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Abstract. Aviation emissions of aerosol particles and aerosol precursor gases alter the Earth’s radiation budget via both direct
and indirect aerosol effects, resulting in a significant climate effect. Current estimates of aviation-induced climate effects are
based on coarse-resolution global aerosol-climate models, which are not able to resolve the microphysical processes at the
aircraft plume scale. This results in large uncertainties on the aviation-induced impact on aerosol number and size, which are
key quantities for estimating the aerosol indirect effect, especially for low-level liquid-phase clouds. In this work, a double-box
aircraft exhaust plume model is developed to explicitly simulate the aerosol microphysics inside a dispersing aircraft exhaust
plume, together with a simplified representation of the vortex regime (which begins ~10 s after the aircraft emissions and
captures the dynamics of aerosol particle interactions with contrail ice particles). The aircraft exhaust plume model is used
to quantify the aviation-induced aerosol number concentration at the end of the dispersion regime (~ 46 h) and the results
are compared with the result obtained by the instantaneous dispersion approach commonly applied by the global models. The
difference between the plume approach (simulated using two boxes) and the instantaneous dispersion approach (simulated
by a single box) is defined as the plume correction: for typical cruise conditions over the North Atlantic and typical aviation
emission parameters, the plume correction for aviation-induced particle number concentration ranges between —15% and —4 %,
depending on the presence or absence of the contrail ice in the vortex regime, respectively. A tendency-based process analysis
shows that the negative value of the plume correction is due to the higher efficiency of coagulation and nucleation processes in
the plume approach, leading to lower total particle number concentrations compared to the instantaneous dispersion approach.
Sensitivity studies over different regions highlight the role of background conditions for the plume microphysics, with the
plume correction varying between —12% for Europe and —42% for China in a scenario with contrail ice in the vortex regime.
Parametric studies performed on various aviation emission parameters used to initialise the plume model demonstrate the high
relevance of contrail ice in the vortex regime to significantly reduce the aviation-induced aerosol number concentration in the
plume approach. Moreover, the parametric studies show a large sensitivity towards aviation fuel sulfur content, driving sulfur
dioxide (SO,) emissions and the sulfuric acid (H,SO,4) formation, which in turn is a primary driver for the nucleation process.
Thanks to its flexible configuration and minor additional computational costs, the plume model presented here can readily be
applied in coarse-resolution global aerosol-climate models or used as offline parametrisation to quantify the climate effects of

aviation-induced aerosol particles.
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1 Introduction

Aviation is contributing to climate change by emitting carbon dioxide (CO>), nitrogen oxides (NOx=NO+NO,), water vapour,
aerosol particles and their precursors. The aviation-induced effective radiative forcing in 2018 as an indicator for its climate
effects since 1940 is estimated to be 3.5% of the total anthropogenic forcing (Lee et al., 2021). With an increasing demand
of commercial air transportation, the fuel consumption is expected to increase, which will result in a rise in global aviation
emissions in the future (Esmeijer et al., 2020; Grewe et al., 2021). About one third of the aviation-induced climate effect is
attributable to CO, emissions, while the non-CO, emissions are considered responsible for the remaining two thirds (Lee et al.,
2021, 2023). However, the uncertainties associated with this estimate are large, in particular when it comes to contrail radiative
forcing and aerosol indirect effects. The aircraft exhaust emitted at typical cruise altitude (9-13 km) consists of a mixture of CO,
and non-CO, compounds (Penner et al., 1999). The latter are released in the form of gases (e.g., NOx and SO;) and aerosols,
mainly sulfate and soot. Amongst the non-CO, emissions, aerosol particles are known to significantly affect Earth’s radiation
budget by scattering and absorbing incoming solar radiation and by perturbing the microphysical and radiative properties
of clouds. Recent studies argued that aviation-induced aerosol particle emissions may be potentially relevant not only for
high-level cirrus clouds (Hendricks et al., 2011; Penner et al., 2018; Righi et al., 2021), but also for low-level clouds in the
liquid phase (Gettelman and Chen, 2013; Righi et al., 2013; Kapadia et al., 2016; Righi et al., 2023). However, the related
microphysical processes and the resulting climate effects are highly uncertain. One of the reasons for these uncertainties is the
representation of the aerosol microphysical processes, primarily coagulation, condensation and nucleation, which control the
aerosol properties at the plume scale, in particular their number concentration and size. Such plume-scale processes cannot be
resolved by the global aerosol-climate models due to their coarse spatial resolution, limiting their ability to simulate changes
in aviation-induced particle number concentrations, which directly controls the formation of cloud droplets at lower altitudes
and hence the aviation-induced effects on cloud properties and lifetime.

At the typical cruise altitude for a commercial aircraft the evolution of the aircraft exhaust plume is categorized in three main
regimes based on their time of emission and other chemical and microphysical processes, namely the jet regime, the vortex
regime and the dispersion regime (Kércher, 1995; Fritz et al., 2020; Unterstrasser et al., 2014; Tait et al., 2022). The first and
shortest regime of an aircraft plume is jet regime and it lasts about 10 seconds. In this regime the hot and humid exhaust, with
extremely high concentrations of aviation-induced species being present at the engine exit at temperatures of around 700 K
to 1000 K mixes with the ambient air. During the jet regime contrail ice can be formed under specific atmospheric conditions
(Schmidt, 1941; Appleman, 1953; Schumann, 1996). Subsequently, in the vortex regime, the emitted exhaust is trapped inside
the wake vortices formed behind the aircraft. The vortex regime can last for a few minutes. During this phase, the plume
cools while attaining thermal equilibrium and reaches the typical cruise ambient temperature (~220 K). The dispersion regime
is the longest regime of aircraft exhaust plume and it can last from several hours to days (Paoli et al., 2011; Fritz et al.,
2020). In the dispersion regime, the aerosol particles undergo several chemical and microphysical processes, such as particle
coagulation, as well as sedimentation. If the emitted particles survive in sufficient numbers by the end of the dispersion regime,

they can be transported towards lower atmospheric layers where they may act as cloud condensation nuclei (CCNs) in liquid
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clouds, hence contributing to the aerosol indirect effects (Gettelman and Chen, 2013; Righi et al., 2013). During the dispersion
regime, the plume expands both laterally and vertically behind the aircraft following turbulent mixing with the background air
(Schumann et al., 1995). Existing global aerosol-climate models simply assume the aircraft exhaust to mix homogeneously and
instantaneously with the background air in a large-scale grid-cell, neglecting essential processes at the plume scale (Brasseur
et al., 1998; Cariolle et al., 2009; Paoli et al., 2011; Fritz et al., 2020; Tait et al., 2022). This is an intrinsic limitation of global
aerosol-climate models due to their coarse spatial resolution (~100 km), making it unfeasible to follow the sub-grid scale
non-linear plume processes of emitted aerosol particles in the expanding and dispersing aircraft exhaust plume (Meilinger
et al., 2005), which in turn affects the simulated aerosol number concentration of aviation-induced particles, resulting in large
uncertainties in their climate effect on low-level clouds (Lee et al., 2021). The stated limitations may explain the large range
in current-generation global model-based estimates of the effective radiative forcing (ERF) from the interactions of aviation-
aerosol with low-level clouds, ranging between —164 mW m~2 (Gettelman and Chen, 2013) to —22 mW m~?2 (Kapadia et al.,
2016). The given values are also sensitive to other aircraft parameters, such as for instance the sulfur content of the jet fuel
(Kapadia et al., 2016), and to the assumed size of the emitted aerosol particles (Gettelman and Chen, 2013; Righi et al., 2013).

To overcome the limitations in representing microphysical processes at the plume scale in coarse-resolution aerosol-climate
models, we developed a double-box aircraft exhaust plume model that explicitly accounts for the aerosol microphysical pro-
cesses in the expanding and dispersing aircraft plume. Specifically, the plume model allows to quantify the impact of these
processes on the resulting aerosol particle properties, such as mass, number and size, at the end of the plume dispersion. The
particle properties are then compared with those obtained by the instantaneous dispersion approach adopted by coarse resolu-
tion global models. The relative difference between the plume approach and the instantaneous dispersion approach is defined
as the plume correction. This correction can later be applied in global models in order to account for the unresolved plume
processes in such models. The plume model is based on the aerosol microphysics of the well-established MADE3 aerosol
submodel (Modal Aerosol Dynamics model for Europe, adapted for global applications, 3rd generation; Kaiser et al., 2014),
which is extended into a two-box configuration to represent the aircraft plume and the surrounding background, respectively, as
well as their interaction. This approach allows to explicitly simulate the aerosol microphysical processes within the dispersing
aircraft plume, while accounting for the diffusion dynamics and the entrainment of background air into the dispersing plume.
The plume model also features a simple, physically-based representation of the aerosol coagulation with contrail ice crystals
during the vortex regime. The initialization parameters for the plume model (aircraft properties and emissions) are taken from
the existing literature and are based, where available, on observational data. Background concentrations and meteorological
parameters in the plume model are driven by climatologies provided by simulations with a global chemistry-climate model.
In order to explore the impact of these initialization parameters on the plume model results, a series of parametric studies is
performed, providing an insight on the range of variability in terms of aviation-induced aerosol effects. The parametric study
also helps to identify the most sensitive parameters of the plume model and the related uncertainty in the resulting plume
correction, thus also providing insights for future measurement campaigns targeting aviation effects on aerosol and clouds (see

e.g., Voigt et al., 2017). The plume model only focuses on aerosol microphysics, whereas chemical processes, such as ozone
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production from NO, and other precursors, are not accounted for, with the exception of the chemical production H,SO4 from
S0O,, as H,SOy is a relevant precursor for sulfate aerosols.

Several existing models are capable of simulating microphysics and gas-phase chemistry of fine aerosol particles (Binkowski
and Shankar, 1995), including the chemistry of particles in the aircraft plumes and their transformation via dispersion and
microphysical processes (Kércher et al., 1996; Brown et al., 1996; Petry et al., 1998; Kraabgl and Stordal, 2000; Meilinger et al.,
2005; Fritz et al., 2020). The plume model developed here specifically addresses the limitations of global models to simulate
the impact of aviation aerosol, by comparing the instantaneous approach typical of those models with a more sophisticated
representation of the aerosol processes at the plume scale. We do not aim to develop a plume dynamic model to simulate the
eddies in the wake vortices as done, for instance, by Unterstrasser et al. (2014). The main goal of this work is to develop a
plume model that can improve the representation of aerosol microphysical processes inside a dispersing aircraft plume, which
are relevant for the indirect effect of aviation emitted aerosols and the resulting climate effects.

Here, we present a first application of our plume model for typical cruise conditions over several regions. For example,
the North Atlantic region (Sect. 3.1) shows a high significance of the aerosol-ice interactions in the contrail during the vortex
regime, resulting in a plume correction of —15% in the aviation-induced aerosol number concentration at the end of the dis-
persion regime relative to the instantaneous dispersion approach, while a correction of —-4% is quantified in a scenario without
short-lived contrail ice. A detailed process-level analysis in the plume dispersion regime shows that even though coagulation is
highly effective, nucleation also plays a key role in controlling the aerosol number concentration, especially at the early stages
(first ~8 h) of the plume dispersion. To further analyse the model behavior under different background conditions, in Sect. 3.3
sensitivity studies are performed over the most trafficked regions of the Northern Hemisphere, showing a significant variation
of the plume correction, between —12% over Europe and —42% over China. The process-level analysis concludes that these
large differences are due to the different background conditions which affects both the nucleation and coagulation process in
different ways. Since our model results only represent a single set of initialization parameters, in Sect. 3.4 we performed a set
of parametric studies by varying different initial parameters one-at-a-time over a range of values based as reported in the liter-
ature and mostly based on observational data. We show that in addition to the large impact of short-lived contrail ice crystals,
fuel sulfur content is a sensitive parameter in the plume model as it affects the H,SO,4 formation, which is a primary driver of
nucleation process in the model.

