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ABSTRACT

The collection of TSP (total suspended particulate) and PM.s5 (particulate
matter, below 2.5 um diameter) aerosols has been made at Gosan site of Jeju
Island during 2008-2011, and their ionic and elemental species were analyzed,
in order to examine the seasonal variation and characteristics of aerosol
compositions. In the ion balance comparison, the correlation coefficients(r)
between the sum of cationic equivalent concentrations and the sum of anionic
equivalent concentrations were 0.996 and 0.992, respectively, for TSP and
PMy5 particles, indicating a good correlation. The mean concentrations of
water—soluble components of TSP aerosols were in the order of nss-S0,° >
NO; > NH, > Na' > Cl > K' > nss-Ca” > Mg® > HCO; > H', and
those of elemental components were in order of S > Na > Al > Fe > Ca >
K>Mg >7n>Pb >Ti>Mn >Ba>Cu>Ni >V >6S5r>Cr>Cd>
Co > Mo. The concentrations of ionic species in PMss aerosols have shown
the order of nss-SO,~ > NHy > NO; > Na' > CI > K > HCO; >
nss-Ca” > Mg2+ > H'. From the study of size-segregated aerosols
components, the concentration ratios of NHj', nss-SO and NOs in PMss/
TSP particle were 1.10, 0.83, 0.77, respectively, showing that these components
were mostly in the fine particles. From the seasonal comparison, the
anthropogenic components (NH,', nss—SO427, NOs, S, Zn, Pb) and the soil
components (nss—Ca%, Al, Fe, Ca, Ti, Ba, Sr) showed high concentrations in
spring season as the westerly wind prevails. The neutralization of NHs was
59.8% and 76.5%6, and that of CaCOs; was 10.5% and 5.5% in TSP and PMas,
respectively. From the factor analysis for the examination of the source
origins, the TSP aerosol components were originated by soil > marine >

anthropogenic, and the PMbjs aerosol components were by anthropogenic >

- viii -



marine > soil. The backward trajectory analyses showed that the concentrations
of NHy', nss-SO4, NOs, S and nss-Ca’’ increased when the air masses had

moved from China continent to Gosan area.
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1.2.1 High Volume Tape Sampler

TSP oo]2Z% A&+ High Volume Tape Sampler (KIMOTO Electric Co.,
1954, d)E AR&eto] AF st o] A& = E(oll) HolZE HIZEIH
(Sumitomo Electric Co., PTFE 100 mm x 10 m, ¥¥)& Al&3le] dAEHEH o7
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1.2.2 PMys Air Sampler
PMos "AI YA A&+ PMas Sequential Air Sampler (APM Engineering,
g PMS-103, §=1)& AR&ste] AFAAT AMEH= @Y Ede] S



dAske] 7HsEklal, PMas MIAIG A A Al 7] F52 MFC7F 54 Abs
16.

ARe AbgEte] 271RH FR A ASHOR 167 L/ming §455h

7] oz Ee] Fa oA R EA o= Ion Chromatograph (Metrohm, =2
Modula IC, 29]122)& AME-sFglTh. %ol &(NH), Na', K', Ca®, Mg”) £4dl&=
Metrohm Metrosep Cation-4-150 283, 0]2(S0,, NO;y, Cl) ®Ad=
Metrohm Metrosep A-SUPP-5 #8]#& AF&3t9oy, A&7 A7 A% 4

%71(819 IC detector)E AF-&3}

1.2.4 Inductively Coupled Plasma - Optical Emission Spectrometer

off o) 9] AAAE(AL Fe, Ca, Na, K, Mg, S, Ti, Mn, Ba, Sr, Zn, V, Cr,
Pb, Cu, Ni, Co, Mo, Cd &) #4]¢l+= ICP-OES (Perkin Elmer, =¥ OPTIMA
7300DV, "=n)E AFE-3FA L ICP-OES+= simultaneous mode 7153, radial/axial
plasma A€g&olw 40.0 MHz RF frequencyE ZFALE & A= FAHo ¢

o,

1.2.5 Inductively Coupled Plasma Mass Spectrometer
ool2 2 ek A4 E(Sr, Cr, Pb, Co, Mo, Cd &) ®A4d& ICP-OES 2|4
ICP-MS (Perkin Elmer, 22 ELAN DRC-e, "|=r)E H3slo] Al-&-3}3t}.

1.2.6 Microwave Digestion System

TSP o2 &9 JAAE 24 93 A5 dAgo e £t} nfolaz )
23 A= (MILESTONE, =2 START D, o|&goh)E A3t}

1.27 pH Meter
T84 o] §&899 pHE pH meter (ORION, =2 720A, V=)l Combination
pH ross electrode (ORION, E = 81-02, v]=H)E A}-&3to] =A &t}



2. Q72 A8 APH ¢ AN

21 TSP o2& A8 3
TSP olol2& A Es AFE 45440 High Volume Tape Sampler<h
2Ho] 2y HZEAE S Agste] 20089 1€%E 20119 129744 39 A4

24N 7 S92 F 5075 AMASFATHTable 1 #x). A5 AHA A &7

Table 1. Sampling table for the TSP aerosols collected at Gosan site.

Year Sampling period Sampling time Number of samples

2008 Jan - Dec 24 hrs 141
2009 Jan - Dec 24 hrs 136
2010 Jan - Dec 24 hrs 112
2011 Jan - Dec 24 hrs 118

Total o507

2.2 PMys oo 2 A8 23

PMys dlol2& Aae AlFE 2t SAH 404 PMas Sequential Air Sampler
o} Hz2"E (Pall Co, Zeflour™, 47 mm, 2.0 um, W=H)E A&3te] 2008 1
AEE 20114 12977 39 7+A, 24A 7 B9 2 & 468712 A3 3 tH Table
2 ) AR AFH A 27 5L IS MFC AlA"ES Agste] 275 =
8 A7HA AEH o7 167 L/ming A A52 AH3 s & Fo A
Zet~g HEYHA(SPL life Science, PS, 527 x 126 mm)ol Yo HZE |

oz WEI F AFA A Ax A Fo FAS ZAsAT



Number of samples
o8
227
90
93
468

24 hrs
24 hrs
24 hrs
24 hrs

Sampling time

Jan - Dec
Jan - Dec
Jan - Dec
Jan - Dec

Sampling period
Total

Year
2008
2009
2010
2011

Table 2. Sampling table for the PMa2s aerosols collected at Gosan site.
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+ ORIONA}S] pH 4.10% 6.97 ¢%-8& 45 A&sto] EAst

