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Polycyclic Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHSs)
in runoff from sealcoated parking lots
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Samples from 1%t storm after sealcoat was applied.
EPA Surface Water Quality Criteria for total PAHs = 300ug/I
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Total PAH (mg/kg) in surface sediments
Pre sealant Oct 2007

12 months after sealant - Oct 2008
24 months after sealant — Oct 2009
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Conditions after thawing and refreezing of melt-water (3/18/07)(a) PA at 9AM (left); (b

Conditions after thawing and refreezing of melt-water (2/16/08) (a) PC at 1PM (left); (b) DMA at 1PM (rt)
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