The possible future applications of the plume model in context of global model studies require the development of parametri-
sations to account for the sub-grid scale aerosol processes in the aircraft plumes, which depend on initial aircraft operational
parameters (Sect. 3.4) and on the regional background concentrations (Sect. 3.3) in order to attain a close-to-accurate aviation-
aerosol indirect effects. The plume model is implemented in the framework of the Modular Earth Submodel System (MESSy;
Jockel et al., 2010) and can be flexibly applied by varying a large number of input parameters. Thanks to its extremely cheap
computational demand (few seconds on a single CPU), it can be used to explore a wide variety of scenarios and conditions
and, in principle, it can also be implemented as an online parametrisation within a global model, to account for the unresolved

aerosol processes in a dispersing plume.
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2 Double-box aircraft exhaust plume model description
2.1 Concept

The concept of the double-box aircraft exhaust plume model developed in this study is based on Petry et al. (1998), who
originally introduced it to better account for the plume chemistry of the reactive species inside an aircraft exhaust plume
at cruise altitude. The plume model introduced in our study explicitly focuses on simulating the aerosol microphysics and
on comparing the results of instantaneous mixing of the aircraft exhaust inside a large-scale grid-box with a more detailed
approach where the diffusion of a dispersing plume within the background is simulated in detail. By comparing the resulting
aerosol mass and number concentrations at the end of the plume dispersion, we assess the effects of utilizing the more precise
plume dispersion approach compared to an instantaneous dispersion approach. In the present work, the concept of Petry et al.
(1998) is further adapted to account for the aerosol microphysical processes within a dispersing aircraft plume and extended to
further include the interactions of aerosol with the ice crystals during the vortex regime of the plume evolution.

In the instantaneous dispersion approach usually adopted by global models, the aircraft emissions are instantaneously dis-
tributed over the large (~100 km) grid-box and homogeneously mixed at once. This method completely disregards the non-
linear microphysical processes occurring at plume scale, thus misrepresenting the impact of key transformation processes (such
as particle coagulation and nucleation) taking place during the expansion and dispersion of the plume in the surrounding back-
ground (Gustafson et al., 2011). This may in turn lead to inaccurate estimates of the aviation-induced particle properties at
the end of the dispersion regime, in particular in terms of aerosol number concentration and size (Gettelman and Chen, 2013;
Righi et al., 2013; Tait et al., 2022). These properties are critical in the context of the climate effect of aviation aerosol, as
they control the potential perturbation on cloud droplet number concentration in liquid clouds and hence the resulting radiative
forcing via aerosol indirect effects. The approach developed here allows to explicitly simulate the plume scale processes rep-
resenting the aerosol microphysics inside a dispersing aircraft plume. Fig. 1 schematically describes our approach: the plume
model is applied to simulate the dispersion of a single aircraft plume (represented by the single-plume box, hereafter SP) inside
a background atmosphere (represented by the background box, BG). This plume approach is then compared with the instan-
taneous dispersion approach, where the aviation emissions are instantaneously released in the background of a single box (ID
box). The microphysics in all three boxes (SP, BG and ID) is simulated using the aerosol sub-model MADE3, in its box model
configuration, developed by Kaiser et al. (2014) within the MESSy system (Jockel et al., 2010). To simulate the dispersion of
the plume box (SP) in the background box (BG), a one-way interface is implemented based on the plume diffusion dynamics as
in Petry et al. (1998). Furthermore, the plume model is capable of simulating two scenarios for a single aircraft plume, namely
with and without the presence of contrail ice particles in the vortex regime and their coagulation with the aerosol particles.
The contrail ice crystals are assumed to sublimate at the beginning of the dispersion regime, releasing the coagulated aerosol
particles back to the SP box.

The double-box aircraft exhaust plume model has been implemented as an extension of the standard MADE3 single-box
model configuration within the MESSy framework. Numerical tests have been performed to ensure the backward compatibility

with the MADE3 single-box configuration of Kaiser et al. (2014). The double-box configuration has been further tested to
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the an aircraft exhaust plume inside the background shown by the double-box model highlighting
the two approaches adopted in this study: a) instantaneous dispersion approach of aircraft emissions in a large-scale grid-box (ID box); b)
plume approach accounting for the dispersion of a single aircraft plume (SP box) in the background (BG box). The xz-axis represents the
flight trajectory. The plume gradually grows and disperses with time ¢, both vertically (y-axis) and laterally (z-axis). The plume growth is
schematically represented by the elliptical cross-section area Apiume increasing at each timestep behind the aircraft, while the cross-section
area Agrid—box Of the large-scale remains constant. Here, ¢y denotes the initial timestep of the simulation, set at the end of the jet regime
(~10 seconds behind the aircraft, not accounted for in the model), whereas C}D, Cf‘P and CFG indicate the concentration of a species ¢
in the three boxes, respectively. The arrow on the top symbolizes an aircraft exhaust plume with different regimes based on their time of

emission.

ensure binary identical results when both boxes are initialised with the same parameters and the one-way plume dispersion is
deactivated: this ensures that the core microphysical processes of MADE3 are identically represented in both boxes and that
no numerical artifacts are introduced by the extension from single- to double-box model. As a result of the high flexibility of
the MESSy interface, the model is fully configurable via a Fortran namelist, allowing to switch between the single-box and
double-box configuration, and to run the double-box model either in the plume dispersion or in the instantaneous dispersion
mode (see Sect. 2.5). The model initialization parameters (temperature, pressure, initial tracer concentrations, etc.) are also

fully configurable via namelist.
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2.2 Structure and components

Two model approaches are applied and compared to quantify the impacts on the particle properties at the end of the dispersion
regime due to aviation effects. In the instantaneous dispersion approach (as shown in Fig. 1a) aviation emissions are released at
time t( and instantaneously and homogeneously dispersed in the model grid box (ID box). The evolution of the concentration
CIP(t) for each species i is then simulated by MADE3, mimicking the behaviour of the global model for a single box. In the
plume approach (Fig. 1b), aviation emissions are released at time ¢y within the SP box and their mixing with the BG box during
the plume dispersion is explicitly simulated, while also accounting for the aerosol microphysics. The plume cross-section area
expands both laterally (z-axis) and vertically (y-axis) while mixing with the background air. This growth is represented by the
elliptical slices along the flight track (x-axis) in Fig.1b. The expansion of the plume in the direction of the flight track (x-axis)
is considered negligible. The two boxes, SP and BG, as well as the concentrations therein (C5¥ (¢) and CP% (t)) evolve in time
including an exchange between the boxes and they experience the same microphysical processes simulated by using the same
MADES3 core routine. The time integration proceeds until the plume cross-section area (Aplume) reaches the same value of
the large-scale grid-box area (Agria—box), Which marks the end of the dispersion regime, i.e. when the plume is completely
dispersed within the background. The same time integration is applied to the ID box. In the following, we will refer to this
point as the reference time and will compare the results of the two approaches at this point to estimate the impact of the
plume processes on simulated aerosol number concentrations. This will be expressed as a plume correction with respect to the
instantaneous dispersion approach.

The details of the time integration within each box are shown in Fig. 2. At each model timestep, the chemical production
rate of HySOy is calculated before calling the MADE3 microphysical scheme, which integrates the aerosol mass and number
concentrations by solving the aerosol dynamics equations (see Sect. 2.2.3). The explicit calculation of the H,SO,4 production
rate during the model time integration is an improvement introduced in this work compared to the MADE3 box-model version
by Kaiser et al. (2014), who assumed a prescribed constant production rate of H,SO,4. Here, we opted for a more sophisti-
cated approach, where the production rate is calculated at each timestep from the SO, and OH concentrations (see details in
Sect. 2.2.1). The online sulfate production rate calculation is relevant in the context of this study, as the H,SO,4 production rate
affects the nucleation of sulfate particles and the growth of existing particles by condensation, hence having an impact on the
aerosol properties, in particular on the number concentration. The SP box includes two further processes, that are specific to
the plume approach: the diffusion routine accounting for the mixing of the plume with the entrained background (Sect. 2.2.3)
and the routine for the vortex regime, which simulates the coagulation of the aerosol particles with the ice particles during
the vortex regime (upto 2 minutes behind the aircraft), representing the aerosol-ice interactions occurring within a short-lived
contrail in a simplified manner (Sect. 2.2.4). We will show that this is a key process in the plume evolution and has a significant
impact on the resulting aviation-induced particle number concentration. The time integration of the dispersion regime is the
same in all boxes and considers a constant time-step of 60 seconds, while the short vortex regime of the SP box uses a time res-

olution of 1 second, given the short duration (2 minutes) of this regime. The meteorological parameters temperature, pressure
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Figure 2. Schematic representation of the process flow of the two approaches described in this study: the instantaneous dispersion approach
(left) and the plume approach (right). Here, the rectangular boxes represent the components highlighting the key processes in the two
modelling approaches. The time-loop of the dispersion regime is common to both approaches and proceeds until the cross-section area of
the plume in the plume approach is equivalent to the large-scale grid-box area in the instantaneous dispersion approach. The numbers (1),

(2) and (3) refers to different set of processes tracked by the tendency diagnostics implemented in the model (see Sect. 2.4).

and relative humidity are kept constant during the whole simulation and are identical in the three boxes. The generated output
comprises of temporally resolved aerosol mass and number concentrations for all simulated species.

The initial background concentrations of the different tracers use climatological means from the global model simulations of
Righi et al. (2023) for different regions, while the aviation emissions are calculated offline based on the typical emission indices
and other parameters representative of a young aircraft plume. These emissions are then used to initialise the concentration of
aviation-induced species for both the SP and the ID box, considering the initial cross-sectional area of the respective boxes.

Further details about the initialization procedure are given in Sect. 2.3.
2.2.1 Chemical production of H>SO,4

SO, is formed inside the engine combustor as a result of oxidation via OH and fuel sulfur (Lee et al., 2010). The aircraft-
emitted SO, upon entering the dispersion regime undergoes oxidation with the OH radical in the downstream plume which
then leads to the formation of sulfate aerosols (SO4) within seconds behind the aircraft. According to the in-situ measurements

by Jurkat et al. (2011), a small fraction (a few percent) of SO, mass is converted into primary SO, during the jet regime.
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The remaining SO, mass remains available in the system to form H,SOy4, which serve as a precursor gas for the formation of
additional SO4 during the dispersion regime, either via nucleation or by condensation on existing particles. Sulfate production
is a slow process and therefore is calculated only in the dispersion regime (Fig. 2; blue box) and neglected in the vortex regime
(Miake-Lye et al., 1993; Kaircher et al., 2007). The latter only accounts for aerosol-aerosol and aerosol-ice coagulation. The

formation of H,SOy in the gas phase occurs via the third-body reaction:
[SO2] [OH] k3rq = [H2SO04], (1)

where the reaction rate ks3.q can be calculated as:

1
ko (T) C 1+[log10 (kratio (T))12

k rd — c ’ 2
ord 1 + kratio(T) f ( )
with:
_ ko(T)C 500 (300 K\ 00 (300 K\
kratlo(T) = kinf (T) N ko (T) = kO T ; kmf(T) = Rinf T . (3)

The parameters f,, kg’OO, ki?’ffo, n and m are taken from the MECCA chemical scheme (Module Efficiently Calculating the
Chemistry of the Atmosphere; Sander et al., 2019). The additional tracers SO, and OH are added in the plume-model as
they were not included in the original MADE3 box-model version. Note, however, that OH can only only be prescribed with
a constant mixing ratio in the current configuration of the plume model. A time-varying mixing ratio for OH, reproducing
for example its typical daily cycle in the upper troposphere, will be considered for future versions of the model or can be
considered when coupling the plume model with a global model, thus using the OH concentrations simulated by the global
model itself. The sulfur budget closure of the model has been validated using the tendency diagnostics (Sect. 2.4) calculated
in the model for all sulfur components, i.e. SO,, H,SO4 and SO4. As shown by Fig. S1 in the supplement, SO, is reduced as it

gets converted to H>SOy in the gas phase, which therefore increases and subsequently decreases when forming SO4 aerosols

either via nucleation or condensation.
2.2.2 Aerosol microphysics based on MADE3

MADES3 is an aerosol microphysics scheme which is part of the MESSy system (Jockel et al., 2010). MADES3 represents
nine aerosol species in nine lognormal modes, given by the combination of three mixing states (soluble, insoluble, and mixed
particles) in three size ranges, namely the Aitken, accumulation, and coarse mode, which are assumed to follow a lognormal
size distribution with fixed standard deviation o (Kaiser et al., 2014). In the following, we will use the MADE3 notation to
indicate the modes, i.e. the indices k, a and c for the Aitken, accumulation and coarse mode, respectively, and the indices s,
m and ¢ for the soluble, mixed and insoluble states, respectively. Each of the 9 modes is then indicated by the combination of
the indices (i.e., ks for the soluble Aitken mode). We note here that in this paper we refer to the MADE3 species black carbon
(BC) as soot for consistency with the terminology of aviation-related literature, although black carbon and soot are not exactly
the same (Petzold et al., 2013). The aerosol dynamics in MADES3 is calculated accounting for various microphysical processes

such as coagulation, condensation of low-volatility gases acid onto existing particles, nucleation (new particle formation) and
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gas-to-particle partitioning. In MADE3, nucleation is calculated using the parameterisation by Vehkaméki et al. (2002), which
depends on the H,SO,4 concentration in the model along with temperature and relative humidity. These parameters are then used
to calculate the nucleate rates. The nucleation process initializes new ultrafine particles in the Aitken mode, which can rapidly
grow through condensation or be removed through coagulation. For coagulation, MADE3 uses the Brownian coagulation kernel
which was originally developed by Whitby et al. (1991) to perform the calculations of modal aerosol particle interactions via
intramodal coagulation, for particles of the same size, and intermodal coagulation, which produces larger size particles.