243 &84 o]%)&v‘i‘_ S|
TSP PMys ool 2E&2] 84 o242 Ion Chromatography &2 4]
sl ool NH,', Na', K', Ca®’, Mg® < Metrohm Modula IC (818 IC pump,
819 IC detector)E AF-83Fo] Metrosep Cation-4-150 column, 1.0 mL/min flow
rate, 50 uyL injection volume, 4.0 mM Nitric acid eluent =02 433t}
Fol9 ZTE& A2 AldrichAte] 14 ZFEHH 2ETE A&t ZAEA
ot BFEAAFAL 01, 05, 1.0, 50 pg/mL EFENS A&t A AT &
o] € S04, NO;, ClI'€ Metrohm Modula ICE AF43F9] Metrohm Metrosep
A-SUPP-5 column, 0.7 mL/min flow rate, 50 uL injection volume, 1.0 mM

NaHCO3/3.2 mM NasCOs3 eluent, 100 mM sulfuric acid suppressor solution =

Aoz BAsgrh w3 S04, NO;, Cl gol29 g=4434L 0.1, 05, 1.0,
50 pg/mL FEEHS AREsto] Adelal, 5892 12 F5= 2 ((NH)2S04

= 99.999%, KNO; = 99.99%, NaCl = 99.99%)3 Z&F5 AR&ste] XAt
o] 2R EAA ICY 7171AEFFAIDL, 98% AFEFF)ek WEATCV)=
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W5 A9 (coefficient of variation) CV = X 100%

% 1| v

IDL =3.14 X S (98% confidence level, n=7)

Table 3. Instrumental detection limit(IDL) and coefficient of variation(CV)

for Ion chromatography(IC) analysis(n=7).

Species NH," Na’ K" Ca”™
IDL(ug/L) 39~11.9 2.2~9.1 b3~14.1 46~15.1
CV (%) 1.8~6.1 24~31 4.2~5.1 4.3~6.5
Species Mg”' SO NO; cr
IDL(ug/L) 24~14.8 81~25.3 9.0~11.3 2.2~8.0
CV(%) 3.6~44 2.2~1.2 2.7~3.2 09~2.0

25 A4 E A

251 A 89 A

TSP o229 YALAEL v EPAS ‘Compendium of methods for the
determination of inorganic compounds in ambient air (Method I0-3) W o2 u}
olmamyd Fa FAE At&ste] E£dat fHow &= FHE HIZE
(PFA) &7]d %11, 555% HNO#/16.75% HCl £&4F 10 mLE 73k $ wmlo]=A
235 ZAH1000 W)stA . o] o &%= 10 &< 180TE A7 aL, o] &
Lol SR FAAZ F M) Ao Ysddt vlolazy BIE AR
&l 3% HNO3/8% HCl &34 5 mLE ¥ FAH] 2H(0.45 ym)=E &84

Ag AL F 2e5E AEs] §FR2ANN 25 mLt HES 34

=

HUP A4



252 A2 E 4
A ELS ICP-OES (Inductively Coupled Plasma - Optical Emission

Spectrometer)®} ICP-MS (Inductively Coupled Plasma - Mass Spectrometer)
= AFE3te] Al Fe, Ca, Mg, K, Na, Zn, Pb, Mn, Ti, Ba, Cu, Sr, V, Ni, Cr,
Mo, Cd, Co, S & #AstAt. #4 Al Z+8&H2 AccuStandardAhe] ICP-&
1000 pg/mL &d& Xk 44 4oz 10M #3 100 pg/mL A %8
= e F o] AFESdE HET R d4ste] AT o] w 34 Fvl= v
EYX(matrix) ZIE HA23A7]7] f8te] Alge] dAe AAN} LI vE
2 HNO:?% HCIS £33 &9(3% HNOy/8% HCDS AR&3kadvh HA=4a
4 A ARER EEEYS AR TR W Ak AEES 001~50 mg/L, A
T AEES 0001~05 mg/L W= ZAATE ICP-MSe Z+&H&
Perkin elmerA} Multi- Element Solution 3 (Ag, Al, As, Ba, Be, Bi, Ca, Cd,
Co, Cr, Cs, Cu, Fe, Ga, In, K, Li, Mg, Mn, Na, Ni, Pb, Rb, Se, Sr, Tl, U, V,
Zn) ¥} Multi-Element Solution 5 (B, Ge, Mo, Nb, P, Re, S, Si, Ta, Ti, W, Zr)
10 pg/mL §4& S¢sto] ALY iz gYsto] At AA=A 24 Al A
g FEEAS 1-500 ug/L M= FAEH. o o 2054 daxdES EA 8]

gt ICP-OES$}F ICP-MS¢| =1 3 H=3%H7= Table 4, Table 59 2t

e/
r
A
il
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Table 4. Instrumental detection limit(IDL) and conditions for ICP-OES analysis.

Instrument: Perkin Elmer, Model OPTIMA 7300DV

RF power: 1150 W

RF Frequency: 40.68 MHz

Ar Flow : Carrier = 0.5 L/min, Coolant =16.0 L/min
Auxiliary = 1.5 L/min

Pump Rate: 100 rpm

Operation Mode: Simultaneous or Sequential Mode
Nebulizer: Ultrasonic Nebulizer (CETAC Tech., U-5000AT)

Element Wa\(frelir)lgth Deli,:ieétilton Element Wa(\;eéle)n gth De[fieriltilton
(ug/L) (ug/L)

Al 396.152 ~1.8 Fe 259.940 ~24
Ca 396.847 ~3.3 Na 589.592 ~129
K 766.490 ~36.9 Mg 2179.553 ~2.7
Ti 334.904 ~1.8 Mn 299.373 ~0.9
Ba 493.409 ~1.8 Sr 216.596 ~1.2
Zn 206.200 ~24 \% 268.796 ~2.3
Cr 357.869 ~1.2 Pb 220.353 ~24
Cu 324.754 ~0.9 Ni 231.604 ~16
Co 228.616 ~1.8 Mo 202.032 ~1.2
Cd 226.502 ~1.8 S 180.034 ~47.7
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Table 5. Instrumental detection limit(IDL) and conditions for ICP-MS analysis.

