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After calibrating permeation tubes to new concentrations, and a 1:3 toluene: o-xylene mixture at 0.5°C/s. compounds and toluene: o-xylene mixtures at ACS Sensors 2022 7 (1), 304-311
desorption runs were performed for individual VOCs and toluene 0.55 ppm and o-xylene 1.69 ppm. The various ratios. Peak separation was greatest at DOI: 10.1021/acssensors.1c02344
mixtures at various parameters. The resulting PID signal over stronger o-xylene signal dominates, causing the 3:1 and 1:3 ratios, with the 1:3 mixture
time provided thermal profiles for each condition. mixture’s decay and peak to closely resemble showing less variability across all compounds.
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