Utilizing remote sensing instruments to evaluate WRF-CMAQ model in urban environment
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N Doraiswamy et al. (2010). » The strong surface emission behavior in the diurnal pattern predicted by CMAQ are not seen in the ceilometer observation as these actual emissions are evenly distributed in the PBL.
ok ek BT TECEAL | AT PRI s » The CMAQ extinction parameter has the same near surface behavior with the PM, ; mass so it is reasonable to diagnose the CMAQ PM, 5 with the lidar and ceilometer backscatter.
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Do o e g i * We calculate the extinction from CMAQ outputs (particulate mass) base on Mie Scattering approach and the results match well with AERONET data.