Instrument: Perkin Elmer, Model ELAN DRC-e

RF power: 1500 W
RF Frequency: 40 MHz

Ar Flow : Carrier = 0.9~1.05 L/min, Coolant = 15.0 L/min,
Auxiliary = 1.2 L/min

Sampling depth = 7 mm from work coil
Sampling cone = Nickel, 1.1 mm orifice diameter
Skimmer cone = Nickel, 0.9 mm orifice diameter
Nebulizer = Cross—flow type

Sampling uptake rate = 1.0 mL/min

Atomic Detection Atomic Detection
Element Mass Limit Element Mass Limit
(amu) (ug/L) (amu) (ug/L)
Sr 38 ~0.06 Cr 52 ~0.03
Pb 208 ~0.03 Co 59 ~0.18
Mo 98 ~0.09 Cd 111 ~0.12
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(Anna et al., 1996).

oA % H'# HCOs F%E XEdste] dol2d ol d&ds® 3 119
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TEAS HEY S #dd 7 AT
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1.2. TSP oA=& =4

121 84 & = 3 =4
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ZA3= Table 6, Figure 5~6°] %314t}
HEE F SO # Ca” e M Y(nss; non-sea salt) FEE sl
> ‘[nss-SOs” =[SO 1~ [Na']l x 0.251", nss-Ca”'& ‘[nss-Ca’] = [Ca”']
- [Na']lx0.04" 2o ¢]s] AX&AHHo et al, 2003; Nishikawa et al., 1991;
Mboller, 1990).

=)
7
i
wn
S
1

TSP dJojZ2Fe] o] 2% %= nss-SO,5 > NO; > NH,” > Na' > Cl” >
K" > nss-Ca® > Mg® > HCO; > H £202 o|2XEE ZoE nss-SO.
NOs;, NH, 59 <94 719 AREEo AUdoezr %& TEE etk
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ol 93] B Aoz dHA ArHen A 5, 2009; McMurry et al., 2004).
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NH,)ol AAe] 741%5 2AAsA L, oz dd 719 H&Na, CI,

20.1%, B 719 A E(nss-Ca”) 2.2%2 A 35+ t}.

Table 6. Yearly mean concentrations of water—soluble ionic components

in TSP aerosols.

Mg*)

Concentration (ug/m”)

Species
2007 2008 2009 2010 Mean
H 0.01; 0.009 0.034 0.007 0.013
NH4 2.45 2.88 1.87 1.83 2.30
Na" 1.4 1.40 1.96 2.07 1.72
K" 0.42 0.58 0.34 0.30 0.42
nss-Ca”’ 0.30 0.41 0.57 0.34 0.40
Mg2+ 0.21 0.25 0.32 0.26 0.26
Cl 1.53 1.25 2.14 1.58 1.60
NO3 1.89 2.21 3.15 2.90 2.49
nss-SO,~ 841 952 8.21 6.90 8.31
HCO3 0.14 0.49 0.09 0.05 0.20
15 0.05
12 004
2 | 003 .B
k E
E =
E g
% 6 0.02 53
o =
3 - 0.01
0 : : F 0.00
NH,* Na* K+ nss-Ca?* Mg+ nss-50, NO;- HCO:

Figure 5. Concentration comparison of ionic components in TSP aerosols.
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Figure 6. Composition ratio of ionic components in TSP aerosols.
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Table 7. Yearly mean concentrations of elemental components in TSP aerosols.

Concentration (ng/m”)

Species 2008 2009 2010 2011 Mean
S 2385.3 3099.4 43704 3351.7 3237.4
Na 990.2 973.1 1622.4 982.4 11189
Al 3249 4024 5780 3189 399.1
Fe 2780 365.5 585.6 322.1 3785
Ca 250.1 3587 539.7 3234 3595
K 3285 3136 3284 256.9 3073
Mg 2006 275.0 4003 2535 2765
7n 427 4.7 505 505 468
Ph 23.1 21.7 17.7 25.6 22.1
Ti 135 163 30.3 12.0 17.7
Mn 136 153 20.4 122 153
Cu 238 37 738 86 55
Ba 39 46 6.1 53 5.0
% 24 5.0 6. 42 43
Sr 32 30 41 23 31
Ni 238 21 29 41 29
Cr 19 18 17 36 22
cd 0.8 1.0 1.0 03 0.8
Co 06 0.7 1.0 0.1 06

Mo 0.5 0.7 0.6 0.2 0.5
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Figure 7. Concentration comparison of elemental components

in TSP aerosols.
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Figure 8. Composition ratio of elemental components in TSP aerosols.
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NH,', NOs 9 %+ 77 689, 252, 1.92 pug/m’= Aoz e PRS0
Hlal o e FEE Uehdn 2Ela PMys ololZ2FdA HA SOL F
nss-S0,” ©] ZAAaHE vl go] 986%=, A FelE SO o ¥ vnE A
o= ol Hrh X nss-Ca’’ 9 ¥EE 012 pug/m’= VERG I, 979 A

2ol Na', Cl, Mg”9 % 77} 039, 0.33, 0.07 ug/m’e]lAtt. ©] A% PMas

MAARAA o5 e W g ARE FEE %o A9 ARsd we) A
WY owe ARe nad

T PMys clo2F F8A4 AR =4S HA7IAEE vlus] 29, 94
7199 nss-SO,*, NH,', NO; A#o] HA 886%2 #A8tgit}. whalel] a4 7]
#¢] Na', Cl, Mg”'°] 6.2%, nss-Ca’'©] 0.9%Z 2#|s}o] ko] TSP oo ZZd|
Hla 1912 71 Ao 2=A4u7F 71 =, olof] Bls) Y B EY 7ld A

TEY 2L Rl ¢ e Floz SIFHT

Table 8. Yearly mean concentrations of water—soluble ionic components

in PMgs5 aerosols.

Concentration (ug/m”)

Species

2007 2008 2009 2010 Mean
H' 0.015 0.013 0.014 0.016 0.014
NH,4' 3.00 2.44 2.38 2.53 2.52
Na' 0.51 0.36 0.49 0.28 0.39
K’ 0.43 0.25 0.20 0.29 0.27
nss—Ca”’ 0.40 0.06 0.09 0.11 0.12
Mg™" 0.14 0.05 0.07 0.08 0.07
Ccl 0.33 0.39 0.29 0.22 0.33
NO3 2.54 1.53 1.73 2.62 1.92
nss-S0,% 8.21 6.77 6.69 6.51 6.89
HCOs 0.29 0.28 0.31 0.07 0.24
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Figure 9. Concentration comparison of ionic components in PMy5 aerosols.
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Figure 10. Composition ratio of ionic components in PMys5 aerosols.
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TSPt PMys olo]E2F A 84 o

Y8 BEE FE st A

PAEEE ZASHATE ol & S8l 7 S PMyy/TSP 5 %H] & Table 99
3tal, 1 F%HE Figure 110 WeEblATh o]e} o] JALEE wuwgh
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o5 AREL HAHor ZUAARTGE vAYAe] EESE HIFS HATH
53], NHy 9 4%, PMes/TSP F=4H]7F 11022 PMosoll Al o A YEd &
AL A ooj2E oA NHLCIL, NHUNOz| 9 EFAZFE NH, o ¢tz
Fars 7] il Aoz BEth(Cecilia et al., 2011).

