

JLE SEL

UKHOWN

BUS GAs

DIESEL

YEAR

PRE 1970
1970
1971
1972
1973
1974
1975
1976
PRE LST70
1970
1971
1972
1973
L1974
L9175
197&

PRE 1970
1970
1971
1672
1973
1974
1975
1976
PRT L9TC
19735
is71
1e72
1972
1974
L3715
1976
PRE 1970
1970
1671
1672
1973
L1974
L97s

PRE 1970
197u
1971
1972
1973
1974
L3975
L1978
PRE 1970

GV (0-6000

217889
T4 82
5728
1228
1795
7251

. 4894

1480

W e O

5VW 6001-10,000

28744
16555
100u3
13543
i5289
o571
8U35
3096

-5 N

o~

Ll
O~ W

e
[SERE VAN VRN VAN + 3

GVW OVER 10,000

43
13
8
2
1

1237
469
295
454
428
217
185

26

3824

1104

1225

1372

L1650

1882

1124

Figure 9. Sample of the Donnelley Registration Data Report
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o Fuels: gasoline (gas), diesel, and unknown (predominantly
propane and liquified natural gas);

@ Counties: Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside and San Bernardino
(entire county, not just SCAB portion).

The weight classes are gross vehicle weight (GVW)., not unladen weight
as in the Gross Report. The Donnelley report represents vehicle
registrations as of February 1, 1976.

The registration file from which the report was compiled consists of
"regular commercial" vehicles only. There are two other categories of
vehicles that were not counted: Board of Equalization (B.E.) commercials
and exempt vehicles. B.E. commercials are essentially those vehicles that
are rented or leased. Exempt vehicles are those operated by various
governmental agencies and are identified by a diamond shaped insignia
surrounding an upper case "E".

The number of B.E. commercials was determined by establishing the
state-wide ratio of B.E. commercials for a given body type to the regular
commercial registrations for that body type. This ratio was multiplied
by the number of regular commercial registrations for that body type in
each county as shown in the Donnelley Report.

Exempt commercials were estimated in a similar manner. The ratio of
exempt vehicles for a given county to regular commercials of all body types
for that county was established and multiplied by the registered regular
commercials for each body type and weight class.

An additional registration category exists for buses. Buses are some-
times registered as automobiles in spite of the fact that they are over
6000 pounds GVW. The Gross Report was used to determine the statewide
ratio between buses registered as automobiles and buses registered as
commercial vehicles. This ratio was applied to buses registered as
commercials in each county.

The sum of these four (4) categories, regular commercial, Board of
Equalization, commercial exempt, and buses as automobiles was multiplied
by the fraction of vehicles in each county that are also in SCAB as
estimated in the ARB [13]. This procedure yields the number of registered
commercials in each county. For purposes of this study only vehicles with
GVWS of greater than 6000 pounds were considered.

The following is the mathematical statement of the procedure (for
buses an additional term is required):

BE

EC
b c -
‘:CDb,w,c +(CGb X CDb,w,c ) * ( CDTC X CDb,w,c ):l X CFW RCb,w,c
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Where:

CDb wie - Registered regular commercials (Donnelley Report)
2T - by body type, b
- by weight class, w
- by county, ¢

BEb = Board of Equalization commercials - statewide
(DMV Gross Report)
- by body type, b

CGb = Registered regular commercials - statewide
(DMV Gross Report)
- by body type, b

EC = Exempt (DMV)
- by county, ¢

CDTC = Total regular commercial commercials, all body types
(Donnelley Report)
- by county, c

CF = Fraction of vehicles in county, ¢, which are also in
the South Coast Air Basin (ARB data)
- by weight class, w

RCb we - Registered commercials
> - by body type, b
- by weight class, w
- by county, ¢

For buses the term %%— + CD

b.w.c® where BA is buses registered as autos,
was added. b 3T

Donnelley was not able to provide 6001 to 8500 GVW and 8501 to 10,000
GVW weight category breakdowns because the necessary data are not encoded
in the DMV records. These records show the following weight categories:
0-6000 pounds, 6001 to 10,000 pounds, and several categories greater than
10,000. It was therefore necessary to develop a procedure for estimating
the required weight breakdowns.

R. L. Polk and Company has described methods of using DMV vecords to
determine weight class distributions using serial (vehicle identification)
numbers and ignition key identification numbers from a random sample of
vehicles [14]. The procedures were not used for this study because of the
expense and because they are untried.
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Methods of estimating GVW from unladen weight have been proposed.
Since the unladen weight of each commercial vehicle is contained in the
DMV records, it should be possible to establish a maximum load for each
body type and unladen weight combination. Such values have been proposed
(see Table 4) [15]. Table 4 also shows additional data obtained from the
small sample of vehicles used by Olsen. Note that the difference between
the estimated and actual loads is iarge and variable. It was determined
that estimating GVW from unladen weight was not feasible.

The necessary breakdown was cbtained by combining information from the
Donnelley report and data from the ARB [13]. The Donnelley Report has
10,000+ GVW vehicles listed separately. It was used to determine regis-
trations for this category. That is, the fraction of all vehicles 6001
pounds GVW and greater that are 10,000+ GVW was determined to be 31.1%.
Similarly, the ARB data shown 6001 to 8500 GVW vehicles as a separate
category. These data show that 33.2% of all HDVs are in this weight range.
The remainder, 35.7%, were assumed to be 8501 to 10,000 pound GVW vehicles.
This procedure is shown schematically in Figure 10.

The vehicles were also distributed by model year. For model years
1970 and later, the Donnelley Report listed registrations by model year.
Model years prior to 1970 were lumped together. Data provided by the ARB
were used to estimate the distribution of model years 1969 and earlier [13].
Model year distributions for vehicles in the weight classes 6001 to 8500 GVW
and 8501 to 10,000 GVW were assumed to be the same because the Donnelley
Report showed only combined registration data for these two weight classes.

Estimates of the change in model year distribution with season were
made. The distributions were calculated by using the Donnelley registration
data and assuming an annual growth rate of 4.43% for 1975 [13].

It was necessary to develop a method for estimating the vehicle miles
traveled (VMT) by out-of-state vehicles. It was assumed that all out-of-
state vehicles were gasoline and diesel powered tractors and that each VMT
by an out-of-state vehicle replaced a VMT by a California registered vehicle.
Implicit in this simplifying assumption is the assumption that the buses and
other types of vehicles contribute a small fraction of the total VMT. These
assumptions introduce small ervors. Data from five (5) locations [16] showing
the number of heavy-duty vehicles that are registered in other states (see
Table 5). An average of the values was used to arrive at the estimate of
11.1% of VMT by tractors as being contributed by out-of-state vehicles.

To aliocate emissions from these vehicles, the simplification of
showing these vehicles as being registered in SCAB was employed. 11.1% of
the California registered tractors were shown as being replaced by an equal
number of out-of-state tractors. Average annual mileage and model year
distributions were assumed to be the same as California vehicles.

The vehicle population was characterized by:
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Table 4. Comparison of Estimated and. Actual Loads by

Body Type
Unladen
Weight Load GVW
Body Type (1bs) (1bs) (1bs) Comments
Pickup Estimated, [15] 4,500 1,500 6,000 -
4,800 8,500 -
Actual 5,800 1,800 7,600 1 vehicle
Tractor  Estimated 2,000 4,000 6,000 -
4,000 4,500 8,500 -
Actual - gas 23,000 31,000 8,000 1 vehicle
Actual - diesel 23,000 57,000 80,000 2 vehicles
23,300 56,700 80,000 1 vehicle
28,540 51,460 - 80,000 1 vehicle
29,810 32,990 62,800 1 vehicle
30,000 60,000 30,000 1 vehicle
Bus Estimated 5,000%* 1,000 6,000 -
6,000% 2,500 8,500 -
Actual - diesel 20,000 15,000 . 35,000 2 vehicles
Flatbed Estimated 4,500 1,500 6,000
4,700 3,800 8,500
Actual - gas 8,900 11,100 20,000 1 vehicle
12,000 23,000 35,000 1 vehicle
Van Estimated 4,500 1,500 6,000 -
4,800 3,700 8,500 -
Actual - gas 8,900 5,100 14,000 1 vehicle
11,000 11,000 22,000 1 vehicle

*It is unclear why such low unladen weights were used for these vehicle

types.
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6001 to 8500 GVW 8501 to 10,000 GVW 10,000+ GVW
' o TRW/
68.9% l_ 31.1% Donnelley

33.2% l 66.8% ARB

I 33.2% l 35.7% 31.1% TRW

Figure 10. Schematic Representation of the Procedure Used
to Estimate Weight Class Breakdowns
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Table 5. Qut-of-State

Heavy-Duty Vehicles, [16]

Location¥

% Non-California HDV**

Cajon Pass IS*** 15

San Gorgonio Pass IS 10
South Coast IS 15

Los Angeles Area IS 405

Los Angeles Industrial Area
Long Beach Port Area

Average

19.4
25.7
3.6
6.4
9.2
2.5

11.1%

* State operated truck weight station

**Defined as vehicles whose primary registration is in a state

**cher than California.
Inter-state Highway
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e Body type (20 categories);

e Fuel type (2 types);

e County of primary registration (4 counties)

e GVW class (3 categories);

e Fraction of out-of-state vehicles.

As the previous discussion indicates, these distributions are estimates
only. They were determined by reasonable methods but may contain substantial
inaccuracies. It is difficult to determine accuracy 1limits on these cate-

gorizations. However, the 1ist shown above is in approximately descending
order of reliability. '
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SECTION 5
DISTRIBUTION OF TOTAL VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED

The temporal and geographical distribution of emissions is directly
related to the distribution of vehicle miles traveled (VMT). Data were
developed to allocate VMT in the following manner:

County

Grid square

Hour of day

Weekday / weekend
Season
Freeway/non-freeway

This section describes the data that are available and how they were used
to develop temporally and geographically resolved VMT estimates.

The basis for the VMT distribution is the LARTS (Los Angeles Regional
Transportation Study) traffic model. The computerized LARTS model consists
of four (4) major components :

o A computerized road network system for the Los Angeles area
showing location, lengths, and road type (freeway/non-freeway)
for approximately 9600 major roadway links;

® Annual average 24-hour week day traffic volume estimates;

o Average 24-hour weekday VMT estimates for each link - this
is determined by multiplying the volume on each link by its
length;

e Average link speed for peak and non-peak traffic conditions -
actually a so-called "policy speed."

The link traffic volumes which are for total traffic light- and
heavy-duty vehicles , are based on 1974 data. 1975 traffic volume estimates
were obtained by increasing the volume on each link by 5.5%, the value
recommended by CalTrans[12]. Traffic which in reality flows on roads not
incTuded in the road network, is assigned to those roadways which are
included by the LARTS model.

Each link or portion thereof was assigned to the appropriate 10 km by
10 km UTM grid square and to the appropriate county by TRW. The TRW model
allows grid sizes down to 1 km by 1 km to be selected; calculation of
emissions to this scale requires enormous amounts of computer time with a
very slight corresponding real increase in resolution. That 1is, the
inaccuracies inherent in the model are such that the increased resolution
obtained in using a smaller grid size is more apparent than real.

33



Comparisons were made between LARTS estimated daily traffic and
traffic count data [ 2 ]J. These comparisons showed that on any given
link the error in LARTS traffic volume estimate could be very large, as
much as 70%. The errors for a group of links close together, however, are
random, not systematic, and tend to cancel each other. The overa]} error
in each 10 km grid square tends to be small. The volume inaccuracies
set the primary limitation on geographical resolution. These considerations
plus those of computer time requirements make 10 km a workable grid size.

To obtain the required degree of temporal resolution it was necessary
to disaggregate the 24-hour average weekday VMT obtained from LARTS. Hourly
vehicle count data from freeway and surface street locations throughout
the basin were obtained for weekdays and weekends for four (4) seasons[2].

The annual average weekday 24-hour traffic volume was detgrmined from
these counts (as opposed to using the LARTS volumes). The ratio gf each
season's volume to the newly calculated annual average was determined. The
value so obtained is an estimate of seasonal distribution of total annual
VYMT for each link. This was done for each traffic count location aqd the
results averaged within each grid square. The average of those grid squares
that define a grid square type (which will be described later) were used to
determine the final seasonal variation.

For each location and season the ratio of weekend (2-day avefage) to
weekday (5 day average) traffic volumes was calculated. This ratio was
used to determine weekend volumes from the seasonally adjusted average
weekday volume. ‘

The average weekday and average weekend volumes for each grid square
were converted to separate hourly percentages of 24-hour total values and
plotted for each grid square for which there was data (see Figures 11
and 12). That is, the fraction of the 24-hour volume that occurred
during each hour was plotted versus hour of the day. Separate plots were
made for freeways and surface streets.

These hourly volume curves are different from the hourly curves used
by LARTS [18]. The LARTS curves represent the hourly distribution of
total daily trips-in-motion, whereas the TRW curves represent fraction of
total daily volume. The major difference is since a trip-in-motion can
last more than one hour, the peak hour portions of the LARTS curve
{when traffic moves slower and trips take longer) are higher.

Using the weekday curve as the primary determinant, the plots for each
grid square were compared to all others. Those that were similar were
grouped together and the average for each hour determined. The normalized
hourly averages from the combined curves were considered to be represen-
tative of the traffic characteristics in all grid squares comprising the
combined average. Each such curve is called a traffic pattern type.
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PER CENT OF TOTAL DAILY VOLUME

10.0

HOURLY TRAFFIC ANALYSIS
WEEKDAY GRID SQUARE 370 3750

WINTER
SPRING ...
SUMMER _____
FALL .

I [ T

1 T T I i
10.0 12.0 14.0 16.0 18.0 20.0 22.0 24.0
HOUR OF DAY

Figure 11. Example of Weekday Freeway Diurnal Traffic Distribution
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PER CENT OF TOTAL DAILY VOLUME

10.0

8.0

HOURLY TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

WEEKEND GRID SQUARE 370 3750

WINTER
SPRING ...
SUMMER _____
5 1

Figure 12.

T RS i

T 1 [ i { i
8.0 10.0 12.0 14.0 16.0 18.0 20.0 22.0 24.0
HOUR OF DAY

Example of Weekend Freeway Diurnal Traffic Distribution
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Five (5) freeway traffic pattern types and two (2) surface street
traffic pattern types were determined. It is significant to note that the
number of different traffic pattern types was determined solely by the
characteristics of the traffic flow. That is, no predetermined number of
traffic pattern types was selected. These data naturally fall quite dis-
tinctly into five (5) and two (2) patterns, respectively. Also, note the
traffic patterns were not obtained from the LARTS model, they are based on
actual measurements of traffic flow. Figures 13 through 19 show the hourly
distributions and season variations for the seven (7) traffic pattern
types. Table 6 shows the characteristics of each traffic pattern type
and Figures 20 and 21 are maps of the basin showing the traffic pattern
type for each grid square.

The combination of a freeway traffic pattern type and a surface street
traffic pattern type forms a grid square type. Figure 22 is a map showing
the grid square type for each grid square. This constitutes the final
level of temporal resolution. The factors necessary to disaggregate the
volume associated with each link were predetermined for each grid square
by specifying the grid square type. The TRW emissions model currently
calculates 192 hourly traffic estimates which reflect seasonal, day-of-
week, and hourly variations in traffic volume (4 seasons, 2 day types,

24 hours).

The temporal disaggregation procedure is described mathematically
by the following equation:

v = (AADT) (SFrsg) (WFrdg) (HF

rsdhg rhg)

where

Vrsdh = the traffic volume for

9 - road type (freeway, non-freeway), r
season (winter, spring, summer, fall), s
day (weekend, weekday), d
hour-of-day (1-24), h
- grid square type (1-5), g

AADT annual average daily weekday traffic from LARTS model

SF = seasonal factor
rsg road type, r
- season, S
- grid square type, ¢

WFrd = weekday/weekend factor
g . road type, r
- day, d
~ grid square type, ¢

HFrh = hourly factor
g . road type, r
- hour-of-day, h
- grid square type, g
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Table 6. Traffic Pattern Type Characteristics (A1l Vehicle Types)

Traffic Pattern Type

Characteristics

Freeway

Type A

Type B

Type C

Type D

Type E
Surface Street

Type N
Type 0

A strong north-south freeway traffic flow
A strong east-west freeway traffic flow

No strong north-south or east-west traffic
flow ‘
Isolated rural

Freeway traffic flow in rural areas

Urban surface street traffic flow
Rural surface street traffic flow
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The average speed at which each link is traversed is a necessary com-
ponent for calculating vehicular emissions. LARTS contains average link .
speeds for peak and off-peak traffic conditions. Rather than being deter-
mined by the model, they are arbitrarily selected speeds based on road type,
location and other parameters. These so-called "policy speeds" represent
the average speed over the 1ink including time spent stopped. That is,
it represents the length of the Tink divided by the time required to
traverse it. It does not represent the average velocity of the population
of vehicles traversing the 1ink. The distinction is important.

