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Abstract: This paper presents an overview of our efforts to characterize and better understand
cloud-related changes in aerosol properties. These efforts primarily involved the statistical analysis
of global or regional datasets of Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) and
Cloud-Aerosol Lidar with Orthogonal Polarization (CALIOP) aerosol and cloud observations. The
results show that in oceanic regions, more than half of all aerosol measurements by passive satellite
instruments come from near-cloud areas, where clouds and cloud-related processes may significantly
modify aerosol optical depth and particle size. Aerosol optical depth is also shown to increase
systematically with regional cloud amount throughout the Earth. In contrast, it is shown that
effective particle size can either increase or decrease with increasing cloud cover. In bimodal aerosol
populations, the sign of changes depends on whether coarse mode or small mode aerosols are most
affected by clouds. The results also indicate that over large parts of Earth, undetected cloud particles
are not the dominant reason for the satellite-observed changes with cloud amount, and that 3D
radiative processes contribute about 30% of the observed near-cloud changes. The findings underline
the need for improving our ability to accurately measure aerosols near clouds.

Keywords: aerosol; cloud; satellite; transition zone

1. Introduction

Interactions between clouds and aerosols are among the largest sources of uncertainty in
estimating human impacts on climate. As stated in the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
(IPCC) 5th Assessment Report [1] Chapter 7, “Clouds and aerosols continue to contribute the largest
uncertainty to estimates and interpretations of the Earth’s changing energy budget ... the quantification

. of aerosol—cloud interactions continues to be a challenge.” To address this challenge, a large
number of scientists have pursued research using various approaches. Since about 2005, these efforts
included the analysis of satellite observations with the goal of examining the relationship between
aerosol properties and regional cloud coverage [2-5]. Later, scientists also examined how aerosol
properties vary with the distance to the nearest clouds using observations from satellites, aircraft,
and/or the ground [6-9]. The remote sensing studies were complimented by studies that used in situ
observations to gain insights into some processes contributing to near-cloud aerosol changes such
as swelling or chemical cloud processing [10-12]. In the meantime, other studies used time series of
observations to characterize how aerosol populations change after clouds formed in the area [13,14],
or used modeling to better understand inter-cloud regions [15,16], in some cases combining models
with observations [17-20]. Based on results from such studies, the IPCC 5th Assessment Report [1]
summarized the issue as follows: “... aerosol measured in the vicinity of clouds is significantly different
than it would be were the cloud field, and its proximate cause (high humidity), not present. The latter
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results from humidification effects on aerosol optical properties, contamination by undetectable cloud
fragments and the remote effects of radiation scattered by cloud edges on aerosol retrieval.”

Thoroughly characterizing near-cloud aerosols and understanding the causes of near-cloud
particle changes are critical for accurate representations of aerosol-cloud interactions and aerosol
radiative forcing. This is because we live in a cloudy world and, as it will be discussed later in this paper,
a large portion of clear-sky areas are so close to clouds that their aerosol populations are significantly
modified by cloud-related processes. As a result, excluding near-cloud areas from aerosol studies
would cause two major problems. First, this would substantially reduce the available data volume.
For example, [21] found that in images taken by the Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer
(MODIS), 20% of all pixels are deemed too cloudy for aerosol retrievals and not cloudy enough
for cloud retrievals. As a result, roughly 20% of pixels are not considered in MODIS-based global
estimates of either “clear sky” or “cloudy sky” radiative effects. Second, excluding near-cloud areas
would underestimate the aerosol direct radiative forcing because aerosol amounts are higher, and
physical and optical properties are different in near-cloud pixels than in far-from-cloud pixels [10,22].
Moreover, near-cloud aerosol observations influence not only our estimates of aerosol direct radiative
effects, but also have a dramatic impact on satellite-based estimates of aerosol indirect radiative effects.
For example, ref. [23] found that satellite-based estimates of indirect effects drop by about half if
near-cloud observations are excluded, while [24] found that the first indirect effect of aerosols is greatly
underestimated if we do not take into account the aerosol swelling that occurs near clouds. Finally,
characterizing near-cloud aerosols is also important for better understanding and simulating the wide
range of physical and chemical processes through which aerosols and clouds influence each other.

