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Abstract

Recently, golf courses have increased over the years because golf became popular leisure sport.
Various environmental problems have been then issued by a golf course during constructing and
running them. A problem of pesticide, which is serious among various environmental problems,
from golf course has harmful effect on surrounding area and makes human suffer from acute and
chronic diseases.

Pesticides are used for the cost-effective managing of golf course and the amount of pesticides
also increases as the number of golf course increase.

Since the assessment of pesticides on near-by surrounding has been focused on water and soil
media, studies related to atmospheric dispersion have been hardly attempted. The method to
assess an impact of pesticide nearby agricultural production by the atmospheric dispersion using
AGDISP(AGricultural DISPersal) model was developed and applied to the actual planned golf
course located in Hongcheon, Gangwon.

For implementing AGDISP, parameters were investigated from the golf course’s land use
planning map, pesticide spray device, Hong-Cheon weather station and etc.

First of all, a kind of pesticide, a form of spraying pesticide, geographical features, weather data,
and distance(golf course to plantation) were investigated to understand how to work these
parameters in AGDISP. Restricted data(slope angle, droplet size distribution and solar insolation)
sensitivity analysis of these parameters to estimate effect of pesticide nearby a plantation and a

high relative contribution data of analyzed data was selected for input data.

Ethoprophos was chosen as the pesticide used in the golf course and the amounts of pesticide
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deposition per annual agricultural productions were predicted.

The results show that maximum amount of pesticide deposition through atmospheric dispersion

was predicted 2.32 ug / ni at 96 m where the nearest organic plantation exists. The residues of

pesticide were also estimated based on the annul production of the organic and the deposition

amount of the pesticide.

Consequently, buckwheat, wheat and millet were likely to exceed maximum residue limits for

pesticides in foods(MRL) and sorghum, corn and peanut were likely to exceed MRL by organic

farming as well.

Keywords : Pesticide, Atmospheric dispersion, AGDISP, Pesticide spray, Golf course
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1. AGDISPE &

B o)A AgE = AGDISP(Version
8.25) dloly u|=k $73%(EPA; Environmental
Protection Agency) &2FA AFA (OPP; Office of
Pesticide Programs)o| 4] AgDRIFT(AGricultural
Drift) ¥, PERFUM(Probabilistic Exposure and
Risk model for FUMigants)® @, SOFEA(SOil
Fumigant Exposure Assessment System)®=d ~1
2] 12 FEMS(Fumigant Exposure Modeling System)
2t oA 7|2 grtEE woks dlSsh 1%t
melg AR Qlekhttp://www. epa.gov/pesticides/
science/models pg. htm#atmospheric).
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Table 1. Characteristics of ethoprophos

Pesticide name Pesticide type

Substance group

Chemical formula Physical state Density(kg/l)

Insecticide, Nematicide

Ethoprophos

Organophosphate

CsHi9O2PS:

Pale yellow liquid 1.09

Source - http://sitem.herts.ac.uk/aeru/footprint/en/Reports/279.htm
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471914 BFaHEol T B A At 9o o] o

Alolw, Wi 1.09 kg/lolTk,

FEY AL ] B HYELS el 5
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o= &
Aot} Table 2% Multi Pro 1200 & 12502] A
o8 2¢f F2 E7dl(Spray boom)9] AolE

(3) YA 27| B (Droplet Size Distribution; DSD)
Figure 20|14 UrEbd HEQ} o] == Fefjof whet
A EARE 9 EALE = AR =27] Zpolzt A L
B wioll Aegt =5t 2o whE AR EiEe
mdldgof SlojA Fa3t YR F sho|tt, &
Ao A 7 Aol A A8 =52 Teejet80015,

Figure 1. Pesticide spray device of multi pro 1200 & 1250

0886, 8008 Flat Fan Nozzleo|t}, Flat Fan Nozzle
2 Fine to Medium®] A} 27|15 Zt7] W&o =
dlof A3t A7 B EZ = Fine to Mediumo]th
(Thomas M, Wolf et al, 2011).

