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Data downloaded from VIEWS website
http://views.cira.colostate.edu/web/DataWizard/
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Feasibility of Reanalyzing Filters

The IMPROVE network has

— Used the same size selective inlets and Teflon filters to collect
24h PM, - samples for elemental analyses

— Used non-destructive analytical methods on the Teflon filters
We were able to recover filters back to 1995

We can analyze archived filters with current analytical
protocol in a single analytical batch

Sites selected for
reanalysis:
Great Smoky Mountains (GRSM1)

Ty , Mount Rainier (MORA1)
- e ' Point Reyes (PORE1)
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Shown as ratios to original concentration measurements
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