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A Design of the Novel Dry and Wet Deposition
Collector
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Table 1. The Problems of Previously Developed Dry and Wet Collectors.

Problems

Inconvenience and Inaccuracy due to manual separation for Dry and Wet
Deposition sampling

Difficulties in maintaining the water level in the buckets due to water
2st Stage evaporation

1st Stage

Losses of depositions due to aerodynamic friction

3t Stage Cartridge cracks occured without supplying water during dry periods
& Problems in supplying water by gravity

4st Stage ‘ Expense Increase due to high costs of several pumps and chambers
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Fig 1. The Novel Dry/Wet Deposition Collector
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