The LARTS model is described more completely in a series of CalTrans
publications [18], [19], [20]. The procedures for developing a temporally
and geographically disaggregated VMT data base are described in greater
detail in the previous report of this series [2]. It should be noted
that these procedures are used to allocate total VMT for all vehicle types.
Procedures specific to vehicles with GVW of more than 6000 pounds are
discussed in the next section.
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SECTION 6
DISTRIBUTION OF HEAVY DUTY VEHICLE MILES TRAVELED

In addition to being disaggregated temporally and geographically, the
emissions were disaggregated in terms of body type, weight class and fuel
type. The data required to disaggregate the emissions in this manner
are:

® Registration data by body type, weight class, fuel, and
model year; '

e Total vehicle miles traveled by all body.types:
e Average annual mileage for each body type.

This section describes the data that are availabie and how they were used
to allocate VMT.

. Department of Motor Vehicle (DMV) registration data obtained from a
special report generated by a division of the Reuben Donnelley Corporation,
in conjunction with other data, were used to determine the number of vehicles
of each body type, weight class, fuel type and model year that are regis-
tered in each county in the Basin [11]. The procedures used are described
in detail in Section 4.

Total VMT by all vehicle types was determined for LARTS data (see
Section 5). The LARTS model calculates VMT for all vehicles, 1ight- and
heavy-duty, and assumes that 5.0% were attributable to HDVs (on an annual
average weekday basis). A more disaggregated estimate of HDV VMT was
obtained by using traffic count data as explained in the following paragraphs.

Heavy duty vehicle counts were obtained for several locations in the
Basin. The purpose was to determine the fraction of total vehicles passing
a point that were heavy duty vehicles. It had been hoped that these data
would be available on an hourly basis and that they would be classified
counts. (That is, classified by body type). Such county data are limited,
however. A few hourly counts for 24-hours (consecutive) were available
from CalTrans for freeway locations [21]. Most of the available data were
6-hour counts during daylight hours [22].

Several different vehicle classification schemes were used by the
various traffic agencies. Some agencies classified counts by body type,
some by number of axles, and some on the basis of unspecified criteria.
Because of the inconsistency and because for this study vehicles were
classified by body type, only the total HDV counts were used (HDV being
6001 pounds GVW or greater). That is, only the total number of non-LDVs
was considered without regard to any further subclassification.

" To supplement the available data, TRW made arrangements with De Mers
Airviews of Santa Ana, California to take a series of aerial photographs at
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selected locations [23]. The purpose of the photographs was to provide
additional classified traffic count data.

Approximately 170 oblique aerial photographs were taken at 16 freeway
and non-freeway locations. At each location photograpnhs were taken at
15 minute intervals during three (3) time periods:

e Morning peak -~ 7 AM to 9 AM;

¢ Midday - 10 AM to 12 PM and 1 PM to 3 PM;

e Evening peak - 4 PM to 7 PM.

Figure 23 is a sample photograph.

The purpose of the aerial photographs was two-fold:

e To supplement the available classified vehicle counts;

e To characterize the total HDV counts by body type.

As a supplement to count data the aerial photographs worked well, and
additional total HDV count data were obtained efficiently. However, the
photographs were not as useful for classifying vehicles by body type.
There were three (3) main unanticipated problems:

e Not enough vehicles were seen in any single photograph

or any hourly set of four (4) photographs to be
meaningful;

o It was difficult to determine the correct body type
from the obiique angle used;

e Classification errors were common in those cases
where the body type could be determined.

For these reasons the aerial photographs were used only to determine frac-
tion of HDVs as a function of total vehicles. Although improvements are
needed, the aerial photograph method is a potentially valuable technique
for obtaining HDV traffic data. The method is reasonably inexpensive and
provides a permanent record. Three (3) major improvements are required:

e Higher resolution photographic films and equipment
must be used;

¢ More photographs per hour are required;

e Trained photo interpreters must be used.

For each count or photograph Tocation a plot of % HDVs (as a function
of total traffic) versus total traffic for each hour of the day was made.

A sample is shown in Figure 24. In each case these curves represent
normal weekday traffic conditions. These curves look similar to those
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Figure 23.

Sample Aerial Photograph
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discussed earlier that represent fraction of total daily traffic occurring
in each hour, but represent something different.

The hourly distributions were compared and those with similar shapes
grouped together. One (1) non-freeway and three (3) freeway patterns
were determined. In a manner similar to that used to develop grid square
types, all grid squares were classified as one of three (3) HDV arid
square types and Figure 25 shows how each grid square was classified.
Table escribes the grid square characteristics. Figures 26 through 29
show the composite curves. :

Only data for weekday conditions were available. It was assumed,
therefore, that the same hourly fraction of total vehicles that are heavy
duty vehicles was valid for weekends. This assumption does not eliminate
the weekday/weekend resolution since total traffic is shown as variable
during these time periods.

These curves were further disaggregated by considering the type
(body type) of HDV that is 1ikely to be on the road during each of
three (3) time periods:

® 6 AM to 6 PM (day);
® 6 PM to 10 PM (evening);
o 10 PM to 6 AM (night).

Table 8 shows what fraction of HDV traffic is attributable to each
body type. These estimates are based on a series of reasonable assumptions
about the use patterns of the various types of heavy-duty vehicles. The
basic assumptions are:

o Pickups and light vans are operated primarily during the day
and evening hours on both weekdays and weekend days. Only 5%
as many are in operation during the night as during the other
time periods. This reflects the fact that many of these vehicles
are used for personal transportation.

o Tractors and heavy tankers are operated on an around-the-clock
basis on weekdays and weekend days.

o0 A random sample of bus schedules from throughout the Basin was
used to determine the ratio of scheduled bus runs during each
time period to each other time period. Therefore, these ratios
are based on actual data. ‘

o All other vehicle tybes operate only on weekdays during the
day.

These assumptions are summarized in Table 9. Note that this -table
does not show the ratio of, say, bus traffic to total traffic. That is
shown in the previous table. Instead it shows the ratio of bus traffic in
each time period to the bus traffic in each of the other two time periods.
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Table 7. HDV Traffic Pattern Type Characteristics

HDV Traffic Pattern Type

Characteristics

Freeway
Type 101
Type 102
Type 103

Surface Street
Type 104

Basin entrance
Heavily commercial/industrial
Residential/rural

A1l surface streets
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Table 8. Diurnal HDV Distribution By Body Type

Weekday, % of HDVs

Weekend Day, % of HDVs

Body Type GVW Range, 1bs  Fuel Type Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Pickup 6001 - 8500 Gasoline .2415 .3068 .0426 .3041 .3058 .0424
Pickup 8501 -10000 Gasoline .2576 .3272 .0454 .3244 .3262 .0453
Tractor 10000+ Gasoline .0128 .0163 .0451 .0161 .0162 .0449
Tractor 10000+ Diesel .2005 .2546 .7063 .2525 .2539 .7038
Bus 10000+ Gasoline .0084 .0065 .0039 .0106 .0079 .0056
Bus 10000+ Diesel .0083 .0063 .0039 .0105 .0077 .0056
Dump 10000+ Gasoline .0090 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000
Dump 10000+ Diesel .0293 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000
Flatbed 6001 - 8500 Gasoline .0212 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000
Flatbed 8501 -10000 Gasoline .0224 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000
Flatbed 10000+ Gasoline .0456 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000
Flatbed 10000+ Diesel .0120 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000
Tank 10000+ Gas .0029 .0037 .0102 .0037 .0037 .0102
Tank 10000+ Diesel .0127 .0161 .0447 .0160 .0161 .0446
Van 6001 - 8500 Gasoline L0111 0147 .0021 .0140 014 .0021
Van 8501 -10000 Gasoline .0116 .0147 .0021 .0146 .0147 .0021
Van 10000+ Gasoline .0545 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000
Van 10000+ Diesel .0120 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000 .0000
Tractor (Non-Cal) 10000+ Gasoline .0016 .0020 .0056 .0020 .0020 .0056
Tractor (Non-Cal) 10000+ Diesel .0250 .0317 .0881 .0315 .0317 .0878

1.0000

1.0000 1.0000

1.0000 1.0000 1.0000
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Table 9. Summary of Assumptions Used to Represent Diurnal HDV Use Patterns
Weekday Weekend Day
Body Type GYW Range, 1bs  Fuel Type Day Evening Night Day Evening Night
Pickup 6001 - 8500 Gasoline 1.00* 1.00 0.05* 1.00 1.00 0.05
Pickup 8501 -10000 Gasoline 1.00 1.00 0.05 1.00 1.00 0.05
Tractor 10000+ Gasoline 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Tractor 10000+ Diesel 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Bus 10000+ Gasoline 1.00 0.60 0.13 1.00 0.74 0.19
Bus 10000+ Diesel 1.00 0.60 0.13 1.00 0.74 0.19
Dump 10000+ Gasoline 1.00 0.00%* 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Dump 10000+ Diesel 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Flatbed 6001 - 8500 Gasoline 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Flatbed 8501 -10000 Gasoline 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Flatbed 10000+ Gasoline 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Flatbed 10000+ Diesel 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Tank 10000+ Gasoline 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Tank 10000+ Diesel 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Van 6001 - 8500 Gasoline 1.00 1.00 0.05 1.00 1.00 0.05
Van 8501 -10000 Gasoline 1.00 1.00 0.05 1.00 1.00 0.05
Van 10000+ Gasoline 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Van 10000+ Diesel 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Tractor (Non-Cal) 10000+ Gasoline 1.00 1.00 \ 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
Tractor (non-Cal) 10000+ Diesel 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

*1.00 means this class does drive during this time period.
of vehicle is on the road, but in reduced numbers. 0.00 means this class of vehicle is not on the

road in substantial numbers during the time period.

Any other number indicates that the class




It is important to note that HDV grid square types do not rep]ace_the
grid square types described in Section 5. Instead they 0ver1ap-the exist-
ing grid square characterizations. Grid square types characterize the flow
of total traffic; HDV grid square types characterize the portion of the
total that is heavy-duty vehicles.

This procedure establishes estimates of HDV traffic (VMT) on the basis
of the following: '

e Grid square ;

e Hour of day ;

o Weekday/weekend ;
e Body type .

The body type distributions for each hour are determined by
three (3) factors:

® The ratios bf registrations for each body type;
® The average annual mileage for each body type:

® The assumed use patterns for each vehicle type as
described in Table 9.

It was assumed that the body type distribution was constant
throughout the Basin. This assumption was required because no data exists
from which localized distributions can be determined. For freeways the
assumption is probably a good one. For surface streets, however, some
errors are probable. For example, the fraction of HDVs that are tractors
inPalos Verdes* would be expected to be lower than in the harbor area.**
The model assumes the same fraction for both areas. Note that only the
fraction is the same, the absolute number is different because the LARTS
model allocates different total traffic to these two (2) areas.

* An upper class residential area in the southwest corner of Los Angeles
County - UTM grid square 370-3730.

**Jyust east of Palos Verdes - UTM grid square 380-3730.
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SECTION 7
CHARACTERIZATION OF EMISSIONS

Emissions were calculated using methods similar to those described in
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Document AP-42, Supplement 5 [5].
Modifications were made to provide for increased temporal and r=ographical
resolution. Two sets of emission factors were used, those listed in AP-42
Supplement 5 and those provided by the Air Resources Board (ARB) [13].
This section describes the methods used to calculate emissions and the
formats used to present the inventory.

The computerized inventory model is capable of utilizing emission
factors that are specific for:*

o Fuel type;

® Model year;
e Weight class;
e Body type.

Ideally emission factors based on these criteria would be available.
However, the data to determine all of the factors do not exist. What does
exist are emission factors based on fuel type (gasoline or diesel only),
model year, and weight class (0 to 6000 pounds GVW, 0 to 8500 pounds GVW,
and greater than 8500 pounds GVW). No body type factors are available.

That significant errors are introduced by the lack of body type
related factors can be demonstrated by considering the following: An 8501
pound GVW diesel powered flat bed and an 80,000 pound GVW diesel powered
tractor-trailer combination are represented by the same emission factor.
There are several vehicle characteristics that would almost certainly
result in very different emission patterns for these two (2) vehicle types:

e The GVWs differ by a factor of more than nine (9). For a
given driving cycle the horse-power requirements for the
tractor would be much higher than for the flat bed
(although probably less than nine (9) times as great).
Because there is a relationship between power, fuel consumption
and emissions, it would be expected that the tractor exhaust
emissions would be substantially higher.

e The tractor and its trailers have higher aerodynamic drag.
The higher power requirements that result would cause
higher emissions as described above.

® Engine-transmission-differential combinations are different
for the two types of vehicles. Tractors would tend to have
larger engines, some turbocharged. Tractors typically have

*Additional criteria such as vehicle use (i.e., personal versus
commercial) can easily be added by simply redefining the vehicle types.
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18 to 48 forward speeds while flat beds have 3 to 10.
These characteristics would be expected to affect
emissions.

As individual emission factors for each body type become available
they can be incorporated into the model.

Two (2) sets of emission factors are available. The first, published
in AP-42, Supplement 5, was developed by the Environmental Protection
Agency in which a different set of factors is presented for each inventory
year. That is, the emission factors for each model year vary with the
inventory year. For example, an exhaust emission factor for a 1970 model
year vehicle for inventory year 1975 would, in general, be higher than for
inventory year 1974. The difference represents the deterioration of the
emission control systems. In the second set, developed by the California Air
Resources Board, deterioration is calculated by applying a constant to an
initial emissicn factor.

Although a number of HDV emission characterization studies have been
conducted, only these complete sets of factors are available. A search of
the available literature was conducted in an attempt to find additional
emission factor data. The results of a number of studies were examined.

In general, the emissions data that are available do not apply to
California vehicles, are incomplete or are for a single pollutant.

Further, the two (2) sets of factors that were used already incorporate
most of the available data. Conversations with the ARB and the EPA confirm
that there is 1ittle additional emissions factor data currently available.

The ARB emission factors were used as published except for the SO;
factors for gasoline powered vehicles. These were recalculated assuming
the following:

¢ The average gasoline sulfur content is 0.06 weight%;

® Average gasoline density is 6.0 lbs/gal;

e Average medium-duty vehicle (MDV) mileage is 10.0 mi/gal;
e Average heavy-duty vehicle (HDV) mileage is 6.0 mi/gal.

Both sets of factors are based on extremely limited non-modal test
data. Because of the limited test data it is difficult to critically
evaluate their respective reliabilities. It appears, however, that the
ARB factors were developed from a more detailed analysis of the available
data. The EPA factors for California vehicles, particularly medium duty
trucks, were extrapolated from data which are questionable.

A revised version of the EPA factors is under development. As of this
writing, the new factors, to be published in AP-42, Supplement 8, had not
been released.

Exhaust emissions are calculated using the Federal Test Procedure (FTP)
as presented in Supplement 5. The FTP mean-emission factor, which is
appropriately deteriorated for the inventory year and which is model year
dependent, is modified by a series of correction factors. Corrections are
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made to account for off-nominal average speed (average 1link speed), ambient
temperature, and percent cold operation. Stated mathematically:

n
enpstw - :E: C1'pn Min vips Z1'pt riptw
i=n-12

where:

= Composite emission factor in g/mi
- calendar year, n :

- pollutant, p

- average speed, S

- ambient temperature, t

- percentage cold operation, w

enpstw

Cion - The FTP (1975 Federal Test Procedure or ARB mean emission
P factor)
- model year, i
- pollutant, p
- calendar year, n

Min = The fraction of annual travel
- model year, i
- calendar year, n

Vips = The speed correction factor
P - model year, i
- pollutant, p
- average speed, s

Zipt = The temperature correction factor
- model year, i
- pollutant, p
- ambient temperature, t

= The hot/cold vehicle operation correction factor
- model year, i

- pollutant, p

- ambient temperature, t

- percentage cold operation, w

riptw

The selection of emission factors (cipn) was discussed above. The
fraction of annual travel (mijn) by each model year and body type is dis-
cussed in Section 6. The speed correction factors used were those
developed specifically for the South Coast Air Basin for 1ight-duty cars
and trucks (6000 pounds or less) as a part of the previous program [2].

As in Supplement 5, it was assumed that the LDV speed correction factors
are applicable to medium- and heavy-duty vehicles. It should be noted that
the speed correction factors for the SCAB were developed in exactly the
same way that the speed correction factors in Supplement 5 were., The
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difference between them is that the Supplement 5 factors used data from
Los Angeles and five other cities* and that freeway and non-freeway data
were combined [8]. The averaged results are reasonable nationwide
estimates but differ considerably from SCAB only results. The factors used
for this inventory were developed from SCAB data and the freeway and
non-freeway data were processed separately. The temperature correction
factors were used as suggested in Supplement 5 except that four (4)
temperatures, one (1) for each season, were used. The Supplement 5
recommended percentage of cold operation was used.

In some cases correction factors of unity were applied. for example,
the temperature correction factor for diesel exhaust emission is assumed
to be 1.000 for all temperatures.

The VMT based FTP approach to determining mobile source emissions is
generally used to calculate aggregated emissions for an area. This model
calculates emissions on a 1ink-by-link basis. For each 1ink in the LARTS
network (see Section 5) VMT and average speed are known on an hourly
basis. Using these and supporting data (temperature, percent cold opera-
tion, etc.) emissions for each link are calculated for each hour. The
emissions are then summed for each grid square.

