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Figure 4.1-1 Time Series of EC in RSP at Ten Monitoring Stations
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Figure 4.1-2 Time Series of OC in RSP at Ten Monitoring Stations
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Figure 4.2-2 Three-month Running Average of Selected Toxic Elemental Substances
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Figure 4.3-1 Ambient Dioxins Levels Measured at Urban Areas in Hong Kong and Other Countries.

(Note: The upper and low error bars represent the maximum and minimum values in each study.)
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Figure 4.7-1 Comparison of Levels of Benzene, Toluene, and Xylenes in Hong Kong
with other Urban Locations. (See Table 4.7-5 for data sources.)
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