While satellites offer excellent opportunities for a wide range of aerosol studies, it is important
to keep in mind that satellite-based aerosol measurements face additional challenges in the vicinity
of clouds. For example, as mentioned above, undetected cloud particles or sunlight scattered from
nearby clouds can result in overestimations of aerosol amounts (even if retrievals use multiangle
polarized radiance measurements and strict data filtering techniques [25]), which in turn can lead to
overestimations of aerosol radiative effects [17,26]. Recognizing these challenges, researchers have
been exploring new avenues to mitigate remote sensing uncertainties; some of the ongoing efforts and
possible future approaches are discussed at the end of this paper.

Our research group started examining this topic just over a decade ago, and at this juncture, this
paper presents a brief overview of our decade-long efforts on characterizing cloud-related changes
in aerosol observations. The outline of the paper is as follows. First, Section 2 will discuss the
characterization of the transition zone surrounding clouds, where satellite measurements show
systematic cloud-related changes. Next, Section 3 will discuss the analysis of relationships between
aerosol properties and regional cloud fraction. Finally, Section 4 will present a brief summary
and conclusions.

2. Characterization of the Transition Zone Surrounding Clouds

As mentioned in the introduction, we started examining cloud-related changes in aerosol
properties building on the accomplishments of numerous earlier studies. One reason for the sustained
interest in near-cloud aerosols is that aerosol populations are different in the presence of nearby clouds.
Another reason is that the transition zone surrounding clouds (the zone of pronounced cloud-related
changes in observed aerosol properties) covers a substantial portion of all cloud-free atmospheric
columns. This is illustrated in Figure 1, which shows that for half of all clear columns over oceans,
MODIS images indicate the nearest cloud within 3 km, while Cloud-Aerosol Lidar with Orthogonal
Polarization (CALIOP) data indicates the nearest low-altitude (below 3 km) cloud within 4 km.

We note that while the solid curve in Figure 1 represents clear areas near any cloud, all
subsequent plots that consider “distance to clouds” are for clear areas near low-level clouds. When
analyzing MODIS data throughout this paper, cloud-free and cloudy pixels are distinguished using
the MOD35/MYD35 operational MODIS cloud mask product. Clouds are considered “low-altitude” if
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the value of the MODIS cloud top pressure product exceeds 700 hPa, which implies that the cloud top
is below about 3 km. When analyzing CALIOP data in the absence of co-located MODIS data, we use
the 1 km resolution CALIOP cloud mask which detects clouds along the single line of the CALIOP
track. (This issue will be discussed in more detail later in this paper.) Our work has focused on the
vicinity of low-level clouds, because high clouds can affect aerosols quite differently (and may not
affect much of the aerosols that occur at lower altitudes). Therefore, the presented results represent
mainly the vicinity of shallow cumulus and broken stratocumulus clouds.
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Figure 1. Cumulative histogram of cloud-free atmospheric columns over all oceans, between 60° N and
60° S latitudes. The solid curve is for all 1 km size Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer
(MODIS) pixels with viewing zenith angles less than 20° from 21 June 2008; the dashed curve is for all
333 m size Cloud-Aerosol Lidar with Orthogonal Polarization (CALIOP) columns observed at night
between 15 September 2008 and 14 October 2008. The dashed curve is based on the inset in Figure la
of [27].

In turn, Figure 2 illustrates that clear-sky reflectances systematically increase near clouds, and
the changes can extend well beyond 5 km. As discussed in a wide range of studies (see [15]), several
factors may contribute to the observed changes: (1) aerosols swelling in the humid air surrounding
clouds [10,17], (2) presence of undetected cloud droplets in otherwise cloud-free columns, for example
due to detrainment, subpixel-size clouds, few large droplets lingering after a cloud dissipates, or a few
droplets appearing before stable clouds could form [15,28,29], (3) cloud processing that involves liquid
phase chemical reactions transforming precursor gases into new aerosols [30] or modifies aerosol
size distributions by changing the hygroscopicity of pre-existing aerosols [31], or merges aerosol
particles when the cloud droplets forming around them merge through collision—coalescence and then
evaporate [9,32], (4) three-dimensional radiative processes in which clouds scatter radiation into nearby
clear areas, and air molecules, aerosols, or the surface then scatter it toward the satellite sensor [33-35],
(5) instrument blurring caused by stray light contamination [36]. However, while several studies
provided valuable insights [17,26], the relative importance of these factors is not yet clear.
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Figure 2. Mean MODIS clear-sky reflectances at various wavelengths over a region of the Northeast
Atlantic Ocean (45-50° N, 5-25° W). The horizontal lines indicate mean clear-sky reflectances 20 km
away from clouds. The error bars indicate the standard deviation of data values. The plot combines
near-nadir observations obtained during the 14-29 September period in 10 years (2002-2011). (The
study area is essentially a subset of a wider region where aerosol-cloud relationships were explored
in [37]. The smaller spatial extent and the brief periods in each year help the analysis of reflectance
values by limiting complications from changes in solar elevation.) The figure is based on Figure 1a
of [38].

