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Profile name/number Abbreviation |Descriptions and references
Paved road dust (profile #41109) Pavel Paved road dust—Alabama; USEPA (2002)
Paved road dust— Los Angeles;
Paved road dust (profile #41120) Pave2 g
USEPA (2002)
Vehicle exhaust (profile #31101) Autol Light duty vehicles; USEPA (2002)
. Gasoline vehicle—motorcycles;
Vehicle exhaust Auto?2
Chen et al. (2001)
Vehicle exhaust (profile #32208) Auto3 Heavy duty diesel trucks; USEPA (2002)
Vehicle exhaust (profile #32103) Auto4 Light duty vehicles —diesel; USEPA (2002)
Vehicle exhaust Autob Heavy duty diesel trucks; Chen et al. (2006)
L Municipal incinerator—Kaohsiung, Taiwan; Chen
Municipal incinerator Incerl
et al. (2001)
L . Municipal incinerator—Philadelphia,
Municipal incinerator (profile #17105) Incer2
USEPA (2002)
Field burning (profile #42304) Burnl Agricultural field burning; USEPA (2002)
Field burning (profile #42324) Burn2 Field burning—Fescue; USEPA (2002)
Secondary reactant (profile #25409) Amnit Ammonium nitrate; USEPA (2002)
Secondary reactant (profile #25410) Amsul Ammonium sulfate; USEPA (2002)
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