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Data Set Slope and Intercept, and Limits
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Regression statistics
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Data Set Slope and Intercept, and Limits

Intercept, ug/m3

Regression statistics
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Statistics for this test site:

Limits for
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Statistics for this test site:

Test Results (Pass/Fail):
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Test Results (Pass/Fail):
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Comparability of Candidate and FRM Methods* Data Set Slope and Intercept, and Limits
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FRM concentration, ug/m3

Regression statistics Correlation (r)
Statistics for this test site:

Limits for Upper:

Class Il Lower:
Test Results (Pass/Fail):




Data Set Slope and Intercept, and Limits
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Regression statistics

Correlation (r)

Statistics for this test site:

Limits for Upper:

Class llI Lower:

Test Results (Pass/Fail):

Data Set Slope and Intercept, and Limits

Intercept, ug/m3

Regression statistics

Correlation (r)

Statistics for this test site:

Limits for Upper:

Class i Lower:

Test Results (Pass/Fail):
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Difference (FRM-FDMS(FEM) vs Ambient Temperature )
ArnoldWest 8-1-09 through 12-31-09
FEM method corrects raw data (independent of temperature)

5.2

FRM Filter Preservation Temperature: 4 °C

FDMS Reference Purge Filter Temp: 4 °C

Coincidence? Probably not...
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Difference (FRM-FDMS(ARM Method) vs Ambient Temperature )
ArnoldWest 8-1-09 through 12-31-09
Tim Hanley's method- corrects based on ambient temperature
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ArnoldWest 8-1-09 through 12-31-09
No Data Corrections
Temp (24-hr deg. C)
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Signed Bias (%) 24hr-Avg. Signed Bias (%)
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Data Set Slope and Intercept, and Limits Data Set Slope and Intercept, and Limits
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Intercept, ug/m3

Regression statistics Correlation (r) | [Regression statistics Correlation (r)
Statistics for this test site:

Statistics for this test site: . 0.99632
Limits for Upper:

Class Il Lower: : : Limits for Upper: : .

! Class Il Lower: : 0.95000
Test Results (Pass/Fail): Test Results (Pass/Fail): PASS




Comparability of Candidate and FRM Methods* Comparability of Candidate and FRM Methods*
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-FDMS-FEM (ug/m” 3)

Difference (FRM-FDMS(FEM) vs. Ambient Temperature )
Valid Data Pairs 9-25-2009 through 1-31-2010
Troost (Kansas City)-FEM method corrects raw data (independent of temperature)

5.3

RM-PMS-TH (ug/m~ 3)

Troost (Kansas City)-Tim Hanley's method- corrects based on ambient temperature

Difference (FRM-FDMS(ARM) vs. Ambient Temperature )
Valid Data Pairs 9-25-2009 through 1-31-2010
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FDMS-RG South-Sample Dew Point as a function of rank ordering the External
Dew point

Nov. & early
Dec. Vacuum
at -18 inHg
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Vacuum at -22 inHg

Data point (hourly value)




FDMS-8500C
5/17/07 New Nafion Dryer

mstalled 8/26/09

= Samp Dew (PRC-099)




Dryer “Age Effect” on FDMS Reference Channel

Individual Value (ug/ m~ 3)

Ladue TEOM-FDMS-8500C Reference Channel

Average 24 hr. Reference channel mass concentration (ug/m”3)

Dryer Replaced at Reference Line 144 (8/26/09)
Period 4/1/09 to 9/17/09
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Data Set Slope and Intercept, and Limits

Data Set Slope and Intercept, and Limits
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