RH >DRH
NH,C1 () —— NH,C1 (aq) = NH:(aq) +Cl (agq) = NH, (g)+HCl(g)

RH > DRH
NH,/NO, (s) —— NH,/NO, (aq) = NH:(aq) + Nog_(aq) ~ NH, (g)+ HNO, (g)

ol ] NH, #3¥7} & A%S Holx= ZAow Addath(a3d A 5, 2010).

NH,Cl+ CaCO, <= CaCl, +NH, 1 +H,CO,
NH,NO, + CaCO, == Ca(NO,), +2NH, 1 +H,CO,

(NH,),S0, + CaCO, = Ca,(SO,), +2NH, 1 +H,CO,

S0z nss-S0°4 9 PMys/TSP H%H]7F 0
PMys olojZZo]A] =& ByuE noch ukd

nss-SO Kl ve AT worh o]yt o] f= o2 dEHQ nss-SO T

ke
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NOs o] AF=4<¢ SO¢ NOxe| HiE<9o] M= th27] wfoln, o529
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Table 9. Concentrations of ionic components and their ratios in TSP

and PM35 aerosols.

Species Concentration (ug/m”) PMy/ TSP PMzs/
PM5 TSP (TSP-PMy5)
NH,' 2.52 2.30 1.10 -11.10
Na' 0.39 1.72 0.23 0.29
K' 0.27 0.42 0.65 1.90
nss-Ca” 0.12 0.40 0.31 0.44
Mg” 0.07 0.26 0.29 0.41
cr 0.33 1.60 0.21 0.26
NO;~ 1.92 2.49 0.77 3.37
nss-S04 6.39 8.31 0.83 4.86

09

0.6

PM, s/ TSP Ratio

03

0.0

NHst  Na* K- nss-CaZ*  Mg»*  nss-SO,- NOy  CrP

Figure 11. PM.s/TSP concentration ratios of ionic components.
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Aoz A AFel 7]



(Dimethylsulfide)= 35 Fol JdF dFEo] dom, o= A 2ddo
ZHEH TAEE JAA e 90~95% o]dS A sFaL
$o7 SO/ 2 AAEH 53] Ao Fo] Be oAEHd FEt AA F7}3
ok 2 AT A3 nss-SO 9] =T 3B H] =A Uehe AL o)y d 4bs)
WS- #Ho]l & Aow FAAY. 281 7R Al wE mE 23 AR
A3 @eo]l glo] melrh SO o AAMAYUETS Ayuw, iAo A
EE 7tad SO Alzro]l Akl wel SO, 2 AkstE v, o w SO0l A
SO 2] whesA o] gkge] A7](SO, + hv — SO, SO + 05" — SO
7] S F8(S0; + HO — H,SOy) ol AA &S Wity B3 &4
ol SO FETF B AL oAY Al wEt SO o AAukgo]l &k
Al dejubr] Wil o s
NO; ¢ ¥XEE TSP oloj2%9
1.20, 250, 2.27 ug/m’e1ATh. 18]I PMys o2& s B o& 712 AL
of Z+z} 2.22, 099, 147, 1.92 ug/m’% TSP} w7142 Hdd 714 2 ¥ &
Z Ytk NO; & nss-SO,° 3 H| S84 A&l 7had Axilss
Abshike-S A AW 23 L AEHolH, AFAket A ALEHY sH #A
4ol o]¥ g NO; & o5 22 vbg

Z
T AHE EAsks Aoz B A A (e S, 1999).

©

ftlo
X
2.
2
2
Hl
N
2
X
N
h
()

>

NH3(g) + HNOg(g) = NH,NO; (S)
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CaCO;(s)+2HNO,(g) = Ca(NO;), (s )+ H,04+ CO,(g)
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Table 10. Seasonal comparison of mean concentrations of ionic

components in TSP aerosols.

Concentration (ug/m’, Mean+SD)

Species

Spring Summer Fall Winter
H' 0.01,+0.013  0.00s+0.01; 0.01;£0.015 0.01;£0.013
NH,' 2.19+1.39  1.90+0.96  1.68+0.99  1.61+1.41
Na' 1.95+1.28  1.50+1.30  1.71+1.11  2.01+£1.37
K’ 0.43+0.28  0.24+0.18  0.35+0.24  0.36+0.37
nss-Ca” 0.55+0.48  0.17£0.13  0.46+0.58  0.29+0.39
Mg” 0.28+0.17  0.25£0.19  0.29+0.19  0.27+0.18
Ccl 1.79+1.56  1.58+2.69  1.72+2.22  1.95%1.82
NOs3 3.37+1.93  1.20£0.63  2.50+1.59  2.27+1.66
nss-SO,”  7.85t4.07 655:354  625+3.71  6.25£4.95
HCOs3 0.19+0.69  0.44+0.68  0.50+0.85  0.14+0.35

Table 11. Seasonal comparison of mean concentrations of ionic

components in PMs5 aerosols.

Concentration (ug/m®, Mean+SD)

Species Spring Summer Fall Winter
H 0.015£0.014 0.012+0.014 0.010+0.01;  0.013+0.015
NH,' 2.38+1.47  2.09+1.08  1.98+1.40  1.88+1.40
Na’ 0.37+0.35  0.45+0.69  0.36+0.31  0.50+0.39
K’ 0.31+0.23  0.14£0.09 0.23+.17 0.28+0.23
nss-Ca” 0.18+0.22  0.06£0.09  0.11+0.13  0.18+0.21
Mg** 0.08+0.07  0.08+0.09 0.06+.06 0.11+0.10
Cl 0.31+0.50  0.21+0.32  0.34+0.31  0.35+0.36
NOs3 2.22+1.97  0.99+0.93  147+1.92  1.92+1.57
nss-SO,° 6194365  645+368  557+3.79  5.40+4.14
HCOs3 0.27+0.54  0.26£0.30  0.19+0.24  0.29+0.66
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Figure 14. Composition ratios of ionic components in TSP aerosols during

Spring, Summer, Fall and Winter seasons.
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Table 12. Seasonal comparison of mean concentrations of elemental components

in TSP aerosols.