@ 2274 9 92 579 94
S 24 9 2|2 Aelztolo] up
2} Fore] Aol debAl7] wzof o]AAe E3t
28] 4ee0] 09 Horolo), Wy o Bl
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Figure 37} Zo] Z=43 714 244 = 71

A|2kef o)A 7 2l= 95 moltt,
(®) 71
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Figure 3. The location of golf course and near-by organic
plantations

Table 2. Characteristics of Multi Pro 1200 & 1250

Pesticide application name Wide*(m)

Spray height(m)

Number of nozzles Capacity(/)

Multi Pro 1200 & 1250 5.5

0.36 11 663

* Include the length of spray boom

Aiir Atomizing Nozzle Fine Spray Nozzle

Hollow Cone Nozzle

Flat Fan Nozzle Full Cone Nozzle

Smallest
Drop Size

Largest
Drop Size

Figure 2. Droplet size distribution depending on nozzle types
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Table 3. Monthly maximum of mean meteorology in Hongcheon, Gangwon(2011)
Max Temperature(°C) | Max Wind velocity(m/s) | Highest Direction frequency | Mean max Humidity(%)
March 9.79 6.50 WSW 51.79
April 17.59 7.10 W 55.63
May 24.54 6.90 W 60.06
Jun 28.37 5.40 SSW 67.13
July 29.10 5.10 W 79.94
August 31.00 4.90 WNW 76.60
September 26.30 5.00 W 71.19
October 19.46 6.20 WNW 70.69
November 14.05 6.40 W 68.84
Total Average 22.24 5.94 - 66.87
Source - Korea Meteorological Administration
0 deg
Spray Block
90 de%
T Distance Downwind
-180 deg \
ket hesstiorss Edge of Application Area
Figure 4. Wind directions (as viewed from above) relative to the spray block and distance downwind.
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Table 4. Slope angle sensitivity(unit : ug/m?)

Distance(m)
Angle(deg) 0 10 20 90 96 100 . 180 190 200
-60 9.9777 | 7.7227 | 7.5310 1.2265 | 1.2235 | 1.2202 0.2392 | 0.2519 | 0.2654
-30 8.5528 | 7.4379 | 6.3449 0.7791 | 0.7688 | 0.7605 0.4692 | 0.4917 | 0.5127
0 9.6820 | 7.1737 | 6.8476 0.8042 | 0.7685 | 0.7307 0.2748 | 0.2543 | 0.2355
30 8.5617 | 7.4338 | 6.3409 0.7790 | 0.7686 | 0.7604 0.4693 | 0.4917 | 0.5127
60 9.8828 | 7.7148 | 7.5197 1.2263 | 1.2232 | 1.2199 0.2394 | 0.2521 | 0.2656
Table 5. Droplet size distribution(DSD) sensitivity(unit : xg/m?)
ASAE BCPC ASAE
DSD Fine to medium Fine to medium Medium to coarse
Deposition at 96 m 0.18 0.26 0.13
Table 6. Solar insolation sensitivity(unit : 4g/m?)
Solar Insolation Strong Moderate Slight Weak
Deposition at 96 m 0.774 0.774 0.768 0.768
7FS- W5, —60degHE] 60degZtA] A& 4= 3l 5o A & 4~ 9J%0] ASAE — Fine to Medium-
T}, Slope Angle?] %4 @ 2uk AALZbo|al 24 0.18 ug/m? BCPC — Fine to Medium+= 0.26
= it FAjzolt, ughn'® 2 YA/ R ED u) BCPC7H 0,08
Table 4+ Slope Angle T2 WA =& YEFW % ug/m* =0t} 183l ASEA — Medium to Coarse

o, T -8 thaat &t A3 9] FAte] whef of
4 Fol7} Qow], 9 EuH+)Th el TH-)S vl w}
e, 5okl A AR el szt

Hepo] w7 UEAIR A2} Soldse
AAZFY 2pol= A9 gle Aoz Yehgt, 96me
A= Slope Angle©] Odeg¥ o A== FoF
0.7685 ug/m*]il 30deg} —30degd | 0.7686
ug/m*@}F 0.7688 ug/m’, Slop Angle©] 60deg:=
1.2232 ug/m’, —60deg¥ W= 1.2235 ug/m’ |t}

webA B Ao A= —60degS UEsHict

(2) 4 7] £-E(Droplet Size Distribution; DSD)

AGDISPR Elof = American Society of Agricultural
Engineers(ASAE)?} British Crop Production
Council(BCPC) + @a]ollAl +7d5te YAt=7]w2
= A}g3ith weba] ASEA — Fine to Medium, ASEA
— Medium to Coarse, BCPC — Fine to Medium,
BCPC — Fine to Coarse & 47}A9] I =5 H7}
33Tk, 3HARF BCPC — Meium to Coarse®= 96 m

7HA] A EA] ok jIZHEol A A8kt Table

= 0.13 ug/m*’= ASAE — Fine to Medium®&th
0.05 ug/m* ZrokAl= A& & 4= ok, ohebA 2
F-oll A= BCPC — Fine to medium< -85}t

(3) YA}EH(Solar insolation)