The resulting inventory is disaggregated in the following manner:

o Temporally
- hour of day
- weekday/weekend
- season

® Geographically
- grid square (10 km by 10 km)
- county
- SCAB

e Vehicle category
- fuel
- body type
- weight class

¢ Emissions
- NOX
- SO0y
- exhaust hydrocarbons
- evaporative hydrocarbons
- crank case
- CO
- particulates (exhaust and tire wear)

*Houston, Cincinnati, Chicago, New York, and Detroit.
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Since this amounts to approximately 5,400,000 discrete emission values,
it is obvious that only summary reports can be presented in printed form,
This amount of data is useful only when recorded on computer tape. The
summary reports are presented in two forms:

e As maps showing summaries of emissions by grid square
e As tabulations showing emissions by county and for the Basin.

The model generates a computer tape that contains the fully disaggregated
inventory. It is possible to generate a tape that 1ists emissions by link.
The tape would contain approximately 258,000,000 discrete emission estimates.
It is not appropriate to use individual 1ink emission values as estimates of
emission from a segment of roadway. As explained in Section 5, the accuracy
of the emission estimates are very poor at this level of resolution.

In order to use the model as a predictive tool, it is necessary to
be able to derive emission factors in terms of grams per mile (gm/mi) from
the emission standards that will apply in future years. Currently there are
no wholly satisfactory methodologies for deriving these factors. It appears
that this situation will continue until a body of chassis dynamometer data
using a standardized and representative driving cycle is developed. With
those data it would be possible to derive accurate estimates of future
emissions based on proposed standards. ‘

One potentially useful methodology will be presented here. It makes
use of data that are currently available, albiet in Timited quantities.
The method, like the others, is not wholly satisfactory but should enable
reasonable predictions of the magnitude of emission factors for future
years. Furthermore, as additional test data on existing vehicles become
available, the future year predictions can be improved.

Since emission standards for medium- and heavy-duty vehicles are
expressed in terms of grams per brake-horsepower hour (gm/BHp-hr) a con-
version factor or factors must be determined. Expressed mathematically:

gn/mi = (K) (gm/BHp-hr)S
where s indicates an emission standard.

The constant K consists of two components. One, K', relates actual
emissions in terms of gm/BHp-hr to the emission standards, the other

relates horsepower requirements to VMT. The expanded form of the equation
is:

gn/mi = (k') ( BHBLAC ) (oA

where p indicates a specific pollutant.

S

Since the relationship between actyal emissions and the standards is
probably pollutant specific, a unique K, and therefore K is required for
each pollutant.
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1
In principle, K can be determined from the manufacturers compliance
test data. This is analogous to comparing chassis dynamometer, gm/mi
emissions for light-duty vehicles to the LDV standards. It is, however,
more difficult to determine the brake-horsepower-hours per mile for an
average vehicle. Therefore, data that measures K directly are the most
useful.

Table 10 shows K values cailculated from existing data. They were
obtained by rearranging the equation above:

=( )/(GthY‘)

where gm/mi is the measured emission rate from a modal dynamometer test
or road course, and (gm/BHp-hr)s is the applicable standard.

The data points Tabeled "ARB tests," were modal dynamometer tests
conducted by the ARB, [24]. It is important to note that although these
were modal tests, the combination of modes did not necessarily constitute
a representative driving cycle. Instead a series of modes which were
representative of observed modes was used.

Because of this, the K values derived from the road tests are probably
the most representative.

In Table 11, the K value presented for CO is the average of the CO
values and the NOy and HC values are the average of the NOx + HC values.
Note that the procedure is not applicable to SOx and particulates.

Another worker has used a similar procedure to calculate a single K
value of 3.16 for all pollutants, [15].

Emission factors in terms of gm/mi are calculated by substituting for
K in:

(gn/mi)g o = (K) (gpocsr )
’ S,Pp

where: (gm/mi)p = the emission factor for pollutant p,

K = the conversion factor, and

_gm = PR
(BHp—hr )S’p the emission standard.

An alternate method has been proposed by the EPA in an unpublished
document [25]. 1t is based on the assumption that LDV emissions factors
can be scaled up on the basis of vehicle weight and fuel consumption. The
approach is also reasonable although the data requirements are greater and
a larger number of assumptions are required.
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Table 10.

Summary of K Values Calculated from Currently Available

Model Year and K Value
Test Conditions HC Co NOx HC+NOyx Source
Gasoline
1973-1974
Cold start - 1.53 - 0.74 ARB tests, [24]
Curb weight - 1.14 - 0.81 ARB tests, [24]
50% load - 1.39 - 0.86 ARB tests, [24]
1974 _
Road course - 3.1 - 1.51 [25]
1975-1976
Cold start - 1.98 - 1.00 ARB tests, [24]
Curb weight - 1.31 - 1.24 ARB tests, [24]
50% load - 2.18 - 1.00 ARB tests, [24]
Road course 2.73 - 0.82 [25]
1977
Cold start - 1.00 - 1.22 ARB tests, [24]
Curb weight - 0.63 - 1.10 ARB tests, [24]
50% load - 0.94 - 1.00 ARB tests, [24]
Road course - 1.59 - 0.69 [25]
Diesel
1974
Road course - 0.75 - 1.65 [25]
1975-1976
Road course - 0.37 - 1.41 [25]
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Table 11. K Values for Future Model Years

Pollutant Gasoline Diesel
HC 1.01 1.53
co 2.47 | 0.56
NOy 1.01 1.53
SOy N.A.‘ N.A.
Particulate N.A. o N.A.

N.A. means not applicable.
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SECTION 8
THE EMISSIONS INVENTORY MODEL

Because of the large number of calculations and data manipulations
required to produce a mobile source inventory, a computer model was
required. In order to produce a detailed and useable inventory, the model
was designed with the following guidelines in mind:

e The model should produce a highly disaggregated (both
temporally and geographically) inventory;

e It should be easy and economical to use in terms of data
input and computer time requirements; :

e The output data should be useful for air quality and
planning studies, providing an annual "benchmark", and
be general enough to be used for other types of
environmental studies.

Figure 30 shows the major operations of the model. The two (2) major
components are VMT and emission factors. Other input data only correct,
modify or disaggregate these fundamental inputs.

The model has the following properties:
e It is simple and economical to use,
e It uses readily obtainable data.

e It uses data that are routinely collected for other purposes
by various government agencies, data such as traffic counts and
and vehicle registration information. The model is designed
to make maximum use of these existing data, which are very
expensive to collect.

® The model can be updated easily. (Most of the required
input data are updated regularly by the collecting
agencies.)

o It generates a highly disaggregated inventory. Other
computer models provide only Basin-wide, county-by-county
or annual daily average emission rates.

e The output in the most disaggregated form is provided on
industry standard computer tapes. (The volume of output
data is so large that it can only be handled effectively
by computer.)

e Detailed summaries of the output data by grid square and
county are provided in tabular form.
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LARTS Link-by-Link ¢ Model Year
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* e Fuel Type
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] Sbeed Correction
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e Hot/Cold Operation

® Hour-of-Day
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e Grid Square
e County

Road Type:

o Freeway
@ Non-Freeway
Body Type:

Y | |

Disaggregated Modified Emission Factor

T \/

Mobile Source Emissions

Inventory

Figure 30. Major Operations Performed by the Model
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® Geographical distributions are expressed in standard
UTM (Universal Transverse Mecator) coordinates.

® Grid square size is variable (10 km grids were used for
this inventory).

Tables 12 and 13 summarize the model inputs and outputs. Many of the
inputs can be considered to be constants since they describe fundamental
characteristics of the Basin. Others, such as model year distributions and
total VMT, change annually. Still others, such as emission factors, can be
expected to change as new research is completed. A1l input parameters are
easily modified, making the model a useful research tool.
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Table 12. Summary of Input Data

LARTS Data

Vehicle
°

LARTS roadway network - freeway/non-freeway (converted to
UTM coordinates [2]

LARTS VMT estimates (1ink-by-1ink)

LARTS off-peak average 1link speed estimates (1ink-by-1ink)
LARTS peak average link speed estimates (1ink-by-1ink)

Population Distribution Data

Vehicle type distribution (body type and fuel)
Model year distribution
California/out-of-state distribution

Average annual mileage

Grid Square Characteristics - All Vehicle Types

Hourly traffic distribution
Weekday/weekend traffic distribution
Seasonal traffic distribution
Peak/off-peak hours

Population distribution

Heavy Duty Vehicle Grid Square Characteristics

Hourly fraction of HDV versus total traffic
Hourly body type distribution
Weekday/weekend body type distribution
Seasonal body type distribution

Emission Factors

Mean emission factor

Speed correction curves
Temperature correction curves
Average number of trips/day
Average daily temperature
Percent hot/cold operation
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Table 13. Summary of Output Data

Grid Square (on computer tape only)

County

Emissions by body type
Freeway/non-freeway

Hourly emissions
Weekday/weekend emissions
Seasonal emissions o
Annual total

Annual daily average

(hard copy)

Body type

Freeway/non-freeway

Average weekday (each of four (4) seasons)
Average weekend day (each of four (4) seasons)
Annual average weekday

Annual average weekend day

Annual average day

Basin (hard copy)

Body type

Freeway/non-freeway ,
Average weekday (each of four (4) seasons)
Average weekend day (each of four (4) seasons)
Annual average weekday

Annual average weekend day

Annual average day
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SECTION 9
1975 Heavy-Duty Vehicle Emissions Inventory

This section summarizes the assumptions used to calculate the
inventory and presents the results. The inventory was developed using
emission factors provided by the ARB (except for the SOx factors). For
purposes of comparison, another inventory, developed using AP-42,
Supplement 5 emission factors, is presented in Section 10. It is
believed, however, that the inventory using the ARB factors is the most
reliable. ‘

The large number of assumptions that were required can be classified
into two (2) major categories. Those that simplified a complicated or
insoluble problem or those required because no hard data were available.
The following is a 1ist of the major assumptions:

® LARTS traffic volume for calendar year 1975 was 5.5% higher
than for 1974. This assumption, recommended by CalTrans,
was necessary because the LARTS model was not run for
1975 [17].

e The total annual average daily VMT for heavy-duty vehicles
in the Sough Coast Air Basin (4 county) was 1.63 x 107 VMT;
(2.85 x 10° VMT freeway and 1.34 x 10/ VMT non-freeway).
Th1s value was obtained by applying the necessary weekday/
weekend correction factors (LARTS provides average weekday
VMT estimates only) and then individually summing the VMT on
each link in the Basin [2].*

e The fraction of the total VMT driven by the heavy-duty
vehicles is calculated by the model: the fraction varies
with Tocation in the Basin. The average fraction is 10.5%.
(1.63 x 107 VMT for HDVs; 1.56 x 108 VMT for all vehicles).*

® The average speeds on each 1ink (as distinguished from an
instantaneous average speed) were assumed to be the LARTS
policy speeds [19]. *

o All of the out-of-state vehicles were tractors. This
introduces small errors since only a few buses cross the
state Tine and very few HDVs of other body types would
be expected to.

e Out-of-state vehicles (all tractors) consist of 3.5% of
the total HDV VMT in the Basin. This is based on Tlimited
data developed by the University of California at Berkeley [26]%*

*There is additional information on these subjects in the Appendix.
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¢ No seasonal changes in HDV use patterns occur. Although
for the SCAB this probably does not introduce any major
errors, the assumption was required because no data are
available.

e It was assumed that the distribution of HDV body types
with location was constant, an assumption which introduces
some error. It was necessary because the data required to
estimate the variation do not exist.

e [Emission factors, except for SOy, were supplied by the
ARB [13].%

e Average gasoline sulfur content was assumed to be 0.06%.
This value was used to calculate the SOy emission factors
for gasoline vehicles.

e The speed correction factor coefficients used were those
developed by TRW in the previous study [2].*

e The number of trips per day were assumed to be [13]:
- MDV gasoline: 9.3 trips/day
- HDV gasoline: 9.5 trips/day
- HOV diesel: 9.5 trips/day

e Hot/cold operation split was assumed to be [5], [13]:
- cold start 20%
- hot start 27%
- hot cruise 53%

Tables 14 through 23 and Figures 31 through 54 present the 1975
Heavy-duty vehicle emission inventory for the South Coast Air Basin
(4-county).

Tabulations:
Table 14 1975 Emissions inventory for - SCAB
Table 15 - Los Angeles Co. (SCAB portion)
Table 16 - Orange County
Table 17 - Riverside Co. (SCAB portion)
Table 18 - San Bernardino Co. (SCAB por.)
Table 19 1975 Organic emissions summary - SCAB
Table 20 - Los Angeles Co. (SCAB por.)
Table 21 - Orange County
Table 22 - Riverside Co. (SCAB portion)
Table 23 - San Bernardino Co. (SCAB por.)

*There is additional information on these subjects in the Appendix.
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Figure
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Figure

Figure
Figure
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Square Summaries:

31 - Average daily

32
33

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

Average

daily

daily

daily

daily

daily

daily

daily

total organic emissions - Total
- Freeway
- Non-freeway

Total
Freeway
Non-freeway

Total
Freeway
Non-freeway

sulfur dioxide emissions - Total
- Freeway
- Non-freeway

particulate emissions - Total
- Freeway
- Non-freeway

carbon monoxide emissions

nitrogen oxides emissions

1

exhaust organic emissions - Total
‘ - Freeway
~ Non-freeway

evaporative organic emissions - Total
- Freeway
- Non-freeway

crankcase organic emissions - Total
- Freeway
- Non-freeway
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Table 14. 1975 Emissions Inventory for The South Coast Air Basin (Tons/Déy)

SOUTH COAST AIR BASIN
HYDROCARBONS CAR3ON MONODXIDE NITROGEN OXIDES SULFUR DIOXIDE PARTICULATES
N=FwY FwY TO3TAL N=FWY FwY TOTAL N=~FWY FwY TOTAL N-FWY FWY TOTAL N=FWwY FWY TOTAL
WINTER
WEEK DAY 35,7 8247 11E.4 23046 663,39 893.5 47.2 248.1 295.4% 3.9 b
WEEK END 2844 64,5 92.9 155.0 482.2 637.2 3847 211.,0 249.7 343 1543 1845 3.
SPRING '
WEEK DAY 37,9 95,1 133,0 243.6 748.,7 992.2 43.9 275.,0 323.9 440 2J0¢1 24,1 G4a4 2145 25.9
WEEK END 29,9 7047 10646 163:.6 57046 734,22 43,0 244.7 284,38 3.4 o 3
SUMMER
WEEK DAY 3649 95.6 132.5 235.7 T6le2 99649 48,3 28644 334.7
WEEK END 2943 7644 10547 15944 57442 73346 40,1 25242 29243
FaLL .
WEEK DAY 36.3 8647 123.0 233.1 689.6 922.7 48.0 259.5 307.5 4
WEEK END 26,2 67.8 9640 150.4 504.7 655,1 37.9 222.1 260.0 3
ANNUAL AVG.

