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Effects of Clouds on Tropospheric Composition Model Configuration
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Sample of Box Model Results

* Three-dimensional chemistry transport models often do not include
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* CCN composed of SO,, NH,, Organic Carbon
» Cloud drops set to 10 um radius * Wide variety of answers among groups as to how much organic acids are produced, although odel | 1.5 ord f )
most groups agree on CH,COOH production odel results vary by 1-5 oraers or magnitude
* Time series of total organic acid (sum of all organic acids) will provide insight of partitioning
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