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Preface 

CO2 capture and storage (CCS) has been proposed for two Norwegian gas-fired 

power plants as a measure to reduce CO2 emissions to the atmosphere, thus 

reducing the main contributor to global warming. A leading technology for CO2 

capture is through the use of amines. The CO2 and Amines Screening Project 

began with Phase I in May 2008.  The project was initiated by NILU based on the 

results of an expert meeting in October 2007, and discussions with SFT.  The 

expert meeting and the following Phase I project is based upon the concern that 

the emissions from CO2 capture using amines could be potentially harmful to the 

environment and human health, and that the existing information regarding these 

subjects were quite limited, thus demanding further examination and analysis. 

 

The project was graciously sponsored by the following: 

 

 Gassnova SF (CLIMIT)  

 Statoil Hydro ASA  

 Shell Technology Norway AS  

 

The following institutes participated in the project: 

 

 Centre for Theoretical and Computational Chemistry (CTCC) Department 

of Chemistry at the University of Oslo, responsible for the theoretical 

study on the atmospheric degradation of selected amines (Task 3). 

 The Norwegian Institute of Public Health (FHI), responsible for the 

effects to human health (Task 7). 

 Norwegian Institute for Nature Research (NINA), responsible for the 

effects to terrestrial ecosystems (Task 8). 

 Norwegian Institute for Water Research (NIVA), responsible for the 

effects on freshwater ecosystems (Task 9). 

 Norwegian Institute for Air Research (NILU), responsible for project 

management/coordination, including the chemical screening report, 

models report, worst case study report, and the summary report (Task 4, 5, 

6, and 10). 

 

The project sponsors comprised the Steering Committee, which gave useful 

guidance to the project and its administration. The project sponsors function 

within the Steering Committee also gave them an active role in reviewing all 

project reports and documentation. 
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Executive Summary 

 

Multiple effects of amine emissions from the CO2 capture plant on ecosystems 

and human health have been identified and studied in this report. Emissions of 

amines contribute to the nitrogen load in the atmosphere. Nitrogen loads to 

ecosystems above the critical load lead to eutrophication. The exceedance of a 

critical load of 5 kg N/ha/yr may result in a decline in lichens, mosses, and 

evergreen shrubs. A worst case scenario revealed that the yearly amine 

emissions have to be 60 times higher than expected to impose a threat to 

sensitive Norwegian ecosystems, as mires and arctic heath land. However, 

amine emissions add to already existing emission of reactive nitrogen and 

increase the total load of airborne nitrogen locally. The worst case studies 

revealed that toxic compounds produced in the atmospheric oxidation of emitted 

amines, like nitrosamines, nitramines and amides are a much more profound 

problem than that of airborne nitrogen.  

 

In the Worst Case studies a series of assumptions are made; the most important 

are 1) no photochemical degradation during transport, 2) no biodegradation in soil 

and water, 3) no peak emissions. Currently, in Norway no regulations on 

permissible levels of exposure via air and drinking water exist for of amines, 

nitrosamines, and other problematic compounds that could be formed in the 

atmospheric oxidation. In order to prioritize the problematic compounds and to 

rank them accordingly, recommendations on threshold values and predictions of 

critical loads are made in this report. The results in this report strictly apply for the 

studied meteorological and geographic situation only, and loads to the 

environment would be different (lower or higher) for other situations. 

 

No quantitative experimental data for the formation of nitrosamines or nitramines 

by atmospheric degradation of MEA exist today. The report on atmospheric 

degradation routes of amines used in CO2 capture (ñProgress report on a 

theoretical study on the atmospheric degradation of selected aminesò by Br¬ten et 

al., 2008) identified aldehydes, amides, nitrosamines, and nitramines as main 

products based on quantum chemical calculations and theoretical considerations. 

 

Exposure by inhalation 

Predicted worst case MEA levels in air for long term exposure are two orders of 

magnitude below the threshold of 10 µg/m
3
 (for MEA) recommended in Låg et 

al., 2008. Based on this, long term exposure levels of MEA in air that can cause 

adverse health effects are predicted not to be exceeded. On the short time scale 

amine concentrations in air in vicinity of the plant can be close to the 

recommended MEA limit under worst case conditions. For aldehydes tolerable 

inhalation threshold have been suggested (formaldehyde: 2 mg/m
3
; acetaldehyde: 

0.3 mg/m
3
) for long-term exposure. However, expected levels of aldehydes in air 

caused by the CO2 capture plant are several orders of magnitude lower than the 

given thresholds. The inhalation exposure risk to formamide, acetamide, 

nitrosamines, and nitramines could only partly be assessed in this worst case 

report due to missing reliable threshold information. The long term risk threshold 

for exposure of the general population by nitrosamines through inhalation is 
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4 ng/m
3
 nitrosamines in air, corresponding to a 10

-6
 lifetime cancer risk. 

Calculated maximum nitrosamine concentration in air for expected maximum 

emission from the CO2 capture plant is only a factor of two below this critical 

level. 

 

Exposure by drinking water 

The exceedance of a recommended critical load of 7 ng/l nitrosamines or 1 g/l 

nitramines in the precipitation to lakes may threaten drinking water quality. Of the 

total amount of amine emissions from a CO2 capture plant, 2% are here assumed 

to be nitrosamines and 7% nitramines. Based on this assumption, in order not to 

exceed the critical load for nitrosamines in the precipitation to lakes, the 

maximum tolerable amine (e.g. MEA) emissions from the plant is calculated to be 

24 tonnes per year. This is 1/7 of the expected maximum emissions of amines 

from a CO2 capture plant given in NEV (2006). This worst case calculation 

assumes no degradation of the emitted nitrosamines in air, soil or water. 

Nitramines, in contrary to the nitrosamines, do not photolyse and thus can be 

expected to accumulate in the atmosphere. Based on the assumption that 7% of 

the emitted amine (e.g. MEA) generates nitramines, drinking water exposure 

levels of nitramines that can cause adverse health effects are predicted not to be 

exceeded. 

 

Aquatic organisms 

In order to avoid risk of chronic effects in algae the maximum concentration of 

nitrosamines in precipitation is recommended to be 25 ng/l. Based on the 

assumption that 2% of the emitted amine (e.g. MEA) generates nitrosamines, the 

predicted maximum emissions of amines thus a factor of 2 above the 

recommended threshold for aquatic organisms. Based on the assumption that 7% 

of emitted amine (e.g. MEA) generates nitramines, the predicted worst case 

nitramine levels in precipitation would not be problematic for aquatic organisms, 

unless emission peaks occur for four weeks or longer. 