19.5 23,8

3
5 1640 1944

WEEK DAY 36,7 90.0 12647 235¢7 71546 95143 48.1 26743 315.4% 4.0 1647 23,6 bGet 2149 2544

WEEK END 2940 7143 10063 157.1 532.7 690.0 39,2 232,55 271.7 3.3 16«8 20,1 3.5 17.6 21,1

DAY 3445 8447 1192 21343 66344 87647 4546 257.3 302.9 3.8 13.8 22,6 4,1 2000 2442
PICKUP GAS 6000 7.1 16.8 231.9 37.8 110.2 1l48.1 5.6 37.5 43.0 +3 1.2 l.4 b 1.9 244
PICKUP GAS 8500 14.8 35,9 50.6 1026 345,66 44%8.2 945 5143 61,1 ] 2.1 2.8 . Q 443 5.2
TRAC. GAS 19000 «8 245 3.3 6.3 2344 29.7 Wb 3.3 3.9 «0 o1 2 ol o «5
TRAC. DSL 10000 242 843 10.5 G45 20.8 3043 17.9 10546 123.5 2.1 11.0 13,1 1.6 Bs7 10.3
BUS GAS 10000 1.2 leb 2.7 7.7 12,1 19,8 ' 6 1.6 2.2 o0 ol o1 o1 o2 o2
BUS DSL 10000 o1 3 o3 3 o7 L.0 v 6 3.2 3.8 .0 o1 o1 + 0 2 . 2
DUMP GAS 10000 5 1.0 145 2¢b 749 10.4 o2 1.9 1.2 0 « 0 o1 o0 ol o1
DUNMP DSL 12000 o2 o6 o7 +8 le6 244 L5 6.8 843 .2 7 9 o1 ‘o ' 6
FLAT. GAS 6000 5 1.0 1.5 2e4 646, 3.0 o3 1.9 242 v 0 el o1 + 0 ol o1
FLAT. GAS 8500 1.0 242 3.2 6.1l 1845 2446 o3 245 3.1 0 ol ol o1 «3 o3
FLAT. GAS 10000 2.1 ba 545 12.3 3d.1 5Ce4 1.1 5.2 6e2 ol o2 e3 o1 b o7
FLAT. DSL 10000 o1 2 «3 «3 b 140 b 2.8 3.3 ol 3 o b «0 o2 o2
TANK GAS 10000 o2 6 o8 1.5 Yed 648 ol o 8 9 o0 0 . «0 el ol
TANK DSL 10000 ol 5 o7 b 1.3 L9 le2 6.7 7.9 o1 o7 .8 o1 ol 5
VAN GAS 6000 3 '8 l.1 1.7 341 6.8 +3 1.7 2.0 0 ol ol + 0 ol o1
VAN GAS 8500 6 id¢6 242 444 15.5 19.9 o4 2.3 2.7 o0 ol o1 «0 0 2 2
VAN GAS 13000 242 4.8 7.1 14,1 4349 5d.0 1.3 5,3 7.6 ol o3 o3 o1 b o 7
VAN DSL 1l000C ol o2 «3 «3 b 1.0 «6 2.8 3.4 o1 «3 s b «0 o2 o2
TRAC GAS NONCAL ol oh ] +8 3.3 441 ol o4 o5 «0 0 o0 o0 o1 o1
TRAC DSL NONCAL 3 le2 1.5 1.1 243 3.4 2+ 13.8 1641 o3 le4 1.6 o2 1.1 1.3
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Table 15. 1975 Emissions Inventaory for Los Angeles County* (Tons/Day)

WINTER
AEEK
WEEK

SPRING
WEEK
WEEK

SUMMER
WEEK
WEEK

FALL
WEEK
WEEK

ANNUAL
WEEK
WEEK
DAY

PICKUP GAS
PICKUP GAS

DAY
END

DAY
END

DAY
END

DAY
END
AVG
DAY
END

6000
8500

TRAC. GAS 10000
TRAC. DSL 10000
8US GAS 10000
BUS DSL 123900
DUMP GAS 10000
DUMP DSL 10000

FLAT. GAS
FLAT. GAS

6000
8500

FLAT. GAS 10000
FLAT. DSL 10000
TANK GAS 10000
TANK DSL 10000

VAN GAS 6000
VAN GAS 8500
VAN GAS 10000

VAN DSL 10000
TRAC GAS NONCAL
TRAC ODSL NONCAL

HYDROCARBGONS
N=FWY FwY TOTAL
24,0 58.1 82.1
1847 4246 61,3
25¢5 6643 91.8
197 50.0 69.7
25,1 65.9 91,1
13.6 49,8 0% 4
24+6 ©BUe2 6449
18.7 449.0 6247
2448 6246 8745
13,2 46,6 65.8
23.2 58.1 El.3
4.8 1lle5 1643
a8 2444 34.3
.6 1.7 2'2
1.5 247 Tel
«8 l.1 1.9
el o2 o2
o3 o7 1.0
.1 .“ '5
3 o7 1.0
o7 leb 2¢2
Le4 3.1 4e5
o1 o2 o2
o1 4 ']
el ok o5
.2 .5 .7
o4 1.1 1.5
1.5 3.“ 5'0
o1 o2 2
.l '3 .4
.2 .8 1.0

*South Coast Air Basin portion only,

N=FwWY

159.6
103.9

167.7
109.6

165.8
10G9.4

162.5
102.2

163.9
1056.3
14744

~
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LOS ANGELES COUNTY
CARSON MONOXIOE

Fwy

47045
317.7

52749
370.7

529.2
37249

483.7
32%.9

502+.6
346,43
458641

7643
23649
15.9
1446
843
]
545
l.2
4.7
13.0
2048

TOTAL

630.0
421.6

694,7
480.2

695.0
48243

64642
428,41

66645
45341
€05,.5

102.2
307.7
2042
2le4
13.7
o7

- ™

[enl ST 0 N o) WUy O e~y
- ® @ ® » & 9o © © 9 @ @
NN NSNSNWNW

N
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NITRUGEN OXIDES

N=FWY

FoY

171.06
139.0

18845
1569.0

193.6
163.7

177.3
143,4

182,7
151.3
173.7

34,7
242
71.0
1.1

TOTAL

202.6
163,9

22043
184,17

225%.9
190.2

209.0
168,1

214,4
176,7
293,7

28,9

SULFUR DIOXIDE

N=FWY

»6
1

[AVIN aV]
-
Ny

[ASINAY]
[ ] L ]
w

Fwy TOTAL
12.6 15.2
10.1 12.2
13, 16,5
11.4 13.6
1443 17.0
11.9 1l4.2
13.1 15.¢
1244 12.6
13,5 16.1
11.0 13.1
12.% 15.3

.8 1.0
1e8 1.7
ol el
7.4 8.8
e o1
«0 el
«0 «0
.5 .6
«0 o1
o1 o1
o2 ' 2
'2 l2
] 0
5 )
0 Y
'1 .1
2 o2
2 2
Y + 0
9 1.1

PARTICULATES
N-FWwY FwY TOTAL
2.9 13,5 16.4
242 1045 12.8
2¢9 14.85 17.7
243 12.0 1l4.3
3.0 15,3 18,3
2.4 12,5 14.9
2.9 14,3 17.
2,2 10.9 13.2
249 1l4.4 17.3
2.3 11.5 13.8
2.8 13.6 16.3
3 1,3 1.5
ot 2.9 .5
.1 .3 .3
l.1 5.8 6.9
.O .l lZ
» 0 ol 2
«0 o1 o1,
.1 .3 ‘4
o0 o1 ol
OO .2 .2
.1 "' .5
.O .1 .2
lo .1 01
.1 I3 I"
+ 0 o1 o1
1Y o1 o2
ll '4 .5
.0 ol el
.0 .O Io
o1 o7 9
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Table 16. 1975 Emissions Inventory for Orange County (Toné/Day)

ORANGE COUNTY
HYOROCARBONS CARBON MONOXIDE NITROGEN OXIDES SULFUR DIOXIDE PARTICULATES
N=FWY FwY TOTAL N-FWY FWwYy TOTAL N-Fuy FWY TOTAL N-FWY FWY TOTAL N-FWY FWY TOTAL

WINYER

- WEEK DAY 667 l4eb 21,4 4246 11649 15945 749 4640 55.9 8 344 4.2 9 3406 495
WEEK END 2¢3 12.3 17.6 28.3 93.7 122.1 3.0 4145 49.5 o 7 3.0 3.7 o7 3.1 3.8
SPRING
WEEK DAY Tel 17.0 2441 448 133,6 17844 1242 5146 61,48 «8 3.8 ba6 +9 440 449
WEEK END 5¢6 1540 2046 29,9 11344 143,.3 8e2 4943 57,5 o7 3.6 4.2 o7 3.7 G44
SUMMER
WEEK DAY 7.0 1745 24.5 4440 13944 18344 1043 55.2 6545 8 441 4.9 .9 443 5.2
WEEK END 5.6 1540 20.0 29e6  115.1 14447 B¢4 5142 59.6 o7 3.7 4.4 o7 3.9 bob
FALL
WEEK DAY 669 15.8 22,7 43.3 125.7 169,30 19.1 4G.7 59.8 ] 3.7 445 .9 3.9 448
WEEK END 5¢3 1344 18.8 2747 10242 13040 7e9 4546 5345 o 7 3.3 4,0 o7 3.5 442
ANNUAL AVG,
WEEK DAY 649 1642 23,2 43,7 12849 172.6 13,1 50.6 60.7 o8 3.7 4o .9 3.9 448
WEEK END 5.5 13.9 19.4 28,9 106.1 135.0 3ol 4649 55,0 o7 3.4 4.1 o7 3.6 4.3
DAY 65 1546 22,1 3944 122.4 161.8 9.5 49.6 59,1 .8 3.6 444 8 3.8 47
PICKUP GAS 6000 l.4 3.1 4.5 741 20.3 27.3 1.l 7.2 8,3 el o2 o3 o1 ) 5
PICKUP GAS 8500 2.8 Oe0 Ge 19.6 6444 8244 2.0 9.2 11.8 ol Tet 5 2 e R 1.0
TRAC. GAS 10000 2 *5 6 l.2 4.5 Se7 ol o7 +8 o 0 « 0 o0 «0 ol o1
TRAC., DSL 10000 o4 leb 2+0 1.7 3.3 5.5 3.8 20.7 2445 b 2.2 246 «3 1.7 2.0
8US GAS 10000 o2 e3 5 1.4 243 3.7 o1 o3 o4 2 0 + 0 0 e 0 0 «0
BuUs DSL 10000 o0 o0 o1 o1 el o2 ol o b o7 ¢ 0 «0 + 0 + 0 «0 o0
DUMP GAS 10000 ol +2 «3 5 led 1.9 0 o2 o2 +0 Y .0 0 0 +0
DuMp DsL 10000 o0 el ol o1 «3 o4 o3 1.2 146 «0 o1 o2 + 0 ol ol
FLAT. GAS 6000 ol o2 e3 o4 . lel l.6 ol «3 o4 W0 o0 o0 «0 +Q e 0
FLAT. GAS 8500 o2 b o6 1.1 3.3 4o 4 ol ] o6 «0 «0 o «0 o0 o1
FLAT. GAS 10000 b + 8 1.2 243 6.8 9.1 o2 9 1.2 0 «0 o1 o 0 o1 o1
FLAT. DSL 10000 0 a0 ol o1 o1 2 ol 5 o6 o0 o1 o1 « 0 .0 o9
TANK GAS 10000 «0 +1 ol 3 1.0 1.3 .0 o1 2 «0 «0 . C .0 .0 «0
TANK OSL 10000 o0 ol ol o1 o2 v4 o2 1.3 l.6 +0 el o2 « 0 » 1 el
VAN GAS 6000 'l 'l .2 l3 Qq 103 ll .3 l" 'O .0 00 lo .O lo
VAN GAS 8500 ol o3 o4 +8 249 3.7 a1 o4 +5 o0 «0 .0 0 + 0 «C
VAN GAS 10000 4 «8 1.2 246 7.8 10,4 o3 1.1 l.4 o0 +0 o1 «0 ol ol
VAN DSL 10000 o0 «0 ol ol ol 2 ol o3 ' 6 o0 o1 ol «0 e 0 «0
TRAC GAS NONCAL e o1 el ol o6 «8 «0 o1 ol + 0 «0 « 0 Y o0 0
TRAC DSL NOUNCAL ol o2 «3 .82 b 6 o5 247 3.2 o1 o3 v 3 0 o2 3
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LT RT R W
“amiOX

WEEK DAY
WEEK END
SPRING
WEEK DAY
WEEK END
SUMMER
WEEK DAY
WEEK END
FALL
WEEK DAY
WEEK END
ANNUAL AVG
WEEK DAY
WEEK END
DAY
PICKUP GAS 6000
PICKUP GAS 8500
TRAC. GAS 10000
TRAC., DSL 10000
BUS GAS 190003
BUS DSt 10000
pumMP GAS 10000
CUMP DSL 120000
FLAT., GAS 6000
FLAT. GAS 8500
FLAT., GAS 13000
FLAT, DSL 10000
TANK GAS 10000
TANK DSL 10300
VAN GAS 6000
VAN GAS 8500
VAN GAS 10000
VAN OSL 10000
TRAC GAS NUNCAL
TRAC DSL NONCAL

Table 17.
HYDROCARBONS
N=FWY FwY TJTAL
2.5 345 640
2.3 3.6 5.9
2.6 44l 6.8
2.4 445 6.9
2.4 4.4 6.8
242 445 647

5 8 1.2
l'Z l'; 3.1
«0 el 4
o1 3 b
ll .1 '2
'3 .0 IC
«0 0 ol
« 0 «0 e 0
«J XY el
.1 ol 2
o1 o2 3
.O .O .0
«0 «0 «0
«0 »0 «0
o0 0 o1
oJ el ol
.l .2 .3
.o .0 lo
.o 'O .0
.O .O .l

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.

RIVERSIDE COUNTY

CARBON MUNOXIDE

N=FWY

10.9

10.7
846
10.1

1.9
445
o3
ol
3
«J
ol
«0
ol

b
'o
vl
.0
el
o2
7
oD
0
0

Fw¥Y

25,7
2742
2641

('-3
1"‘.\’)
1'0
.8
2
0
'3
0
o2
o7
le4
.D
Y4

o2
« 0
le6
o
o1
ol

TOTAL

32.8
32,0

38.6
39.2

36.4
37.8
36.2

6.2

TQ. N

ivel
1.3
1.1
l8
0
)
ol
«3
9
1.9
' 0

o1
3
o8
el
o0
o2
o1

NITROGEN OXIDES

N—FWY
247
245

2.9

6

[AV]

4
2

FwYy TOTAL
9,1 11.8
9.9 12.4%
10.9 13,7
12.6 15.1
12.4 1l4.7
13,0 15.2
10.1 1247
11.4 13.7
10.6 13,2
11,7 14,1
10.9 13.5
1.6 1.9
2e2 2.8
ll '2
Geb 545
.1 .1
ol o2
0 0
.3 03
ol ol
o1 ol
.2 l3
.l .1
o0 0
.3 .4
ol ol
o1 el
o2 3
ll !1
00 .0
6 7

1975 Emissions Inventory for Riverside County* (Tons/Day)

SULFUR DIOXIDE

N=FWY

Yy
4

o2
o2

o2
o2

2
4

o2
'2
o2

0
[a)

«0
ol
0
.0
.O
«0
0
o0
00
0
.0
o0
«0
0
' 0
«0
«0
«0

FWwY TCTAL
o7 .9
.7 .g
o8 1.0
.9 1.1
'q ll
.9 1.1
o7 + 9
o R 1.0
8 1.0
’8 1.0

R 1.0
IO 'l
ll l]
0 0
v5 )
lo .0
9 ' 0
lo 00
lo .o
.O '0
W0 .0
'0 .0
.o .0
Io 'O
.O .O
0 .0
'0 .0
.O .0
Y 0
.0 IO
o1 ol

PARTICULATES
N=FWY FWY TOTAL
W 2 o v
.2 .7 1'0
2 o3 1.1
o2 9 1.2
2 1.0 1,2
2 1.0 1.2
o2 '8 1.0
2 0 9 l.1
o2 + 8 1.0
4 o 9 l.1
2 o8 1.1
.0 .l .1
el .2 ~ 82
«0 .0 .0
ol ol 5
o0 .0 .0
o0 ] D
« 0 «0 «0
«0 «0 .0
0 0 «0
.0 .0 «0
«0 «0 .0
v O 9 « 0
«0 Y «0
«0 «0 .0
.0 0 9
lo '0 .0
« 0 «d «0
o0 «0 «0
» 0 oD .0
«0 + 0 el
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NTE
WEEK DAY
WEEK END

WEEK DAY
WEEK END

WEEK DAY
NEEK END

WEEK DAY
WEEK END

ANNUAL AVG.

WEEK DAY
WEEK END

PICKUP GAS 6000
PICKUP GAS 8500

TRAC,
TRAC,
BUS
BUS
purp
DUNMP
FLAT,
FLAT,
FLAT
FLAT,
TANK
TANK
VAN
VAN
VAN
VAN
TRAC
TRAC

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.

GAS 10000
DSL 1000¢C
GAS 10000
DSL 10000
GAS 10000
DSL 10000
GAS 6000
GAS 3500
GAS 10300
DSL 10000
GAS 10000
DSL 10000
GAS 6300
GAS 8500
GAS 10000
DSL 10000
GAS NONCAL
DSL NUNCAL

1975 Emissions Inventory for San Bernardino County* (Tons/Day)

Table 18.

