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Comparison of lon Components in PM2.5 for
Continuos Monitoring and Direct Sampling Method
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Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of URG 9000 Series S
Ambient lon Monitor & ICS-1000. * detection limit : 0 x 3
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Fig. 2. Vvariation of major ion concentration(dot: continuos monitoring, bar: direct PM2.5 sampling,

thin bar: direct denuder sampling).
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Fig. 3. P.D.F curves compared with direct method and continuos method.
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