 

Recommendations 

Quantiative studies on the production of nitrosamines and nitramines from the 

atmospheric degradation of amines, their atmospheric fate and their 

biodegradation in soil and water should be given the highest priority. It cannot be 

excluded that other toxic compounds may form in the atmospheric degradation of 

amines. In addition, quantiative studies on the possible production of nitrosamines 

or other substances of concern from reactions in the absorber unit of the plant 

should also be considered. Further studies on the toxicity of nitrosamines, 

nitramines, and amides to 1) different in vitro (cellular) and in vivo 

(animals/organisms) model systems to evaluate the human health impact, and 2) 

to aquatic organisms are recommended. 
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Amines Worst Case Studies 

Worst Case Studies on Amine Emissions from  

CO2 Capture Plants (Task 6) 

1 Introduction  

In this report effects of amine emissions from the CO2 capture plant are studied in 

terms of worst case scenarios and possible range of emission rates. The concept of 

critical levels and critical loads is applied to quantify the impact of amines and 

degradation products on ecosystems and human health. 

 

The term ñCritical Loadò means a quantitative estimate of an exposure to 

one or more pollutants below which significant harmful effects on specified 

sensitive elements of the environment do not occur, according to present 

knowledge. 

 

An exceedance of the critical level or load may thus have an adverse effect on a 

specified organism, for example a species of fish in lakes, a species of moss in 

forests, or on human health. 

 

Air pollution abatement policies in Europe are intended to decrease human and 

ecosystem exposure to sulphur and nitrogen pollutants, particles and ground level-

ozone. Countries have agreed on reductions of air pollutants as specified by 

several protocols under the United Nations Convention on Long-Range 

Transboundary Air Pollution (CLRTAP). The most recent protocol, the 

Gothenburg Protocol, called for reduction of 4 pollutants (SO2, NOx, VOCs and 

NH3) to abate 3 effects: 1) acidification; 2) eutrophication; and 3) the effects of 

tropospheric ozone on human health and vegetation. These four pollutants will 

also be emitted from the CO2 capture plant in addition to amines. However, 

reduction technologies will be implemented in the CO2 capture plant to reduce the 

levels of these pollutants in the emissions. The emissions and environmental 

impact of these four pollutants per se are therefore not studied in the frame of this 

report. Instead, this report focuses on expected concentration levels and ecosystem 

loads of amines and the toxic atmospheric degradation products from emitted 

amines. 

 

A power plant with CO2 capture will have an estimated amine release of 1-4 ppm. 

This number is taken from the NVE-report ñCO2-håndtering på Kårstøò (NEV, 

2006), where it is stated (in chapter ñ7.4 Typiske utslippsmengderò): 1-4 ppm 

amines, (40-160 tonnes/year, for the Kårstø plant). Emissions of nitrogen from a 

plant will originate from NOx emissions, NH3 emissions and emissions of amines. 

A typical emission rate will be 2-10 ppm NOx, 1-5 ppm NH3, and 1-4 ppm 

amines. This means in total 4-20 ppm of molecules containing nitrogen. It is 

however not fully understood how these different processes interact, but it is 

assumed that the emissions from NOx and NH3 will be reduced in the CO2 capture 

process. Nitrogen emissions have the potential of causing acidification of surface 

water and contribute to the eutrophication of terrestrial ecosystems. 
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In this report several aspects of the pollution from the CO2 storage plant are 

studied. This report provides an estimate of the deposition of amines, secondary 

products, and also of airborne nitrogen to ecosystems. Expected concentrations 

and deposition fluxes are calculated with dispersion models for: 

 

1. unity emissions; 

2. maximum emissions; 

3. maximum tolerable emissions 

 

of the CO2 capture technology. 

 

The toxicity of emitted substances are normally characterised by concentration in 

air and by deposition. Acute effects are related to short time exposure, which is 

estimated using short time averages (minute to 24 hour period) , while cronic 

effects relate to averages from months to years, depending on the receptor 

organism (several days for algae, several years for humans). 

 

In this report we will describe the following average times: 

 

1. hourly averaged concentrations; 

2. yearly average concentrations; 

3. yearly deposition on different exposure areas. 

 

 

2 Amines and degradation products 

2.1 Amines 

The toxicity of the amines used for the CO2 absorption towards aquatic organisms 

in freshwater ecosystems is being investigated as in Task 9 of the project (Brooks 

and Wright, 2008; ñEffects of amines on surface water and aquatic organismsò); 

effects of amines on terrestrial fauna and vegetation is being investigated in Task 

8 of the project (Aarrestad and Gjershaug, 2008, ñEffects of amines on vegetation 

and terrestrial faunaò). The health effects of amines are investigated in Task 7 

report of Låg et al. (2008a) and the toxicity of degradation products in the Task 7 

report of Låg et al. (2008b). 

 

The indications on toxicity of the amines studied in this project 

(Monoethanolamine (MEA), 2-Amino-2methylpropanol (AMP), Methyl-

diethanolamine (MDEA) and Piperazin (PIPA) differ substantially. Depending on 

the receptor organism, the effects range from low acute toxicity to mutagenic and 

teratogenic (Låg et al., 2008a). For MEA and PIPA there are indications of 

reproductive and developmental toxicity (Låg et al., 2008a). None of these amines 

have been reported to be carcinogenic (Låg et al., 2008a). 

 

Limit values for amine exposure in air are given in the report of Task 7 (Låg et 

al., 2008) and are used in this Worst Case study. For MEA, a lowest observed 

effect level (LOAEL) of 12 mg/m
3
 for behavioural effects in rats seems to be the 

best available basis for proposing an exposure limit for the population. Låg et al. 

suggest that the general population, over time, should not be exposed to higher 

ambient air levels of MEA than 10 µg/m
3
. For piperazine a LOAEL for inducing 
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occupational asthma has been estimated to be 8.6 mg/m
3
 during normal work for 

an 8-hour day. Låg et al. suggest that the population should not be exposed to 

higher levels than 5 µg/m
3
 piperazine base. To propose an exposure guideline for 

AMP a 90-days inhalation study with monkeys was used. Based on this, Låg et al. 

suggest, that the population should not be exposed to levels higher than 6 ɛg/m
3 

AMP. For MDEA the lowest systemic no observed effect level (NOAEL) (dermal 

exposure) identified was 250 mg/kg bw, resulting in mild anaemia in dams in a rat 

developmental study. Låg et al. suggest, that the general population, over time, 

should not be exposed to higher ambient air levels of MDEA than 120 µg/m
3
. 

