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Fig. 1. Variation of PMip and SO; in SeoullKME, 2004).
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Fig. 3. Description of PM measurement sites.
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Fig. 4. Sampling configuration and analysis for PM and PMas.
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Fig. 15. Seasonal distributions of ultra fine particle.
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Fig. 16. Schematic diagram of URG 9000 Series Ambient lon Monitor & ICS-1000.
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Fig. 18. P.D.F curves compared with direct and continuos method for ion.

- 63 - 200413 DIRCNVIRFCY FHYSY =28



5.2 Elagis W HHHY #I Hn

g4 A 4Z 2 2] (Carbon Analyzer, for field, Senset)® NIOSH 50400} 7|4t& £ D3aha 240y
(Thermal/Optical Transmittance Method)2 2, AA|Zto2 OC9 ECE A" + . FAY &4
Aol PMzs Alo]E€ £H7IE HA st PMpsolgte] AAAEA S LA o] B4FXE 94
o2 2EE g2 ¥ F3 AF 4 oy, 2 drF 4AY 0CY ECE A st=d FHYEA
&1 glon, Figure 19 o EAFX9 £4 F2olEaPE HojFn b JPEPYPoz AF
EAWHL Cyclone filter pack(URG-2000)% ol43to] 1Y H 22 PMasE Quartz(Whatman) o
Aol £F3Ao, o]A-L AR A (Carbon Analyzer, for lab, Senset) #4355t} o] A
He ¥RY AEE 1.5 inch’ 9 AYIE o] &3l AEE EH3lo] FN 427t FUHE QB
A DL dAAANNF BAAHES v AEW T FIDE A& vl A8 E4c] g8d ¥
5 BEE7IE(CHy 5%)7 Y= nAE g

A3 Aol 9% FEEMZATY Figure 2001419 Zo] R’ Z2 OC 0.967, EC 0.98622 el
Wttt Figure 218 d4E&AZdd g OCY% ECHE £X& vl@&dz, OCo did 4 2 Ag=
FZ27E Figure 2201 YEhIRZ, AH 2 I43Y A7 4@ Rl & 07322 e 1
o g Hu L HEE ANA o RAGENA Y Zol BAAEE SAANUNLAE 3A3 HFer 3
o APEAH d4£5AH e vaY Aot

OC-EC spilt
OC and CC e — EC—

850 °C

AR R o
/ﬂsr&tur@

Em

Fig. 19. Thermo-gram for filter sample containing OC, CC and EC.

Time (minutes)

Resutt for duplicate sample analysis of OC and EC

25
G OCvs OC+ {N=8}
— Regression curve with OC and OC-r duplicate
{OC] = 0.9671[OC] + 0.128, R? = 0.9964
201 ® ECvsECT(N=B)
=== Regression curve with EC and EC-r duplicate
[EC)= 0.9864[EC-T] + 0.083, R = 0.9864

OC & EC fug/cm?)

OC-r & EC-r [ug/em?]

Fig. 20. Correlations between duplicate samples on analysis of carbon compounds.
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