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Figure S1. Plot of total apportioned PM10 mass against PM0.6 mass estimated using the 

NSD data.  
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Figure S2. Regression of PN size bins against PM10 G scores.   17 
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Figure S3. Second stage PMF result. 7 factors.  PM10 G score driven PMF with quadruple 20 

NSD uncertainties.  Also Fkey applied to G score part of F factors to pull off-diagonal 21 

elements to zero. 22 
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Figure S4.  PMF-PMF analysis of NSD data followed by PM10. 61 