Concentration (ng/m’, Mean+SD)

Species

Spring Summer Fall Winter
S 35104+2212.2  1748.0+1047.6  2250.8£1653.0  2517.1+2250.1
Na 1276.9+834.1 854.4+801.9 1068.4£1159.5  1199.1+849.3
Al 578.7+579.9 224.0+176.5 36.6+562.2 247.2+308.0
Fe 541.0+521.9 138.2+£160.5 401.0+547.7 266.8+258.3
Ca 506.1+493.9 117.6+101.6 410.8+631.6 267.0+312.7
K 370.8+259.9 105.8+£74.3 264.2+311.1 284.9+286.0
Mg 398.8+272.6 149.8+109.2 305.3+324.2 259.5+230.7
Zn 53.9+37.3 17.0+£17.6 33.3+26.7 40.5+36.7
Pb 22.71+17.2 5.9+6.1 14.2+13.4 23.1£31.2
Ti 22.9+21.7 12.9+26.1 20.7+32.9 12.3+18.1
Mn 19.5+15.3 7.3+14.1 14.8415.9 15.0+20.4
Cu 6.2+4.2 2.0£1.7 4.7+3.3 5.5+4.9
Ba 5.1+5.1 3.2£2.3 4.2+5.0 5.3+9.3
\% 4.9%5.0 4.0£1.9 3.2£2.1 2.7+3.0
Sr 3.6%£3.0 1.2+0.8 2.9£3.9 2.9+3.6
Ni 3.0£2.1 1.8+2.6 2.3£2.3 2.1+2.1
Cr 2.0+1.3 1.1+1.2 2.1£2.1 2.4%3.0
Cd 0.9+0.7 0.8+0.5 0.7£0.6 0.6£0.5
Co 1.0£2.6 0.3+0.3 0.7+1.4 0.4+0.4
Mo 0.5+0.4 0.5£0.3 0.4+0.3 0.3+0.2
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Table 13. Monthly mean concentrations of ionic components in TSP aerosols
between 2008 and 2011.

Species

Concentration (ug/m”)

nss—

nss—

NH,” Na' K’ ol Mg® Cl NOj 507 HCO5
Jan 0006 09 252 03 023 028 160 218 550 0.13
Fed 001, 210 207 05 048 032 224 308 785 0.11
Mar 0013 171 204 042 061 030 225 370 6.24 0.10
Apr 0013 253 200 049 055 029 175 356 877 0.27
May 000 243 171 034 047 024 115 255 892 0.19
Jun 002 214 092 050 025 015 079 106 828 0.005
Jul 000s 153 171 014 010 020 245 130 4.36 0.09
Aug 000, 192 164 018 016 029 161 1.22 656 0.68
Sep 0013 123 178 026 024 024 162 208 495 0.38
Oct 001, 188 164 041 069 035 180 287 690 0.71
Nov 001, 178 177 032 025 024 168 228 645 0.23
Dec 000 162 1.73 023 023 023 197 19 546 0.41

Table 14. Monthly mean concentrations of ionic components in PMsys aerosols

between 2008 and 2011.
Concentration (ug/m®)
Pl NHY Na' K T Mg o NOs S, HCOs
Ca SOy

Jan 0017 149 060 024 022 013 049 156 483 0.06
Fed 0013 171 051 030 022 010 027 232 470 0.31
Mar 001s 184 039 025 020 0.09 029 238 483 0.10
Apr 001s 297 03 045 021 009 030 266 729 0.43
May 00l 230 038 019 011 006 035 128 661 0.29
Jun 001, 282 015 026 009 004 008 055 834 0.27
Jul 000, 173 106 011 016 016 019 211 6.24 0.53
Aug 001, 194 039 010 003 0.07 026 084 588 0.18
Sep 001, 211 027 015 010 0.06 024 212 523 0.11
Oct 000; 181 036 025 009 006 038 107 516 0.24
Nov 0013 215 046 028 016 008 036 151 6.73 0.18
Dec 001, 226 041 030 013 008 030 174 654 0.25
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Table 15. Monthly mean concentrations of elemental components in TSP
aerosols between 2008 and 2011.

Concentration (ng/m®)

Species

Al Fe Ca Na K Mg S Ti Mn Zn
Jan 1703 2434 21177 1331.7 2729 2421 3109.3 8.2 14.0 56.8
Fed 45477 4115 4357 16543 4715 381 35251 224 259 42.8
Mar 4686 5150 560.7 12699 3481 3594 2951.9 20.3 19.8 57.6
Apr 611.3 551.8 4876 13384 4302 3685 3598.0 23.8 211 59.7
May 7016 5649 4488 11908 3128 3424 42559 25.8 16.3 38.7
Jun 3229 2759 1780 7159 196.7 1522 25615 34.9 20.9 29.7
Jul 2239 81.4 678  830.2 826 1130 9748 8.3 3.1 9.4
Aug 1911 1074 1107  907.0 81.7 1589 1683.0 6.8 3.9 14.7
Sep 2033 1931 1808 939.0 1087 1949 1765.7 13.8 9.6 22.1
Oct 5404 5740 6288 12148 386 4051 26135 214 185 424
Nov 29477 2996 2473 9300 2038 2360 2093.8 27.0 135 28.5
Dec 180.1 2224 2469 9235 1861  207.8 17427 10.8 11.1 33.4

Concentration (ng/m")

Species

Pb Ba Sr \Y Cr Cu Ni Co Mo Cd
Jan 34.0 25 1.7 3.8 3.4 72 24 0.2 0.3 0.5
Fed 29.3 11.6 54 3.9 2.8 55 2.8 0.6 0.5 0.9
Mar 25.3 51 3.4 3.0 2.0 6.9 2.3 0.5 0.5 0.8
Apr 24.1 56 4.1 52 1.9 6.2 3.1 1.6 0.7 0.8
May 16.5 4.5 3.3 7.6 2.2 5.0 4.0 0.7 0.5 1.1
Jun 7.6 2.8 1.3 51 2.6 24 4.8 0.5 0.4 0.9
Jul 8.2 3.2 0.8 3.8 04 1.4 1.1 0.3 0.3 0.4
Aug 4.6 34 1.3 3.7 0.8 21 1.0 0.2 0.5 0.8
Sep 8.4 2.9 14 4.0 15 51 2.6 0.2 0.3 0.5
Oct 18.0 54 4.1 34 2.8 51 24 1.1 0.5 0.9
Nov 134 3.1 2.2 2.0 1.7 3.5 15 0.5 0.3 0.6
Dec 14.3 3.6 2.1 15 1.7 4.3 14 0.2 0.2 0.4
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Figure 18. Monthly variations of ionic components in TSP aerosols.
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Figure 19. Monthly variations of ionic components in PMss aerosols.
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Table 16. Comparison between the sums of equivalent concentrations of

basic cations and acidic anions in TSP and PMa25 aerosols.

