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Fig. S1. 48-hr back trajectories of all Class N events (non- event) at the five monitoring sites.
Back trajectory data from June 28 to June 30 were not available.
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Fig. S2. CPF plots for particle number concentrations in the size range of 14 nm-25 nm during
Class Il event days: Harrow (a), Ridgetown (b), and Bear Creek (c). Triangles represent the
locations of coal-fired power plants. All time periods having a wind speed less than 1 m s™ were

excluded from the analysis.