As mentioned above, the double-box configuration developed here shares the same core mechanism for aerosol microphysics
(Fig. 2; orange box) as the box-model configuration and with additional plume processes, such as the plume diffusion dynamics
and online calculation of sulfate production rate. The core physics of MADE3, however, remains unchanged.

MADE3 is a two-moment aerosol scheme, hence capable of calculating changes in both particle mass and number con-
centration. The MADE3 microphysics has been extensively evaluated in Kaiser et al. (2014) against its predecessor MADE
(Lauer et al., 2005) and against the particle-resolving aerosol model PartMC-MOSAIC for idealized marine boundary layer
conditions, concluding that MADES3 is suitable for global applications. MADE3 has also been evaluated by Kaiser et al. (2019)
against ground-level and aircraft-based in-situ measurements in its global configuration as part of the global model EMAC
(ECHAM/MESSy Atmospheric Chemistry), showing that it can reasonable reproduce the global distributions of aerosol mass
and number concentrations, with a performance comparable to the one of other global aerosol models. EMAC with MADE3
has also been used in several studies focusing on aerosols and aerosol-cloud interactions, with a specific focus on the impacts
of the transport sectors, including aviation (Righi et al., 2020, 2021; Beer et al., 2022; Righi et al., 2023; Beer et al., 2024).
Hence MADES3 is a well-established aerosol scheme and its microphysical core is a suitable basis for the development of the

plume model presented in this work.
2.2.3 One-way plume interface and diffusion dynamics

A one-way interface is implemented in the double-box configuration (Fig. 2; yellow box) to account for the diffusion dynamics
and for the entrainment of background air into the growing and dispersing aircraft plume, following the approach of Petry et al.
(1998). In their study, the plume is described as a Gaussian plume, assuming the diffusion parameters typical for the upper
troposphere (Schumann et al., 1995). The diffusion dynamics equation is solved as a Gauss function with horizontal (o),

vertical (o,) and shear (o) standard deviations given by:

2
o (t) = gSQDUt3+(2DS +503,)st> + 2Dt + 03, 4)
o2(t) =2Dyt+ 03, (5)
02(t) = 8Dy t* + (2Ds + 502, t. (6)

These are time dependent and determine the rate of plume expansion and dispersion processes within the expanding plume.
The diffusion coefficients, namely horizontal (D, =10 m? s—1), vertical (D,,=0.3 m? s~!) and shear (D,=1 m? s~1), and the ini-

tial horizontal (o, =200 m), vertical (c¢,=50 m) and shear (c,=0) standard deviations, along with wind shear (s=0.004 1s~1)
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are taken from Schumann et al. (1995). Egs. (4)-(6) assume the plume to expand both laterally and vertically and to grow
elliptically over time due to the strong vertical shrink of the wake formed by the wing tips during the vortex regime of the

plume expansion. Based on these equations the growth of the plume cross-section area Apjume(t) can be calculated as:

Aptume(t) = 7303 ()02(1) — 02(1), )

where ¢ is the time elapsed since the beginning of the dispersion regime and c is a free parameter determining the fraction of the
initial plume incorporated in Gaussian plume. Here, as in Petry et al. (1998), a value of ¢ = 2.2 is chosen, representing 98.6%
of exhaust incorporated in the plume. Based on the above equation, the solution to the diffusion equation is implemented in
the plume box and applied to update the species concentrations CSF (¢)) after the entrainment of background air in the plume
at each timestep ¢:

Aplume(t) - Aplume (t - At) Aplume (t - At) SpP
——C>" (¢ 8
Aplume (t) Aplume (t) ! ( ) ( )

where ¢ is the current timestep and ¢ — At is the previous timestep.

CPr (1) = CPe(t) +

In the plume model, the routine implementing Eq. (8) is called right after the MADE3 microphysical core, as shown by the
yellow box in Fig. 2. The time integration continues until the value of the plume cross-section area is equivalent to the cross-
section area of the large-scale grid-box (Apiume = Agrid—box)- In the following, this final timestep denoted as reference time
(trer) and is considered when comparing the results of instantaneous dispersion approach and plume approach. Considering a
cross-section for a single large-scale grid-box of 300 km (horizontal) times 1 km (vertical), typical of the T42 resolution of
the EMAC model used in previous studies on the aviation impact of aerosol (Righi et al., 2013, 2023), results in a large-scale
area Agrid—box = 300 km?. As shown in Fig. 3, for the set of diffusion parameters of Petry et al. (1998) this correspond to a
reference time of about 46 h. Moreover, the plume model can simulate two additional diffusion scenarios by scaling the initial
diffusion parameters (Dy, D,, Ds, and s) by a factor of 0.75 and 1.5, resulting in a faster and slower plume diffusion with the

reference time of 61 h and 30.5 h respectively.
2.2.4 Vortex regime

The vortex regime is initiated approximately 10 seconds following the release of emissions. At this stage, the emitted exhaust
gets trapped inside the wake vortices which are formed when the vorticity sheet rolls up around the aircraft wing and wing-tips
(Unterstrasser et al., 2014) and it can last up to a few minutes before the dispersion regime starts. During the vortex regime
several dynamical processes such as chemical kinetics, turbulence, fluid dynamics occurs. The contrail formation behind the
aircraft is determined by the Schmidt-Appleman criterion (Appleman, 1953; Schumann, 1996), which is based on several
parameters such as aircraft altitude, engine and fuel type, temperatures and relative humidity (Kéarcher, 1998; Unterstrasser
et al., 2008; Paoli et al., 2011) and may vary with different regions. Studies suggest that about 85% of the contrails formed
behind an aircraft are short-lived and may last up to 2-5 minutes (Gierens et al., 1999; Wolf et al., 2023).

The plume model concept outlined above accounts for the aerosol microphysical processes occurring during the dispersion

regime of the plume evolution. However, the vortex regime could also be relevant for the aerosol population, especially in the
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Figure 3. Temporal evolution of the plume cross-section area behind the aircraft as simulated by the plume diffusion dynamics. Three
diffusion scenarios are shown: medium (reference, black), slow (orange) and fast diffusion (blue). The horizontal line (grey) represents the
the cross-section area of the large-scale grid-box (300 km?). The crossing point between the plume and the grid-box area marks the reference

time (46 h for the reference case).

case when a contrail is present during this regime, since the interactions of the aerosol particle with the ice crystals may impact
the properties of the aerosol population. In our plume model, we make the simple assumption that the formation of ice particles
occurs in the jet regime and that both ice crystal number and size remain constant during the vortex regime. This simplified
assumption is justified since the goal is to characterize the effect of the coagulation of the aerosol particles with the ice crystals
in the vortex, mimicking the effect of a contrail which sublimates at the end of the vortex. In the plume approach, the vortex
regime is represented as a separate process loop for the first 2 minutes of the simulations in the SP box (see Fig. 2; pink box).
Here, the interaction of aerosols and ice is calculated via Brownian coagulation using the coagulation routine of the MADE3
microphysical core and implementing a passive tracer representing the ice crystals population. Given the short duration of this
regime, the temporal resolution is increased to 1 second in the time integration of the vortex regime.

Mass and number concentrations of contrail ice crystals are initialised with the typical values corresponding to the end of
jet regime (Bier and Burkhardt, 2022). In this study, we assume that during the vortex regime, the processes of additional ice
crystal formation and growth are not accounted for. The sedimentation of ice crystals during this regime is also considered neg-
ligible: simple calculations of the ice crystals sedimentation velocity (Spichtinger and Gierens, 2009) results in values of about
0.1 cm s~ ! for the typical conditions at cruise altitude, which are small considering the cross-section area of the plume and the

short duration (2 minutes) of the vortex regime in the model. This also means that the impact of scavenging by sedimenting ice
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Table 1. Definition of the regions considered to initialise background conditions in this study. The regions’ boundaries follow Teoh et al.
(2024). The resulting parameters are from the reference simulation of Righi et al. (2023), representative of 2015 conditions. Note that the
vertical selection is identical in all regions and correspond to model levels 18 and 19 of EMAC. The North Atlantic region is used as a

reference, other regions are investigated as part of sensitivity studies (see Sect. 3.3).

Region Latitude Longitude Temperature [K]  Pressure [hPa] RH [%] Number of ensembles
North Atlantic ~ 40-63° N 70-5°W 215-220 210-240 40-70 432
Europe 35-60° N 12°W-20°E 213-220 210-240 48-70 240
USA 23-50° N 126-66°W 214-225 210-240 49-70 460
China 18-53.5° N 73.5-135°E 212-230 210-240 50-76 644
North Pacific 35-65° N 140°E-120°W 214-220 210-240 49-66 864

crystal is inefficient for the removal of aerosol particles during the vortex regime and can be neglected (Unterstrasser, 2014).
The ice crystals are assumed to completely sublimate at the end of the vortex regime and the residual aerosol mass is returned
to the aerosol tracers of the SP box. To estimate the residual number, we assumed that every sublimating ice crystal releases a
single aerosol particle, hence the residual aerosol number coincide with the assumed (constant) number of ice crystals, given
that ice-ice coagulation is negligible due to the large size (~micron) of the crystals. Based on the residual aerosol mass and
number, a residual diameter is then calculated for a lognormal size distribution and used to determine the target mode to assign
the residuals to, consistent with the MADE3 modal structure. The residuals are assigned to the mixed (insoluble) mode if the
soluble mass of the residual is larger (smaller) than 10%, and to the Aitken (accumulation) size mode if its diameter is smaller
(larger) than 100 nm. The resulting aerosol mass and number concentration serve then as initial values for the further simulation

of the plume evolution in the dispersion regime.
2.3 Model initialization

As shown in Fig. 2, the model is initialised with typical background concentrations and with aviation emissions, considering
representative values at cruise altitude of the commercial fleet. Background concentrations, required to initialise the ID box in
the instantaneous dispersion approach and the BG box in the plume approach, and meteorological parameters are taken from
a global simulation with the EMAC model (Righi et al., 2023). The plume model simulations for this study are performed for
different regions (Table 1), with the reference simulation focusing the North Atlantic region. For all regions, data from the
EMAC model hybrid levels 18 and 19 are considered (corresponding to an altitude of about 10-11 km). In order to account for
the spatial variability of background conditions, the climatological mean values of each of the EMAC model grid-boxes within
each region are used to initialise multiple ensemble simulations of the plume model and the ensemble mean of the results is

considered for the subsequent analysis.
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The initial concentrations induced by aviation emissions Clyiation(to) are calculated offline using aircraft operational pa-
rameters and the following equation:
EL f

Gt (o) = Aptume (to) v’
plume

®)

where EI; is the emission index of the species i, f the fuel flow (in kg s™1), Aptume(to) =0.15 km? is the initial plume area
calculated using Eq. (7) and v the aircraft speed (in m s~1). Eq. (9) basically converts aviation emissions to concentrations by
assuming that the species are released within a given initial volume, determined by the initial plume cross-section area and the
aircraft speed. The values for these parameters depend on the aircraft and engine type and may be subject to a large variability.
All initial parameters we consider in this study typically represent the wide-body aircraft types like Boeing 747 (Petry et al.,
1998), Airbus 340 (Unterstrasser, 2014) and the DLR ATTAS (a twin-engine aircraft with medium bypass ratio turbofan). The
initial size parameters for emitted primary and secondary mode particles are based on Petzold et al. (1999) which represents
Rolls Royce/SNECMA M45H Mk501 turbofan of DLR ATTAS (details are shown in Table 2).

The aviation emissions are calculated for young plume conditions. In both modelling approaches (instantaneous dilution and
plume), we assume that the emitted exhaust is mixed with the existing background at timestep ty. In the plume approach, the
aerosols are transformed gradually within the dispersing aircraft plume, hence in the plume model the initial concentration of

the aviation emissions (C2V124°1 (¢,)) is simply added to the background concentrations CP% (t):
77 (to) = C¥™1% (o) + €7 (o) (10)

The BG box concentrations initialised from the EMAC simulations undergo an initial spin-up of 6 hours to ensure internal
consistency of the different tracers prior to entering the time loop.

