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Figure S3. Time series of 24-hour sampling for NanoTracer (UFP) (5-minute interval),
MicroPEM (PM,; 5) (1-minute interval), MicroAeth (BC) (5-minute interval) and PEK Lite (NO,
and CO) (1-minute interval) during the side-by-side tests at the middle of the trial.

Figure S4. Time series of 24-hour sampling for NanoTracer (UFP) (5-minute interval),
MicroPEM (PM,; 5) (1-minute interval), MicroAeth (BC) (5-minute interval) and PEK Lite (NO,
and CO) (1-minute interval) during the side-by-side tests at the end of the trial.