 

Information from Task 8 indicates that amines (at relative high concentrations) 

act as a growth stimulating medium and will probably contribute to eutrophication 

of terrestrial ecosystems. Task 8 found that MEA and MDEA can cause 

moderately skin irritation, eye irritancy and allergic reaction to animals (mice, 

rats, rabbits, dogs, cats, guinea pigs) depending on doses used (Aarrestad and 

Gjershaug, 2008). For MEA, MDEA, and AMP no data on carcinogenic effect on 

terrestrial fauna was found. There are indications that piperazine could interact 

with nitrosating agents in vivo to form nitrosamines with possible carcinogenic 

risk in rats (Aarrestad and Gjershaug, 2008). 

 

In Task 9, NIVA carried out a review of the current literature on the acute and 

chronic toxicity of the selected amines and degradation products to aquatic 

organisms. A literature search of the known ecotoxicological effects (acute and 

chronic toxicity) of these compounds to freshwater organisms (i.e. algae/bacteria, 

invertebrates and fish) is presented in the report of Task 9 (Brooks and Wright, 

2008). 

 

Emissions of amines contribute to the nitrogen load in the atmosphere. Airborne 

nitrogen is a threat to European biodiversity, as nitrogen is the limiting nutrient 

for the growth of vegetation in oligotrophic ecosystems. Increased nitrogen 

deposition leads to eutrophication, increased biomass production and reduced 

plant biodiversity. 

 

2.2 Theoretical mechanism of the atmospheric degradation of amines 

The atmospheric degradation of the amines of interest following their use in the 

CO2 capturing process within a gas fuelled power station was calculated by the 

University of Oslo in Task 3 of this project. Based on the theoretical evaluation of 

the atmospheric degradation of amines (Bråten et al., 2008), major products from 

the atmospheric reaction of MEA and AMP with the hydroxyl radical (OH) have 

been identified based on a literature survey of similar amines and theoretical 

chemistry. Main products from the atmospheric degradation of these amines 

identified in the report of Task 3 ñProgress report on a theoretical study on the 

atmsopheric degradation of selected aminesò (Br¬ten et al., 2008) include 

aldehydes, amides, nitrosamines, and nitramines. From the atmospheric 

degradation of MEA and AMP, formamide is probably the amide with the largest 

formation yield. Other products, like organic nitrates, and PAN-like compounds 

(compounds that have similar structure to peroxyacetylnitrate, known to be 

thermally instable storage compounds of NO2) can become important under high 

NOx conditions. Experimental evaluation of the theoretical findings on the 
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atmospheric degradation pathways for the OH-initiated oxidation of amines is 

pending. 

 

2.3 Atmospheric degradation products from amines 

The evaluation of health effects (Task 7 of this project) assessed the potential 

hazard of the three identified compound classes, amides, nitrosamines, and 

nitramines, and found that they can have strong effects on human health and thus 

should receive special attention (Draft status reports, Amines, emissions to air ï A 

screening project for environmental effects, 16 June 2008) However, data on 

health effects of the specific degradation products are sparse (Låg et al., 2008b).  

 

Aldehydes 

Formaldehyde is genotoxic, but only in the presence of cytotoxicity it may lead to 

cancer (COMEAP, 2000). In rodents and monkeys, a no-observable-effect level 

(NOEL) of 2.5 mg/m
3
 for inhaled formaldehyde has been suggested. On the basis 

of data on irritancy in humans, a tolerable concentration of 2 mg/m
3
 has been 

derived for acetaldehyde. The mechanism of carcinogenicity observed with 

acetaldehyde has been suggested to be very similar to the mechanism of 

carcinogenicity of formaldehyde (Låg et al., 2008b). WHO has suggested a 

tolerable concentration of 0.3 mg/m
3
 for lifetime cancer risk (EHC 167, 1995). 

The inhalation exposure risk to aldehydes from CO2 capture plants is not included 

in this worst case report because expected levels of aldehydes  in air caused by the 

CO2 capture plant are 3-4 orders of magnitude lower than the given thresholds. 

 

Amides 

Formamide is hazardous to health, can cause cancer and is a reproductive effector 

(TOXNET, 2008). However, there are no appropriate, sub chronic (90 days) 

studies to assess effects by inhalation (Låg et al., 2008b). The inhalation exposure 

risk to formamide from CO2 capture plants to humans is thus not assessed in this 

worst case report. 

 

Nitrosamines 

Based on experimental data, there seems little doubt that some nitrosamines are 

extremely potent carcinogens, that can pose a serious hazard to humans if present 

in the environment (Låg et al., 2008b). Most nitrosamines are suspected to be 

human carcinogens, but direct causal associations have not yet been found (Låg et 

al., 2008b). The degradation products formamide and acetamide has been reported 

to induce development toxicity and carcinogenicity, respectively, in experimental 

animals (Låg et al., 2008b). 

 

Nitramines 

From the oxidation of MEA, different nitramines have been identified 

theoretically (2-N-nitro amino-ethanol, N-nitro amino-glycol). Nitramines are 

structurally related to nitrosamines, with the nitroso group being replaced by a 

nitro group. Compared to the nitrosamines, there are few studies on the health 

effect of nitramines (Låg et al., 2008b). The metabolism of aliphatic nitramines in 

the human body resemble that of the corresponding nitrosamine. The mutagenic 

and carcinogenic activity of aliphatic nitramines seem in general to be much lower 

than those of the corresponding nitrosamines (Låg et al., 2008b). Several of the 
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nitramines are mutagenic and carcinogenic in rodents, although they seem 

considerably less potent than the corresponding nitrosamines (Låg et al., 2008b). 

 

The compound groups that are investigated in this report are: 

 

1. Amines 

2. Nitrogen (from amines) 

3. Nitrosamines 

4. Nitramines 

5. Amides (mainly formamide) 

 

Table 1 provides an overview of the selected compounds (compound classes).  

 

Table 1: Toxic compound groups/classes emitted from CO2 capture, expected 

emission range, possible effects on exosystems. The current status of 

the worst case studies is also indicated. Emission amount for amines 

from NVE-report ñCO2-h¬ndtering p¬ K¬rstßò. 

