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INTRODUCTION OBJECTIVES

Several types of passive samplers have been developed for the time-integrative monitoring of organic The aim of this study was to compare the
contaminants in the aquatic environment. We recently demonstrated that the passive SBSE (p-SBSE) is a performances of two different laboratory
suitable passive sampling technique for pesticide monitoring in rivers located in agricultural watersheds(*2l. The systems for the calibration of passive p-SBSE
determination of time-weighted average concentrations (TWAC) in surface waters requires a previous for 16 pesticides in water. We focus our
calibration of the passive sampler under controlled conditions that enables the determination of sampling rates discussion on the comparison of main
(Ry)EL Many laboratory calibration systems have been described in the literature, but we could not find any operational conditions, cost and easy of use.

comparative study of these experimental systems for a same passive sampler and same tested compounds.

LABORATORY CALIBRATIONS
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RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
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