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DI VOC N’ Sampling time Min Max Median MeanzSD' GM(GSD)™
m) = | X After firefighting ND 502.06 160.13 176.16+157.37 76.54(5.43)
BCABL(mg/m) 10m X< 1,000 < 50% . (2) senzene 14 After off-duty ND 487.51 51.03 103.39+134.49 36.10(5.61)

‘N : Number of samples "Mean#S.D. : Arithmetic meantstandard deviation

TGM(GSD) : Geometric mean(geometric standard deviation) SND : Not detected
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