A notable feature of Figure 2 is that the near-cloud enhancements are stronger at shorter
wavelengths. This is consistent with enhanced aerosol concentrations near clouds (as aerosol particles
scatter more light at shorter wavelengths) but also with 3-D radiative effects: The stronger Rayleigh
scattering at shorter wavelengths has a larger impact in redirecting the light coming from clouds
toward a satellite above [33,35]. In contrast, undetected cloud particles scatter light fairly similarly at
all wavelengths, which means that they cannot explain the wavelength dependence of enhancements
in Figure 2. For example, the absolute increase would be roughly similar at 0.47 pm and 2.13 pm if
undetected droplets were the main cause—and so the observed increase being much larger at 0.47 um
than at 2.13 um points to other causes such as 3-D effects and enhanced aerosol scattering. (It is
interesting to note that the relative increase is smaller at 0.47 um than at 2.13 pm; this occurs because
0.47 pm reflectances are greatly enhanced by Rayleigh scattering and surface reflection, and this
constant enhancement reduces the relative magnitude of near-cloud increases.) We point out, however,
that undetected clouds (and instrument blurring) are still likely to contribute and to be especially
important at 2.13 um, where aerosol scattering is weak and Rayleigh scattering is negligible.

Naturally, the near-cloud enhancements in Figure 2 will influence the aerosol properties estimated
from the observed reflectances. For example, Figure 3 illustrates the impact on aerosol optical depth
(AOD) and Angstrom exponent (AE) values reported in the MODIS Ocean Color product [39-41].
The solid blue line shows that when we use pixels regardless of whether or not clouds may occur
nearby (that is, we ignore the Stray light (STRL) or Sea surface temperature warning (SSTW) quality
assessment flags), mean AOD sharply increases as we approach clouds: The mean retrieved AOD
is in fact 50% higher within 5 km from clouds than father away from them. At the same time, the
mean Angstrom exponent drops significantly near clouds. To put the AE changes in perspective, we
mention that, as illustrated in Figure 8c of [42], AE dropping by 0.1 can correspond to a change of 0.1
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in coarse mode fraction or to an at least 0.02 pm increase in the effective radius of small mode particles.
(Assuming small mode aerosol models used in the MODIS Dark target product [43], this corresponds
to a 20-30% increase in effective radius.)

In contrast, the red dotted curves in Figure 3 indicate that if we used the STRL and SSTW QA flags
to exclude pixels near bright/thick clouds, the cloud-related increases (near thin/small clouds) would
become much weaker. In this case, however, we could use 5 times fewer pixels within 5 km from
clouds, and this would make our dataset much less representative of the overall aerosol population of
partly cloudy regions.
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Figure 3. Near-cloud behavior of (a) mean 550 nm AOD (b) and mean 443-869 nm Angstrom exponent
(AE) when using two different sets of Quality Assessment (QA) flags for data selection. The red dashed
curves are based on pixels where all QA flags show “no concern”, while the solid blue curves are based
on pixels regardless of what the Stray light (STRL) and Sea surface temperature warning (SSTW) QA
flags say, as long as the other QA flags show “no concern”. The figure is for the same region of the
Northeast Atlantic Ocean (45-50° N, 5-25° W) and the same period (14-29 September 2002-2011) as
Figure 2. The figure is based on Figure 5 of [44].