HYDROCARBONS
N=fFwWY FWY TOTAL
244 6 3.0
241 W 0 8.0
2.6 7.7 10.3
242 Te2 Qe
243 748 1041
1.9 el 9,0
2e 649 943
l.q 6.3 8.3

2 Te2 Qe
240 647 87
243 7.1 Gl
e 5 le4 1.9
1.0 340 346G
.l .2 03
IZ .7 .q
l1 .l .2
«0 0 X
2 0 1 ol
PR o0 s 1
o0 ol el
'1 02 IZ
ll 03 .5
o .0 .0
+ 0 «0 o1
+0 o0 o1
«0 o1 ol
+ 0 o1 2
.l .l' ‘5
.0 0 o0
.0 .0 lo
DO ll 01

N=FWY

17.5
13.4
1643

249
7.9
o5
o7
6

o2
o1
o2
]
o9
+0
ol
o0

+3
0

el
o1

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY
CAR30N MONOXIDE

FwWy

5345
47.7

6let

5649

6249
5644

55.9
50,2

53¢ 4
5244
56468

TOTAL

7lel
6l.6

8045
Tla5

lL.7

NITROGEN OXIDES

N=FWY

3.7
34t

FWY TOTAL
21e4 2541
2045 2349
2641 2840
2349 27.4
25.2 2847
2443 2743
2245 2641
217 2447
23,3 27,0
2246 2548
23.1 2647
3.4 3.9
4.7 5.5
I3 .3
9.4 10.7
01 .2
.3 o3
ol .l
.6 .7
.2 2
.2 '3
b .5
.2 .3
ol ol
.6 ‘7
.2 .2
.2 02
.6 '7
.2 .3
.0 .0

162 1.4

SULFUR DIOXIDE

N=FWY

)
*3

«3
«3

3
o3

Fwy TOTAL
1.5 1.8
l.5 1.7
1.7 240
1.7 2.0
1.8 " 2.1
lo7 240
l.6 1.9
1.6 1.8
1.7 2.0
ls6 1.9
1, 2.0
o1 o1
o2 o2
.O 00
1.0 l.1
lO |0
.0 0
' 0 0
.1 .1
o0 ' 0
.0 «0
«0 «0
] 0
+0 «0
ol o1
0 o0
« 0 e
+ 0 .0
0 «0
«0 «0
sl o1

PARTICULATES
N-FWY FWY TOTAL
o3 1,7 2.2
3 1.5 1.8
ol 1.8 2.2
o3 1.8 2.1
e3 249 2.3
¢3 1.8 241
+3 1.7 241
o3 1.6 1.9
o3 1.8 2,1
3 1.7 240
«3 1.8 21
«0 2 o2
ol o4 5
«0 Y o0
o1 «8 «9
.'\3 QO .0
+ 0 oJ «0
o0 W0 + 0
«0 Y + 0
0 o «0
« 0 oD 0
.0 2 0 1
.0 lo .O
« 0 o0 ¢
0 s 0 «0
«0 + 0 o0
« 0 0 «0
.0 IO .1
o0 o0 «0
+ 0 o J «0
«0 ol o1



JAS

PICKUP
PICKUP
TRAC.,
TRAC.
BUS
BUS
DUMP
DUMP
FLAT.
FLAT,
FLAT,
FLAT,
TANK
TANK
VAN
VAN
VAN
VAN
TRAC
TRAC

Table 19

WINIER
WEEK DAY
WEEK END

SPRING
WEEK DAY
WEEK END

SUMMER
WEEK DAY
WEEK END

FALL

WEEK DAY
WEEK END
ANNUAL AVG
WEEK DAY
WEEK END

DAY

GAS
GAS
GA3>
DSL
GAS
D3L
GAS
DSL
GAS
GAS
GAS
DSt
GAS
DSL
GAS
GAS
GAS
DSL

6000
8500
10060
10900
10000
10000
10000
10000
6000
8500
10000
100090
10000
10000
6009
8500
10000
10000

GAS NONCAL
DSL NONCAL

1975 Organic Emissions Summary for The South Coast Air Basin (Tons/Day)

EXHAUST
HYDROCARBONS
N~FWY FWwY TOTAL
2248 71.0 93.8
15.8 53.3 69,1
25,0 83,1 108.2
17.2 6543 82,6
2440 83.5 107.5
1647 65,0 Els6
2344 74.9 9643
1545 5645 72,1
2348 78,1 i0l.9
163 6069 7643
21.7 7340 F4.6
3.9 1441 18,0
9.1 30.5 3946
0 262 2.8
2¢2 B.3 1045
8 1.2 1,9
.1 .3 '3
3 «B 1,1
2 b o7
2 b 1.0
b 1.7 2.3
1.2 3.6 b7
ol 2 3
ol 5 6
ol 5 o7
02 -] «8
o4 l.4 1.8
1.3 4,0 542
ol o2 3
ol 3 ol
3 1.2 15

SOQUTH COAST AIR BASIN

EVAPORATIVE
HYDROCARBONS
N=FWwY FwYy TOTAL
12.3 9. 21.9
12.3 Feb 21.9
12.3 9.6 21.9
12.3 9.6 21.9
12.3 3.6 2149
12.3 9.6 21,9
12.3 9.6 21.9
12,3 9.6 21.9
12.3 9.6 21.9
12,3 9.6 21.9
12.3 9.6 21.9
3.1 2ot 5.6
5¢4 442 Yo7
o2 . L]
0.0 0.0 0.0
4 3 o7
0.0 0.0 0.0
2 2 .4
0.0 0.0 0.0
3 o2 5
o4 3 «8
+9 o7 1.5
0.0 0.0 0.0
.1 .0 .1
Q.0 040 0.0
o1 ol 2
o2 2 o4
9 o7 1.6
0.0 0.0 0.0
ol «d ol
0.0 0.0 0.0

CRANKCASE
HYDROCARBONS
N-FWY FWwY TOTAL
o5 2.1 2.7
3 1.6 1.9
o5 2ot 249
b 1.8 2+1
o5 245 3.
b 1.9 2.2
5 242 248
3 1.6 249
'] 243 2+9
3 1,7 2.1
v 1 «3 3
Y4 1e1 1e§
0 ol el
o.o o.o 0.0
.0 .l .1
0.0 0.0 0.0
'O 0 el
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 +0 0
«0 o1 o 1
0 4 o2
0.,0 0.0 0.0
0 +0 Y
0,0 0.0 0.0
«0 «0 «0
«0 a1 o1
'0 .2 '2
0.0 0.0 0.0
o 0 «0 o0
0.0 0.0 0.0

TOTAL

HYDROCARBONS
N-FWY Fuy TOTAL
35.7 8B2.7 118.4
2844 6445 92.9
37.9 95.1 133.0
29,9 767 10646
36.9 95.6 132,5
2943 7644 105,7
36.3 8647 123,0
2842 67,8 9640
36.7 9040 12647
29,0 71.3 100.,3
34.5 84.7 119.2
7.1 16.8 23,9
14.€ 3249 506
o8 245 3.3
2.2 8.3 10.5
1.2 1.6 2.7
o1 «3 o3
o5 1.0 1.5
2 6 o7
o5 1.0 1.5
1.0 242 3.2
261 Go 645
el o2 o2
4 b «8
o1 o5 o7
«3 «8 l.1
6 1.6 2.2
242 4.8 7.1
.1 .2 .3
el b ]
o3 1.2 1.5
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1975 Organic Emissions Summary for Los Angeles County* (Tons/Day)

Table 2Q.
EXHAUST
HYDROCARBONS
NelWY FaY TLTAL
WINTER
WEEX DAY 1547 5042 6549
WEEK END 1045 35.2 4547
SPRING
WEEK DAY 17.2 5843 5%
WEEK END 11e5 4249 5440
SUMMER
WEEK END 1l.4 4242 5346
FALL
WEEK DAY 16+3 5243 6845
WEEK END 1042 3645 47.0
ANNuUaL AVG
wEeK DAY 1642 5446 71.1
WEEK END 11,0 36.1 5061
DAy 1449 5042 65.1
PICKUP GAS 6000 247 GaT 1243
PICKUP GAS 8500 6,3 2049 27,2
TRAC. GAS 10000 b 1.5 1.9
TRAC. DSL 10000 1e5 547 741
BUS GAS 10000 5 «8 1.3
BUS DSL 10000 el 2 02
DUMP GAS 10000 o2 b o 7
DUMP DSL 10000G o1 o b 5
FLAT. GAS 6000 2 «5 o7
FLAT. GAS 8500 ol 1.2 146
FLAT. GAS 10000 « 8 245 3.3
FLAT. DSL 100GGC o1 o2 o2
TANK GAS 10000 ol 3 o4
TANK DSL 10000 ol 4 o5
VAN GAS 6000 ol o ' b
VAN GAS 8500 3 1.0 1.2
VAN GAS 10000 9 248 3.7
VAN DSL 10000 el o2 2
TRAC GAS NONCAL ol o2 e3
TRAC DSL NONCAL 2 o8 1.0

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.

LOS ANGELES CIOUNTY

EVAPORATIVE
HYDROCARBONS

b7 FwY TOTAL
B840 644 14.4
840 64 1444
5.0 bt 1444
A0 bst 1444
8.0 bed 1444
Beu 6ot l4ds&
840 X% 1444
8oy 6ol 14,4
8.0 544 l4.4
8.0 6ot l4.4
840 bk lée4
240 1.7 3.7
3.4 2al 6.2
o1 ol o3
0.0 0.0 0.0
o3 2 5
0.0 Oel 040
ol el 2
040 0.0 00
2 ol +3
3 o2 5
6 '] 1.0
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 0 o1
0.0 040 0.0
! ol 2
ol o1 o2
o6 5 1.2
00 0.0 0.0
o0 ] ol
0.0 0.0 0.0

CRANKCASE
HYOROCARBUNS
N=FWY FWY TOTAL
4 145 1.9
2 1.0 1.2
4 1.6 240
2 142 1.4
4 1.7 241
2 1.2 1.4
c4  le6 149
2 1.1 1.3
W6 146 2490
v2 1.1 1.3
03 1.5 1.8
o .2 .2
2 .8 9
0 o1 ol
GeO 0.0 040
.0 .0 o1
060 040 0.0
.O IO l\)
0.0 0,0 040
.o 10 .\)
.0 ol ol
.0 o1 ol
0.0 0,0 0,0
lo lo .O
240 0.0 0.0
.O lo .\)
.0 0 )
-0 ll .1
0,0 0.0 040
0 0 0
0.0 0.0 G40

TOTAL
HYDROCARBONS
N=FWY Fuy TOTAL
2440 5841 82,1
18.7 4246 5143
2545 6643 91.F
19,7 5040 69.7
2541 6549 91,1
1946 49.8 6944
2456 60,42 84,9
1847 44,0 62.7
24,8 6246 83745
13,2 4646 65.8
23.2 5841 Ale3
4.8 11.5 16.3°
3.8 2444 34,3
06 1.7 2'2
1.5 5.7 7.1
o f 1.1 1.9
.1 .Z .2
3 7 1.0
.1 'l’ .5
o3 7 1.0
o7 1.5 2.2
led 3.1 445
Dl IZ 12
.1 |" .5
el 4 >
o2 o5 o7
4 1.1 leb
1.5 3.4 540
o1 2 o2
ol o3 ol
02 .p llo
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Table 27.
EXHAUST
HYDROCARBONS
N-FWY FwY  TOTAL
WINTER
WEEK DAY 4¢3 1246 16,9
WEEK END 2.9  1lUe4 1343
SPRING
WEEK DAY 4.7 15,0 19.6
WEEK END 3.2 13,0 16.2
SUMMER
WEEK DAY 44D 12.4 20,0
WEEK END 1 13, 1642
FALL
WEEK DAY G444 13.38 18,2
WEEK END 2.9  11.5 l4.4
ANNUAL AVG
WEEK DAY 445 la,.2 18.7
WEEK END 3.0 12.0 1540
DAY 4e1 13,6 1746
PICKUP GAS 6000 .8 2.6 3.4
PICKUP GAS 8500 1e7 5,7 744
TRAC., GAS 10000 o1 4 ]
TRAC, DSL 10000 X 1.6 2.0
BUS GAS 10000 .l .2 .4
BUS DSL 10000 o0 o0 o1
DUMP  GAS 10000 0 .1 .2
DUMP  DSL 10000 .0 .l ol
FLAT. GAS 6000 0 .1 o2
FLAT. GAS 8500 ol .3 o4
FLAT, GAS 10000 4 o6 9
FLAT, OSL 10000 W0 .0 .1
. TANK  GAS 10000 .0 ol o1
TANK  DSL 10000 .0 o1 o1
VAN GAS 6200 0 .l o2
VAN GAS 8500 ol .3 3
VAN GAS 10000 Y o7 .9
VAN DSL 10000 0 W0 o1
TRAC GAS NONCAL 0 .1 el
TRAC DSL NONCAL 51 o2 .3

ORANGE COUNTY

EVAPORATIVE
HYOROCARBONS
N=-FwY FwY TOTAL
2e¢% 1.0 4.0
244 1.6 4.0
2.4 l.6 4.0
2+4 1.6 4,0
2e4 l,.6 4.0
2e4 1. 4,0
2+4 l.6 440
264 l.6 4,0
2e4 1.0 440
2e4 1.6 4.0
2ot 1.6 4.0
-6 ol 1.0
1.0 o7 l.7
eV o0 o1
0.0 0.0 0.0
sl ol o1
Q.0 0.0 0.0
o0 U ol
0.0 Ced 0.0
ol 0 o1
ol ol el
o2 o1 3
0.0 0.9 0.0
o0 0 0
0.0 Oev 0.0
oV o0 .0
«0 0 o1
2 o1l o3
040 Ce0 0.0
«0 o + 0
0.0 0.0 0.0

CRANKCASE
HYDROCARBONS
N=FWY FWY TOTAL
el s o5
el e3 b
P b 5
.l l“ .4
01 l5 .6
.1 .4 .4
'1 l" 05
.l .3 '[f
01 OQ .b
01 .3 ."
ll l" .5
.O ll .l
.0 .2 .3
to .0 'o
0.9 0.0 0.0
.0 IO Io
0,0 0.0 0.0
+ 0 0 e}
0.0 000 OD‘J
.O .0 '0
.o .O -J
.0 '0 'O
0.0 0.0 0.0
'0 IO .o
0.0 0.0 0.0
O .0 0
.0 0 «0
.O .O '0
0.0 2.0 0.0
-0 lo .0
0.0 0.0 0.0

1975 Organic Emissions Summary for Orange County (Tons/Day)

TOTAL
HYDROCARBONS
N=-FWY FWY TOTAL
6.7 1446 214
5.3 12,3 17.6
7.1 17.0 2441
5.6 15.0 2046
7.0 17.5 2645
246 15.0 20,
649 15,8 2247
5¢3 3.4 16.3
6¢9 l6.2 23.2
5.5 13.9 19.4%
6e5 1546 22,1
Lot 3.1 4e9
2.8 6.6 94
' 2 »5 o6
o4 1.6 2.0
o2 o3 5
«0 «0 ol
.1 o2 o3
«0 o1 o1
o1 o2 3
.2 .4 '6
4 +8 1.2
0 o0 o1
o0 el ol
o0 el ol
o1l el 2
o1 «3 4
' & o8 1.2
« 0 +0 o1
«0 o1 el
' 1 o2 o3
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Table 22. 1975 Organic Emissions Summary for Riverside County* (Tons/Day)

RIVERSIDE COUNTY

EXHAUST EVAPORATIVE CRANKCASE TOTAL
HYORDCARBONS HYDROCARBONS HYDROCARBONS HYDROCARBONS
N=FWY  FWY  TOTAL N=Fwy FWY TOTAL N-FWY FWY TOTAL N=-FWY  FWY  TOTAL
WTKNTEDR
WEEK DAY 1.1 244 3.5 Lot 149 2.4 +0 1 el 245 3.5 640
WEEK END 9 245 345 1.4 1.0 244 D ol o1 243 3.6 549
SPRING .
WEEXK DAY 1.2 3.0 443 l.4 1.0 244 «0 o1 o1 2+6 4.1 6.8
WEEK END 1,0 3.4 4ot lea 1.0 244 +0 o1 o1 244 445 6.9
SUMMER
WEEK DAY 1.0 3.3 4¢3 1.4 1.0 244 «0 el ol 2.4 bet 6,8
WEEK END ) 3.4 be2 l.4 le0 244 « 0 v 1 ol 242 4.5 647
FALL
WEEK DAY l.1 247 3.7 l.4 1.0 244 0 el ol 245 3R 6e¢2
WEEK END e 8 2.9 3.9 l.4 1,0 2.4 + 0 o1 ol 2.2 4,0 63
ANNUAL AVG.
WEEK DAY 1.1 249 3.9 la4 140 2e4 o0 ol ol 245 3.9 644
WEEK END 9 3.1 4.0 l.4 1.0 244 o0 ol o1 243 G4el bet
DAY 1.0 249 3.9 1.4 140 2ot 0 ol ol 244 440 6s4
PICKUP GAS 6000 02 6 «8 «3 o2 b 0 o 0 «0 5 «8 1.2
PICKUP GAS 8500 oh i.2 L7 «8 +b 1.3 «0 0 Y 1.2 1.9 3.1
TRAC. GAS 10000 o0 ol ol «0 s 0 0 0 0 0 ' 0 o1 o2
TRAC. OSL 10000 ol 3 o4 0.0 040 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o1 «3 b
BUS GAS 10000 Y +0 o1 Y «0 ol «0 + 0 W 0 o1 o1 o2
BUS DSL 10000 0 «0 0 0.0 0e0 0.0 Je 0 0.0 0.0 . 0 «0 « 0
QUNP GAS 10000 ' 0 .0 « 0 « 0 0 «0 «0 0 J 0 «0 «0 .l
DUMp DSL 10009 o0 « 0 + 0 0.0 040 0.0 0.0 0,0 0.0 o 0 .0 + 0
FLAT. GAS 6000 + 0 «Q « 0 ' 0 00 «0 «0 + 0 + 0 «0 « 0 o1
FLAT. GAS 8500 » 0 o1 ol ol + 0 o1 0 « 0 o0 o1 P y
FLAT. GAS 10000 o1 o1 o2 ol ol o1 0 ' 0 «0 ol o2 «3
FLAT. DSL 10000 +0 .0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 040 0.0 0.0 o0 W0 o0
TANK GAS 10000 0 o0 «0 .0 o0 «0 0 0 +0 . 0 «0 +0
TANK DSL 10000 «0 «0 «0 0.0 Ce0 0.0 Ge0 0.0 0.0 » 0 «0 o0
VAN GAS 6000 0 «0 «0 0 o0 o0 «0 +0 o 0 0 o1
VAN GAS 8500 + 0 ol el e o «0 Y W 0 W 0 o0 o1 o1
VAN GAS 10000 o1 o1 o2 ol ol o1 + 0 + 0 «0 o1 o2 «3
VAN DSL 10000 «0 «0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 040 0.0 0.0 + 0 20 s 0
TRAC GAS NONCAL «0 + 0 0 o0 +0 + 0 0 «0 o0 o0 +0 W0
TRAC DSL NONCAL Y oD ol 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o0 «0 o1

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.
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Table 23. 1975 Organic Emissions Summary for San Bernardino County* (Tons/Day)