AGDIPS 2dof| A 9] Solar insolationS 4= o]
T INE F9 dAtge Tt S T AR
Strong, Moderate, Slight, Weak”} ¢lt}. Table 6
o Solar insolation®] WH=E UePH O™ 4717
HeE A 85190S o 5oFe] AT Aoz =274
o} dafgko] 7Fst Wiz} 0,774 ug/m’= AL
o] oFgt uff ¥t} 0,006 ug/m’ =7 Yelhb= S &
ol & 4= qith weba YUAlEFo] 735t Strong 02 A

83ttt

Iv. 2 %

QoA 7|3t AGIDPSEHS 4=
Az} V= BAoA =&E Qs
sto] AIZA ol WA= A YA TS AGIDPS®E
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Table 7. Input data for AGDISP model

Parameter Value
Method Ground
Nozzle Type Flat Fan
Application Method Boom Pressure 4.90 bar
Release Height 0.36m
Spray Line 11
Wind Type Single Height
Wind Speed 7.10 m/s
Meteorology Wind Direction -90 deg
Temperature 31.00°C
Release Humidity 51.79 %
Upslope Angle -60 deg
Surface Sideslope Angle 0 deg
Canopy None
L . L Nozzles 11
Application Technique(Liquid) DSD Fine to Medium(BCPC)
Spray Material Spray Volume Rate 4.72 L/ha
Atmospheric Stability Stability Strong
Swath Width 5.5m
Swath :
Swath Displacement 0.5m
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Table 72 7% S0 A4
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Ground= ¢J83}5t}, E3t okt ajako] 7 ¢o]

Sol7be, I A Y2l Flat Fan =2, 2AIE 4.9
bar, A 0] 0.36 m, “L2]al Axgo] o] Fia= 11
Ne At} 714 AR 9 3A7A A
RS AHESEAL Foh S —90deg® Hx%a—}
Fom, 19 5 2ir]e, HuFE HAGES
o] &% 31 7, 499 F& 7 1m/s, 399 £
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Table 8. Predicted deposition(ug/m? - yr) 20 . : '
Deposition| |
Distance(m) Deposition sl N
0 16.89 Deposition
(/i -y7)
10 9.29 10 -
20 7.63
S -
80 270 W e T B SN I B
0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800
90 245 Distance (m)
96 232 Figure 5. Predicted deposition rate
100 2.27
110 2.15
=t
170 1.32
180 121 3. M= THRseF "ot
190 LIS o AR 7122 54 5] FR7o| v}
200 1.08 o = - _
: 2t gebxih, 2009 Al o oFE Qg Aol A ALAlRE
o322 F o] Sfohs AR ot 2155147
pg/m’ - yro 2 YAFFo] 7 A Uehgen, & Z3} gy 7k AR ARKEA A, 2009)
4 SuloR BB AR BAHE oy ol

2 717 ARRE sk ARl 2158 (96 m)ol
2

g °F 2.32 pug/m’ - yr= oS

Z] A

A tporo] 17

Table 9] A5t}

Table 9. The amount of pesticides deposition per annual agricultural production(Ethoprophos)

Annual agricultural | Pesticide deposition amount per | Maximum residue limits Maximum residue limits for

production annual agricultural production | for pesticides in foods | pesticides in foods for organic crop*
(kg/m?) (ppm, mg/kg) (ppm) (ppm)
Potato 2.76 0.0008 0.020 0.0020
Sweet Potato 1.68 0.0014 0.020 0.0020
Pepper 435 0.0005 0.020 0.0020
Strawberry 322 0.0007 0.020 0.0020
Peanut 0.25 0.0093 0.020 0.0020
Galic 1.36 0.0017 0.020 0.0020
Buckwheat 0.10 0.0232 0.005 0.0005
Daikon 5.28 0.0004 0.020 0.0020
Wheat 0.37 0.0063 0.005 0.0005
Lettuce 2.76 0.0008 0.020 0.0020
Sorghum 0.17 0.0136 0.020 0.0020
Spinach 1.61 0.0014 0.020 0.0020
Cabbage 5.53 0.0004 0.020 0.0020
Onion 741 0.0003 0.020 0.0020
Cucumber 7.14 0.0003 0.020 0.0020
Corn 0.50 0.0046 0.020 0.0020
Millet 0.12 0.0193 0.005 0.0005
Tomato 6.20 0.0004 0.020 0.0020
Grape 1.85 0.0013 0.020 0.0020

* Maximum residue limits for pesticides in foods for organic crop is a tenth of Maximum residue limits for pesticides in foods.
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ool A w2 Gt ohel chztmof A st
&3} §7t Bash Hog goEct
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