Seeking insights into the origins of the observed near-cloud changes, Figure 4 shows the way
CALIOP lidar returns change near clouds. Panel a shows that in a global dataset of oceanic cloud-free
columns that occur near low-altitude clouds, lidar backscatter drops dramatically above the cloud top
altitude of nearest clouds. This is because boundary layer convection is not likely to move aerosols from
low levels to above cloud tops, and because any undetected cloud particles should also occur below
cloud top altitude. Moreover, the figure also indicates that near-cloud increases in both backscatter
(i.e., particle concentration) and color ratio (i.e., particle size) occur below cloud top altitude. The
cloud-related changes being confined to the low altitudes containing boundary layer clouds was also
apparent in Figure 7 of [45]. The figure revealed that in observing Saharan dust over the Atlantic Ocean,
CALIOP indicates near-cloud increases in backscatter, color ratio, and depolarization (indicating that
dust particles become more spherical as they swell in the humid air near clouds) at altitudes below,
but not above, 2 km.
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Figure 4. (a) Median 532-nm attenuated backscatter (853;) as a function of altitude above the top of the
nearest cloud, plotted separately for different distance-ranges from the nearest cloud. (b) Same, but
showing median color ratio values (related to particle size). Both panels display data from a global
dataset of oceanic clear-sky columns where the nearest cloud is below 3 km. The figure is based on
Figure 3 of [27].

Next, Figure 5 examines the way enhancements in clear sky reflectance depend on the optical
thickness of nearby clouds. The figure separates clear pixels into four sub-categories based on the
maximum cloud thickness of the 3 by 3 array centered on the nearest cloudy pixel. In addition, the
figure also illustrates asymmetries in reflectances by separately showing reflectance increases in two
subsets of our dataset. The “illuminated” subset includes clear pixels whose closest cloudy neighbor is
to the Northeast—which implies that the clear pixel is closest to an illuminated, Southwestern cloud
side. In contrast, the shadowy subset includes clear pixels whose nearest cloudy neighbor lies to the
South—implying that the clear pixel is closest to a shadowy, Northern cloud side.

The figure shows that cloud optical thickness has a strong influence on reflectance enhancements
at surrounding clear areas. Near sunlit cloud sides, the dominant feature is that thicker clouds reflect
more light and thus cause stronger enhancements in nearby clear-sky reflectances. Near shadowy
cloud sides, this effect dominates only farther away from clouds: Because shadowing dominates
closer to clouds, the enhancement is smaller near thicker clouds that cast darker shadows. In fact,
the enhancement may even have a negative sign, according to the simulations in [34]. The transition
occurs at about 3—4 km away from clouds, which is comparable to the length of shadows expected for
48° mean solar zenith angle of the dataset, and 3 km cloud altitude. Finally, Figure 5 also reveals that
cloud thickness makes a larger difference at shorter wavelengths, which is consistent with 3-D effects
being stronger at those wavelengths.
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Figure 5. Dependence of MODIS clear-sky reflectance enhancements on cloud optical thickness (T jouq)-
(a) and (b) Mean 0.47 pm and 2.13 pm reflectance of pixels that are on the sunlit side of the nearest
cloud (c) Mean 0.47 um reflectance of pixels that are on the shadowy side of the nearest cloud. The
figure is for the same region of the Northeast Atlantic Ocean and the same period (14-29 September
2002-2011) as Figures 2 and 3. The figure is based on Figure 3 of [38].

Figure 6 confirms the importance of 3-D radiative processes in creating the solar reflectance
enhancements observed near clouds. This figure shows median CALIOP lidar backscatter and color
ratio values for clear columns that are on the sunlit or shadowy sides of the nearest clouds. Using lidar
data helps, because lidar observations are not affected by 3-D radiative enhancements or shadowing.
The figure indicates that actual particle populations are similar near the sunlit and shadowy sides
of clouds, which implies that the asymmetries in Figure 5 are indeed caused by 3-D radiative effects.
Therefore, the combination of Figures 5 and 6 reveals that 3-D radiative processes play an important
role in creating the observed near-cloud enhancements in solar reflectances.
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Figure 6. Median near-cloud vertically integrated 532-nm attenuated backscatter and color ratio in
daytime CALIOP observations over all oceans between 30° and 60° latitudes in both hemispheres. The
solid and dashed lines are for profiles that are on the sunlit and shadowy sides of the closest cloud,
respectively. The figure is based on Figure 4 of [27].