In the instantaneous dilution approach, the ID box is initialised diluting the emissions inside a large-scale grid-box with a
cross-section area Agrid—box = 300 km?. Therefore, the emission values are scaled to the grid-box area with respect to the
initial plume area Apiume(to) Within the model and later mixed with the background concentrations:

Aplume (tO)

CiP(to) = Aot
grid—box

C?Viation(to) + OlBG (tO) (1 1)

For the reference case, we use the average EI values for species mass such as SO, as provided in Lee et al. (2010), while
the initialization of soot and ice particles is based on number EI from Bier and Burkhardt (2022). We recall that SO, is added
as a new gaseous species in the MADE3 box- and plume-model version in order to drive the online sulfur chemistry for
the production of H,SOy4 (see Sect. 2.2.1). To calculate the initial SO, mass, we assumed an EI value of 0.8 g(SO;) kg;uir
Thereafter, the initial SO4 mass is also calculated offline based on the primary SO4 based on initial SO, concentration using
Eq. (12) assuming the initial diameter of 2.5 nm which accounts for primary mode particles (Table 2). The initial aerosol sulfate

mass Mgo, is derived as a mass fraction e of emitted SO, concentration:

Mso, = €Mso, 150, (12)
HSO,

where p indicates the molecular weight.

14



375

380

385

390

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 G
© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

Table 2. Parameters used for the calculations of the initial aviation-induced concentrations for the reference simulation in this study. Primary
sulfate emissions are assigned to the soluble Aitken mode (ks). Soot emissions are assigned to the Aitken and accumulation modes, with a
80/20% split between the insoluble and mixed modes (ki/km and ai/am). Ice is temporarily assigned to the insoluble coarse mode (ci) during

the vortex regime.

Parameter Description Units Reference value Reference(s)

f Fuel flow kgs™ 1 0.426 Petzold et al. (1999)
Aptume (o) Initial plume area m? 1.5x10° Petry et al. (1998)

v Aircraft speed ms~! 167 Petzold et al. (1999)
Elsoot Soot number emission index kel 1.5x10'° Bier and Burkhardt (2022)
Nice Ice crystal number concentration cm™? 222 Bier and Burkhardt (2022)
Elso, SO, mass emission index 2(50,) kgf;il 0.8 Lee et al. (2010)

€ Primary SO4 mass fraction %0 2.3 Jurkat et al. (2011)
Dsoot,k; Tsoot,k Soot lognormal parameters (Aitken) nm; - 25;1.55 Petzold et al. (1999)
Dsoot,a; Osoot,a Soot lognormal parameters (accum.) nm; - 150; 1.65 Petzold et al. (1999)
Dsoy,ks3 0S04 ks SO, lognormal parameters nm; - 2.5, 1.7 Kircher et al. (2007)
Dice,ci; Tice,ci Ice lognormal parameters nm; - 2300; 2.2 Unterstrasser (2014)

Aviation emitted soot is initialised in terms of number concentration, based on the number emission index El,.¢ by Bier and
Burkhardt (2022). For the plume scenario with the availability of contrail ice particles in the vortex regime, we initialise the
ice crystals as coarse mode insoluble particles with the available ice number concentration (Vi) corresponding to the Elsyot
value from Bier and Burkhardt (2022).

To convert initialised mass concentrations to number concentrations (or vice versa) for both aerosol and ice particles, we
apply the standard equation for lognormal distributions derived from the third moment:

6 M; ;
A D? ;exp (4.51n%0; ;) pi

13)

where NV; ;, M; ; and p; ; are the number, mass and density, respectively, for the aerosol species (or ice) 4 in the mode j. The
value of the lognormal parameters geometric mean diameter D); ; and geometric standard deviation o; ; are based on existing

research and shown in Table 2.
2.4 Tendency diagnostics

To support the interpretation of the model results and characterize them at the process level, tendency diagnostics have been
implemented in the MADE3 core routines to track the changes in the tracer concentration due to each microphysical process.
The tracked processes are categorized in three groups, indicated by the numbers on Fig. 2: (1) chemical processes (Sect. 2.2.1),
explicitly accounting for the online sulfate production rate; (2) aerosol microphysics (Sect. 2.2.2); and (3) plume processes

(Sect. 2.2.3). The tendency diagnostics are computed both in the single-box and in the double-box configuration, except for the

15



https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 G
© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

Table 3. List of the namelist parameters for the box-model configuration (BOXINIT) and double-box aircraft exhaust plume model config-

uration (PLUMEINIT). For simplicity, only the parameters which are relevant to this study are listed, for a complete listing see Kaiser et al.

(2014).
Parameter Units Description
BOXINIT:
timesteps - Number of timesteps
tmst S Timestep length
box_pressure Pa Pressure
box_temperature K Temperature
box_relhum - Relative humidity
box_so4drat pugm~3s™1  False for online calculation of H,SO, production rate (see Sect. 2.2.1).

(if True, a constant value for the rate must be provided).

box_tracer mol mol~!  TInitial tracer concentrations for aerosol and gases

1_plume_model - True to activate the double-box configuration

PLUMEINIT:

n_spinup - Number of timesteps for the spin-up phase

vortex_timesteps S Number of timesteps for the vortex regime

vortex_tmst - Timestep length in the vortex regime

N_ice_vortex m—3 Ice crystal number concentration in the vortex regime
plume_sodrat pugm 3571 Equivalent to box_so4rat, but for the second box.
plume_tracer mol mol~!  Aviation-induced tracer concentrations for aerosol and gases.
1_inst_disp - True (False) for the instantaneous dispersion (plume model) approach

(this controls the scaling of the aviation tracers, see Sect. 2.3).

tendencies for the plume processes, which are only available in the double-box configuration. The model provides a detailed

tendency output for all species both gases and aerosol, the latter also in the different aerosol modes.
2.5 Implementation in the MESSy framework

The plume model is implemented in the MESSy framework as an extension of the MADE3 box-model by Kaiser et al. (2014)
395 and its configuration can be fully controlled via a single Fortran namelist (made3.nml) . This allows the user to operate it
either as single-box model or plume model, and, for the latter, between the instantaneous dispersion approach and the plume
approach. The namelist includes two sections: BOXINIT is used to control either the box-model configuration or the BG-box
of the plume model configuration, whereas PLUMEINIT controls the SP and the ID box of the plume model configuration. The
meteorological parameters, namely temperature, pressure and relative humidity, and the time parameters are initialised only

400 once since in the BOXINIT they are the same in both boxes. A detailed list of the namelist parameters is shown in Table 3.
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3 Model application and results

This section explores the plume model output in terms of aviation-induced aerosol number concentrations and lognormal
size distributions at the end of the dispersion regime, from both model approaches: plume and instantaneous dispersion for
the reference setup (REF; Sect. 3.1) and a sensitivity on the representation of the nucleation process (NUC10; Sect. 3.2).
All experiments are conducted under two plume scenarios, i.e. with and without the presence of contrail ice particles in the
vortex regime (indicated as Wice and NOice, respectively). For the reference setup, we consider typical background conditions
of the North Atlantic region to initialise the plume model. The North Atlantic airspace is considered as one of the world’s
busiest aviation corridors, making it a prime region for studying the impact of aviation emissions on the climate (Lee et al.,
2009). In Sect. 3.3 other regions are explored to understand the impact of background conditions on the plume model results.
The sensitivity of the plume results to the initial parameters for aircraft emissions (see Table. 2) is investigated by means of
dedicated parametric studies (Sect. 3.4). Furthermore, we also analyse the impact of different microphysical processes (such

as coagulation, condensation and nucleation) in all experiments based on the tendency diagnostics.
3.1 Reference case: North Atlantic region

As an example of application, we perform a plume model simulation with background conditions typical of the North Atlantic
(see Table 1) and compare the output of two aforementioned model approaches, i.e. plume and instantaneous dispersion ap-
proach. The goal is to attain a quantitative understanding of the impact of the diffusion dynamics on the non-linear aerosol
microphysical processes at the plume scale, which is not resolved by the ID box. We calculate the impact of aviation emissions
on aerosol particles in terms of mass, number and particle size distribution, and compare their values in the two approaches at
the end of the diffusion regime, i.e. at the reference time where the plume cross section area reaches the value of the large-scale
grid-box (~46 h). The aviation effect £ in the two approaches is calculated by subtracting the background concentration from
the concentration in the SP and in the ID box, for the plume and instantaneous dispersion approach, respectively. In order to
obtain the effect of microphysical processes at the plume scale on the concentration of ¢ at the scale of the grid box, the aviation
effect in the instantaneous dispersion is scaled with the ratio of the cross-section areas:
Aplume (1)

Agrid—box

M (1) = P (1) - A1), (15)

EPme(t) = [CFF (1) — CPO(#)] (14)

for the plume and instantaneous dispersion approach, respectively. Note that at the reference time the scaling has no effect,
as the two areas are identical by definition: Apjume(t = tref) = Agrid—box- Based on Egs. (14) and (15), we define the plume
correction P;(¢) as the difference in the aviation effect calculated with the plume approach with respect to the instantaneous

dispersion approach:

B gzplume (t) _ g;nst.disp. (t)
ginst.disp. (t) '

K2

Pi(t)

(16)
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Figure 4. Aviation effect (£) on the concentration of SO, in the two modelling approaches: plume (solid) and instantaneous dispersion

(dashed) in the reference case with (a) and without (b) the short-lived contrail ice. The shaded area represent the vortex regime. Note the

different units for time on the horizontal axis for the vortex and dispersion regime.

Fig. 4 shows the temporal evolution of the aviation-induced SO4 mass in the two approaches, according to Egs. (14) and
(15), for the REF(Wice) and REF(NOice) scenario. SOy is controlled by the availability of SO, gas concentration in the model.
Therefore, the concentration of SO, depletes as it gets chemically converted into H;SO4 gas via the oxidation with OH as
explicitly calculated in the model (Sect. 2.2.1). As H,SOy is produced in the gas phase it eventually contributes to the aerosol
SOy via nucleation and/or condensation, resulting in the almost linear growth observed in both approaches during the dispersion
regime. Due to its slow chemical production (Kércher et al., 2007), the oxidation of SO, in H,SOy is not accounted for during
the vortex regime and starts at the beginning of dispersion regime at t=120 s. Hence, no changes in SO4 mass occur during the
vortex regime. Since the only active process during the vortex regime is coagulation, the SO4 mass is conserved during this
regime. At the end of the vortex regime (Sect. 2.2.4), we assume the complete sublimation of the contrail, releasing the residual
aerosol particles back to the plume (SP box). As the sulfate production rate is initiated at the beginning of the dispersion regime,
H,S0O,4 becomes immediately available for nucleation and condensation. In the early phases of the dispersion regime, however,
nucleation is favoured over condensation due to the low availability of condensation sinks and leads to a slight jump in SO4
mass concentration in the REF(Wice) scenario. This is not the case in the REF(NOice) scenario, since no efficient reduction
of aerosol number takes place during the vortex regime, leaving enough condensation sinks available at the beginning of
the dispersion regime. The condensation of H,SO, (gas) is responsible for an approximately linear growth of the SO4 mass
concentration in the dispersion regime for all three boxes, SP, BG and ID. The sulfur budget analysis shows the production of
SO4 mass dominantly due to the condensation of H;SO4 (gas), which is responsible for an approximately linear growth of SO4
mass in the dispersion regime (see Fig. S1 in the supplement). This also applies to the REF(NOice) scenario, although due to
the absence of the vortex ice no difference between the two approaches can be seen here at the reference time.

A similar analysis is performed for the aviation-induced aerosol number concentrations to isolate the effect of microphysical
processes from the plume dispersion (Fig. 5). Here, a clear difference between the plume and the instantaneous dispersion

approach can be distinguished, in both scenarios. In the REF(Wice) scenario, the aviation-induced number concentration is
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Figure 5. As in Fig. 4, but for the aviation effect £ on aviation-induced particle number concentration.
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Figure 6. Tendency diagnostics of aerosol number concentration in both vortex (violet) and the dispersion regime (white) in the SP (solid) and
ID box (dashed) for the two plume scenarios with (a) and without (b) contrail ice formation showing the two dominant processes coagulation

(red) and nucleation (blue).

considerably reduced during the vortex regime: due to their much larger size (~1 pm), the ice crystals effectively remove the
Aitken-sized (<10 nm) aerosol particles via coagulation within the first 2 minutes of the simulation. After contrail sublimation
at the end of the vortex regime, the residual aerosol numbers are then returned to the aerosol phase (assuming one residual
particle is left for each ice crystal), which can be seen as the slight increase in number concentration at t=120 s in Fig. 5a (solid
line). During the dispersion regime, the number concentration is further reduced in both approaches, due to the coagulation
process, which is more efficient in the plume approach. At the same time, nucleation events occur during the dispersion
regime, contributing to increase the number by forming new sulfate particles from the gas phase. Given the small size of
the particles assumed by the nucleation scheme of MADE3 (Vehkamiki et al., 2002), even a few nucleation events might
have large contributions to the particle number. Hence, the two processes act in opposite directions to affect particle number
concentrations. The analysis of the respective tendencies (Fig. 6) shows that both processes are more efficient in the SP than
in the ID box due to the higher concentrations, especially in the early phase of the plume dispersion (first 8 hours), while they

evolve similarly at later stages.