Compound  Minimum 
and max. 
emission 
(t/yr) 

Toxicity  Possible effects 
(worst case)  

Status worst 
case study  

Amines 40 ï 160 None to 
high 

Human health, air 
Terrestrial fauna, 

Aquatic organisms 

Done 

Nitrogen 1 9 ï 37 Low Terrestrial fauna, 
Aquatic organisms 

Done 

Nitrosamines 
2 

0.8 ï 3 High Human health, air 
Human health, 
drinking water, 

Aquatic organisms 

Done 5 

Nitramines 3 3 ï 11 High Human health, air 
Human health, 
drinking water, 

Aquatic organisms 

Done 5 

Formamide 4 4 ï 14 High Human health, air 
Aquatic organisms 

Done 5 

1 Airborne nitrogen from amine emissions only. 
2 Assuming an instantaneous formation yield of 2% fraction of the total amine 
emissions (see section 7.2). 
3 Assuming an instantaneous formation yield of 7% fraction of the total amine 
emissions (see section 7.2). 
4 Assuming an instantaneous formation yield of 9% fraction of the total amine 
emissions (see section 7.2). 
5 The risk of the uptake of nitrosamines, nitramines, and formamide via inhalation 
is not studied in this report due to paucity of studies on acute and chronic effects 
of inhalation and/or lack of corresponding limit values (NOAEL values) for human 
health with respect to inhalation exposure. 



 

NILU OR 78/2008 

12 

 

Table 1 includes expected minimum and maximum emission from the CO2 

capture plant, together with possible effects on ecosystems and human health. The 

current status of the worst case evaluation is indicated for each compound. 

 

 

3 Deposition 

Deposition can be divided into two main mechanisms: 1) dry deposition, which 

depends on the concentration at ground level and is caused by uptake on surfaces 

and vegetation; and 2) wet scavenging by rainfall. To be available for scavenging 

it is necessary that the substance is soluble in water or that a sublimation/ 

condensation onto a particle causes the substance to be contained in the water 

droplet. 

 

3.1 Deposition of amines and nitrogen 

Amines that are used for CO2 capture are easily soluble in water. This is a good 

approximation because the primary amines used in the capture process all need to 

have this property. This means that amines are available for deposition through 

rainfall. 

 

Wet deposition (rain) will dominate the deposition of amines from a gas power 

plant because of the high solubility of the applied amines and the high 

precipitation amounts and frequencies in Norway. The amount deposited is 

strongly dependent on simultaneous occurence of rain and transport of the 

pollutants. This means, that a plant on the east coast and the west coast of Norway 

will have a different impact on the environment. This is because the rain patterns 

will be different. This means that the total deposition in this report have to be 

estimated for a low impact zone and a high impact zone, with low and high 

estimates. We note, that the critical loads may also change with the geography of 

the terrain. 

 

3.2  Deposition of other substances 

The input to the CO2 capture system is the primary amine. This amine will be 

continously recycled, but a certain portion will degrade in the absorbtion process. 

Further, some portion of the amine will evaporate and the minor portion not 

recovered through the wash water process will escape to air through the stack. The 

main emission will be of the primary amine, but it is likely that there will be 

emissions of secondary products (reaction and degradation substances not 

removed in the purification process). The identities, properties, and quantities of 

these substances are not known in detail. In addition to this, the emitted 

substances may react chemically and produce still other chemical compounds in 

the atmosphere. The identities, properties, and quantities of these, as well as their 

fate (stability and lifetime in atmosphere) are not known in detail. 

 

The load of these compounds can be characterised as either short or long term 

concentrations and deposition. The plumes will be emitted from a stack and the 

stacks can be designed to satisfy the short term and the long term concentration 

limits in the local environment. 
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With respect to deposition, the substances that are evaluated in this report, can be 

divided into two groups: 

 

1. Soluble in water 

2. Insoluble in water 

 

Depending on the solubility of the compounds of interest (amines and degradation 

products), these substances will be transported and mixed on different spatial 

scales. Soluble substances which undergo primarily wet deposition will have 

maximum concentrations closer to the source (3-10 km) ï depending on the plant 

layout ï than insoluble substances which mainly undergo dry deposition. 

Insoluble substances (if chemically stable) are more likely to have a longer 

residence time and therefore a better mixing and lower load in a larger area. The 

chemical stability is dependent on the gas phase chemistry, which is different 

from the water phase chemistry. 

 

The substances that are soluble in water will deposit more rapidly and the pattern 

will follow the description on deposition of nitrogen. However the chemistry of 

the substances soluble in water is more complex. Chemical reactions occur in the 

gas phase, particulate phase and the water phase. The plume will probably be at 

saturation close to the source and some of the emissions that are soluble in water 

will  be contained in the water droplets available (see separate report on ñAmines 

and Rainfallò; Karl, 2008). Such will be the case as long as the plume is visible. 

After the plume becomes invisible, the emitted substances will either be in the 

form of gas or attached to the particles that formed the droplet. Then chemical 

reactions can either be in the gas phase or on the surface of the particle. Once the 

plume has entered into a raining cloud, the emissions that are soluble in water will 

again be in the water phase and available for scavenging. The possibilities for 

chemical transformation of the different substances are therefore complex and 

need to be studied in more detail. 
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4 Model Description 

Model calculations are performed with the NILU in-house steady state Gaussian 

dispersion models CONCX and CONDEP. Table 2 lists the parameters of the 

emission source (stack parameres) applied in the model runs. The displayed data 

is assumed to be representative for a CO2 capture plant stack. 

 

Table 2: CONDEP and CONCX input parameters for the worst studies. 

Stack 
height 
(m) 

Stack 
diameter 
(m) 

Building 
height/ 
width (m) 

Plume 
velocity 
(m/s) 

Plume gas 
temperature 
(K) 

Ambient 
temperature 
(K) 

60 7.14 25/50 15 328 280 

 

 

Model calculation consider transport and deposition of the released compounds 

but do not take into account chemical degradation. Amines and the degradation 

compounds are treated as inert tracers in the model calculations. From the model 

runs, distributions of concentrations in air (at surface) and in the deposition are 

obtained. 

 

CONDEP calculates annual concentrations based on average meteorological 

conditions (wind, so-called ñtypical weatherò) at a certain geographic location and 

CONCX calculates concentrations and wet deposition fluxes with distance from 

the plant (up to 10 kilometres) for different meteorological stability conditions. 

 

The domain for the CONDEP model has an extent of 38  38 km
2
, with a 

horizontal grid resolution of 1000 m. The source is located in the center of the 

grid. The wind rose with four stability classes and four wind speed classes from 

Mongstad (Norway) is applied in the calculations. CONDEP calculates long term 

sector averaged concentrations for twelve 30 wind sectors in a given grid. The 

input consists of a meteorological joint frequency matrix of four wind speed 

classes, four stability classes and twelve wind sectors. The mixing height of the 

boundary layer was set to 1000 m. The output contains average concentrations in 

air and in deposition in the specified grid. 