In order to help estimate the contribution of 3-D radiative effects to the observed near-cloud
enhancements in solar reflectance, Figure 7 compares relative enhancements in particle scattering
for collocated CALIOP and MODIS observations. The key step needed for this comparison is the
calculation of MODIS Ry, and CALIOP 3, the contributions of (aerosol and undetected cloud) particle
scattering to the MODIS 555 nm reflectance and to the CALIOP 532 nm backscatter vertically integrated
below 3 km altitude, respectively. R, is obtained by removing from the Rss5 observed reflectance values
the contributions of surface reflection and Rayleigh scattering. The combined surface and Rayleigh
contributions are estimated as the reflectances expected for completely aerosol- and cloud-free columns
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by the MODIS Dark Target aerosol retrieval algorithm [46]. In turn, 3, is obtained by removing from
the Bs3; lidar attenuated backscatter values the effects of Rayleigh scattering and ozone absorption.
This removal uses the air and ozone molecular density profiles provided in the Level 1 CALIOP
product files.

The fact that Figure 7 shows good agreement between CALIOP and MODIS curves far from
clouds suggests that 3-D radiative processes and instrument blurring are insignificant farther than
about 10 km from clouds. Within 5 km from clouds, however, MODIS enhancements significantly
exceed CALIOP enhancements: the relative difference between the two enhancements near clouds
is about 30% of MODIS enhancements. This implies that changes in aerosols and undetected cloud
particles explain roughly two thirds (70%) of MODIS reflectance enhancements near clouds, with the
remaining third likely coming from 3-D and instrumental effects. We note that simulations based on a
MODIS instrument point spread function [36] indicated that instrument blurring plays a fairly modest

role farther than 1 km away from clouds [47]; this implies that 3-D effects contribute roughly 30% of
the observed enhancements.
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Figure 7. Median near-cloud relative enhancements in particle scattering, as observed by MODIS
and CALIOP over all oceans between 60° N and 60° S. Relative enhancements are calculated as

100 (X — Xo0km)/ X20km, With X being Ry, or B, for the two curves, respectively. The figure is based on
Figure 4 of [47].

One should note that the collocated MODIS and CALIOP observations could be compared in
Figure 7 because MODIS could reveal distance to clouds even for the CALIOP observations. When
CALIOP data is used by itself, however, the distance to clouds is known only along the single line of
the lidar track, and this can make one overestimate the distance to clouds if the nearest cloud is off to
the side from the lidar track (and remains unnoticed by CALIOP). For statistically isotropic clouds
however, this bias can be eliminated by rescaling the CALIOP-estimated distance-to-cloud values [48].
Figure 8 illustrates that after a such rescaling, the systematic near-cloud increase in CALIOP color ratio
is nearly identical regardless of whether or not MODIS information on off-track clouds is used.
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Figure 8. Median CALIOP color ratio (integrated up to 3 km altitude) near clouds detected by the 2-D
MODIS cloud mask (black empty circles), by the 1-D CALIOP cloud mask (red empty squares) and if
the distance to clouds detected by the 1-D CALIOP mask are rescaled to estimate the effect of clouds
outside the lidar track (green full circles). The plot is for a global dataset of daytime satellite data over
all oceans free of sea ice between latitudes 60° S and 60° N. The figure is based on Figure 5 of [48].

3. Dependence of Aerosol Properties on Regional Cloud Fraction

Complementing the studies that examined how aerosol properties change with distance to clouds,
other studies examined how aerosol properties change with regional cloud amount [2—4,17]. Illustrating
the impact of cloud amount, Figure 9a shows that MODIS observations indicate a positive correlation
between cloud fraction (CF) and AOD throughout the globe: the AOD tends to be higher in cloudier
days almost everywhere. We note that studies found positive CF-AOD correlations not only at most
locations, but also in all seasons, and in regions dominated by any key aerosol type considered: sea
salt, dust, sulfates, or carbonaceous. Several factors contribute to this steady CF-AOD relationship,
from cloud lifetime effect to cloud processing, with aerosol swelling in the humid air around clouds
playing a key role [26]. Moreover, the CF-AOD relationship being stronger in satellite datasets than in
global models point toward remote sensing artifacts (especially cloud detection uncertainties and 3-D
radiative processes) also playing an important role in the strong positive correlations.
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Figure 9. Geographical distribution of the relationship between MODIS cloud fraction and aerosol
parameters: (a) Aerosol optical depth, and (b) Angstrom exponent. The correlations are calculated
separately for each 1° by 1° latitude-longitude region, for June-July-August in 2012-2014. The figure
is based on Figures 2a and 4a of [42].
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In contrast, Figure 9b shows that the CF-AE correlation can have either positive or negative sign
in different regions. A negative correlation is consistent with aerosols swelling in cloudier (hence
more humid) days, as decreasing AE values imply an increasing particle size. Such correlations are
consistent with Figures 3b, 4b, 6b and 8, all of which indicate larger particle in the vicinity of clouds.
However, Figure 9b also features large regions with positive CF-AE correlations, indicating that in
large parts of the planet, higher cloud fraction is associated with smaller aerosol particles.