19



465

470

475

480

485

490

495

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 G
© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

The difference in the aerosol number concentrations in the plume approach relative to the instantaneous dispersion approach
varies during the simulation based on availability of aerosol number concentrations and the predominant processes in the plume
model. After the first two hours of simulation the plume correction P is about —23% in the REF(Wice) scenario, as a result of
the coagulation during the vortex regime (Fig. 6a). As the simulation proceeds, P reduces from about —17% after 6 hours to
—12% after 12 hours. At the end of the dispersion regime, the plume correction is —15%.

In the REF(NOice) scenario (Fig. 6b), no significant change in aerosol number concentrations can be seen in the vortex
regime and the number concentrations remain almost identical in both boxes, as the only active process in this regime is the
aerosol-aerosol coagulation. As the dispersion regime begins, number concentrations is reduced in both approaches. As shown
in Fig. 6b, both nucleation and coagulation contribute to this reduction and, as in the REF(Wice) case, they are mostly effective
in the early stages of the plume dispersion. The nucleation process has a similar tendency as in the REF(Wice) scenario, while
the coagulation is more efficient, possibly due to the higher number concentration in the REF(NOice) scenario resulting from
the absence of aerosol-ice coagulation during the vortex regime. The plume correction in this scenario is significantly lower
and varies from —3.4% in the first 2 hours of the simulation to —3.3% at 6 hours and —2.7% at 12 hours, reaching a value of
—4% at the reference time.

These results demonstrate the overestimation of the aviation-induced aerosol number concentration by the instantaneous
dispersion approach adopted by the global models as they have significant implications for the calculation of the climate effect
of aviation aerosol on low-clouds. Moreover, the comparison of the plume correction P at the reference time between the
two scenarios REF(Wice) and REF(NOice) highlights the importance of representing contrail ice in the vortex regime and their
significant impact on the aviation-induced particle number concentration, with P (¢, ) increasing from —4% in the REF(NOice)
scenario to —15% in the REF(Wice) scenario considering the impact of short-lived contrail ice. For future application of the
plume model to correct for the sub-grid scale processes in global models, it is important to note that plume correction is relevant
not only at the reference time, but also at earlier stages of the plume evolution.

To further characterize the aviation effect on the aviation-induced particle number concentration, we analyse it in terms
of lognormal size distribution in Fig. 7, considering the number concentrations and particle dry diameters in the 9 aerosol
modes of MADE3 at the reference time. As discussed in Sect. 2.3, aviation aerosol emissions are initialised with a particle
size of 2.5 nm for aerosol sulfate and in two modes of 30 and 150 nm for soot. During the plume dispersion, processes
such as coagulation and condensation contribute to the growth in particle size as the total number concentration reduces.
The final distribution of the aviation effect shows a peak around 5-6 nm in both approaches, while the amplitude at the peak
of the distribution is lower in the plume approach than in the instantaneous dispersion approach, both for the REF(Wice)
and REF(NOice) scenarios respectively, consistent with the results shown in Fig. 5. The comparison between Fig. 7a and b
highlights again the effectiveness of the aerosol-ice coagulation in the REF(Wice) scenario, significantly reducing the particle
number concentration during the vortex regime, with a clearly visible effect at the end of the dispersion regime. The plume
correction to the aviation-induced aerosol number concentration discussed above mostly concerns the Aitken mode particles,
which are predominantly comprised of sulfate aerosol particles initialised with 2.5 nm size. Another mode is visible around

30-50 nm and is due to soot particles, which are initialised around this size range, and also show a reduced concentration in

20



500

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025
(© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License.

(a) REF(Wice) number size distribution

2.0

1.5

1.0 1

Eanyanpy [cmM ™3]

0.5 1

0.0 1

—— plume
inst. disp.

100
Diameter [nm]

1000

(c) REF(Wice) number size distribution

0.05

0.00 A

—0.05 1

—0.10 A

—0.15 4

—-0.20 1

lume inst. disp. -3
Eonvatiny — Eaniaindy [€m ™3]

—0.25 4

-0.30 T T
1 10
Diameter [nm]

100

1000

-3

Eanydinp) [cmM

lume inst. disp. 3
Eanrainp) — Eanyaindy (€M1

2.0

EGUsphere\

(b) REF(NOice) number size distribution

1.5

1.0 1

0.5 1

0.0 1

—— plume
inst. disp.

10
Diameter [nm]

100 1000

(d) REF(NOice) number size distribution

0.05

0.00 A

—0.05 1

—0.10

—0.15 4

—-0.20 1

—0.25 4

—-0.30

10 100
Diameter [nm]

1000

Figure 7. Aviation effect £ at the reference time on the lognormal size distribution calculated from aerosol number concentrations and dry

diameters at the reference time in the two approaches (plume and instantaneous dispersion) and for the two scenarios REF(Wice) (a) and

REF(NOice) (b). Panels (c) and (d) show the difference between the aviation effects in the two approaches.

the plume approach. In terms of the difference between the aviation effects in the two approaches (Fig. 7c,d) the REF(Wice)

scenario is characterized by a reduction in Aitken size particles (4-5 nm) of about 0.22 cm~3 (about —15%) for REF(Wice),

whereas this value reduces to about 0.10 cm~3 (—4%) in for REF(NOice). Although small in absolute terms, due to the fact

that it represents the effect of a single plume, the relative difference between the two approaches is very relevant, implying

that plume effects need to be considered in global models and corrected for when initializing aviation emissions in these

505 models. Initializing emissions with an instantaneous dilution approach may otherwise lead to a significant overestimates of the

aviation-induced particle number concentration and in turn to an overestimated impact on cloud droplet number concentration.

The presence of contrails in the vortex regime makes this correction even more significant.
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Figure 8. As in Fig. 5, but with the alternative assumption of 10 nm for the size of newly nucleated particles.

3.2 Sensitivity to the nucleation process

The results discussed for the reference case demonstrated that the plume correction to the aviation-induced particle number
concentration is determined by the concurrence of the microphysical processes, nucleation and coagulation, and their different
effectiveness in the SP and ID box. While the coagulation process is represented by the model solving the classical equation
for coagulation rates within and between each mode (Kaiser et al., 2014), the nucleation process is much more uncertain and
needs to be parametrised. MADE3 uses the parametrisation by Vehkamaiki et al. (2002), which calculates the nucleation rate
as a function of temperature, relative humidity and H,SO, concentration. A critical free parameter in this parametrisation is
the initial size of the newly nucleated particles, assumed to be 3.5 nm in diameter. In a global model study with MADES3,
however, Kaiser et al. (2019) showed that assuming a larger diameter of 10 nm allows for a better model performance for
aerosol number concentrations and size distributions in the free troposphere, where nucleation is the major source of ultrafine
particles. Motivated by their results, we perform here an additional sensitivity test (hereafter NUC10) by repeating the above
analysis with this alternative assumption. Note that the EMAC model simulation output used to initialise the plume model
simulations also consider this assumption in a consistent way, i.e. a global simulation assuming 3.5 nm and 10 nm for the size
of newly nucleated particles has been used to initialise the REF and NUCI10 cases, respectively.

The aviation effect on the number concentration (Fig. 8) shows the same temporal evolution as in the REF case (Fig. 5): a very
strong reduction in the vortex regime in the REF(Wice) scenario and a monotonic decrease during the dispersion phase. This
decrease is much smoother than in the REF case, since the nucleation events in NUC10 contributes a factor of (10/3.5)% ~ 23
fewer particles due to the increase in their assumed size. Furthermore, as a result of the different initialization of the background,
a lower number of particles is entrained in the NUC10 case, hence also the reduction during the vortex regime is relatively
lower than in REF case. Nevertheless, the plume correction at the reference time is comparable to the REF case, about —-13%
and —4%, in the NUC10(Wice) and NUC10(NOice) scenarios. The tendency analysis (Fig. 9) shows an overall reduction in
the efficiency of both microphysical processes in the NUC10 case as compared to the REF case. The aviation effect on the

size distribution at the reference time peaks at a larger size of 10-15 nm for both scenarios compared to the REF case that
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Figure 9. As in Fig. 6, but with the alternative assumption of 10 nm for the size of newly nucleated particles.

peaks at 5-6 nm ( Fig. S2a,b and Fig. 7a,b). This is due to the increased size of newly nucleated particle, which corresponds
to the particles with relatively larger size (~20 nm) surviving towards the end of the dispersion regime. The maximum of
the distribution in the instantaneous dispersion approach remains higher than in the plume approach for both scenarios (with
and without ice), especially for the particles around 10-20 nm size, which are mostly SO4 particles. The difference between
the aviation effects in two approaches for the size distribution (Fig. S2c,d) further shows that the instantaneous dispersion
approach overestimates the survival of the Aitken mode particles between at 8-10 nm and underestimates the 20 nm particles,
which results from the less efficient coagulation process in the instantaneous dispersion approach as compared to the plume
approach (Fig. 9).

Although the size of newly nucleated particle is an important parameter in the model, no significant changes of the plume

correction at the reference time between the REF and the NUC10 case is found.
3.3 Sensitivity to background conditions

The previous sections showed an example of the application of the plume model for typical conditions over the North Atlantic,
but these conditions may of course vary over other regions. This is especially important when considering background con-
centrations and the way they influence the aerosol microphysical processes in the plume. Nucleation events, for instance, are
favoured in cleaner backgrounds, due to the lower availability of aerosol particles serving as condensation sinks. Given the
key importance of the nucleation processes for the plume correction demonstrated above, it is important to analyse the plume
results in different regions. Here, we consider four regions in the Northern Hemisphere, characterized by different background
properties than the North Atlantic: Europe, USA, China and North Pacific (see Table 1 for details). The plume simulations are
performed using the same parameters of the REF case under the Wice scenario. Only the initial background concentrations
CBG(ty) are varied.

Comparing the aviation effect on particle number concentrations for the different regions in Fig. 10, we clearly observe a
large variation. The plume correction at the reference time is reduced to —12% over Europe, while it is larger than for the

North Atlantic over all other regions, ranging from —29% over USA, —42% over China to about —39% over North Pacific. As
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Figure 10. Aviation effect on aerosol number concentration in the four regions (a) Europe, (b) USA, (c) China and (d) North Pacific. All

simulations are performed based on the Wice scenarios, i.e. considering a contrail in the vortex regime.

all the other parameters are not varied, the resulting variability in the aviation effect of aerosol number concentrations is due
to the different background conditions which eventually affect the nucleation and coagulation processes (this is confirmed by
the tendency analysis in Fig. S3 and S4). Especially in the polluted background conditions, the coagulation process tends to
effectively reduce the aerosol number concentration, however, the competition between nucleation and coagulation is ubiqui-
tous. Given the sporadic behavior of nucleation, the aerosol numbers are substantially affected especially during the first few
hours of the simulation. In addition to this, we also see a rather enhanced condensation tendency in the SO4 mass over the
highly polluted regions such as China and USA (Fig. S4): this might lead to an efficient depletion of H,SOy at the expenses of
nucleation, thus reducing the particle number with respect to other regions.

In terms of size distribution of aviation-induced particles (Fig. 11), Europe shows a peak at around 5 nm, similar to the
North Atlantic case (Fig. 7a), while this shifts to larger particles, around 7 nm, in both USA and China, which supports the
hypothesis of an enhanced condensation process leading to particle growth, while partly suppressing new particle formation via
nucleation. In Europe and USA, the size distributions retain the same shape in both approaches, with a lower amplitude in the
plume approach as for the North Atlantic case. Over China, however, we observe a bimodal size distribution with two peaks in
the plume approach at 6 nm and 30 nm, which provides the possibility of the survival for a broad range of particles towards the

end of the dispersion regime. This is possibly due to the enhanced coagulation and condensation processes (see Figs. S3 and
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Figure 11. Aviation effect at the reference time in terms of lognormal size distribution for the four regions (a-d) and the respective differences

between the aviation effects in two approaches (e-h).

S4 in the supplement) in the polluted background conditions. Additionally, we observe the similar bimodal distribution in the
North Pacific region with two peaks around 5 nm and 20 nm, possibly due to the dominance of nucleation and condensation,
where the formation of new particles via nucleation is the most favoured processes in cleaner backgrounds. At the later stage
however, these particles are effectively reduced by coagulation processes in the plume approach (Fig. 11d).

