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Advantages of Estimating Deposition vs. Exposure Measurement Error: Using off-the-shelf parts the deposition sampler was built for < $100 and weighs about 0.3 kg (0.5 Ib).
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*Deposition vs. PMy5

* A sampler that mimics lung deposition may minimize this error.
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Foam Diameter = 0.8 cm - Measured I/ standard deviation. *This sampler presents a significant reduction in cost because inexpensive pumps can be used to control flow.
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*\We have verified that loadings of up to 20 mg have no effect on deposition efficiency.
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