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Figure 1. PM2.5 Design Values in Connecticut (2000 - 2002)
*Note: microscale siting at Stiles Street precludes its use in annual attainment designations
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Figure 14. Estimated/ Measured PM2.5 Concentrations at Stiles Street, New Haven
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Figure 15. Estimated/ Measured PM2.5 Concentrations at State Street, New Haven
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Figure 16. Annual Average of Estimated/ Measured PM2.5 Concentrations
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Figure 20. Rural vs. Urban Areas Speciation
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Figure 21. Fine Particulate Sulfate Concentrations at Brigantine Refuge, NJ
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Figure 22. Fine Particulate Sulfate Concentrations at Mohawk Mountain, Cornwall, CT
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Figure 26. Fine Particulate Total Elemental Carbon, Mohawk Mountain, Cornwall, CT
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ISC Modeling of Primary PM2.5 Emissions from CT, NY and NJ Sources
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Figure 33: Area Source Counties.
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Figure 34: State Primary PM, ; Emissions Contributions to Total PM, ; Modeled at Selected Receptors




ISC Modeling Plot of Concentration Circles at 20 Km Gridpoints
Primary PM2.5 emissions in 1999 from selected CT, NY and NJ counties
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Figure 35: Modeling Results at 20 km Grid Points using LaGuardia Surface Meteorology Data



ISC Modeling Plot of Concentration Circles at 20 Km Gridpoints
Primary PM2.5 emissions in 1999 from selected CT, NY and NJ counties
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Figure 36: Modeling Results at 20 km Grid Points using Bridgeport Surface Meteorology Data
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Figure 37 Grld Pomt Data Represented as Concentration Circles (LaGuardia Meteorology).
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Primary PM2.5 emissions in 1999 from selected CT, NY and NJ counties
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Figure 38: Grid Point Data Represented as Concentration Circles (Bridgeport Meteorology).




.
"
-
-
.
.
H
3
3
3
B
.
B
B
"
.
'
'
.
3
'
.
'
.
'
.
'
'
'
' b
i v
. v
. '
' '
' '
' .
' '
' ' '
B et e it
'
r EAST '
' '
' '
K '
! '
.
.
'
'
'
'
'
‘
'
:
'
:
N
K
‘
-
'
'
.
i
K
.
.
.
.
.
:
-
i
K
¢
-

Figure 39: 1994 LaGuardia Airport Surface Met Data Wind Rose Diagram
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Figure 40: 1974 Bridgeport Surface Met Data Wind Rose Diagram.
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Back Trajectories for PS59, New York, NY on Top
10 Percentile PM2.5 Concentration Days

T2-Hr back trajectory

Each daot represents hourly air mass position
HYSPLIT4 madel

Data period: 1/99-903

3level 10, 500, and 1000m agl

1000 0 1000 2000 Miles

Figure 41. Back Trajectories on Highest 10th Percentile Days



Back Trajectories for PS59, New York, NY on Lowest
10 Percentile PM2.5 Concentration Days

T2-Hr back trajactory

Each dot represents hourly air mass position
HYSPLIT4 model

Data period: 1/99-903

3 level 10, 500, and 1000m agl

1000 0 1000 2000 Miles

Figure 42. Back Trajectories on Lowest 10" Percentile Days