These results confirm that the instantaneous dispersion approach overestimates the aviation-induced particle number concen-
trations in all investigated regions, but the plume correction varies significantly across the regions. The properties of the aerosol
population at the end of the dispersion regime are also very diverse, which highlight the importance of properly accounting for
different background conditions (Fig. S5) when simulating the impact of aviation emissions on the aerosol number concentra-
tion. This needs to be taken into account for future application of the plume model in the context of global model studies of the
aviation-aerosol indirect effects and for the development of parametrisations to account for the subgrid-scale aerosol processes

in the aircraft plumes.
3.4 Sensitivity to the aviation emission parameters

As described in Sect. 2.3 and summarized in Table 2, the initialization of the plume model depends on the characteristics
of aircraft emissions. Those parameters largely depend on the aircraft operation, aircraft and engine efficiency, combustion
technology and fuel characteristics. They determine the emission indices of emitted components, initial particle size in the
young exhaust plume and, in the short-lived contrail scenario, also on the properties of the ice crystals. In this section, we
explore the model sensitivity towards those parameters, in order to identify the most sensitive parameters with respect to the
aviation effects discussed in Sect. 3.1-3.3. Table 4 shows a detailed list of the parameters chosen for these parametric studies

and their tested values together with their respective literature references. We test the impact of each individual parameter
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Table 4. List of parameters shortlisted for the parametric study. Each set of variations of a given parameter is identified by an index (A-E)

and the different values of the parameters by a number (1-4) in addition to the reference (REF).

Set Parameter Units 1 2 REF 4 5 Sources
Nice cm 3 90 163 222 268 350
A s ) Bier and Burkhardt (2022)
Elsoot/10 Kgriel 0.5 1 1.5 2 3
Dsoot,k; Tsoot,k nm; - 26.3;1.68 28;1.68 25;1.55 27;1.63 32.5;1.71
B Moore et al. (2017)
Dsoot,a; Osoot,a nm; - - - 150; 1.65 - -
C Dsoy ks; 0504 ks nm; - 2;1.7 2.2;1.7 2.5;1.7 2.7, 1.7 3;1.7 Kircher et al. (2007)
D € % 1.2 1.9 2.3 2.6 2.8 Jurkat et al. (2011)
E Elso2 g(50,) kgf’ui1 0.2 0.4 0.8 0.6 1 Lee et al. (2010)

by altering one parameter at a time, only, while keeping the others at their reference value. The reference setup is the REF
simulation for the North Atlantic discussed in Sect. 3.1, under the Wice scenario.

Study A addresses the initial assumptions on number of ice crystals in a short-lived contrail (Vi..) and the corresponding
soot number emission index Elg,o based on the simulations by Bier and Burkhardt (2022) with the ECHAM-CCMod model
at 240 hPa. Study B involves different measurements during the ACCESS flight campaign on the size distributions parameters
of emitted soot particles (Moore et al., 2017). Here, we consider the measurement performed with the HEFA 50:50 fuel blend,
at medium thrust (simulation B1) and high thrust (B2), and with the standard Jet-A fuel, at medium thrust (B3) and high thrust
(B4). Study C target the initial size of aerosol sulfate particles: no measurements are available for this parameter, but theoretical
studies showed that at 10 s behind the aircraft the particles exist in the size range of 1 nm and they are mostly comprised of
molecular clusters of organics. These particles are either consumed or scavenged through Brownian coagulation by the ions of
the size range 2-3 nm, which are presumably the SO, particles (Kércher et al., 1996, 2000, 2007). Hence, we vary the sulfate
size within this range for study C. The fraction € of SO, mass converted into aerosol sulfate (primary SO,) is explored in study
D, based on the measurements on different aircraft and engine types during the CONCERT campaign (Jurkat et al., 2011).
Finally, the emission index of SO, (i.e., the fuel sulfur content) is varied based on the range of values provided by Lee et al.
(2010), which are representative of the fleet average.

The results of these parametric studies are summarized in the heat map in Fig. 12 in term of plume correction Py, i.e. the
relative difference on the aviation-induced particle number concentration between the plume and the instantaneous dispersion
approach. The REF case result in a —15% correction, as already discussed in Sect. 3.1. The largest variability is found for
the Nice (Elsoot) parameters, with the plume correction decreasing (in absolute term) as the assumed number concentration of
ice crystals in the vortex regime decreases, and for the emission index of SO,, with the plume correction being larger when
assuming a low fuel sulfur content of the aviation fuel. The plume correction shows only a minimal sensitivity to the other

sulfate-related parameters and to the soot size.

26



610

615

620

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 G
© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

Sensitivity study
REF 1 2 3 4

|
o

A: NicesElsoot 1 -15.3% -9.4% -13.0% -17.0% -20.8%

B: Soot size 4 -15.3% -15.0% -14.9% -15.0% -15.0%

T
|
N
o

C: SO4 size 1 -15.3% -15.8% -15.5% -15.2% -15.1%

T

I |

N w

o o
Plume correction Py [%]

D: Primary SO4 1 -15.3% -15.1% -15.3% -15.4% -15.5%
=50

E: Elso2 (FSC) 1 -15.3% -30.2% -20.2% -12.4%

-60

Figure 12. Plume correction Py to the aviation-induced particle number concentration for the parametric studies discussed in Sect. 3.4. The
horizontal axis represent the REF and the four variations, the vertical axis the varied parameters in the respective parametric studies (see

Table 4). The REF column exhibits the reference value discussed in Section 3.1. FSC stands for fuel sulfur content.

Study A shows an almost linear relationship between the assumed ice crystal number concentration in the vortex regime
(Nice and the associated variation of El;,¢) and the plume correction for aviation-induced number concentration, which varies
between —9.4% (for Ni..=90 cm—2) and —20.8% (for N;.e=350 cm~3). This is due to the aerosol-ice coagulation in the vortex
regime, increasing its efficiency as the number of ice crystals increases (see Fig. S6, study A), thus allowing for a more efficient
reduction of aerosol particles, and confirms the importance of the vortex regime for the plume effects already highlighted in
Sect. 3.1. The size distributions (Fig. 13a,b) further show the strong sensitivity the aviation-induced number concentration
to the number of ice crystals in the plume approach, while no significant sensitivity is seen in the instantaneous dispersion
approach, which does not include a vortex regime.

The impact on the results of the assumptions on the soot size distribution parameters (study B) shows no remarkable vari-
ations in the plume correction. The size distributions (Fig. 13c,d) show basically no substantial changes across the different
simulations. On the one hand, this is due to the consistency of the in situ measurements on the soot size distribution parameters
(Petzold et al., 1999; Moore et al., 2017), which generally agree on a diameter of about 25-30 nm, with a weak dependency on

the fuel type, as recently confirmed by the large scale and long term measurements from the IAGOS experiment (Mahnke et al.,
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Figure 13. As in Fig. 7, aviation effect in terms of lognormal size distribution at the reference time (left) and the respective difference

between the aviation effect in two approaches (right) for the parametric studies discussed in Sect. 3.4.
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2024). On the other hand, study B also reveals that the role of soot on the aviation-induced particle number concentration is
marginal, as this is mostly affected by the smaller, nanometer size, sulfate aerosol particles. The impact of soot size is therefore
negligible in terms of plume correction as well as aviation effect (Fig. S6, study B).

The variation of the initial sulfate size (study C) has no significant impact on the plume corrections. This is quite surprising,
given the overwhelming importance of sulfate for the aviation number concentration. A decrease in the initial sulfate size leads
to only a slight increase of the aviation effect in both approaches and to a slightly more negative plume correction, from —15.1%
to —15.8% when reducing the sulfate size from 3 nm to 2 nm (Fig. 13e,f). According to the tendency analysis performed on the
aerosol number concentration for study C, this can be explained with the coagulation process increasing its effectiveness as the
initial size is reduced and hence more sulfate particles are emitted (see Fig. S7 in the supplement). This is particularly the case
during the vortex regime, where the coagulation-driven reduction in the aviation effect becomes stronger as the initial number
increases. At the end of the dispersion process, the plume correction converges towards a similar value, regardless of the initial
number concentration of sulfate particles.

A similar result is also obtained in study D for the variation of the primary SO, fraction €, with the plume correction
remaining almost constant at the value of the REF experiment for the whole range of tested values of this parameter and no
changes in the size distributions (Fig. 13g,h). The reason is similar as for study C: an increase in the primary SO, fraction results
in an increase of the emitted mass and hence number of emitted number of particles. The increase in number concentration is
then again compensated by a more effective coagulation process, predominantly in the vortex regime. A further reason could
be that increasing the primary SO, fraction slightly reduces the availability of SO, and eventually H,SOj, thus reducing the
impact of nucleation on particle number. This could explain the smaller variability of study D compared to study C, although
both have a similar impact on the initial particle number concentration.

The plume model is highly sensitive towards the emission index of SO, as shown in study E (Fig. 12). The plume correction
shows a large variation across the range of reported literature values for this parameters, from —62% for a low fuel sulfur
content of 0.2 g(SO,) kg ! to —12.4% for a high fuel sulfur content of 1 g(SO,)kg~!. This large variation in the relative plume
correction is related to the strong variation in the aviation effect increases in both approaches, while the absolute difference
between the aviation effects in two approaches remains fairly constant (Fig. 13g,h). As the fuel sulfur content controls both the
SO; and, via the primary SOy fraction €, the SOy initial concentrations in the model, the nucleation tendency gains importance
as more SO, and eventually H,SO, becomes available with increasing fuel sulfur content, although the number tendency is

still controlled by coagulation (Fig. S7), whereas the SO4 mass is predominantly controlled by condensation process (Fig. S8).

4 Discussion of limitations

The goal of the development of the plume model presented in this work is to address the aerosol microphysical processes at
the plume scale, while following the plume expansion and mixing with the background air, thus improving over the simple
instantaneous dispersion approach adopted by global models. Given that the targeted application scope of the plume model, its

development has focused on the aerosol microphysics and on specific aspects of the plume dynamics, whereas other processes
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have been addressed in a simplified way, resulting in limitations and uncertainties that need to be considered when applying

the plume model results for application studies:

— plume dynamics: complex plume dynamic processes such as turbulence, processes inside primary and secondary wakes,
contrail formation, evolution and decay of contrails are beyond the capabilities of the model presented here. Dedicated

models (such as Unterstrasser, 2014) are available which explicitly simulate these complex dynamic processes.

— short-lived contrail ice: the representation of short-lived contrail ice in our model is very simplified, as the goal is
to represent ice crystals as a coagulation sink for aerosol particles and to estimate the reduction in aerosol number
concentration during the vortex regime. To this purpose, a simple scenario mimicking a short-lived contrail represented
by a passive tracer for ice crystals with a constant number concentration was considered. More realistic representations
are of course possible, but the increased complexity would likely have a limited impact on the main conclusions of
this study and might make future implementations in global models more challenging. For global model applications,
however, the role of persistent contrails should also be considered, as they may further enhance the reduction of aviation-

induced particle number concentrations under specific atmospheric conditions (Schumann, 1996).

— constant meteorology: parameters such as temperature, pressure and relative humidity are initialised as a constant in the
model. Provided the very short duration of the vortex regime (2 minutes), this is well justified in this regime. For the
dispersion regime, Schumann et al. (1995) showed that the vertical diffusivity is negligible compared to the horizontal
one. Hence, we consider that it is reasonable to assume no temperature gradient along the plume and assume constant

meteorological parameters for the plume. This assumption is also justified in view of future applications in global models.

— sulfate production rate: the third-body reaction in Eq. (1) assumes a constant OH concentration and we prescribed an
average value representative for the upper troposphere. This is of course a simplification, as OH is a short-lived compound
characterized by a strong temporal and spatial variability. Since the plume model does not account for detailed gas phase
chemistry, this is a necessary simplification. It can, however, for example by coupling the plume model with a global

model, which can provide this information via its chemical scheme.

The plume model is not designed to represent the detailed aspects of the plume dynamics, but it has been specifically
developed to target the aerosol microphysical processes in an aircraft plume at a scale that cannot be resolved by the global
models, aiming at improving over the instantaneous dispersion representation usually assumed in global models. It helps to
calculate the changes in specific parameters of the aerosol population such as mass, number and size, between the time of
emission (i.e., the end of jet regime) and the end of the dispersion regime, in order to provide the global models with refined
and more physically motivated assumptions to initialise aviation emissions in global simulations, considering the plume-scale

processes that these models cannot resolve.
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5 Conclusions and outlook

In this study, an aircraft exhaust plume model based on the MADE3 aerosol microphysical scheme has been developed to
simulate the subgrid-scale microphysical processes of aviation-induced aerosol particles inside an expanding and dispersing
aircraft plume within the background at typical cruise levels. The plume model has been developed by extending the MADE3
box model configuration to a double box configuration representing the plume and the background, respectively, with a one-
way interface to simulate the dispersion of the plume into the background and a simplified representation of the vortex regime.
The latter mimics the formation of a short-lived contrail in the plume and allows to estimate the effect of the interactions
between aerosol particles and ice crystals via coagulation.

