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Abstract:
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Methods for source apportionment of soil pollutants are reviewed in this paper. Receptor models such as chemical mass balance

(CMB), multivariate statistical models, hybrid approach, molecular markers and isotope techniques are emphasized in not only their principles but

also their advances in applications to soil environmental research. Advantages and application limits for CMB and multivariate statistical models are

pointed out. Hybrid approaches are widely used because they can avoid the arbitrariness when selecting source types and can decide whether there are

other source types or not. The development trends of source apportionment and their applications in soil environmental research are prospected.
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