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

EXHAUST EVAPCRATIVE CRANKCASE TOTAL
HYDROC ARBDNS HYDROCARBONS HYDROCARBONS HYDRDCARBONS
N=FWY FwY TOTAL N-FWY FWY TOTAL N-FWY FkY TOTAL N=FWY FWY TOTAL
winTiR
NEEK DAY 107 5.8 7:5 -] '] 102 0 |2 Y4 24 646 9.0
WEEK END lo4 543 647 b ' 6 l.2 o0 2 .2 2el 6.0 5.0
SPRING .
WEEK DAY 240 6.9 B8+9 -] *b 1.2 +0 2 o2 246 Te7 1043
WEEK END 145 6¢5 8.0 ' 6 o6 1.2 «0 2 o2 2e2 7.2 o4
SUMMER
WEEK DAY l.06 7.0 Be6 o6 6 1.2 o0 2 o3 2.3 7.8 10.1
WEEK END 1.3 643 746 o6 b d1e2 «0 4 o2 1.9 7.1 9.0
FALL .
WEEK DAY 1,7 6.1 7.8 ) b 1.2 0 T W2 o2 2e4 6.9 9.3
WEEK END l.3 5.6 6.9 b 6 1.2 0 2 2 1.9 643 843
ANNUAL AVG.
WEEK DAY 1.8 6ot . 8,2 Y] 6 1.2 0 2 2 2e4 Te2 9.6
WEEK END le4 5.9 73 b b 1.2 Y 2 o2 2,0 6.7 8.7
DAY 1.7 6.3 7.9 o6 6 1.2 oD 2 o2 2.3 7.1 9.4
PICKUP GAS 6000 03 1.2 1.5 «2 2 v o0 o0 « 0 '] l.4 l.9
PICKUP GA> 850v o7 2e7 3.4 Y3 2 ) +C o1 o1 1.¢C 3.0 2.9
TRAC. GAS 10000 e 0 2 o2 «0 o0 « 0 o0 o0 «0 ol +2 o3
TRAC., DSL 10000 2 o7 9 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 2 7 o9
BUS GAS 10000 ol o1 2 »0 0 N 0 0 «0 ol ol o2
8US DSL 10000 e 0 0 «0 0.0 0,0 0.0 Q.0 0.0 0.0 «0 «0 o0
DUMP GAS 10000 «0 et o1 Y ) «0 o o0 +0 «0 o1 o1
DUMP DSt 10000 ) . 0 ol 042 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Y «0 el
FLAT. GAS 6000 ) o1 ol o0 v o0 W 0 «0 «0 o0 el ol
FLAT. GAS 8500 «0 ol 2 0 o0 0 . 0 +0 «0 el o2 ' 2
FLAT. GAS 10000 el «3 4 t «0 ol Y 0 v 0 el o3 5
FLAT., DSL 10000 0 o o0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Y +0 «0
TANK GAS 10000 o0 o0 ol «0 o0 «0 0 Y «0 o0 +0 el
TANK DSL 10000 0 s 0 el Gev 0.0 0.0 040 0.0 0.0 T .0 0 ol
VAN GAS 6000 +0 o1 o1 «0 «0 «0 .0 ) «0 «0 .1 ol
VAN GAS 8500 0 o1 4 «0 0 Y «0 «0 «0 o0 ol o2
VAN GAS 10000 o1 o3 oh «0 0 o1l o0 0 «0 ol o4 o5
VAN DSL 10000 Y 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 « 0 «0 +0
TRAC GAS NONCAL «0 0 0 0 o0 + 0 0 s 0 .U «0 «0 .0
TRAC DSL NONCAL «0 o1 - el 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 Cs0 0 el el

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.
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Figure 31. Average Daily Organic Emissions - Total (Tons/Day)

1975 Inventory
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Figure 32. Average Daily Organic Emissions - Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 33. Average Daily Organic Emissions - Non-Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 34. Average Daily Carbon Monoxide Emissions - Total (Tons/Day)
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Figure 38. Average Daily Nitrogen Oxides Emissions - Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 39. Average Daily Nitrogen Oxides Emissions - Non-Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 40. Average Daily Sulfur Dioxide Emissions - Total (Tons/Day)
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Figure 41. Average Daily Sulfur Dioxide Emissions - Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 53. Average Daily Crankcase Organic Emissions - Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 54, Average Daily Crankcase Organic Emissions - Non-Freeway (Tons/Day)
1975 Inventory






SECTION 10
ALTERNATIVE 1975 HEAVY-DUTY VEHICLE EMISSION INVENTORY

An alternative inventory was also developed. The assumptions and data
used were identical except that AP-42, Supplement 5, emission factors were
used [5].

Tables 24 through 33 and Figures 55 through 78 present the alternative
1975 heavy-duty vehicle emissions inventory for the South Coast Air Basin
(4-county). ‘

Tabulations:

Table 24 - - SCAB
Table 25 Alternative 1975 - Los Angeles County (SCAB portion)
Table 26 emissions - Orange County
Table 27 inventory for - Riverside County (SCAB portion)
Table 28 - San Bernardino Co. (SCAB portion)
Table 29 - - SCAB

. Table 30 Alternative 1975 - Los Angeles County (SCAB portion)
Table 31 organic emissions - Orange County _
Table 32 summary - Riverside County (SCAB portion)
Table 33 X - San Bernardino Co. (SCAB portion)

Maps -~ Grid Square Summaries:

Figure 55 - Average daily total organic emissions - Total

Figure 56 - Freeway
Figure 57 - Non-freeway
Figure 58 - Average daily carbon monoxide emissions - Total
Figure 59 - - Freeway
Figure 60 - Non-freeway
Figure 61 - Average daily nitrogen oxides emissions - Total

Figure 62 - Freeway

Figure 63 - Non-freeway
Figure 64 - Average daily sulfur dioxide emissions - Total

Figure 65 - Freeway
Figure 66 - Non-freeway
Figure 67 - Average daily particulate emissions - Total

Figure 68 - Freeway

Figure 69 - Non-freeway
Figure 70 - Average daily exhaust organic emissions - Total
Figure 71 - Freeway
Figure 72 - Non-freeway
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Maps - Grid Square Summaries: (continued)

Figure 73 - Average daily evaporative organic emissions - Total

Figure 74 - Freeway
Figure 75 - Non-freeway
Figure 76 - Average daily crankcase organic emissions - Total

Figure 77 - Freeway
Figure 78 - Non-freeway
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6Ll

PICKUP
PICKUP
TRAC,
TRAC,
BUS
BUS
puMP
DUMP
FLAT,
FLAT,
FLAT,
FLAT,
TANK
TANK
VAN
VAN
VAN
VAN
TRAC
TRAC

Table 24.
HYDRQOCARBONS
N-FwY FuY TOTAL
WINTER
WEEK DAY 48,8 9843 147.1
WEEK END 40,7 77.8 118.5
SPRING
WEEK DAY 5049 11046 16145
WEEK END 42.1 30,1 132.2
SUMMER
WEEK DAY 49,9 11l1.8 161.7
WEEK END 4l.,6 90,3 131.9
FALL
WEEK DAY 49,4 102.4 151.8
WEEK END 40.4 81l.2 121.6
ANNUAL AVG.
WEEK DAY 49,8 109,7 155.5
WEEK END 4le2 6449 12641
DAY 473 69,8 147.1
GAS 6000 1047 19.0 29.7
GAS 8500 2042 4343 63.5
GAS 1000¢C 1.1 2e¢9 3,9
DSL 10006 2¢% Ge3 11.7
GAS 10000 1.5 1,9 3.4
DSL 10000 ol 3 )
GAS 10000 o7 1.2 1.9
DSL 10000 o2 Xl «8
GAS 6000 .8 1.2 2.0
GAS 8500 le4 246 4.0
GAS 1000C 2.8 5.4 8.2
D3L 10000 o1 3 3
GAS 10000 o3 o7 9
DSt 10000 22 . o7
GAS 6000 -] 9 1.3
GAS 8500 8 1.9 2
GAS 1000¢C 3.1 5.9 9
DSL 10000 o1 3
GaS NONCAL el 4
DSL NONCAL o3 1.2 1

N=FWY

247.1
16543

259.8
173.7

252.7
170.2

250.1
160,7

25244
16745
228.2

34.3
113.8
6.8
11.5
8.2
o3
2.8
1.0
2.1
6.8
13,5
4
1.6
«8
1.5
5.0
15,7
b
«8
lel

SOJTH COAST AIR BASIN
CARBON MONOXIDE

Fuy

711.3
515.,0

799.7
60649

81l7.1
6l3.8

740.6
539.3

767.2
56848
71045

100.2
383.0
2946
25,2
12.3
6
Beb
Le9
5.7
2044
41.6
%]
'8

C ~

1
4

wWwrxoenNo o

.
.
L]
*
.
L]
1 4

3
2

107AL

958.4
680.3

1059.5
780.4

1069.8
784.1

9G0.7
700.4

1019.6
73643
938.7

134.4
496,.8
32.4
36,7
21.0
1.0
11.2
2+9
7.8
27.2
5541
1.2
Tet
24
6ol
2242
64,3
1.2
4,1
3.4

NITROGEN OXIDES

N=FWt

l.1

1.2
o2
o4

le4
-]
ol

24

FwT

237.8
199.8

268.7
236.9

278.6
242.8

25046
2i2.1

25849
22248
248.6

[
o
UL R U R TUR S

DSOS OVOLFHSFOWOO LTV T P
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—
w

q'-n'rll

JiAL

283.,6
236.9

316.9
27640

326,.1
281.9

297.4
248.7

306.0
26049
293,1

29.2
64,1
4.1
123.6

WO WK ©H&,rN
UMM OO W VWM NOONEN

W= +=D

—
[0 ]

SULFUR DIOX
N-FWY Fwy
3.7 17.3
3.1 14.7
3.8 19.1
3.2 16.9
3.8 20,1
3.3 17.6
3.7 18,2
3,1 1545
3.7 18.7
3.2 16.2
3.6 18.0
.2 lll
3 1.4
«0 o1
2.1 11.0
'O '3
.1 '3
0 «0
.2 .7
' 0 o1
0 o1
0 ol
ol «3
.D 'O
'1 .7
.0 ‘1
0 o1
' 0 o2
ol 3
+0 + 0
o3 l.4

IDE
Ter

Al
-~

Alternate 1975 Emissions Inventory for The South Coast Air Basin (Tons/Day)

PARTICULATES
N-FwY FuWY TOTAL
4¢3 19.5 23.8
3.5 16.0 19.4
444 2145 2549
346 1Be4 2240
Geb 2245 2749
3.6 19.2 22.8
4a84 2044 24.R
344 16,9 2043
G4ed 21,0 25.4
3,5 17.6 21l.1
441 20.0 2442
b 149 2.4
.G 4.3 5.2
.1 0" l5
1.6 8.7 10.3
1 o2 o2
W0 o2 o2
.0 o1 ol
.1 .5 .6
lo 01 .1
ol .3 .3
.1 .6 .7
'o .2 02
.0 o1 .1
.1 .4 I5
.O .1 ‘1
.0 .2 o2
.1 o6 o7
W0 .2 o2
.0 .1 o1
2  lel 1.3
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Table 25. Alternate 1975 Emissions Inventory for Los Angeles County* (Tons/Day)

LOS ANGELES COUNTY
HYORUCARBONS CARBON MONOXIDE NLITRUGEN OXIDES SULFUR DIOXIDE PARTICULATES
N=FWY FWY TOTAL N=FWY FwY TOTAL N=FWY FWY TOTAL N-=-FWY FWY TOTAL N=FwY FwY TOTAL

WINTER
WEEK DAY 32,6 6847 101le2 17142 504948 67548 3040 10447 15445 2% L2,0 14,5 2:9 13.5 16,4
WEEK END 26,6 5l44 78,0 1109 339,44 45042 23,43 131.6 15543 2.1 9.7 11.7 242 1045 1248
SPRING
WEEK DAY 33,9 76,8 11047 179.9 562493  7T4le8 3145 18442 21546 2e5 13,1 15.7 249 14.8 17.7
WEEK END 27,5 5848 B644 11644 39441 51045 2543 15348 179.0 261 11.0 13.1 2¢3 1240 1443
SUMMER

WEEK DAY 33,7 7648 11045 177.8 56840 745.,8 3147 188,3 220.0 2.6 13,6 16,2 3
WEEK END 2745 5849 8645 117.0 39846 515,5 25.8 157.6 183.4 2.2 1144 13,6 2
FALL _
WEEK DAY 33,1 7049 104.0 17444 519.4 693.8 3047 171.2 22241 245 1245 15,0 2,
WEEK END 2646 5246 7944 10943 348,55 457.8 23.9 136.9 16048 2.0 10,0 12.1 2,
ANNUAL AVG.

WEEK DAY 33,3 73,3 106.6 17545 538.8 71443 31,0 177,20 208,11 2.5 12.8 15,3 2.9 l4.4 17.3

WEEK END 2741 55945 8245 11344 37042 48B3,5 24.7 14540 16947 2¢1 1045 12.6 2.3 1145 13.8

DAY 3143 6842 99,7 157.8 490.6 648.4 29.2 167.9 197.1 2ak 1242 1446 2.8 13,6 1643
PICKUP GAS 6000 7.0 13.0 20.0 2345 6943 92.8 2¢5 17.1 19.6 o2 «8 +9 .3 1.3 1.6
PICKUP GAS B590 13,3 2%+4 42.7 7845 262¢6 341.0 6.7 3644 43,1 o2 9 1.1 6 249 _ 345
TRACs GAS 10000 o7 240 247 448 17.4 22.1 4 243 247 «0 ol o1 ol «3 o3
TRAC, DSL 10000 1.7 643 8¢ 0 8.2 17.7 25.9 11.8 71.1 B82.8 led Tet a,f l.1 548 6.9
BUS GAS 192000 1.0 1.3 2.3 5.7 8ed 1445 o4 l.1 1.5 .0 2 + 0 o0 ol 22
BUS DSL 1000¢ o1 ' 2 3 o2 5 7 o4 243 243 s 0 o2 o3 Y ol ' 2
DumMPp GAS 10000 o4 X 1.3 1.9 62 749 ol o7 8 ¢ 0 ' 0 «0 ol o1
DumMp DSL 19000 ol o4 b o7 1.4 201 1.0 4.9 5.8 ol o5 ] ol «3 o4
FLAT. GAS 6000 5 «8 le4 le4 44l 245 o1 . 9 1.0 «0 oC o1 «0 o1 ol
FLAT. GAS 8500 9 1.8 2.7 Ga7 1444 19,1 vl 1.8 242 +0 ] o1 .0 o2 o2
FLAT. GAS 10000 1.9 3.8 5.7 Qed 2943 33.7 7 3.7 445 o0 o1 o1 ol o4 o5
FLAT. DSL 10000 ol 2 o2 o3 ' 6 o8 o4 240 244 .0 2 2 o0 ol ' 2
TANK GAS 10000 o2 o4 b 1.1 G 5.1 o1 «5 o6 «0 «0 o C +0 ol o1
TANK DSL 1000¢C ol o4 5 e5 l.1 L.7 o3 4ab Se4 ol 5 6 ol o3 o4
VAN GAS 6000 e3 b 9 1.0 3.2 42 ol ! oy +0 o0 «0 0 el o1
VAN GAS 8500 6 13 1.9 3.4 11.8 15,2 o3 1.6 1.9 «0 ' 0 o1 Y o1 2
VAN GAS 10000 242 4.2 6ot 10.9 34,3 4541 «9 be5 5.4 .0 o1 o1 o1 o4 -]
VAN DSL 10000 ol o2 2 3 6 +8 o4 249 2e% .0 2 4 W0 o 1 o1
TRAC GAS NONCAL o1 +3 o o6 242 248 +0 23 3 0 0 + 0 «0 Y <0
TRAC DSL NONCAL Y- '8 1.0 o8 l.6 244 146 3.2 1048 o2 9 1.1 o1l o7 o9

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.
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Table 26. Alternate 1975 Emissions Inventory for Orange County (Tons/Day)

ORANGE COUNTY
HYDROCARBONS CARBON MONCXIDE NITROGEN OXIDES SULFUR DIOXIDE PARTICULATES
N~FWwY FWY TOTAL N-=FWY FWY TOTAL N-FwY FWwy TOTAL N-FWY FwWY TOTAL N-FWY FWY TOTAL