We compared the plume approach with an instantaneous dispersion approach, in which aviation emissions are instanta-
neously dispersed over large spatial scales as commonly done in global models. Based on these two approaches, a plume
correction was quantified to characterize the effect of the plume scale processes on aviation-induced particle number concen-
tration at the end of the dispersion phase of the plume.

Several plume model simulations have been performed to address the model sensitivity to different parameters and assump-

tions. The main conclusions from these experiments can be summarized as follows:

1. For typical cruise conditions over the North Atlantic, the plume model simulates an aviation-induced particle number
concentration at the end of the plume dispersion (plume correction) 15% lower than the instantaneous dispersion ap-

proach.

2. The bulk of this reduction in aerosol number concentration is due to the coagulation of aerosol particle with the (larger)
ice crystals during the vortex regime. An alternative scenario without short-lived contrail ice particles resulted in a much

smaller plume correction of —4%.

3. Compared to the instantaneous dispersion approach, the effect of plume processes on aerosol sulfate and soot mass was
found to be negligible, as the total mass is conserved. However, minor differences in the condensation and nucleation

rates in the two approaches were found, affecting the partitioning between the gas and aerosol phase.

4. A detailed process-level analysis showed that coagulation and nucleation are identified as the most relevant processes
controlling the aviation-induced particle number concentration during the plume dispersion regime and the correspond-
ing plume correction with respect to the instantaneous dispersion approach. A sensitivity study shows that reducing the
efficiency of nucleation is compensated by a reduced coagulation, so that the plume correction at the end of the dispersion

phase is only weakly affected.

5. The background concentrations of aerosol and precursor gases used to initialise the plume model have a considerable
impact on the results. Simulations performed over different regions of the Northern Hemisphere show large variations in

the plume correction, from —12% over Europe to —42% over China.
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6. Parametric studies on several aviation emission parameters used for model initialization show a strong sensitivity of the
plume correction to the assumed ice crystal number concentration in the scenario with a contrail in the vortex regime
(controlling the efficiency of the nucleation with aerosol particles and thus their number reduction) and to the fuel sulfur
content (impacting the SO, emission and consequently, the formation of H,SOy, eventually leading to new particle
formation via nucleation). Despite the dominant importance of aviation-induced sulfate particles over soot particles, the
model shows a weak sensitivity to sulfate-related parameters, such as the amount and size of the primary SOy particle

fraction.

Overall, the plume model developed and applied in this study demonstrated that the aerosol microphysical processes, in
particular coagulation and nucleation, are more efficient at the plume scale compared to the large-scale grid-box approach
of global models, and that accounting for this sub-grid scale effects leads to a significant reduction in the aviation-induced
aerosol number concentrations at the end of the dispersion regime of an aircraft plume. Thanks to its flexibility and its very
low computational demand, the plume model is suitable for both offline and online parametrisations of the aviation-induced
particle number concentrations in the early stages after the emissions. The many sensitivity simulations performed in this study
will help to narrow the number of parameters to be considered when applying the model for global applications, also providing
hints to future measurement campaigns targeting these effects. The latest campaign datasets such as the one from ECLIF 3
(Dischl et al., 2024; Mirkl et al., 2024), can be utilized to initialise the plume model for future simulations. While the current
version of the plume model addresses only a single aircraft plume, future adaptations could enable the examination of scenarios
involving multiple and/or partially overlapping plumes. Future estimates of the aviation-induced climate effects via aerosol-
cloud interactions may benefit from this model to include more robust assumptions on the properties of aviation aerosol upon
and shortly after emissions, with important consequences for the simulations of the aerosol life cycle and its interactions with

clouds.

Code and data availability. The Modular Earth Submodel System (MESSy, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.8360186; The MESSy Consor-
tium, 2024) is being continuously developed and applied by a consortium of institutions. The usage of MESSy and access to the source code
are licensed to all affiliates of institutions which are members of the MESSy Consortium. Institutions can become a member of the MESSy
Consortium by signing the MESSy Memorandum of Understanding. More information can be found on the MESSy Consortium Website
(http://www.messy-interface.org, last access: 10 July 2024). The code presented and used here (https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.13134188)
has been based on MESSy version 2.55.2 (https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.13134188) and will be part of the next official release. The output
of the double-box aircraft exhaust plume model simulations analysed in this study will be made available with a DOI together with the final

version of this manuscript.

32



https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 EG U
sphere

(© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License.

Author contributions. MS developed the model, performed the simulations, analysed the results and wrote the paper. MR contributed to the
concept, to the model development and analysis. JH, AS, DS and VG contributed to the concept and to the interpretation of the results. All

co-authors contributed to the writing.
Competing interests. One of the co-authors (Volker Grewe) is topical editor for Geosci. Model Devel.

750 Acknowledgements. We are grateful to Ulrike Burkhardt, Klaus Gierens, Christopher Kaiser, Bernd Kéarcher and Christiane Voigt (DLR),
Christoph Mahnke and Andreas Petzold (FZJ), and Holger Tost (JGU Mainz) for helpful discussions. Simon Unterstrasser (DLR) provided
useful comments on an earlier version of this manuscript. The model simulations and data analysis for this work used the resources of the
Deutsches Klimarechenzentrum (DKRZ) granted by its Scientific Steering Committee (WLA) under project IDs bd0080 and bb1393. This
study was supported by the DLR aviation research programme (Eco2Fly project) and by the European Commission via their Horizon 2020

755 Research and Innovation Programme (ACACIA project, grant no. 875036).

33



760

765

770

775

780

785

790

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 G
© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

References

Appleman, H.: The Formation of Exhaust Condensation Trails by Jet Aircraft, Bulletin of the American Meteorological Society, 34, 14-20,
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0477-34.1.14, 1953.

Beer, C. G., Hendricks, J., and Righi, M.: A global climatology of ice-nucleating particles under cirrus conditions derived from model
simulations with MADE3 in EMAC, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 22, 15 88715907, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-15887-2022, 2022.

Beer, C. G., Hendricks, J., and Righi, M.: Impacts of ice-nucleating particles on cirrus clouds and radiation derived from global model
simulations with MADE3 in EMAC, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 3217-3240, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-3217-2024, 2024.

Bier, A. and Burkhardt, U.: Impact of Parametrizing Microphysical Processes in the Jet and Vortex Phase on Contrail Cirrus Properties and
Radiative Forcing, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 127, https://doi.org/10.1029/2022jd036677, 2022.

Binkowski, F. S. and Shankar, U.: The Regional Particulate Matter Model: 1. Model description and preliminary results, J. Geophys. Res.
Atmos., 100, 26 191, https://doi.org/10.1029/95jd02093, 1995.

Brasseur, G., Cox, R., Hauglustaine, D., Isaksen, I., Lelieveld, J., Lister, D., Sausen, R., Schumann, U., Wahner, A., and
Wiesen, P.: European scientific assessment of the atmospheric effects of aircraft emissions, Atmos. Environ., 32, 2329-2418,
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S1352-2310(97)00486-X, 1998.

Brown, R. C., Miake-Lye, R. C., Anderson, M. R., Kolb, C. E., and Resch, T. J.: Aerosol dynamics in near-field aircraft plumes, J. Geophys.
Res. Atmos., 101, 22 939-22 953, https://doi.org/10.1029/96jd01918, 1996.

Cariolle, D., Caro, D., Paoli, R., Hauglustaine, D. A., Cuénot, B., Cozic, A., and Paugam, R.: Parameterization of plume chemistry into large-
scale atmospheric models: Application to aircraft NOx emissions, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 114, https://doi.org/10.1029/2009jd011873,
2009.

Dischl, R. K., Sauer, D., Voigt, C., HarlaB, T., Sakellariou, F., Markl, R. S., Schumann, U., Scheibe, M., Kaufmann, S., Roiger, A., Dérnbrack,
A., Renard, C., Gauthier, M., Swann, P., Madden, P., Luff, D., Johnson, M., Ahrens, D., Sallinen, R., Schripp, T., Eckel, G., Bauder, U.,
and Le Clercq, P.: Measurements of particle emissions of an A350-941 burning 100

Esmeijer, K., den Elzen, M., and van Soest, H.: Analysing international shipping and aviation emission projections, Tech. Rep. PBL publi-
cation number: 4076, PBL Netherlands Environmental Assessment Agency, The Hague, 2020.

Fritz, T. M., Eastham, S. D., Speth, R. L., and Barrett, S. R. H.: The role of plume-scale processes in long-term impacts of aircraft emissions,
Atmos. Chem. Phys., 20, 5697-5727, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-5697-2020, 2020.

Gettelman, A. and Chen, C.: The climate impact of aviation aerosols, Geophys. Res. Lett., 40, 2785-2789, https://doi.org/10.1002/grl.50520,
2013.

Gierens, K., Schumann, U., Helten, M., Smit, H., and Marenco, A.: A distribution law for relative humidity in the upper troposphere and lower
stratosphere derived from three years of MOZAIC measurements, Annales Geophysicae, 17, 1218-1226, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00585-
999-1218-7, 1999.

Grewe, V., Gangoli Rao, A., Gronstedt, T., Xisto, C., Linke, F., Melkert, J., Middel, J., Ohlenforst, B., Blakey, S., Christie, S., Matthes, S.,
and Dahlmann, K.: Evaluating the climate impact of aviation emission scenarios towards the Paris agreement including COVID-19 effects,
Nature Communications, 12, 3841, https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-24091-y, 2021.

Gustafson, W. L., Qian, Y., and Fast, J. D.: Downscaling aerosols and the impact of neglected subgrid processes on direct aerosol radiative forc-
ing for a representative global climate model grid spacing, Journal of Geophysical Research, 116, https://doi.org/10.1029/2010jd015480,
2011.

34



795

800

805

810

815

820

825

830

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 EG U
sphere

(© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License.

Hendricks, J., Kércher, B., and Lohmann, U.: Effects of ice nuclei on cirrus clouds in a global climate model, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 116,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010jd015302, 2011.

Jockel, P., Kerkweg, A., Pozzer, A., Sander, R., Tost, H., Riede, H., Baumgaertner, A., Gromov, S., and Kern, B.: Development cycle 2 of the
Modular Earth Submodel System (MESSy2), Geosci. Model Dev., 3, 717-752, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-3-717-2010, 2010.

Jurkat, T., Voigt, C., Arnold, F., Schlager, H., Kleffmann, J., Aufmhoff, H., Schiuble, D., Schaefer, M., and Schumann, U.: Measurements of
HONO, NO, NO, and SO in aircraft exhaust plumes at cruise, Geophys. Res. Lett., 38, n/a—n/a, https://doi.org/10.1029/2011gl046884,
2011.

Kaiser, J. C., Hendricks, J., Righi, M., Riemer, N., Zaveri, R. A., Metzger, S., and Aquila, V.: The MESSy aerosol submodel MADE3 (v2.0b):
description and a box model test, Geosci. Model Dev., 7, 1137-1157, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-7-1137-2014, 2014.

Kaiser, J. C., Hendricks, J., Righi, M., Jockel, P., Tost, H., Kandler, K., Weinzierl, B., Sauer, D., Heimerl, K., Schwarz, J. P., Perring, A. E.,
and Popp, T.: Global aerosol modeling with MADE3 (v3.0) in EMAC (based on v2.53): model description and evaluation, Geosci. Model
Dev., 12, 541-579, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-541-2019, 2019.

Kapadia, Z. Z., Spracklen, D. V., Arnold, S. R., Borman, D. J., Mann, G. W., Pringle, K. J., Monks, S. A., Reddington, C. L., Benduhn, F.,
Rap, A., Scott, C. E., Butt, E. W., and Yoshioka, M.: Impacts of aviation fuel sulfur content on climate and human health, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 16, 10521-10 541, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-10521-2016, 2016.

Kircher, B.. A trajectory box model for aircraft exhaust plumes, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 100, 18835-18844,
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1029/95JD01638, 1995.

Kiércher, B.: Physicochemistry of aircraft-generated liquid aerosols, soot, and ice particles: 1. Model description, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos.,
103, 17 111-17 128, https://doi.org/10.1029/98jd01044, 1998.

Kircher, B., Hirschberg, M. M., and Fabian, P.: Small-scale chemical evolution of aircraft exhaust species at cruising altitudes, J. Geophys.
Res. Atmos., 101, 15169-15 190, https://doi.org/10.1029/96jd01059, 1996.

