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Aim 

• Document global organic aerosol modeling 

• Quantify robustness of model parameterizations 

 

• Why models differ 

• Why models are the same 

 

• How do models compare with measurements 

• How we can use measurements to improve models 

 



Status of the paper – Sep 18 

• 87 pages (1.5 spaced) 

• 5 tables 

• 19 figures (more to come) 

• 7 supplementary figures (more to come) 

 

Manuscript almost ready for distribution! 

 

One month reading time will be provided 



31 models 

# of OA tracers : 1 - 62 
# of SOA tracers: 0 - 22 





AeroCom I  AeroCom II: higher complexity + higher model diversity due to SOA 
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Conclusions 

• Diversity increased since AeroCom phase I. 

• Missing OA source can be either anthropogenic or 
biogenic. 

• OA/OC assumption affects model skill; OA appears 
to be better compared with measurements. 

 

• More data are needed, spatial coverage still poor. 

 

• more to come in ‘future plans’ presentation 

 