 

For calculations with the dispersion model CONCX only results for 

meteorological conditions that prevail in Norway are used: 

 

 Unstable: wind speed 1, 2 and 3 m/s 

 Neutral: all wind classes 

 Light stable and stable: 2 m/s 

 

CONCX calculates  short term downwind concentrations at ground level. The 

output contains concentration and wet removal flux for each downwind distance 

and meteorological stability class. CONCX treats wet removal of substances from 

the plume, by applying a scavenging coefficient for the process of scavenging of 

gases by falling rain through a Gaussian plume. The half-life of the substances 

towards wet removal usually ranges from about two hours to one day. 
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4.1 Sensitivity test on stack parameters 

Two sensitivity tests were performed with respect to the parameterization 

emission source in Table 2. The value of the plume velocity may overestimate the 

actual plume velocity at the CO2 capture plant in Kårstø. The carbon capture plant 

at Kårstø will be ten times larger than the largest existing plant of the same type in 

the USA. The actual plume velocity is considered to more close to 10 m/s. The 

CO2 absorption towers will be operated at 50-55 C (Report of the Expert Meeting 

on October 18
th
, 2007, Knudsen et al., 2008). The exhaust temperature was 

assumed to be the same. The actual exhaust temperature at Kårstø is considered to 

be more close to 40C. The impact of both the changed values for plume velocity 

and for exhaust temperature on maximum short term concentrations in air will be 

studied in a sensitivity test (see section 7.3). 

 

4.2 Description of deposition 

The physical treatment of emitted compounds in the applied dispersion models is 

the same as for NOx. Wet and dry deposition cannot be seperated in the chosen 

dispersion models. The deposition route of compounds largely depends on their 

solubility in water, as outlined in Chapter 0. The partitioning equilibrium of a 

compound between the gas phase and the aqueous phase is described with 

Henryôs Law. Henryôs Law shows that the concentration of a solute gas in an 

aqueous solution is directly proportional to the partial pressure of that gas above 

the solution; the Henryôs Law constant is related to the solubility of the gaseous 

compound in water. The Henryôs Law constant of a gas defines how efficient it 

will be scavenged by precipitation; at values >10
3
 M/atm wet deposition will be 

the dominant process of removal from the atmosphere. Henryôs Law constants for 

alkylamines vary from about 10 to several 10
2
 M/atm, but the Henryôs Law 

constant for MEA is several orders of magnitude higher: 6.2 10
6
 M/atm at room 

temperature (Sander, 1999). Amides and nitrosamines are very polar compounds 

and in general more soluble than the parent amines. Henryôs Law constants for 

these compounds could not be found in the compilation of Sander (1999). 

However, it is known that formamide and N-nitrosodimethylamine (NDMA) are 

infinitely soluble in water (solubility: 10
6
 mg/l) (TOXNET, 2008). For nitramines 

less is known, their solubility seems to be lower than that of amides and 

nitrosamines. The solubility of Cyclotetramethylenetetranitramine (CAS: 2691-

41-0), an explosive, is 1.410
2
 mg/l at room temperature. For simplicity, 

deposition of nitramines is treated in the same way as the deposition of the other 

degradation products. Both parent amines and the expected degradation products 

are polar and very soluble in water. It can be concluded, that wet deposition is the 

main removal pathway for all studied compounds. The different parameterisations 

of the deposition mechanism in the two dispersion models CONCX and CONDEP 

are described in the following. 

 

CONDEP calculates deposition of an emitted compound as long-term average. 

The deposition method used in CONDEP is the ñpartial reflectionò model 

summarized by Overcamp (1976). The deposition of the emitted compound is 

parameterized using a deposition velocity, vD, which is prescribed in the input to 

the model run. The deposition velocity of SO2 can vary from 0.005 to 0.008 m/s 

depending on the surface characteristics of the terrain (grass, crops, bare soil, 

forest, etc.), according to McMahon and Denison (1979). It was decided to use 
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one (lower) deposition velocity value for amines and one (higher) deposition 

velocity value for all degradation products in order to reflect their differing 

solubility in water and biological/chemical activity. Thus , a deposition velocity of 

0.01 m/s is used for amines and nitrogen. The value of 0.01 m/s corresponds to a 

moderately soluble gas. A deposition velocity of 0.03 m/s is used for 

nitrosamines, nitramines and formamide. The value of 0.03 m/s corresponds to a 

very soluble gas. 

 

CONCX calculates wet deposition of an emitted compound on a short term basis. 

Dry deposition is not included in CONCX. The concentration of a released 

compound is assumed to decrease exponentially with time: 

 
tCtC exp)( 0      (1) 

 

Where  is the scavenging coefficient (s
-1

) and t is the time since precipitation 

started. The scavenging coefficient is theoretically a function of the droplet size 

spectrum, physical and chemical characteristics of the gas, and precipitation rate. 

The median scavenging coefficient value for SO2 is about 210
-5

 s
-1

. A lifetime of 

2.8 hours for wet removal is assumed for all studied compounds in this report. A 

scavenging coefficient of 1x10
-4

 s
-1

 is used in the model calculations. 

 

4.3 Unity emissions 

The model simulations are performed with unity emission (1 g/s) of the 

compounds of interest (parent amines or degradation product from amine 

oxidation). 

 

In order to get the resulting concentration and deposition for the maximum 

emission of the compound k, Emax,k (in g/s) from the plant, the model results 

obtained for unity emissions, Eunit, are scaled with the respective emission ratio 

Emax,k/Eunit. For instance, the maximum concentration of a compound k in air, 

Cmax,k, is calculated from the output maximum concentration Cmax,k,out as: 

 

unit

k

outkk
E

E
CC

max,

,max,max,     (2) 

 

In order to obtain the worst case estimate, model results using unity emissions 

are scaled until the critical concentration levels in either air, Ccrit,k, or deposition 

are reached. From this the maxmimum tolerable emission, Etol, from the plant is 

obtained (back calculation of emissions). For instance, the output maximum 

concentration Cmax,k,out in air (at unity emission) is scaled until the critical level for 

the air concentration Ccrit,k is reached. By this procedure, the scaling factor f of the 

emission source strength is obtained: 

 

kcrit

outk

C

C
f

,

,max,

      (3) 
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A similar procedure is applied to obtain the scaling factor for the modeled 

maximum deposition flux. The unity emission (1 g/s) is then multiplied by the 

scaling factor f to give the maximum tolerable emission, Etol,k, for a compound k 

from the CO2 capture plant with respect to the critical concentration in air: 

 

fEE unitktol,      (4) 

 

The maximum tolerable emission of nitrogen, nitrosamines and other toxic 

degradation products is finally translated into maximum tolerable amine 

emissions (as will be described in section 7.2). 