TSP PM:5

Season

Cation (ueq/m”) Anion (ueq/m”) Cation (ueq/m”) Anion (ueq/m”)

H' 0011 nss-SO& 0152 H' 0015 nss-SO& 0127

nss-Ca®  0.026 NOs 0.054 nss-Ca®  0.009 NOs; 0.036
Spring

NH, 0.122 NH4 0.132

Total 0.159  Total 0.206 Total 0.156 Total 0.163

H' 0.008 nss-SOS 0128 H' 0012 nss-SO&  0.132

nss-Ca®  0.008 NO; 0.019 nss-Ca®  0.003 NO; 0.016
Summer

NH, 0.105 NH, 0.116

Total 0.121  Total 0.147 Total 0.131 Total 0.148

H' 0011 nss-SO& 0120 H' 0010 nss-SOZ 0114

nss-Ca®  0.022 NO; 0.040 nss-Ca®  0.006 NO; 0.024
Fall

NH, 0.093 NH, 0.110

Total 0.126  Total 0.160 Total 0.126 Total 0.138

H' 0011 nss-SO& 0119 H' 0013 nss-SO&  0.110

nss-Ca®  0.012 NOs 0.037 nss-Ca®  0.009 NO; 0.031
Winter

NH, 0.089 NH,4 0.104

Total 0.112  Total 0.156 Total 0.126 Total 0.141

H' 0011 nss-SO&  0.130 H' 0013 nss-SO& 0119

nss-Ca® 0019 NO; 0.040 nss-Ca®  0.007 NO; 0.028
Mean

NH, 0.101 NH, 0.115

Total 0.131  Total 0.170 Total 0.135 Total 0.147
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Table 17. Neutralization factors by NHs; and CaCOs in
TSP and PMys5 aerosols.

TSP PMz5
Season
NFNH4+ NFC32+ NFNH4+ NFC32+

Spring 0.56 0.12 0.80 0.06
Summer 0.73 0.06 0.78 0.02
Fall 0.58 0.13 0.76 0.05
Winter 0.58 0.07 0.72 0.08
Mean 0.60 0.11 0.77 0.05
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Table 18. Ionic concentrations and their ratios in TSP aerosols during

Asian dust, Haze, Fog—-Mist and Non—-event periods.

Concentration (,ug/mg, Mean+SD)

Species Asian dust Haze Fog-Mist Non-event AN HNFMAN
H 0.02+0.04  0.03£0.04  0.02+0.03  0.01+0.01 15 2.7 14
NH,4 1.46+1.02  538+2.80 3.18+2.16  1.83+1.23 0.8 2.9 1.7
Na’ 3.97+3.38  2.14+147 1.76+x142  1.82+1.25 2.2 1.2 1.0
K 0.60+0.42  1.28+0.66 0.52+0.48  0.36+0.28 1.7 3.6 15

nss—Ca”' 3.391453  1.04£043 043047  0.40+0.49 8.4 2.6 11

Mg”' 0.65t049 034025 0.26%£0.18  0.28+0.18 2.3 1.2 0.9
Cr 5.06£5.03  2.31£3.31 1.37+1.84  1.78+2.02 2.8 1.3 0.8
NOs 7561548  5.71+3.85 270221  2.51+1.74 3.0 2.3 1.1

nss-S0,* 8.48t5.95  17.46+755 11.38+6.67 6.72+4.15 1.3 2.6 1.7
HCO3 2.58+4.21  0.03£0.08 0.13+0.55  0.32+0.70 8.1 0.3 0.4

* A/N; Asian dust/Non-event, H/N; Haze/Non-event, FM/N; Fog-Mist/Non-event

Table 19. Ionic concentrations and their ratios in PMg25 aerosols during

Asian dust, Haze, Fog—Mist and Non-event periods.

Concentration (,ug/mg, Mean+SD)

Species Asian dust Haze Fog-Mist Non-event AN HNFMAN
H 0.01£0.01  0.02+0.02  0.02+0.02  0.01+0.01 0.9 1.7 1.3
NH,4 1.59+1.18  6.35+3.61  3.28+2.19 2.08+.39 0.8 3.1 16
Na’ 0.92+0.82  0.40+0.27 0.39+0.45  0.41+0.41 2.2 1.0 0.9
K 0.30+0.19 1.12+0.8  0.32+0.28  0.25+0.20 1.2 45 1.3

nss—Ca”' 0.51£0.55  0.43+0.38 0.13+0.20  0.14+0.18 3.7 3.1 1.0

Mg”' 0.17£0.16  0.14£0.09  0.08+0.08  0.08+0.08 2.1 1.7 1.0
Clr 0.76£1.04  0.36£0.39 0.29+045  0.32+0.38 24 1.1 0.9
NOs 3.18+£2.79 593578  2.28+3.774  1.72+1.79 1.8 3.4 1.3

nss-S0,* 5.08£3.18 1579798 8.75#550  5.81+3.82 0.9 2.7 15
HCO3 0.35£0.50  0.22£0.36  0.30+0.59  0.25+0.47 14 0.9 1.2
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Table 20. Elemental concentrations and their ratios in TSP aerosols during

Asian dust, Haze, Fog—-Mist and Non-event periods.

