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Motivation Detailed Wood-Burning ROC Speciation Translating VOC - GROC
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oxygenated molecules. FlnaIIy, the speciation of residential wood burnlng emissions needs R ~ J_WM measurements and analysis of wood smoke by EPA and NC two standard deviations from the mean of the O 10
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« Enumerate the sources of systematic reactive organic carbon (OC) measurement biases
In wood burning emissions tests.

Accounting for Total ROC

« Use a detailed wood-smoke speciation profile to develop a methodology for translating - -
existing PM and VOC emission factors to ones that include semivolatile organic P I\/I an d VO C e m I SS I O n
compounds (SVOCs) and intermediate volatility organic compounds (IVOCs).
Characterize the uncertainty in this approach.

« Quantify potential impacts of update on ambient organic aerosol (OA) predictions.
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Impact on U.S. Emission Factors
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