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Abstract: In order to assess the environmental risk for accidental emissions from the chemical industry effectively it is necessary to establish a reasonable
criteria system for risk assessment. Currently IDLH and LCy, thresholds criteria are used for assessing chemical accident in China. Compared with the
criteria abroad such as AEGLs ERPGs TEELs and AETLs the existing criteria of IDLH and LCs thresholds are not very rational. It is suggested that
the standard can be prioritized as follows 1) AEGLs; 2) ERPGs; 3) TEELs; and 4) LCy, and IDLH. A case study is carried out to compare the effects of
these criteria. The result shows that AEGLs ERPGs and TEELs are more reasonable than that of the existing criteria used in China to evaluate the impact
of accidental events.
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Table 1 ~ Comparison of the Standard of accidental environmental risk assessment
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mgem 3
N N 12
AEGL-1 166 1.45 694
3 AEGL-2 2550 5.80 2750
S AEGL-3 12800 58.00 9430
ERPG-1 160 2.90 262
ERPG-2 480 8. 80 1310
100% ERPG-3 3200 58.00 6545
30 min TEEL-0 3 1.45 250
TEEL-1 166 1.45 694
X TEEL-2 2550 5.80 2750
3 3 TEEL-3 12800 58.00 9430
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3~ 6.
3
Table 3  The impact distance of Benzene
AEGL-1 AEGL-=2 AEGL3 ERPG-1 ERPG-2 ERPG3 TEEL-0 IDLH LCs
/min
/m /m /m /m /m /m /m /m /m
20 139 23 - 142 71 23 1384 23 -
30 139 23 - 142 71 23 1384 23 -
31 - - - - - - 1384 - -
35 - - - - - - 1384 - -
38 - - - - - - 1381 - -
39 - - - - - - 1364 - -
40 - - - - - - - - -
20 424 56 13.2 434 208 46 817 49 7
30 424 56 13.2 434 208 46 817 49 7
31 424 56 - 434 208 - 1234 48 -
32 424 - - 434 208 - 1271 - -
34 424 - - 434 208 - 1346 - -
35 424 - - 434 - - 1384 - -
39 423 - - 434 - - 1532 - -
40 - - - 429 - - 1569 - -
41 - - - - - - 1605 - -
50 - - - - - - 1935 - -
60 - - - - - - 2296 - -
180 - - - - - - 6069 - -
181 - - - - - - - - -
190 - - - - - - - - -
4
Table 4  The impact distance of methanol
AEGL-1 AEGL=2 AEGL3 ERPG-1 ERPG=2 ERPG3 TEEL-0 IDLH LCs,
min
/m /m /m /m /m /m /m /m /m
20 110 40 21 216 67 22 223 - -
30 110 40 21 216 67 22 223 - -
31 - - - 216 - - 223 - -
32 - - - - - - - - -
40 - - - - - - - - -
20 344 105 26 664 206 40 672 13.2 -
30 344 105 26 697 206 40 720 13.2 -
31 344 105 - 697 206 - 720 - -
32 344 105 - 697 206 - 720 - -
33 344 - - 697 206 - 720 - -
34 344 - - 697 206 - 720 - -
35 344 - - 697 - - 720 - -
37 344 - - 697 - - 720 - -
38 - - - 697 - - 720 - -
40 - - - 697 - - 720 - -
46 - - - 692 - - 719 - -
47 - - - - - - - - -
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5
Table 5 The impact distance of methanol chlorine
AEGL- AEGL2  AEGL-3  ERPG- ERPG2  ERPG3 TEEL-0 IDLH LCy
/min
/m /m /m /m /m /m /m /m fm
D 20 3131 - - 2934 - - 3131 - -
25 3697 - - 3307 - - 3697 - -
26 3800 - - - - - 3800
30 4160 - - - - - 4160 - -
31 4226 - - - - - 4226 - -
32 4268 - - - - - 4268 - -
33 - - - - - - - - -
40 - -
F 20 1142 1108 1045 1125 1097 1045 1142 1032 929
21 1195 1159 1093 1177 1148 1093 1195 1079 960
22 1248 1210 1141 1229 1141 1141 1247 1126 -
30 1663 1613 1514 1639 1597 1514 1663 1492 -
40 2173 2105 1964 2140 2083 1964 2173 1929 -
50 2674 2588 2395 2633 2560 2395 2674 2335 -
56 2972 2874 2641 2925 2842 2641 2972 2521 -
57 3021 2922 2681 2973 2888 2681 3021 - -
60 3169 3064 2797 3118 3028 2797 3169 - -
66 3463 3346 2998 3407 3305 2998 3463 - -
67 3512 3392 - 3455 3351 - 3512 - -
70 3658 3532 - 3598 3488 - 3658 - -
170 8329 7798 - 8128 - - 8329 - -
177 8644 7985 - 8427 - - 8644 - -
178 8688 - - 8649 - - 8668 - -
320 14579 - - - - - 14579 - -
327 14726 - - - - - 14726 - -
328 - - - - - - - - -
330 - - - - - - - - -
(1) D <30 min. AEGL-1 110m
AEGL-3 AEGL=2 ERPG-1 216 m
IDLH AEGL-1 AEGL-1 .F
ERPG-1 139 m 142 m AEGL-3
<30min. F 26m. IDLH 13m
AEGL-3 AEGL-1 344 m
I3m 7m <37 min ERPG-1 697 m
<30 min. AEGL-1 ERPG-1 <46 min.
424 m 434 (3) D
<40 min. AEGL-1 ERPG-1
(2) D 4268m  3307m
IDLH
21 m AEGL-3 .F
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960 m <21 min
AEGL-3
2998 m
<66 min.
AEGL=2
<177 min. AEGL-1

14726 m

7985 m

<327 min.

4 ( Conclusions and suggestions)
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