Concentration (ng/m”)

Species A/ H/ FM

Asian dust Haze Fog—-Mist Non-event N N N
S 4581.4+2554.9  8633.5+415.1  4650.2+3469.8 2592.6+1997.0 18 33 1.8
Na 2774.1+1839.9 1531.2+1143.6  1159.9+855.0  1129.1+9639 25 14 1.0
Al 5096.8+6287.3  877.1+415.1 462.3+701.3 383544956 133 23 1.2
Fe 4441.1+5314.1  879.3+321.9 470.9+611.7 371.9+4638 119 24 13
Ca 3865.4+4708.1  961.4+407.3 404.3+544.7 363.3+4962 106 26 1.1
K 1658.9+1720.0  989.4+477.4 335.9+303.9 277642804 60 36 1.2
Mg 2288.0+2555.4  517.0+255.0 305.2+308.3 288.4+274.1 79 18 1.1
7n 90.4+63.2 129.9+55.0 54.3£46.9 3854335 23 34 14
Pb 42.8+30.1 91.0+60.3 26.3+34.2 17.6+20.4 24 52 15
Ti 108.1+116.4 27.8+15.5 18.9+31.0 18.2£26.3 59 15 1.0
Mn 118.3+138.0 42.3+19.4 17.1+16.6 15.1£17.0 78 28 1.1
Cu 14.6+13.8 12.7£9.0 6.2+4.3 4.9+4.0 30 26 13
Ba 24.2+25.6 27.7+31.7 4.3+5.1 4.6%6.2 53 61 09
\Y 16.4+12.5 5.8+3.3 6.4+4.8 3.7+3.4 45 16 18
Sr 20.0+21.1 10.3£6.4 3.2+3.5 2.9+3.4 70 36 1.1
Ni 7.1+4.8 3.9+1.5 4.9+7.7 2.4+2.2 30 16 21
Cr 6.8+6.0 4317 3.5+6.9 2.0+2.1 33 21 17
Cd 1.2£0.6 1.8+09 0.7+0.6 0.7+0.6 1.6 25 10
Co 2.0+1.5 1.1+0.8 0.6+0.6 0.6+1.6 31 17 09
Mo 0.8+0.3 1.2+0.7 0.5+04 0.4+0.3 18 26 12
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Table 21. Cross correlation of TSP aerosol components.

nss—

2

nss—

H NH, Na K ca Mg’ 5042 NOs Cl HCOs Al Fe Ca Na K Mg S Ti Mn Zn Pb Ba Sr Y Cr Cu Ni Co Mo Cd
H 1.00
NH, -0.02 1.00
Na -0.02 -0.15  1.00
K -004 060 018 1.00
nss-Ca” -0.07 018 028 052 100
Mg’ -007 000 082 034 062 1.00
nss-SO7 005 089 -0.01 070 0338 014 100
NO3 003 012 045 035 061 054 016 100
Cl 014 -021 081 002 017 073 -024 028 1.00
HCOs  -035 008 006 010 011 020 001 -015 000 100
Al -009 018 019 038 082 048 030 046 013 020 1.00
Fe -007 015 023 038 084 051 029 052 015 019 09 100
Ca -006 012 027 041 094 058 028 058 019 012 09 094 1.00
Na 012 -0.12 080 023 043 082 002 045 076 003 039 042 046 1.00
K -006 032 027 069 08 053 047 057 013 011 080 085 084 047 1.00
Mg -006 006 054 040 084 078 021 059 046 016 087 090 091 071 080 100
S 004 048 027 058 053 038 067 043 -0.03 000 050 057 054 042 069 055 1.00
Ti -005 002 023 019 046 036 010 022 021 021 067 068 054 033 044 063 027 100
Mn -009 018 016 047 068 038 030 046 008 005 069 072 070 033 073 067 049 066 100
Zn -004 037 017 059 053 031 051 050 -005 -005 043 055 054 027 072 047 075 019 057 1.00
Pb -007 035 021 059 046 031 046 046 001 -004 037 049 048 030 072 045 071 014 057 08 100
Ba -012 013 013 044 05 033 022 031 008 012 060 061 059 026 068 05 034 053 080 037 039 1.00
Sr -004 020 037 056 087 0656 034 057 030 013 087 08 090 057 08 091 052 056 071 049 049 068 1.00
v -004 029 -0.02 027 040 014 039 013 -015 014 056 054 046 018 048 042 064 032 043 045 042 038 041 1.00
Cr -013 013 023 037 05 036 028 044 005 -006 052 058 058 025 059 056 048 036 058 058 067 038 055 039 100
Cu -004 008 022 027 045 029 022 048 000 -011 040 051 050 025 052 047 059 022 047 067 068 032 040 041 066 1.00
Ni 002 026 007 027 037 014 034 031 -008 -011 042 044 040 013 041 036 048 029 041 043 046 026 036 049 060 048 1.00
Co -001 011 001 014 039 022 014 020 004 006 044 045 043 013 036 040 019 037 031 017 013 02 047 016 021 023 010 1.00
Mo -002 039 005 042 048 035 045 030 -005 025 054 052 049 024 058 047 048 030 043 043 035 035 056 036 021 020 018 055 100
Cd -007 036 009 044 052 038 043 024 002 032 062 057 053 029 062 053 047 043 049 037 037 039 062 045 023 012 022 039 08 1.00
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Table 22. Cross correlation of PMs>5 aerosol components.

Species H NH/ Na K fg;i Mg” ;‘(S)if NO;  CI HCOs
H' 1.00

NH, 027  1.00

Na' 006 009  1.00

K 014 062 006 100

nss-Ca”’ 0.14 029 013 052 1.00
Mg” 0.05 015 060 033 063 1.00
nss-SO;/  0.32 092 001 062 028 020 1.00

NOs 0.20 047 013 039 041 034 021 1.00
cr 005 -012 071 006 011 043 -011 011 1.00
HCOs -038 -015 028 010 -0.08 018 -016 -010 0.18 1.00
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Table 23. Results of Rotated Varimax factor analysis for TSP components.

Species Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4 Factor 5
H 0.00 -0.13 0.06 0.07 -0.82
NH, 0.01 0.11 -0.16 0.86 0.01
Na’ 0.02 0.13 0.93 -0.02 0.07
K’ 0.20 0.33 0.18 0.71 0.09
nss-Ca”' 0.71 0.39 0.29 0.21 0.01
Mg*' 0.35 0.13 0.86 0.13 0.12
nss-SOs~ 0.11 0.25 -0.08 0.88 -0.05
NO3 0.30 0.46 0.45 0.10 -0.21
Cl 0.07 -0.12 0.90 -0.17 -0.08
HCO3 0.23 -0.26 0.06 0.15 0.75
Al 0.87 0.31 0.14 0.13 0.08
Fe 0.83 0.42 0.18 0.11 0.07
Ca 0.79 0.42 0.26 0.11 0.01
Na 0.27 0.14 0.86 0.05 -0.07
K 0.63 0.51 0.26 0.39 0.05
Mg 0.74 0.35 0.53 0.08 0.05
S 0.25 0.58 0.18 0.58 -0.05
Ti 0.72 0.12 0.13 -0.08 0.12
Mn 0.66 0.50 0.09 0.12 0.09
7n 0.19 0.73 0.12 0.45 -0.01
Pb 0.12 0.77 0.16 0.41 0.05
Ba 0.62 0.32 0.07 0.08 0.18
Sr 0.78 0.31 0.37 0.24 0.01
\Y 0.40 0.44 -0.13 0.28 0.12
Cr 0.31 0.77 0.12 0.03 0.06
Cu 0.19 0.82 0.11 0.02 -0.05
Ni 0.23 0.65 -0.07 0.12 -0.09
Co 0.64 -0.07 -0.03 0.11 -0.18
Mo 0.60 -0.04 0.04 0.58 0.01
Cd 0.64 -0.04 0.09 0.54 0.15
Eigenvalue 75 5.3 4.3 3.9 15
Variance(%) 25.0 17.7 14.3 129 5.0
Cumulative(%) 25.0 42.8 57.0 69.9 74.9
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Table 24. Results of Rotated Varimax factor analysis for PM2s components.

