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Introduction

Results and Discussion

Particle size distributions (PSDs) were modeled following the standard assumption of a lognormal distribution pattern. Results were compared based on mass median aerodynamic diameter (MMAD) and geometric standard
deviation (GSD), found by fitting the cumulative mass fractions from each collection stage to a cumulative distribution curve using a least-squares regression algorithm [3]. For ELPI+ data, the measured electrical currents are
mathematically transformed into particle counts as well as accumulated particle mass on each collection stage. With particle count data, it was also possible to calculate CMAD and an alternative value for MMAD [4]. Together,
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