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Figure E-1. The comparison of original data between TSP (ng/m®) and wind speed

(m/s).
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Figure E-2. The comparison of original data between TSP (ng/m®) and relative

humidity (%).
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Figure E-3. The comparison of original data between TSP (ng/m®) and temperature

0).
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Figure E-4. The comparison of original data between TSP (ug/m®) and atmospheric
pressure (hPa).
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Figure E-5. The comparison of original data between DDF (pg/m?s) and wind speed

(m/s).
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Figure E-6. The comparison of original data between DDF (pg/m?s) and atmospheric
pressure (hPa).
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