Species Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Factor 4
H 0.25 0.12 0.04 0.80
NH,' 0.92 -0.10 0.19 0.16
Na’ 0.00 0.91 0.12 -0.14
K 0.72 0.03 0.46 -0.14
nss-Ca” 0.16 0.05 0.90 0.04
Mg” 0.10 0.56 0.68 -0.11
nss-SOs~ 0.94 0.00 0.09 0.17
NOsz 0.25 0.06 0.64 0.19
Cl -0.09 0.89 0.07 0.03
HCO3 0.05 0.28 -0.09 -0.82
Eigenvalue 2.4 2.0 2.0 15
Variance(%) 24.2 20.5 19.6 145
Cumulative(%) 24.2 44.7 64.4 789
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Table 25~ 26, Figure 31~34¢] e T
TSP ool2%¢] %S HWH nss-SO,° ¥%E 1 77H7.07 pyg/m’) > 1
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HERA ol A¥ nss-SO7 & THUFAA FEALS o Mg 2 =2 4
EFH 2, HEl g FA G Wzt A ol 53lS o 281 pyg/m’E thE 73+ B}
A g HEE et NH AR 1 73H1.92 pug/m’) > T 3H1.77
pg/m’) > M-t (167 pg/m’) > NVF3F (066 ug/m’)SZ nss-SO,~ ¢ w37}
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Table 25. Sectional concentrations of ionic components corresponding to the

inflow pathway of air mass in TSP aerosols.

Concentration (ug/m’, Mean+SD)

Sbecies Sector 1 Sector II Sector I Sector IV
H 0.01,+0.016 0.008+0.013 0.006+0.012 0.010+0.013
NH,' 1.92+1.29 1.77£0.94 1.67+0.81 0.66+0.31
Na' 1.83+1.24 1.39£0.98 2.20+1.73 2.06+1.03
K’ 0.38+0.29 0.33+0.26 0.23+0.17 0.15+0.05
nss—Ca®’ 0.45+0.52 0.31+0.26 0.13+0.05 0.12+0.07
Mg” 0.28+0.18 0.22+0.12 0.36+0.30 0.25+0.09
Cl 1.80+1.93 0.91+0.76 2.88+4.15 1.91+£2.24
NOs 2.67+1.82 2.05+1.48 1.21+£0.37 2.14+0.85
nss-SOs~ 7.07+4.37 6.58+3.35 5.59+2.51 2.81+1.37
HCOs 0.28+0.68 0.34+0.68 0.53+0.82 0.63+0.86

Table 26. Sectional concentrations of ionic components corresponding to the

inflow pathway of air mass in PMsys aerosols.

Concentration (ug/m’, Mean+SD)

Species

Sector 1 Sector II Sector I Sector IV
H 0.013+0.013 0.015+0.018 0.000+0.007 0.01+0.008
NH, 2.15+1.45 2.14+1.29 1.64+0.93 1.29+0.91
Na' 0.40+0.34 0.26+0.30 0.54+0.54 0.72+1.04
K’ 0.27+0.21 0.20+0.16 0.11+0.06 0.09+0.08
nss-Ca” 0.15+0.17 0.12+0.28 0.04+0.04 0.08+0.12
Mg” 0.08+0.07 0.07+0.08 0.07+0.05 0.10+0.15
Cl 0.33+0.38 0.22+0.36 0.40+0.56 0.16+0.12
NOs 1.77£1.76 1.76+2.22 0.87+0.61 1.66+1.92
nss-SOs~ 5.99+3.96 5.77+3.10 4.90+2.41 4.26+4.29
HCOs 0.25+0.48 0.16+0.25 0.26+0.28 0.19+0.14
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Table 27. Sectional concentrations of elemental components corresponding to

the inflow pathway of air mass in TSP aerosols.

Concentration (ng/m’, Mean+SD)

Species

Sector I Sector I Sector I Sector IV
S 2027.2+20435  2716.142255.9 1444.3+394.4 1227.9+900.6
Na 1172.3+984.7 706.6+694.9 1315.2+1206.6 1191.5+734.1
Al 413.2+522.9 361.0+426.3 134.84£21.8 107.0£45.6
Fe 407.6+488.3 329.0+377.6 73.5+32.4 80.9+52.3
Ca 404.3+534.5 256.5+287.7 117.6+£54.8 84.5+29.9
K 307.7+290.5 208.7+240.0 99.0+38.1 62.8+47.5
Mg 306.9+288.5 214.3+203.9 203.6+155.3 173.2+£78.5
Zn 41.5+33.7 40.4+35.1 12.9£15.7 7.8+11.1
Pb 19.5+£21.6 14.1+144 4.3+4.6 49484
Ti 19.3+27.1 177285 6.1+2.0 11.2£79
Mn 16.3+17.0 13.5+18.8 3.4+4.0 7.7+16.0
Cu 5.2+4.2 4.7+3.0 2.4+2.4 2.7+2.9
Ba 4.9+6.7 3.7+3.5 2.7+1.7 3.1+3.5
\% 3.7£3.6 4.3+3.8 3.5%1.8 3.6£1.9
Sr 3.2£3.6 1.8+2.3 1.5+1.0 1.1+0.4
Ni 2.5%2.4 2.4+1.9 1.1+1.0 1.4+1.3
Cr 2.2+2.3 1.9+1.6 1.1+0.7 0.6+0.6
Cd 0.7+0.6 0.7+0.7 0.7+0.4 0.3£0.3
Co 0.7+1.8 0.3+0.4 0.3£0.3 0.1+0.1
Mo 0.4+0.3 0.5+0.4 0.4+0.3 0.3£0.3
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