Response to reviewer

We thank the reviewer for the time and efforts spent on our manuscript and particularly for the valuable
suggestions and comments that helped us improve the manuscript. We provide below point-by-point
responses to the reviewer’s comments and indicate how we implemented the changes suggested by the
reviewers in the revised manuscript ( ), with the reviewer’ original comments in italic and
bold.

Review report of “Widespread occurrence of large molecular methylsiloxanes in

ambient aerosols”

Methylsiloxanes are considered as an emerging class of pollutants. The authors have
developed a novel analytical method called TD-PTR-TOF-MS, which enables to identify
methylsiloxanes in the aerosol samples, and showing their widespread presence in
ambient PM samples collected at diverse seasons and locations, accounting for 2-4%
of organic aerosol mass fraction. The possible sources, correlation with long chain HC
and atmospheric stability of methylsiloxanes are also discussed. In the end, the authors

call for further attention to their potential health and climate impact.

| like this analytical idea based on Si isotope patten in combination with thermal
desorption, which is highly selective and is actually a type of non-targeted strategy to
identify Si-containing compounds in complicated samples, without using commercial
standards. | strongly recommend it for publication and only have a few questions for

the authors to address.

1. Can this analytical method be used to identify gas-phase methylsiloxanes? Also, it
seems methylsiloxanes or cyclic volatile methylsiloxanes are sub-class of Si-
containing compounds. Could other sub-class of Si-containing compounds (not
methylsiloxanes or cyclic volatile methylsiloxanes) exist in the PM samples and be
detected by TD-PTR-TOF-MS?

Response: Yes, this analytical approach can also be applied to the identification of gas-phase
methylsiloxanes, if their concentrations are above the detection level of the PTR-MS. In fact, some of
the PTR-MS calibration compounds are gas-phase methylsiloxanes. In principle, other subclasses of

silicon-containing compounds, beyond methylsiloxanes and cyclic volatile methylsiloxanes, could also



be detected by TD-PTR-TOF-MS if present and ionizable under the applied conditions. However, in
the aerosol samples analyzed in this study, we did not observe clear or abundant signals attributable to
other Si-containing compounds. If present, their concentrations are likely low and below the level of
unambiguous identification with the current dataset.

2. Can these methylsiloxanes compounds be resolved and analyzed by other analytical
instrumentation, e.g. HPLC-Orbitrap MS? If possible, please discuss the current
available method and analytical challenge of methylsiloxanes in the introduction

section.

Response: At present, most available analytical techniques are primarily suited to the detection of small
molecular methylsiloxanes. The large molecular methylsiloxanes observed in this study have molecular
weights that exceed the direct detection range of conventional mass spectrometric approaches. In
principle, alternative platforms such as HPLC—Orbitrap MS could be applicable if coupled with a
thermal desorption (TD) step. However, without such thermal pretreatment, these large molecular
species remain difficult to resolve. Moreover, the identification of methylsiloxanes and their derivatives,
particularly the assignment of characteristic and isotopic ion patterns, poses additional analytical
challenges. In this respect, the TD-based approach employed here provides a practical advantage by
enabling the conversion of large molecular methylsiloxanes into smaller, diagnostic fragments that can
be more reliably identified. We have added a brief discussion of these methodological considerations

and analytical challenges to the Introduction section.

3. It seems the quantification of individual methylsiloxanes was established based on
PTR transmission curve. Could any commercial methylsiloxanes standards be used for
establishing calibration curve? For instance, | wonder whether this quantification
method could be tested or validated for methylsiloxanes standards, e.g. by spiking
methylsiloxanes standards with known mass onto the filter? This could examine the

reliability of this quantification method.

Response: The quantification of individual methylsiloxanes in this study is based on the PTR
transmission curve. During the establishment of this transmission curve, the mixed calibration gas

included volatile methylsiloxane standards (D3, D4, and D5) (Holzinger et al., 2019; Worton et al.,



2023). Therefore, the transmission curve is effectively validated for representative methylsiloxanes,
although not for the full range of species observed. Direct validation by spiking known masses of
methylsiloxane standards onto filters would indeed be valuable; however, such experiments are
currently limited by the availability of suitable standards. We acknowledge this limitation and note that
additional validation using spiked filter samples will be pursued in future work.

4. For each PM sample, the chemical profiles of methylsiloxanes were collected at
different temperatures. Those produced at lower temperature were assigned to be
methylsiloxanes with small molecular weight, while higher temperature was associated
with large molecular weight. It seems this desorbing and/or depolymerization process
is highly dynamic. | wonder what is the temporal trend or evolution process from the
PTRresults by increasing the temperature during the experiment? Can the authors give
an example specifically? This would help to understand how individual
methylsiloxanes and total methylsiloxanes finally being quantified and converted to

mass loading on the filter.

Response:  Yes, the temporal evolution of methylsiloxanes during the thermal
desorption/depolymerization process can be inferred from our PTR results. Figures 2a and 2b
effectively illustrate these trends, although the x-axis is labeled by temperature segments rather than
time. Each temperature segment corresponds to a 3-minute interval, so the figure can also be interpreted
as a time series with 3-minute steps. The data presented in the main text are representative, showing
both the total methylsiloxane signal and the contributions from individual small molecular species
within each segment. To further clarify this temporal evolution, we have added an example, Fig. S10,

in the Supporting Information, which shows the variation of the D3 main peak intensity over time.
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5. Section 2.3 - For D5 (C10H3005Si5), the first isotope peak (m/z 372) you mentioned
actually merges both C13 and Si29 isotopes, and therefore in total accounts for 36% of

main peak at m/z 371. Same for the second isotope peak at m/z 373. Am | right?

Response: Yes, the reviewer’s interpretation is essentially correct. The first isotope peak of D5 at m/z
372 primarily results from the combined contributions of 2°Si and 3C isotopes, which together account
for approximately 36% of the intensity of the main peak at m/z 371. Minor additional contributions
from Y0 and 2H are also present but are comparatively smaller. Similarly, the second isotope peak at
m/z 373 includes contributions from higher-order isotopes, notably *°Si, following the same underlying

isotopic logic.

6. Section 4.1-4.3 could be merged as one section in Section 3.4 as “atmospheric
implication”, and the discussion of health and climate relevant impact could be
shortened and condensed a bit.

Response: We appreciate the reviewer’s suggestion. Sections 4.1-4.3 were separated into individual
subsections to present the discussion and implications more clearly, given the substantial amount of
content. While these points could conceptually be merged into a single implications section, doing so
would make it difficult to convey the results and their interpretation in sufficient detail. We have already
substantially condensed this part of the manuscript, with a significant portion of the calculations and
analyses moved to the Supporting Information. Further condensation could risk oversimplifying the
findings and reducing the clarity of the scientific message. Therefore, we respectfully prefer to retain

the current subsection structure and discussion in the main text.
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