 

 

5 Limits  

5.1 Amines 

Amines released from the CO2 capture plant are transported in the atmosphere and 

removed by chemical reaction with the hydroxyl radicals, wet and dry deposition. 

In the present of NOx, nitrosamines and nitramines may form in the atmospheric 

oxidation of amines in the first minutes of the moving plume. NOx is emitted from 

the power plant and will be affected by dry and wet deposition as well. Dry 

deposition of amines and other gases involves the adsorption to surfaces and 

vegetation, whereas wet deposition of dissolved amines and other gases involves 

precipitation (including fog). With the deposition fluxes, amines are transferred to 

the ground, i.e. lakes, soils and grassland. 

 

Task 8 found that concentrations of 1.5 kg/ha MEA changes growth and grain 

yield of cereals (report of Task 8). However a critical load to agriculture is not 

provided by Task 8. Assuming a MEA lifetime in soil and water of 200 days, the 

critical load to the soil is 27 kg/ha/yr, which is 2.7 g/m
2
/yr  in a steady state 

equilibrium between air and vegetation. 

 

The report of Task 7 on health effects of different amines from the CO2 capture 

(Låg et al., 2008) suggest limit values for the exposure to amines in order to avoid 

adverse health effects as allergic reactions. For MEA, using an uncertainty factor 

of 1200, Task 7 suggests the population should, over time, not be exposed to 

atmospheric concentrations higher than 10 µg/m
3
. This threshold for human 

health effects is used in addition in this study. 

 

5.2 Airborne nitrogen  

Soil microorganisms can transform amines to ammonia, acetate, and N2, and in 

turn the soil content of plant available nitrogen (N) can increase. Increased N 

deposition leads to eutrophication, increased biomass production and reduced 

plant biodiversity since nitrogen is the limiting nutrient for plant growth in 

oligotrophic ecosystems. A critical load of 5-10 kg N/ha/yr to arctic heath lands 

and bogs (mires) may result in a decline in lichens, mosses, and evergreen shrubs, 

whereas there might be an increase of grasses. For this study a critical nitrogen 

load is set to 500 mg N/m
2
/yr  which corresponds to the lower limit of the given 

range. 
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However, the effect of nitrogen is strongly dependent on the background load and 

thus the effect of amine emissions from the CO2 capture plant on the 

eutrophication of ecosystems cannot be fully assessed. Other tasks of this project, 

Task 8 and Task 9 will provide a more comprehensive evaluation of the airborne 

nitrogen from emissions of the CO2 capture plant in their project reports. 

 

5.3 Nitrosamines 

For Norwegian lakes with small catchments, surrounded by bare soils or sparsely 

vegetated soils, the critical load is 7 ng/l nitrosamines in precipitation (rain water), 

given the assumptions that there is no degradation in soil and no degradation in 

water. This value should not be exceeded in order to avoid harmful concentrations 

of nitroamines for drinking water (human consumption). Toxic effects on aquatic 

organisms like fishs and invertebrates occur at much higher concentrations 

(several mg/l), however for algae chronic toxic effects occur already at 0.025 mg/l 

(see report from Task 9 for details). Dimethyl and diethyl derivatives of 

nitrosamines are soluble in water. In particular NDMA is very soluble in water. 

NDMA has a solubility of 1x10
6
 mg/l at 25 C. Table 3 shows critical levels of 

different nitrosamines in drinking water, as defined by Californian regulations 

from 1 May 2007. The drinking water standard for NDMA is 10 ng/l (notification 

level, see Table 3). 

 

Table 3: Critical levels of different nitrosamines according to California (USA) 

regulations from 1 May 2007. 

Nitrosamine 
10-6 Risk 

Level (ng/l) 1 
Notification 
Level (ng/l) 2 

Response 
Level 
(ng/l) 3 

N-Nitrosodiethylamine (NDEA) 1 10 100 

N-Nitrosodimethylamine (NDMA) 3 10 200 

N-Nitrosodi-n-propylamine (NDPA) 5 10 500 

N-Nitrosodi-n-butylamine (NDBA) 3 Ƅ Ƅ 

N-Nitrosomethylethylamine (NMEA) 1.5 Ƅ Ƅ 

N-Nitrosopiperidine (NPIP) 3.5 Ƅ Ƅ 

N-Nitrosopyrrolidine (NYPR) 15 Ƅ Ƅ 

1 Level of nitrosamines in drinking water that induce no more than one excess 
cancer per 1 million individuals exposed over lifetime. 
2 10 ng/l is the notification level of this nitrosamine in drinking water to US EPA. 
3 Level where the Californian Department of Public Health recommends to 
remove the drink water source out of service. 
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For Ontario the threshold for drinking water is 9 ng/l (notification level). In order 

to comply with a lifetime risk of no more than one excess cancer per 100,000 

inhabitants (i.e. 10
-5

 lifetime cancer risk) the value must be reduced to 7 ng/l 

(Richardson et al., 2007). 

 

To conform to this drinking water threshold, the critical load of 7 ng/l 

nitrosamines in wet deposition must not be exceeded and this limit value is 

applied in the worst case study. 
 

A similar regulation for nitrosamines in drinking water does not exist in Norway. 

 

5.4 Nitramines 

Nitramines have been detected and identified in soil and water at military sites, 

since they have been used as explosives by the U.S. Military. The mutagenic and 

carcinogenic activity of aliphatic nitramines seem to be much lower than those of 

the corresponding nitrosamines, however it can be concluded that several of the 

nitramines are mutagenic and carcinogenic in rodents (Låg et al., 2008b). No 

drinking water threshold for aliphatic nitramines exists. For aromatic nitramines a 

drinking water threshold exists, but it is unclear how their carcinogenic potential 

is compared to aliphatic nitramines formed in the atmospheric degradation of 

amines. The report by Wollin and Dieter (2005) provides toxicologically based 

drinking water guide value for aromatic nitramines (RDX and HMX) ranging 

from 1 to 175 g/l. The lowest of these recommended limit values was chosen. 

 

Due to lack of more appropriate limit values, the critical load of nitramines in 

precipitation is set to 1 g/l in the worst case study. 