Kircher, B., Turco, R. P, Yu, F,, Danilin, M. Y., Weisenstein, D. K., Miake-Lye, R. C., and Busen, R.: A unified model for ultrafine aircraft
particle emissions, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 105, 29 379-29 386, https://doi.org/10.1029/2000jd90053 1, 2000.

Kircher, B., Mohler, O., DeMott, P. J., Pechtl, S., and Yu, E.: Insights into the role of soot aerosols in cirrus cloud formation, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 7, 42034227, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-4203-2007, 2007.

Kraabgl, A. G. and Stordal, F.: Modelling chemistry in aircraft plumes 2: the chemical conversion of NOx to reservoir species under different
conditions, Atmos. Environ., 34, 3951-3962, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/S1352-2310(00)00155-2, 2000.

Lauer, A., Hendricks, J., Ackermann, I., Schell, B., Hass, H., and Metzger, S.: Simulating aerosol microphysics with the ECHAM/MADE
GCM - Part I: Model description and comparison with observations, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 5, 3251-3276, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-5-
3251-2005, 2005.

Lee, D., Pitari, G., Grewe, V., Gierens, K., Penner, J., Petzold, A., Prather, M., Schumann, U., Bais, A., and Berntsen, T.: Transport impacts
on atmosphere and climate: Aviation, Atmos. Environ., 44, 4678—4734, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2009.06.005, 2010.

Lee, D., Fahey, D., Skowron, A., Allen, M., Burkhardt, U., Chen, Q., Doherty, S., Freeman, S., Forster, P., Fuglestvedt, J., Get-
telman, A., Leén, R. D., Lim, L., Lund, M., Millar, R., Owen, B., Penner, J., Pitari, G., Prather, M., Sausen, R., and Wilcox,
L.: The contribution of global aviation to anthropogenic climate forcing for 2000 to 2018, Atmos. Environ., 244, 117834,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2020.117834, 2021.

Lee, D. S., Fahey, D. W., Forster, P. M., Newton, P. J., Wit, R. C., Lim, L. L., Owen, B., and Sausen, R.: Aviation and global climate change
in the 21st century, Atmos. Environ., 43, 3520-3537, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2009.04.024, 2009.

35



835

840

845

850

855

860

865

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 G
© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License. E U Sp here

Lee, D. S., Allen, M. R., Cumpsty, N., Owen, B., Shine, K. P., and Skowron, A.: Uncertainties in mitigating aviation non-CO2 emissions for
climate and air quality using hydrocarbon fuels, Environ. Sci. Atmos., 3, 1693—1740, https://doi.org/10.1039/d3ea00091e, 2023.

Mahnke, C., Gomes, R., Bundke, U., Berg, M., Ziereis, H., Sharma, M., Righi, M., Hendricks, J., Zahn, A., Wahner, A., and Petzold,
A.: Properties and Processing of Aviation Exhaust Aerosol at Cruise Altitude Observed from the IAGOS-CARIBIC Flying Laboratory,
Environ. Sci. Technol., https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.3c09728, 2024.

Meilinger, S. K., Kércher, B., and Peter, T.: Microphysics and heterogeneous chemistry in aircraft plumes - high sensitivity on local meteo-
rology and atmospheric composition, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 5, 533-545, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-5-533-2005, 2005.

Miake-Lye, R. C., Martinez-Sanchez, M., Brown, R. C., and Kolb, C. E.: Plume and wake dynamics, mixing, and chemistry behind a high
speed civil transport aircraft, J. Aircr., 30, 467-479, https://doi.org/10.2514/3.46368, 1993.

Moore, R. H., Thornhill, K. L., Weinzierl, B., Sauer, D., D’ Ascoli, E., Kim, J., Lichtenstern, M., Scheibe, M., Beaton, B., Beyersdorf, A. J.,
Barrick, J., Bulzan, D., Corr, C. A., Crosbie, E., Jurkat, T., Martin, R., Riddick, D., Shook, M., Slover, G., Voigt, C., White, R., Winstead,
E., Yasky, R., Ziemba, L. D., Brown, A., Schlager, H., and Anderson, B. E.: Biofuel blending reduces particle emissions from aircraft
engines at cruise conditions, Nature, 543, 411-415, https://doi.org/10.1038/nature21420, 2017.

Mirkl, R. S., Voigt, C., Sauer, D., Dischl, R. K., Kaufmann, S., Harla}, T., Hahn, V., Roiger, A., Wei3-Rehm, C., Burkhardt, U., Schumann,
U., Marsing, A., Scheibe, M., Dornbrack, A., Renard, C., Gauthier, M., Swann, P., Madden, P., Luff, D., Sallinen, R., Schripp, T., and
Le Clercq, P.: Powering aircraft with 100

Paoli, R., Cariolle, D., and Sausen, R.: Review of effective emissions modeling and computation, Geosci. Model Devel., 4, 643-667,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-643-2011, 2011.

Penner, J. E., Lister, D. H., Griggs, D. J., Dokken, D. J., and McFarland, M. e.: Aviation and the Global Atmosphere, A Special Report of
the Intergovernmental Panel on ClimateChange Working Groups I and III, 1999.

Penner, J. E., Zhou, C., Garnier, A., and Mitchell, D. L.: Anthropogenic Aerosol Indirect Effects in Cirrus Clouds, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos.,
123, https://doi.org/10.1029/2018jd029204, 2018.

Petry, H., Hendricks, J., Mollhoff, M., Lippert, E., Meier, A., Ebel, A., and Sausen, R.: Chemical conversion of subsonic air-
craft emissions in the dispersing plume: Calculation of effective emission indices, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 103, 5759-5772,
https://doi.org/10.1029/97jd03749, 1998.

Petzold, A., Dopelheuer, A., Brock, C. A., and Schroder, F.: In situ observations and model calculations of black carbon emission by aircraft
at cruise altitude, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 104, 22 171-22 181, https://doi.org/10.1029/1999jd900460, 1999.

Petzold, A., Ogren, J. A., Fiebig, M., Laj, P., Li, S.-M., Baltensperger, U., Holzer-Popp, T., Kinne, S., Pappalardo, G., Sugimoto, N., Wehrli,
C., Wiedensohler, A., and Zhang, X.-Y.: Recommendations for reporting “black carbon” measurements, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 8365—
8379, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-8365-2013, 2013.

Righi, M., Hendricks, J., and Sausen, R.: The global impact of the transport sectors on atmospheric aerosol: simulations for year 2000
emissions, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 9939-9970, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-9939-2013, 2013.

Righi, M., Hendricks, J., Lohmann, U., Beer, C. G., Hahn, V., Heinold, B., Heller, R., Krimer, M., Ponater, M., Rolf, C., Tegen, 1., and
Voigt, C.: Coupling aerosols to (cirrus) clouds in the global EMAC-MADES3 aerosol—climate model, Geosci. Model Dev., 13, 1635-1661,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-13-1635-2020, 2020.

Righi, M., Hendricks, J., and Beer, C. G.: Exploring the uncertainties in the aviation soot—cirrus effect, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 21, 17267-
17289, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-17267-2021, 2021.

36



870

875

880

885

890

895

900

https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 EG U
sphere

(© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License.

Righi, M., Hendricks, J., and Brinkop, S.: The global impact of the transport sectors on the atmospheric aerosol and the resulting climate
effects under the Shared Socioeconomic Pathways (SSPs), Earth Syst. Dyn., 14, 835-859, https://doi.org/10.5194/esd-14-835-2023, 2023.

Sander, R., Baumgaertner, A., Cabrera-Perez, D., Frank, F., Gromov, S., Groo8, J.-U., Harder, H., Huijnen, V., Jockel, P., Karydis, V. A,
Niemeyer, K. E., Pozzer, A., Riede, H., Schultz, M. G., Taraborrelli, D., and Tauer, S.: The community atmospheric chemistry box model
CAABA/MECCA-4.0, Geosci. Model Dev., 12, 1365-1385, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-1365-2019, 2019.

Schmidt, E.: Die Entstehung von Eisnebel aus den Auspuffgasen von Flugmotoren, Schriften der Deutschen Akademie der Luftfahrt-
forschung, Verlag R. Oldenbourg, Miinchen, Heft 44, 5, 1-15, 1941.

Schumann, U.: On conditions for contrail formation from aircraft exhausts, Meteorol. Z., 5, 4-23, https://doi.org/10.1127/metz/5/1996/4,
1996.

Schumann, U., Konopka, P., Baumann, R., Busen, R., Gerz, T., Schlager, H., Schulte, P., and Volkert, H.: Estimate of diffusion parameters
of aircraft exhaust plumes near the tropopause from nitric oxide and turbulence measurements, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 100, 14 147,
https://doi.org/10.1029/95jd01277, 1995.

Spichtinger, P. and Gierens, K. M.: Modelling of cirrus clouds — Part 1a: Model description and validation, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 9, 685-706,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-685-2009, 2009.

Tait, K. N., Khan, M. A. H., Bullock, S., Lowenberg, M. H., and Shallcross, D. E.: Aircraft Emissions, Their Plume-Scale Effects, and
the Spatio-Temporal Sensitivity of the Atmospheric Response: A Review, Aerospace, 9, 355, https://doi.org/10.3390/aerospace9070355,
2022.

Teoh, R., Engberg, Z., Shapiro, M., Dray, L., and Stettler, M. E. J.: The high-resolution Global Aviation emissions Inventory based on ADS-B
(GAIA) for 2019-2021, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 725-744, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-725-2024, 2024.

The MESSy Consortium: The Modular Earth Submodel System, https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.12089833, 2024.

Unterstrasser, S.: Large-eddy simulation study of contrail microphysics and geometry during the vortex phase and consequences on contrail-
to-cirrus transition, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 119, 7537-7555, https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JD021418, 2014.

Unterstrasser, S., Gierens, K., and Spichtinger, P.: The evolution of contrail microphysics in the vortex phase, Meteorol. Z., 17, 145-156,
https://doi.org/10.1127/0941-2948/2008/0273, 2008.

Unterstrasser, S., Paoli, R., S6lch, L., Kiihnlein, C., and Gerz, T.: Dimension of aircraft exhaust plumes at cruise conditions: effect of wake
vortices, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 14, 2713-2733, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-2713-2014, 2014.

Vehkaméki, H., Kulmala, M., Napari, 1., Lehtinen, K. E. J., Timmreck, C., Noppel, M., and Laaksonen, A.: An improved param-
eterization for sulfuric acid—water nucleation rates for tropospheric and stratospheric conditions, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 107,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002jd002184, 2002.

Voigt, C., Schumann, U., Minikin, A., Abdelmonem, A., Afchine, A., Borrmann, S., Boettcher, M., Buchholz, B., Bugliaro, L., Costa, A.,
Curtius, J., Dollner, M., Dornbrack, A., Dreiling, V., Ebert, V., Ehrlich, A., Fix, A., Forster, L., Frank, F., Fiitterer, D., Giez, A., Graf,
K., GrooB, J.-U., Gro8, S., Heimerl, K., Heinold, B., Hiineke, T., Jarvinen, E., Jurkat, T., Kaufmann, S., Kenntner, M., Klingebiel, M.,
Klimach, T., Kohl, R., Krimer, M., Krisna, T. C., Luebke, A., Mayer, B., Mertes, S., Molleker, S., Petzold, A., Pfeilsticker, K., Port, M.,
Rapp, M., Reutter, P, Rolf, C., Rose, D., Sauer, D., Schifler, A., Schlage, R., Schnaiter, M., Schneider, J., Spelten, N., Spichtinger, P.,
Stock, P., Walser, A., Weigel, R., Weinzierl, B., Wendisch, M., Werner, F., Wernli, H., Wirth, M., Zahn, A., Ziereis, H., and Zoger, M.:
ML-CIRRUS: The Airborne Experiment on Natural Cirrus and Contrail Cirrus with the High-Altitude Long-Range Research Aircraft
HALO, Bull. Amer. Meteor. Soc., 98, 271-288, https://doi.org/10.1175/bams-d-15-00213.1, 2017.

37



https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2025-1137
Preprint. Discussion started: 5 May 2025 EG U
sphere

(© Author(s) 2025. CC BY 4.0 License.

905 Whitby, E. R., McMurry, P. H., Shankar, U., and Binkowski, F. S.: Modal aerosol dynamics modelling, Tech. rep., Environmental Protection
Agency, Research Triangle Park, NC, US, 1991.
Wolf, K., Bellouin, N., and Boucher, O.: Sensitivity of cirrus and contrail radiative effect on cloud microphysical and environmental param-

eters, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 23, 14 003-14 037, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-23-14003-2023, 2023.

38