WINTER
WEEK DAY Ge2 1743 2645 45,6 125.5 1711 Feb5 4441 5346 Y 3.2 4,0 .9 3.6 445
WEEK END Te7 1447 2243 30,2 100.1 130.3 746 39,3 47.0 1] 249 3.5 o7 3.1 3.8
SPRING )
WEEK DAY 9.6 19.7 29.3 47,8 142.7 19045 1J2s1 50,4 60,5 «8 3.6 4e4 .9 4.0 4.9
WEEK END Te9 174 25,3 31.7 12046 152,3 8el 47.8 55.8 o 7 EP 4,1 7 3.7 444
SUMMER
WEEK DAY GeS5 2044 29.8 47,2 149.7 196.9 1J9.1 53.7 63.3 8 3.9 4.7 ) 4,3 5.2
WEEK END TeQ 17.5 2544 31.6 12340 154.6 Y42 49,4 57.6 7 3,6 443 o7 3.9 be 6
FALL
WEEK DAY 943 1845 27,9 46,4 135.0 18l.4 7.9 48,0 57.8 «8 3.5 4.3 » 9 3.9 4.8
WEEK END 7:6 1249 2345 29.6 109.4 139.0 Te6 4346 51,2 6 3.2 3.8 o7 3.5 4.2
ANNUAL AVG.
WEEK DAY Ge4 19.0 2844 46,7 133.2 185.0 9.9 49.0 58.9 «8 3.5 4.3 «9 3.9 4.8
WEEK END 7e8 1664 24,1 3048 113.,3 144.0 79 4%.0 52.9 .6 3.3 3.9 o7 3.6 4.3
DAY 3.9 18.2 2742 42,2 131.1 173.3 7¢3 47.3 57,2 o7 3.5 4,2 B 3.8 4.7
FICKUP GAS 6000 2.1 3eh 55 6ot lde4 2448 3 449 5.6 0 2 3 o1 L -]
PICKUP GAS 8500 3.8 7.9 1ll.7 21,1 71.3 92.4 2el 1042 1l2.4 ol 3 3 o2 o 8 1.0
TRAC., GAS 19000 o2 o5 o7 1.3 40 9 6,2 el o7 «8 .0 o .0 -0 o1 el
TRAC. DSL 10000 o5 1.8 2.2 242 440 Oel 3e8 23.7 2445 oh 242 2.6 o3 1.7 2.0
BUS GAS 10000 3 «3 6 1.5 2ot 3.9 ol 3 ] o0 ' 0 .0 .0 «0 «0
BUS DSL 10000 'J 'l '1 Il .l .2 Il l? .B .O 01 .1 lo 00 IO
GUMP GAS 100060 o1 o2 o3 5 leb 2490 «0 o2 o2 « 0 «0 .C .0 o0 «0
pume DSL 1200¢ XY ol o2 o2 3 5 o3 1.3 1.6 o0 o1 o2 «0 o1 .1
FLAT. GAS 6000 2 2 b o4 1.0 let «0 o2 3 .0 «0 s 0 «0 +0 +0
FLAT. GAS 8500 e 3 ¢S o7 1.3 3.6 409 ol 3 -] .C o0 o0 .0 0 o1l
FLAT, GAS 10000 -] 1.0 1.5 245 Te4 9.9 2 1.2 1.2 .0 .0 «0 « 0 el o1
FLAT. DSL 10000 o0 +0 o1 o1 ol 2 ol o5 o7 «0 o1 o1 0 «0 «0
TANK GAS 10900 ol ol 2 «3 1.1 lLo4 «0 2 o2 «0 . W0 «C o0 ] o0
TANK DSL 13000 0 ol ol o1 o3 4 3 1,4 1.6 «0 o1 o2 0 ol o1
VAN GAS 6000 o1 2 2 o2 o3 «8 1.1 o0 o2 3 Y o0 0 + 0 o Q «0
VAN GAS 8500 ll .4 .5 ‘q 3.2 4.1 .1 .5 .5 'o .O Qo '0 .O .o
VAN GAS 10000 5 i.¢ leb 2.9 Ged 11.5 o3 1.2 1.5 o0 +0 .0 + 0 ol ol
VAN DSL 10000 »0 o0 ol ol ol 2 ol 5 o7 «0 o1 o1 « 0 oJ e
TRAC GAS NONCAL ) el ol o1 b °8 0 ol o1 +0 «0 « 0 o 0 oJ .0

TRAC DOSL NONCAL o1 2 «3 o2 o4 6 o5 2.7 3.2 o1 «3 e3 o0 2 o3
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Table 27. Alternate 1975 Emissions Inventory for Riverside County* (Tons/Day)

WINTER
WEEK DAY
WEEK END
SPRING
WEEK DAY
WEEK END
SUMMER
WEEK DAY
WEEK END
FALL
WEEXK DAY
AEEK END
ANNUAL AVG
WEEK DAY
WEEK END
DAY
PICKUP GAS 6000
PICKUP GAS 8500
TRAC. GAS 10000
TRACs DSL 1000C
BUS GAS 10000
BUS pSL 13000
DUMP GAS 10000
CumMep DSL 10000
FLAT. GAS 6000
FLAT. GAS 8500
FLAT. GAS 12000
FLAT. DSL 10900
TANK GAS 100060
TANK DSL 10000
VAN GAS 6000
VAN GAS 8500
VAN GAS 10000
VAN DSL 10000
TRAC GAS NONCAL
TRAC DSL NONCAL

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.

HYDRJICARBONS
N=FwWwY FwY T0OTAL
3.9 Ge7 8.6
3.7 4.8 Beb
4.1 Y43 9t
3.9 567 9.5
3.3 5.7 345
3.0 5.7 944
3.9 5.0 3.9
3.6 543 B9
3.9 5.2 9.1
3.7 5.4 3.1
3.9 Y,3 el
9 1.0 1.9
1.9 245 444
o1 ol o2
s 1 4 5
o1 ol 2
0 «Q ' 0
ll .l .1
' 0 «0 .0
vl ol o1
o1 o1 3
2 »3 5
« 0 «0 0
(3] «0 o1
0 «0 «0
0 +0 o 1
ol ol el
o2 «3 5
v 0 U 0
' 0 «0 «0
«0 «0 ol

RIVERSIDE COUNTY

CARBON MONOXIDE

N=FWY

1146

9.5
12,7
1040

1044
84

Fwy

2641
28.1

2742
2341
2840

TNTAL

35.2
34,1

41.2
4l.6

4243
40,4

37.2
3646

NITROGEN OXIDES

N=FuwY

b
o4

NN

.8
5

Fwy TOTAL
8.7 11.3
Get 11,8
10,6 13.4
12.1 14,7
12.0 1444
12.5 14.6
9.8 12.3
10.9 13.1
10.3 12.9
11.2 13,5
1045 13,1
1.1 143
2+3 2.9
o2 o2
4.6 545
ol ol
ol 2
IJ Cl
«3 b
o0 ol
ol ol
.2 '3
el ol

« 0 XY
+3 b
0 el
o1 ol
o3 «3
ll 'l
«0 «0
6 o7

SULFUR DIOXIDE

N=FWY

.2
s 2

2
o2

o2
o2

o2
o2

2
2
o2

' 0
+ 0
.0
ol
«0
' 0
o0
0
«0
+ 0
+ 0
«0
«0
0
«0
+ 0
.0
W0
+0
«0

FWY TOTAL
' 6 o8
.? Ig
o7 1.0
+ 9 1.1
.Q 100
' 9 1.1
l7 '0
R 1.0
.7 .q
+8 1.0
+ A .9
W0 vl
ol o1
OO .o
ls 16
e «C
IO IO
lo lo
«0 «0
o0 «0
o9 «C
'o 00
«0 «0
o 0 . 0
lo IO
W0 0
QO .0
2 0 W0
«0 «0
lO .0
o1 o1

PARTICULATES
N=FWY FWY TOTAL
o2 o7 .9
o2 o7 1.0
2 «8 l.1
o2 9 1.2
2 1.0 1.2
o2 1.0 o2
2 ' 8 1.0
2 ' 9 1.1
.2 v 8 1.0
2 s 9 1.1
o2 +8 l.1
o0 ol . oel
o1 o2 o2
«0 ) «0
o1 o4 5
o0 «C «0
+ 0 v 0 « 0
0 o J « 0
o0 Xy W0
+ 0 o0 +0
« 0 0 + 0
] o0 .0
«0 od Y
« 0 « 0 .0
o0 ] 0
W0 0 o 0
0 «0 +0
o0 «d «0
o0 o0 o0
W0 ) 0
«0 + 0 o1
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PICKUP
rICKUP
TRAC,
TRAC,
BUS
8US
pumeP
DUMP
FLAT,.
FLAT,
FLAT,
FLAT,
TANK
TANK
VAN
VAN
VAN
VAN
TRAC
TRAC

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.

Alternate 1975 Emissions Inventory for San Bernardino County* (Tons/Day)

Table 28.
HYDROCARBONS
N=FWY FWY TOTAL
WINTER
WEEK DAY 3.1 Teb 1UeT
WEEK END 2.7 6.9 9.6
SPRING
WEEK DAY 3.3 Be7 12.C
WEEK END 248 8.2 11la0
SUMMER
WERK DAY 3,0 8.9 11,8
WEEK END 2.6 8el 1047
FaLL
WEEK DAY 3.0 8.0 11.0
WEEK END 246 7.3 9.8
ANNUAL AVG
WNEEK DAY 3.1 te3 1lle4
WEEK END 2.7 746 1043
DAY 3.0 bel 11l.1
GAS 6000 o7 1.6 2s2
GAS 8500 1,2 3.5 4.7
GAS 10000 ol 2 «3
DSL 10000 o2 o8B 1.0
GAS 10000 ol o2 «3
DSL 19000 °J 0 0
GAS 13000 o0 el ol
DSL 10000 «0 o1 o1
GAS 6000 o1 ol o1
GAS 8500 ol o2 3
GAS 10000 2 o4 b
DSL 10000 «0 0 e 0
GAS 10000 «0 el ol
DSL 10000 0 «0 ol
GAS 6000 0 .1l o1
GAS 8500 o1 2 o2
GAS 10030 2 5 o7
DSL 19000 «0 «0 o0
GAS NOUNCAL «0 0 .0
DSL NONCAL «0 ol ol

N=FWY

SAN BERNARDIND COQUNTY
CARBON MIONOXIDE

FAY

5745

51e9

6346 °

6045

6743
6042

60e 1
53.7

6247
5643
60,9

TOTAL

8l.4
7046
78.3

11,2
4243

NITROGEN OXIDES

N=FWY

- FWY TOTAL
LGCJ L%'l
9 2¢6
2345 27,4
2341 2645
24,5 27.9
2343 2643
21.7 25.2
20.7 23,6
2246 26,2
21.6 24.8
22.3 25.8
2.3 246
4,9 5.7
3 o
94 1047
ol o2
3 oh
.l Cl
.6 .7
o1 ol
.2 .3
3 6
.3 .3
el el
.6 '7
el ol
o2 «3
.6 '7
3 3
.O lo
1.2 l.4

SULFUR DIOXIDE

N-FWY

" .3

3
3

3
o2

FWwy TOTAL
1.5 1.%
le4 1.7
Leb 1.9
1.6 1.9
1.7 2.0
1.7 1.9
le5 1,¢
1.5 l.7
1.6 1.9
1.5 1.8
146 1.9
el el
ol o1
o0 Y
1.0 l.1
.0 ' 0
+ G o0
«0 ' 0
ol ol
«0 0
«0 .0
0 0
W0 .0
«0 0
.1 .1
«0 «0
«0 «0
«0 0
«0 Y
0 0
o1 ol

PARTICULATES
N-FWY FwY TOTAL
<3 1.7 2.0
3 1.5 1.8
o4 1.8 2.2
«3 1.8 2,1
e3 2.0 243
«3 1.8 2.1
+3 1.7 2.1
o3 l.6 1.9
o3 l.8 2.1
3 1.7 240
«3 1.3 2.1
« 0 o2 o2
ol b o5
oG « 0 o0
o1 +8 9
« 0 «0 «0
«0 .0 «0
«0 .0 +0
'O IO .0
«0 ) «0
«0 «0 «0
«0 «0 e
«0 o0 «0
Y ' 0 N
«0 «0 o0
.0 '0 00
e 0 0 0
«0 «0 o1l
o0 .0 o0
IO .j OO
«0 ol ol



1ZAN

Table 29.

PICKUP
PICKUP
TRAC.
TRAC
BUS
BUS
DuMp
Dump
FLAT,
FLAT.
FLAT,.
FLAT.
TANK
TANK
VAN
VAN
VAN
VAN
TRAC
TRAC

WINTER
WEEK DAY
WEEK END

SPRING
WEEK DAY
WEEK END

SUMMER
WEEK
WEEK

FALL
WEEK DAY
wEEK END

ANNUAL AVG.,
WEEX DAY
WEEK END
DAY

DAY
END

GAS
GAS
GAS
DSL
GAS
DSL
GAS
OstL
GAS
GAS
GAS
DSL
GAS
DSL
GAS

6000
8500
10000
10000
10000
10000
10000
10000
6000
8500
10000
10000
10000
10000
6000
GAS 8500
GAS 1000C
DSL 10000

GAS NONCAL
DSL NONCAL

EXHAUST
HYDRICARBONS
N=FwY  FWY  TOTAL
2449 7744 102.3
171 5748 74,9
27.0 8944 1l6.4
1845 6948 6543
2600  90.5 11645
1840  69.9 87,9
25.5  B8l.4 10649
1648 6141 7749
2549 8447 11045
1766 6447 8242
2345 79,0 10245
3e8 1345 7.3
1062 3442  4b4e4
.7 2.4 3,1
244 9.3 1l1.7
8 1.3 2.1
ol 3 o
.3 .9 1.2
o2 6 .3
02 IB l.o
‘6 2.0 246
1.3 440 543
ol 3 o3
o1 o5 .7
02 o6 o7
o2 o6 '8
o5 1.6 2.0
let 444 5.9
ol 3 .3
ll 03 lt'
.3 102 1'5

SQUTH COAST AIR BASIN

EVAPOPATIVE
HYDROCARBONS
N-FwY FWY TOTAL
23.2 18,1 41,2
23,2 1840 41,2
23,2 1841 4l.2
23,2 18.0 41,2
2342 1841 4142
23.2 1.0 4142
23,2 1841  41.2
23.2 18,0 41,2
23,2 18,41 41,2
23,2 18.0 41,2
23.2 18,0 41.2
6.8 5.3 12,1
9.7 7e6 1743
.4 o3 o7
0.0 040 0.0
6 .5 1.1
040 0.0 0.9
o .3 .6
0.0 042 0.0
.b l5 1.0
'7 lb l.3
1.5 1.2 2.7
0.0 0.6 )
Il ll 02
040 040 0.0
3 o2 .9
4 ‘3 6
1.7 143 2.9
040 040 0.0
.l 0 ol
0.0 040 0.0

CRANKCASE
HYOROCARBONS
N=-FwY FwY TOTAL
7 2.8 3.5
' 4 20 2¢4
o7 3.1 3.8
5 243 247
7 3.2 3.9
+5 2ot 2.8
o7 Ze9 3.6
4 2el 245
o7 3.0 3.7
4 2 246
6 2.8 3.4
ol W 2 e3
«3 1.6 1.9
+ 0 vl o2
040 0.0 0.0
o ol ol
0.0 0.0 Q.
o0 o1 o1
OQO 000 0.0
+ 0 «0 0
« 0 ol ol
o1 2 3
0.0 0.0 0.0
2 o0 e 0
0.0 0«0 0.0
+0 0 + 0
] o1 ol
.0 .2 .3
0.0 040 0.0
o0 « 0 Y
0s0 0.0 040

TaTAL

Alternate 1975 Organic Emissions Summary for The South Coast Air Basin (Tons/Day)

HYDROCARBONS
N=FWY FWY TOTAL
48,8 98,3 147.1
40,7 77.8 118.5
50,9 110.6 161.5
4241 90,1 132,2
49,9 111,82 161.7
41.6 90,3 131,9
49,4 102.4 151.8
4044 81,2 121.6
49,8 105.7 155.%
41,2 84,9 126.1
4743 99,8 147,1
19,7 19.0 29,7
2042 43,3 63,5
1ol 2.9 3.9
244 9,3 1147
15 1.9 3.4
ll .3 Qlf
e7 1.2 1.9
.2 .6 W F
oF 1.2 2.0
Let 2.6 4,0
2.8 544 842
o1 e3 o3
.3 o7 .G
02 06 .7
' 5 .9 143
o8 149 2.8
1,1 5.9 9.1
ll l3 03
el oh .5
o3 1.2 1.5
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Table 30.

WINTER
WEEK
WEEK

SPRING
WEEK
WEEK

SUMMER
WEEK
WEEK

FALL
WEEK
WEEK

ANNUAL
WEEK
WEEK
DAY

PICKUP GAS
PICKUP GAS

DAY
END

DAY
END

DAY

END .

DAY
END
AVG
DAY
END

5000
8509

TRAC. GAS 10000
TRAC. DSL 10000
BUS GAS> 10000
Bus DSL 10000
DuUMP GAS 10000
DUMP DSL 10000

FLAT. GAS
FLAT. GAS

6000
8500

FLAT. GAS 10000
FLAT. DSL 10000
TANK GAS 10000
TANK DsL 10000

VAN GAS 6000
VAN GAS 8500
VAN GAS 10000
VAN DSL 10000

TRAC GAS NONCAL
TRAC DSL NONCAL

EXHAUST
HYDROCARBO
N=FwY fwY
17.2 5447
lle4 3.1
18.5 6247
12,3 4944
18,2 6246
12,3 4544
17,7 5648
1lea 39.4
17.9 59,2
11.9 42.1
1642 24,3
Zeb .2
7.0 23.4
5 1.7
1,7 €.3
b «?
P 2
o2 ot
ol o4
.2 .5
ok l.4
] 2.8
.l '2
'l .4
Il .4
ol 4
3 1.1
1.0 3.1
ol 4
ol 22
o2 «8 -

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.