 

5.5 Amides 

For Formamide no recommendations on critical loads and levels are available at 

the current time. When released into the soil, formamide is expected to leach into 

groundwater (TOXNET, 2008). Formamide is not expected to significantly 

bioaccumulate (TOXNET, 2008). When released into the air, formamide is 

expected to be readily degraded by reaction with photochemically produced 

hydroxyl radicals within hours (Bråten, 2008). For formamide exposure at 

working places a limit value of 10 ppmv is given (NIOSH, USA). However, there 

are no appropriate, sub chronic (90 days) studies to assess effects by inhalation 

(Låg et al., 2008b). 

 

5.6 Aquatic organisms 

Amines, amides, nitrosamines, and nitramines are toxic for freshwater aquatic 

organisms. Ecotoxicological studies show that acute toxic effects of MEA may 

occur at levels of 6 mg/l for algae and at 20 mg/l for fishes. The highest chronic 

effect is found for certain nitrosamines in algae (at 0.025 mg/l nitrosamine) and 

the highest acute effect for nitramines in invertebrates (at levels above 1.9 mg/l). 

Table 4 provides an overview of the acute and chronic toxicity threshold values 

for certain freshwater aquatic organisms. 

 

For the risk assessment of the compounds with respect to aquatic organism 

toxicity a safety factor is introduced. A safety factor ranging from 50-1000 is 
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introduced for the different compounds based on the European Union Technical 

guidance document on risk assessment (Brooks and Wright, 2008). The 

ecotoxicological limit values given in Table 4 have to be multiplied by the safety 

factor (assessment factor) to obtain a safety threshold, the so-called ñPredicted No 

Effect Concentrationò (PNEC), for the worst case calculations. A safety or 

assessment factor, often referred to as an uncertainty factor is typically applied to 

ecotoxicity data to account for the level of uncertainty, and provide a safety 

margin for environmental protection. Such safety factors are needed particularly 

in cases where ecotoxicity data for the selected chemical(s) is limited. From the 

review of ecotoxicological effects of amine and degradation products carried out 

by NIVA in Task 9, many missing knowledge gaps were identified. The 

incomplete data for some of the amines and secondary products suggests a high 

level of uncertainty. Under such circumstances a high safety factor should be 

applied in order to provide an adequate level of environmental protection. The 

assessment factor is 100 for MEA and MDEA, 1000 for AMP, and 100 for PIPA. 

For amides an assessment factor of 50 is introduced, while a factor of 1000 has 

been applied for nitramines and nitrosamines. 

 

Table 4: Summary of the worst case toxicity values for the four main groups of 

compounds. Data included for both acute and chronic exposures to 

fish, invertebrates and algae/bacteria. All data obtained from the 

toxicity review carried out by NIVA in Task 9 (Brooks, 2008). (data 

expressed as mg/L; Ƅ data not available) 

Group Test MEA Formamide Nitrosamine Nitramine 

Fish 

Acute 20 5000 5.85  1 3.6  3 

Chronic Ƅ Ƅ 200  2 0.2  4 

Invertebrate 

Acute 83.6 13 7.76  1 1.9  3 

Chronic Ƅ 1.2 100  2 0.4  4 

Algae/bacteria 

Acute 6-39 8000 Ƅ 3.2  3 

Chronic 0.75 Ƅ 0.025  2 Ƅ 

1 N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 
2 N-Nitrosodimethylamine, NDMA 
3 RDX 
4 CL-20 
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6 Worst Case 

6.1 Worst Case calculation 

Maximum tolerable levels in the environment for a certain compound are defined 

according to current air quality regulations and standards. In these regulation 

different averaging intervals, short term and long term averages, are defined. For 

the given compounds, such regulations are only in place for nitrosamines in 

drinking water. For all other compounds and their effects on receptor organisms, 

thresholds were derived from the information obtained in the related tasks of this 

project (Chapter 5, ñLimitsò). With the use of atmospheric dispersion models, 

maximum acceptable emissions can be calculated on the basis of the predefined 

target levels for the respective compounds. The unity emissions are then scaled 

until the critical concentration levels (limits, Chapter 5) in either air or deposition 

are reached. By this back calculation procedure, the maximum tolerable emission 

rates are obtained. A further increase of the emission would then imply directly an 

exceedance of the critical levels and loads of certain compounds that impact 

ecosystems and human health. Table 5 gives a summary of the accomplished 

worst case studies and lists the effects, deposition velocity, time averaging 

interval and critical loads for the problematic compounds. 

 

The modeled maximum deposition flux level is taken as the reference level for 

estimating the maximum tolerable emission. This value is the reference level at 

unity emissions. The reference value is scaled until the critical level for the 

deposition flux is reached. By this procedure, the scaling factor of the emission 

source strength is obtained. The unity emission (1 g/s) is then multiplied by the 

scaling factor to give the maximum tolerable emission from the CO2 capture 

plant. The maximum emission of nitrogen, nitrosamines and other toxic 

degradation products is finally translated into maximum amine emissions. 
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Table 5: Worst case studies: critical loads in deposition (no chemical reactions 

considered). 

Worst case 
compounds 

Effects 
Depos. 
velocity 

(m/s) 

Average 
time 

Critical 
deposition flux 

1,2
 

Amines 

Terrestrial 
vegetation damage 

0.01 1 year 2700 mg/m
2
/yr 

Aquatic algae 
chronic 

0.01 1 year 300 mg/m
2
/yr 

Nitrogen 
Terrestrial 

eutrophication 
0.01 1 year 500 mgN/m

2
/yr 

Nitrosamines 

Human health 0.03 1 year 0.3 mg/m
2
/yr 

Aquatic algae 
chronic 

0.03 1 year 1.0 mg/m
2
/yr 

Nitramines 

Human health 0.03 1 year 40 mg/m
2
/yr 

Aquatic 
fish/Invertebrates 

chronic 
0.03 1 year 8.0 mg/m

2
/yr 

Formamide 
Aquatic 

invertebrates 
chronic 

0.03 1 year 960 mg/m
2
/yr 

1
 Critical deposition flux for aquatic organisms based on safety factor given in section 5.6. 

2
 Critical deposition flux Fcrit is calculated from given critical levels Lcrit in rainfall (given in 

Chapter 5) as follows: 

1
)//(2000)/(10)/()//( 262 yrmlngmglngLyrmmgF critcrit  

Assuming a precipitation rate of 2000 mm and a rainfall and plume frequency  at 
the target site of 0.05. 
3 Critical deposition flux Fcrit of amines to terrestrial vegetation is calculated using 
the critical soil or water area concentration of 1.5 kg/ha (150 mg/m2) assuming 
steady state between soil and air (dC/dt=0) and a homogeneous distribution over 
a length of 10m (depth of soil) in soil, and an amine lifetime of 200 days in soil: 

m

m

yr

days

days

mmgL
yrmmgF crit

crit 10360
200

)/(
)//(

2

2
 

 

6.2 Worst Case scenario concept 

Several simplifications have been made for the design of worst case scenarios in 

this report. The following list is intended to give a brief overview of the 

conceptional simplifications: 

 

1) Degradation products are formed instantaneously, when they leave the 

stack of the CO2 capture plant, with a fixed formation yield from the 

parent amine. The instantaneous formation yield translates into a direct 

emission of the degradation product from the plant. The emissions of the 

degradation product corresponds to a certain fraction of the total amine 

emissions. 

