Diffuse Deposition: The Spread of PFAS from Sky to Supply
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Figure 3. PFAS aerosol concentrations measured in Huijbergen and Ellecom (n = 6). Dashed factors (e.g. wind direction, intensity) 6TF2[\;;§
horizontal lines indicate the median detection limit (DL), adjusted for the volume of air.
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Table 1. Top 5 components, PFOA-equivalent (PEQ) concentrations (median + std). PFOA and PFOS are
given as the sum of the branched and linear isomers.?
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Figure 2. Sampling locations and weather stations . i  Atmospheric deposition is a diffuse source of PFAS
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Figure 5. PFAS concentrations measured in surface waters of heathland pools from sites A, B and C in : . . .
. Samp“ng: Apr” to Se ptember 2023 Huijbergen (n=3). Detection frequency 100% unless indicated, horizontal dashed lines indicate the DL. 101 d 1IN kl Ng water su PPIIES.
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