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Mean PM10 concentrations

Lenschow approach
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Source apportionment: source regions and source groups ivta,
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Lenschow: Comparability to other studies in Germany
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¢ Screening of 4-8 factors for every measurement site
¢ Screening of ,pooled” data set
— Most plausible results for 6 factors:
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PMF-Lenschow: Factor Contributions by Site (ug/m3) iuta
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« Source apportionment methods
« Lenschow Approach
* PMF - Approach

« Comparability of Methods

« Potential Source Region Contribution Function

* Needs

Potential Source Contribution Function (PSCF)

Introduced by Ashbaugh et al, 1985

Modified and amended by several groups,

reviewed by A. Stohl

Atmospheric Environment Vol. 32, No. 6, pp. 947-966, 1998

Basic approach:

Probability analysis of backwards trajectory
regional residence time for selected groups of days
(e.g. high PM or factor concentration)
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