2) Formation of the degradation products takes place in the gas phase under 

atmospheric conditions. 
3) Photochemical depletion of the degradation products and of the parent amine is 

not taken into account. 
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4) Liquid phase formation/depletion of degradation products is not included. 

 

The results from the calculations (sections 7.1 and 7.2) are valid for all kinds of 

amines used in CO2 capture. However, the worst case study of the parent amine 

focuses on MEA, since the most reliable information about effects on ecosystems 

and human health is available for MEA. 

 

6.3 Worst Case assumptions 

The Worst Case study calculations rely on two basic assumptions:1) estimated 

stack parameters correspond to a real CO2 capture facility, 2) dominating wind 

direction/speed and terrain of the location is similar to Mongstad, and the 

simplifications mentioned in section 6.2. These worst case calculations addressing 

the impact on aquatic organisms further involve a series of assumptions: 

 

1. We assume that emissions based on yearly averages also hold for shorter 

periods (i.e. no peak emissions); 

2. Chemical compounds are stabile in air, water and soil, with no degradation 

or loss during transport through each medium; 

3. Uniform dispersal and mixing within each medium (air, water, soil); 

4. We assume that the lower limit for toxicity for each compound is as found 

in the literature. This implies that there are no other organisms for which 

toxicity is higher; 

5. No adverse ecosystem effects occur at lower levels; 

6. We assume that the toxicity is not higher for other life stages of each 

organism. For example, we assume that the limit for fish also holds for 

reproductive life stages; 

7. No seasonal differences in acute or chronic effects. 
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7 Results 

7.1 Concentration and deposition distributions at unity emission 

Yearly averaged air concentration distributions and deposition distributions are 

obtained from the model CONDEP for unity emissions (i.e. 1 g/s). A deposition 

velocity of 0.01 m/s is used for amines and nitrogen; a deposition velocity of 0.03 

m/s is used for nitrosamines, nitramines and formamide (see section 4.2). 

 

From the CONDEP model run, the distribution of amine and nitrogen 

concentrations (Figure 1) from the amine plume at unity emissions are obtained. 

 

Maximum amine and nitrogen concentrations in air at the surface can be found 

in a distance of 4 to 8 kilometers north of the plant. The maximum air 

concentration is 16.4 ng/m
3
. 

 

Yearly averaged amine and nitrogen deposition fluxes for unity emissions are 

shown in Figure 2. Maximum amine and nitrogen deposition fluxes can be found 

north of the plant, in a distance of 4 to 8 kilometers from the plant. The maximum 

deposition flux is 5.18 mg/m
2
 with unity emission on a yearly average.  

 

 

Figure 1: Yearly averaged amine air concentration (ng/m
3
) and nitrogen 

concentration (ng N/m
3
) distribution for unity emission. Deposition 

for amine and nitrogen is treated identical, thus concentration values 

given in the legend apply for both amine and nitrogen. 
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Figure 2: Yearly averaged amine deposition flux (mg/m
2
) and nitrogen 

deposition flux (mg N/m
2
) distribution for unity emission. Deposition 

for amine and nitrogen is treated identical, thus deposition flux values 

given in the legend apply for both amine and nitrogen. 

 

 

Figure 3: Nitrosamine, nitramine and formamide concentration (ng/m
3
) 

distribution for unity emission. 
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Figure 4: Nitrosamine, nitramine and formamide deposition flux (mg/m
2
) 

distribution for unity emission. 

 

From the CONDEP model run, the distribution of nitrosamine, nitramines and 

formamide concentrations (Figure 3) and nitrosamine deposition fluxes (Figure 4) 

from the amine plume at unity emissions are obtained (deposition velociy is  

0.03 m/s). 

 

Maximum concentrations and deposition fluxes of nitrosamines, nitramines and 

formamide can be found north of the plant, in a distance of 4 to 8 kilometers from 

the plant. For each of these compounds, the maximum deposition flux is 

16.1 mg/m
2
 and the maximum concentration is 17.0 ng/m

3
 at unity emission on a 

yearly average. 

 

To obtain hourly averaged (short-term average) concentrations and deposition, 

additional simulations were performed with the model CONCX using the 

parameters given in Table 2. With CONCX the wet deposition flux of the 

compounds can be calculated. A lifetime of 2.8 hours for wet removal is assumed 

for all compounds. A scavenging coefficient of 1x10
-4

 s
-1
 is used in the model 

calculation. Maximum hourly averaged concentrations in air and wet deposition 

fluxes in a distance of up to 10 km from the plant are shown in Figure 5 and 

Figure 6. Hourly averaged air concentration are highest in 1 km distance from the 

plant. A maximum concentration of 1.9 g/m
3
 is found at unity emission. The 

maximum hourly averaged wet deposition flux decreases almost exponentially 

with increasing distance to the plant. In a distance of 1 km the maximum hourly 

averaged wet deposition flux is 0.8 mg/m
2
/hr at most. The shown maximum 

hourly averaged air concentrations and wet deposition fluxes with distance from a 

plant apply to each of the compounds (unity emission), assuming they are all 

scavenged with the same rate. 
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Figure 5: Maximum hourly average concentrations (g/m
3
) with distance from 

the plant at unity emission. A total scavenging coefficient of 1x10
-4

 s
-1
 

is used for all compounds in the model calculation. 

 

 

Figure 6: Maximum hourly average wet deposition flux (mg/m
2
/hr) with distance 

from the plant at unity emission. The distribution is for the local field 

around the plant and it is assumed that the emitted compounds are 

highly soluble in water. A total scavenging coefficient of 1x10
-4

 s
-1

 is 

used for all compounds in the model calculation. 

 