N
T

T Al
(SR ¥

71.9
4G45

€l.2
577

80.9
57'7

7446
5048

LDS ANGELES COUNTY

EVAPORATIVE
HYDROCARBONS
-FRY FWwy TOTal
14,9 12,0 2649
l4,9 . 12.0 2649
14.9 12.0 26.9
14,9 1240 2649
14,2 1240 2649
14,9 12,6 2649
1409 12.0 26.9
14,9 12.0 2549
14,9 1242 2649
14,9 12.0 264+ 7
1409 12,2 2649
4ok 3.8 8.9
6ol 4.9 12.9
03 .2 lb
0,0 0.0 0.0
o 3 ' B
Je0 0.0 0.0
02 .Z .4
060 0.0 2,0
o4 3 o7
05 o4 8
1.0 o8 1.8
0.0 C.0 0.0
l)l .L .l
0.0 040 0.0
%4 2 4
v3 2 3
lo1 9 2.1
0.0 0.0 040
o0 o0 ol
0,0 C.0 0.0

CRANKCASE
HYDROCARBONS
N=FWY FWY TOTAL
5 240 244
3 1.3 1.6
5 2.1 246
3 1.5 1,
) 242 247
3 lsb 1.9
5 240 245
v 3 1.4 1.6
«5 2.1 2.5
o3 le4 1.7
v 4 1.9 243
«0 2 .2
.2 l.l 1.3
.0 . .l
0.0 0.0 0,0
«0 o1 ol
2.0 0.0 0.0
.0 .D .l
U0 0.0 0.0
.o .o .0
0 o1 ol
«0 o2 2
0.0 0.0 0.0
«0 o0 «0
0.0 0.0 0.0
.0 IO .o
' 0 o1 ol
«0 o1l o2
v.0 Je0 0.0
o0 0 0
0.0 0.0 0.0

Alternate 1975 Organic Emissions Summary - Los Angeles County* (Tons/Day)

TOTAL

HYDRCOCARBONS
N=FWY FAY TOTAL
32,6 68,7 101.2
26,6 51.4 78.0
33,9 7648 110.7
275 58,8 B6e4
33,7 7668 110.5
2745 58.9 8645
33.1 739 104.0
26,6 52.8 79,4
33.3 73,3 10646
27.1 5545 R246
31.5 62,2 99.7
7.0 13.0 20.0
13.3 2944 4247
o7 2.0 247
1.7 £e3 Re0
1.0 1.3 2.3
el 2 o3
o4 o8 1.3
.1 .t' .6
.5 .8 1"'
'q 1.8 2.7
1.9 3.R 5.7
ol 2 2
-2 .l' .6
o1 4 ]
3 ) 9
6 1.3 1.9
262 4.2 tot
o1 2 o2
o1 e3 o4
.2 lﬂ 1'0
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Table 31. Alternate 1975 Organic Emissions Summary - Orange County (Tons/Day)

ORANGE COUNTY '
-EXHAUST EVAPDRATIVE CRANKCASE TO0TAL

HYDROC ARBONS HYDRDCARBONS HYDROCARBONS HYDROC ARBONS
N=FRY Fuy TOTAL  N-FWY FHY TOTAL N-FWY FwWY TOTAL N-=FWY FWy TOTAL
WINTER .
WEEK DAY 4.7 13.8 1Be4 4.4 3,0 T4 o1 ') 6 9.2 17.3 2645
WEEK END 3.2 11.3 la,4 bet -340 T4 ol b o5 Ta7 14,7 2243
SPRING
WEEK DAY 5.0 1641 2l.l Get 3.0 Te4 o1 ' 6 o7 G.6 19.7 29.3
WEEK END 3e4 13.9 1743 444 3.0 Ted et 2 5 7eG 17.4 2543
SUMMER
WEEK DAY 4.9 l6.7 2146 40t 3.0 Tet ol 6 8 9¢5 2344 29.8
WEEK END - 3.4 14,1 1744 bet 340 7.4 o1 ] b 7.9 17.5 25 ¢4
FALL
WEEK DAY 448 15.0 19.8 do4 3.0 74 ol 5 7 9.3 18.5 27.9
WEEK END 3.1 12.4 15,6 bott 3.0 T4 o1 v 4 5 Teb 1549 2345
ANNUAL AVG. .
WEEK DAY 4e8 15.4 2042 444 3.0 Tet o1 ' 6 o7 Ged 19,0 28,4
WEEK END 3.3 12.9 1642 4.4 3.0 Tet ol b 5 7.3 16.4 24.1
DAY Geta la.7 19.1 Yo 3.0 Ted o1 ] 1 6 B.9 18342 2742
PICKUP GAS 6000 o7 245 3.2 1.3 G 243 0 o0 el 2.1 3.5 5¢5
PICKUP GAS 8500 1.9 64 843 l.8 1.3 3.1 .1 «3 b 3.8 7.9 11.7
TRAC. GAS 10000 ol ] . ol ] ol 0 +0 «0 2 o5 o7
TRAC« DSL 10000 5 1.8 242 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 5 1.8 282
BUS GAS 10000 o2 ' 2 b ol ol 2 +0 o0 0 o3 «3 o6
BUS DSL 10000 0 ol ol 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 «0 o1 ol
DUMP GAS 10000 ol o2 o2 o1 Y o1 «0 .0 D o1 2 o3
DUMP DSL 10000 2 0 ol o2 Qev 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 +0 o1 2
FLAT. GAS 6000 «0 o1 o 2 ol ol o2 + 0 Y «0 o2 o2 b
FLAT. GA3 8500 el o3 5 ol ol o2 o0 0 D 3 o5 o7
FLATt GAS 10000 02 l7 09 03 12 n5 oo .0 ol ns 110 1.5
FLAT. OSL 106000 o0 0 o1 0.0 040 0.0 0.0 340 GeQ 2 0 0 o1
TANK GAS 10000 0 ol ol 0 o0 «0 +0 «0 20 Toal o1 2
TANK DSL 10000 «0 o1 o1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.0 0.0 o0 o1 o1
VAN GAS 6000 «0 ol ol ol +0 o1 + 0 «0 +0 o1 o2 o2
VAN GAS 8500 ol +3 b ol ) o1l o0 « 0 W0 o1 o4 +5
VAN GAS 10000 o3 +8 1.1 o3 o2 5 «0 «0 0 ] 1.0 l.6
VAN DSL 10000 0 «0 ol 0.0 040 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 «0 «0 o1
TRAC GAS NONCAL 0 o1 ol «0 «0 «0 0 0 «0 o0 o1 o1

TRAC DSEL NONCAL el o2 o3 0.0 G.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 ol o2 o3
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Table 32. Alternate 1975 Organic Emissions Summary - Riverside County* (Tons/Day)

RIVERSIDE COUNTY :
EXHAUST EVAPORATIVE CRANKCASE TOTAL

HYDROCARBONS HYOROCARBONS HYDROCARBONS HYDROCARBCNS

N=FWY FWY TOTAL N=FWY FWwYy TOTAL N=FWY FWY TOTAL N=FWY FWY TOTAL

WINTER
WwEEK DAY Le2 246 3.8 2.7 2.0 4.7 «0 o1 ! 3.9 4.7 8.6
WEEK END 1.0 2.7 3.7 2.7 2.2 4.7 o0 o1 ol 3.7 4.8 8.6

SPRING
WEeEK DAY 1.3 3.2 4.6 247 2. 4.7 «0 ol 2 4.1 543 3.4
WEEK END 1.1 3.6 447 2e7 240 4.7 .0 ol o1 3.8 5.7 9.5

SUMMER
WEEK DAY 1.1 3.6 4.7 2.7 2.0 4.7 +0 ol o2 3.8 5.7 945
WEEK END 9 3.6 405 247 249 4.7 «0 ol 2 3.6 5.7 Gt

FatLt '
WEEK DAY 1.2 2.9 4el 247 2.0 447 o0 o1 ol 3.9 5.0 Be9
WEEK END 9 3.2 461 27 2.0 407 .0 o1 ol 3,6 5.3 8,9
ANNUAL AVG.

WEEK DAY 1.2 3.1 4.3 2.7 2.0 4,7 «0 ol 2 3.9 9542 9.1
wEEK END 1.0 3.3 4.3 247 240 4.7 «Q o1 o1 3.7 S5¢4 el
DAY lel 3.1 4.3 2.7 2.0 4.7 .0 el ol 3.9 543 9l
PICKUP GAS 6000 e2 5 o7 o7 3 lel «0 .0 0 .9 1.0 1.9
PICKUP GAS 8500 o3 1.4 1.9 le4 1.0 2.5 «0 el ol l.9 2.5 hel
TRAC. GAS 10000 0 .1 ol «0 «J ol 0 v 0 .0 ol ol o2
TRAC. DSL 10000 ol .4 5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o1 4 5
BUS GAS 10000 0 ol o1 ol ] ol Y «0 ' 0 ol o1 o2
BUS DSL 10000 v 0 « 0 o0 0.0 Ce0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0 o0 0
DuMP GAS 10000 Y oV «0 o0 0 el «0 «0 «0 .1 o1 .l
pump DSL 10000 «0 Y «0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o Q o0 o G
FLAT. GAS 62300 «C <0 « 0 Y 0 ol o0 «0 0 ol o1 o1
FLAT., GAS 8500 VU ol ol o1 o1 2 e o0 «0 el o1 o3
FLAT. GAS 10000 ol o1 2 2 ol 3 o0 .0 0 2 o3 5
FLAT. DOSL 10000 Y o0 o0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o0 ) W 0
TANK GAS 10000 o0 X o0 + 0 o0 ' 0 o0 o0 «Q . 0 o0 o1
TANK DSL 10000 «0 «0 o0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 «0 o0 o0
VAN GAS 6000 « 0 0 «0 0 oJ «0 «0 0 «0 «0 .0 o1
VAN GAS 8500 0 o1 o1 «0 «0 o1 .0 Y +0 o1 o1 ol
VAN GAS 10000 o1 o2 4 o1 ol 4 «0 .0 0 o2 o3 ¢3
VAN DSL 10000 Ry o0 « 0 JeU Q.0 0.0 0.0 0,0 G.0 o0 o0 0
TRAC GAS NONCAL 0 «0 «0 +0 o0 ' 0 «0 « 0 «0 0 «0 .0
TRAC DSL NONCAL «0 «0 .l 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 o0 «0 ol

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.



8¢l

Table 33,

E€R
WEEK DAY
WEEK END

WEEK DAY
WEEK END

WEEK DAY
WEEK END

WEEK DAY
WEEK END
ANNUAL AVG
WEEK DAY
WEEK END

PICKUP GAS 6000
PICKUP GAS 8500
TRACs GAS 10000
TRACs DSL 10000
BUS GAS 10000
BUS DSL 10000
DUMP GAS 10000
DUMP DSL 10000
FLAT. GAS 6000
FLAT., GAS 8500
FLAT. GAS 10000
FLAT. DSL 10000
TANK GAS 10000
TANK DSL 10000
VAN GAS 6000
VAN GAS 8500
VAN GAS 10000
VAN DSL 10000
TRAC GAS NONCAL
TRAC DSL NONCAL

EXHAUST
HYDROC ARBONS

N=FWY FuY TOTAL
1.9 643 Be2
l.5 5.7 7e2
2‘1 7"' qls
leb 6.9 B+6
1.8 745 9.3
led 6. de2
1.9 6.7 B.5
L4 640 7.4
1.9 Te0 849
1.5 6t 7.9
1.8 6e3B 8eb
e3 1.2 1.5
o8 3.0 3.8
0 4 3
2 8 1.0
ol ol 2
Io .0 .o
.0 ll ‘1
« 0 ol ol
.U ll Ol
« 0 o2 2
ol «3 o4
.o .O lo
'0 .O .1
o0 «0 ol
o0 e 1 o1
«0 o1 o2
o1 ' 4 5
0 W0 +0
Y «0 0
20 o1 ol

*South Coast Air Basin portion only.

SAN BERNARDINO COUNTY

EVAPORATIVE,
HYDROCARBONS

N-FWY FWY TOTAL
lel 1.0 2.2
lel 1.2 242
l.1 1.0 242
1.1 1.0 2.2
1,1 1.0 242
1.1 1. 2.2
lel 1, 2.2
1.1 1.0 2.2
1.1 l.0 2.2
1,1 1.0 242
1.1 1,0 242
.‘? 04 08
4 ol o &
o0 +0 + 0
0.0 040 J. 0
'O .O .1
0.0 040 0.0
«0 «0 Y
0,0 0.0 0.0
«0 o0 ol
.O .O 'l
o1 ol el
0.0 0.2 0.0
«0 «0 0
049 Qe 0.0
0 +0 «0
0 0 0
o1 ol 2
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 o0 «0
0.0C 0.0 0.0

CRANKCASE
HYDROCARBONS
N=-FwY FWY TOTAL
.1 o2 © 3
e o2 o2
ol 3 «3
+0 2 o3
ol 3 «3
» 0 o2 «3
ol o2 +3
] o2 2
ol +3 e3
.O .2 .3
0 o2 +3
' 0 «0 v 0
«C ol e 2
0 Y +0
Q40 0.0 0.0
+0 «0 .0
Ge0 0.0 0,90
«0 «0 «0
0.0 0.0 0.2
OO .O .0
+ 0 0 0
«0 + 0 ' 0
J.0 0.0 0.9
o0 «0 + 0
0.0 0.0 0.0
+0 o0 +0
' 0 .0 W0
+ 0 . 0 «0
0.0 0.0 0.0
0 +0 + 0
0.0 0.0 040

Alternate 1975 Organic Emissions Summary - San Bernardino County* (Tons/Day)

TOTAL

HYDROCARBONS
N=FwY FWY TOTAL
3.1 T+6 10.7
247 6.9 9.6
3.3 B8e7 12.0
248 8e2 11,0
3.0 2.9 11.8
246 Rel 10.7
3.0 R0 11.0
2sb 743 9.8
3.1 Be3 11.4
2.7 746 10,3
3.0 8.l 11,1
o7 1.6 242
1+2 3.5 4.7
o1 o2 '3
'2 .8 1.0
.1 .2 ‘3
lo IO lO
Qo .1 ll
-0 |1 01
ol ol ol
'1 lz .3
e 2 b b
0 «0 e
«0 ol o1
«0 o0 el
«0 o1 ol
o1 2 «2
o2 «5 7
.o .0 .0
W0 «0 «0
.O ll |1
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Figure 55. Average Daily Organic Emissions - Total (Tons/Day)
Alternate 1975 Inventory
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Figure 56. Average Daily Total Organic Emissions - Freeway (Tons/Day)
Alternate 1975 Inventory
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Alternate 1975 Inventory



gel

3820

3800

3780

3760

3740

3720

3700

CARBON MONOXIDE EMISSIONS

FREEWAY AVERAGE DAILY  (TONS)

;0.000':0.00050.000': .

3 804 . 0 000 4. 608

NEHHH Lo :
7. 072_3 059;0.0125 .

£10,55:0.000 0,000 0.000 ] 0,000 0.000 © 0.000 MET000 0000000~ 07606 OB00--6-806-+OTE00--GrB00--0r205-5
: SHN FERNHNDU : : ] : H : : : : :

f13. 79 13,54} 2.011 | 1,366 0.200 :‘o.uoofu.noofa.u 50.000 0.124}2.665 ] 0 000 ououfo.uou:o 0 o, 000} 0.¢po;
F‘HSPDENH : : : : ; :

13 87'8 34"58. :3.180'0[]00 2729 5.778 . ODDOEO.UOO ODCD-OGCOEO.EPOE -

: F’UMUNH :
4792 11.84.73.

R[VERSIDE
15,3741 2. 95

3 527 .

CURUNH . :
2 10.000;

15,805,841 : 0,000 0.000 } 0.000 } 0.

'-HNHHE![I"I

t0.083: 0. onoo 0.000 ; 0.

59 534 HOO
. SANTR HNH

:7‘953.7.983. 11.00: 0.

CHTHL[NH :

S4Nea: oooofo.nuo; . ?o.uoo:;n.uoufo.uoo;o.omfonoo 0.000

320 - 340 366~*‘§%O 400 420 440 460 480 500 520 540

Figure 59. Average Daily Carbon Monoxide Emissions - Freeway (Tons/Day)

Alternate 1975 Inventory
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Figure 60. Average Daily Carbon Monoxide Emissions - Non-Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 61. Average Daily Nitrogen Oxides Emissions - Total (Tons/Day)
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Figure 66. Average Daily Sulfur Dioxide Emissions - Non-Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 67. Average Daily Particulate Emissions - Total (Tons/Day)
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Figure 68. Average Dajly Particulate Emissions - Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 72. Average Daily Exhaust Organic Emissions - Non-Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 73. Average Daily Evaporative Organic Emissions - Total (Tons/Day)
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Figure 74. Average Daily Evaporative Organic Emissions - Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 75. Average Dajly Evaporative Organic Emissions - Non-Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 76. Average Daily Crankcase Organic Emissions - Total (Tons/Day)
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Figure 77. Average Daily Crankcase Organic Emissions - Freeway (Tons/Day)
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Figure 78, Average Daily Crankcase Organic Emissions - Non-Freeway (Tons/Day)
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