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Introduction

As part of the EMEP Monitoring Strategy!!] intensive
measurements of inorganic gases and aerosols were
carried out in June 2006 and January 2007 at several
sites across Europe.

Hourly concentrations measured with a wet chemistry
system (MARGA) during the intensive campaigns at the
EMEP supersite Auchencorth Moss (Scotland, UK) (Fig.1)
are presented here. A preliminary comparison of these
measurements with the EMEP4UK model output data is
also shown.

Methodology-measurements
A MARGA 2S (Monitoring instrument for inorganic AeRosol composition and acidifying GAses)[?! (Fig.2) is a wet
chemistry analyser that provides hourly gas concentration of NH; HCl, HNO;, HONO, SO,, and PM2.5 and PM10
concentration of Cl,NO5,S0O,%,NH,*,Na*, K*,Mg2*,Ca2+.
Gases are sampled with the use of wet rotating denuders (Fig.3) and aerosols are sampled with a Steam-Jet-Aerosol-
Collector (SJAC) (Fig.4). Concentrations are measured with online cation and anion chromatography.
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