Abstract

ON is the daily wet deposition sampling sub-
rk of NADP with ten sites currently in the network.
tes chosen for this study were IL11 at Bondville,
00 at Oak Ridge, TN; NY67 at Ithaca, NY; and

at Lewes, DE; which represent the western,

, northern, and eastern regions of the network.
ve-year time interval of the study was 1995

h 1999. Four quality assurance (QA) solutions

or field blanks were investigated. The four QA

ns were DI water, two concentrations of simulated
tter, and a pH 4.3 nitric acid solution. The sulfate,
nium, and hydrogen ion concentrations in the first
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part by these components indicating there was
little or no contamination from sample handling
or bucket contamination.

Nitrate was the exception to this and was
investigated only in the 4.3 check solution.
Further study could be done to see why the
nitrate behaved differently.

The DI water solution is a poor field blank
solution because it showed almost no
contamination and what was shown was well
below the QC limits.

Calcium, a dry deposition component, was not
investigated. Perhaps it should be studied in the

sample collection buckets.
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