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No. of Analytical Sensitivity

Sample Type Samples Range Sample Result Range Analytical Method
Air 6 0.0036 - 0.0042 s/cc BAS ISO Method 10312
Soil ND - Trace (<0.25% visual
(Pre-renewal) 6 NA estimate) EPA Method 600/R-
Soil ND - Trace (<0.25% visual 93/116
(Post-renewal) 6 NA estimate)
Water 0.17 - 0.35 million 0.87 - 20.07 million
(Pre-renewal) 2 structure/L structure/L
Water 0.08 - 0.09 million 0.09 - 0.94 million EPA Method 100.2
(Post-renewal) 2 structure/L structure/L
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Table I: Air Sampling Results
Sample ID and Concentration
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