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Analysis of the Characteristics of Environmental Particulate Matter from Farm Source
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Abstract Farms were an important source of environmental particulate matter (PM). High concentration of PM was harmful to the environ-

ment, affecting people and animal health. The source, concentration, size and distribution , chemical composition of PM in farms were analyzed,

and some measures for emission reduction were proposed.
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Table 1 The concentrations of inhalable and respirable PM in broiler

houses
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Table 2 The concentrations of inhalable and respirable PM in pig hou-
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