To seek a better understanding of cloud-related changes in aerosol particle size, Figure 10 shows
the relationship of AE to both CF and D for the region and time period examined in Figures 2, 3
and 5—an area Southwest from the UK where the CF-AE correlation is slightly positive (Figure 9b).
Figure 10a shows that farther and farther away from clouds, a higher and higher portion of the data
comes from areas with low cloud fractions. This raises the question whether CF-AOD correlations
in Figure 8a are positive because (i) AOD is higher near louds (e.g., Figure 3) and (ii) there are more
near-cloud pixels for higher cloud fractions (Figure 10a). However, Figure 10b shows that even though
CF and D are related (after all, the nearest cloud is likely to be closer if there are more clouds), they
capture different components of cloud-related aerosol variability: Retrieved AOD values change even
if only one of CF and D changes while the other remains steady. This is because variations in CF
involve changes in the large-scale atmospheric environment, whereas approaching clouds (reducing D)
occurs within the same large-scale environment and can reveal the impact of the clouds we approach.
This implies that characterizing aerosols in partly cloudy regions as a function of cloud fraction (CF)
or distance to nearest cloud (D) offer different opportunities and advantages. In practical terms, CF
is easier to use in studies involving global simulations (which calculate CF but not D) and can help
in studying both cloud effects on aerosols and aerosol effects on clouds [49], whereas D can be used
more readily in characterizing the processes through which clouds impact their surroundings (such as
liquid-phase chemical reactions or detrainment of cloud fragments).
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Figure 10. Impact of distance to cloud for two cloud fraction (CF) ranges. (a) Number of pixels; (b)
aerosol optical depth; (c¢) Angstrom exponent. The data is plotted for the region and time period
examined in Figures 2, 3 and 5. The error bars indicate the uncertainties due to interannual variability,
estimated from the spread of results for individual years. Similar to the blue curves in Figure 2, all QA
flags are used to screen the data except for the STRL and SSTW flags. The figure is based on Figure 6
of [50].

Figure 10c illustrates in a single plot that large-scale processes and individual cloud effects have
opposite impacts on Angstrom exponent: the mean AE increases with both D and CF. In other words,
AE decreases (bigger particles) approaching individual cloud and increases (smaller particles) with
more cloudiness. To complement Figure 10—which shows results for only two CF values—Figure 11
shows explicitly the CF-dependencies.
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Figure 11. Impact of cloud fraction at two distances from clouds (D = 3 km and D = 6 km). (a) Number
of pixels; (b) aerosol optical depth; (c) Angstrom exponent. The data is plotted for the region and time
period examined in Figures 2, 3, 5 and 10. The error bars indicate the uncertainties due to interannual
variability, estimated from the spread of results for individual years. Similar to Figure 10, all QA flags
are used to screen the data except for the STRL and SSTW flags. The figure is based on Figure 7 of [50].

Seeking further insights into the CF-AE correlations, let us examine the CE-AOD correlations
separately for the coarse-mode and small-mode AOD values provided in the MODIS Dark Target
product [51]. We note that in the Dark Target retrievals over ocean the assumed size of aerosol particles
is fixed [43], and so variations in AE correspond to variations in the relative amount of coarse-mode and
small-mode aerosols. A comparison of Figure 12a,b reveals that almost everywhere, CF is significantly
more correlated with AOD for small-mode than for coarse-mode aerosols. This may occur for several
reasons, for example if small aerosols are more hygroscopic, if liquid-phase chemical processes in cloud
droplets create aerosol particles, or if coarse mode aerosols occur above the boundary layer affected by
cloud-related humidity variations. As discussed in [42], in much of the Earth AOD varying with CF
more for small mode than for coarse mode aerosols implies that in those regions cloud contamination
is not the dominant reason for the CF-AOD correlations observed in Figure 9a.

AOD varying with CF more for small mode than for coarse mode aerosols also implies that
aerosol swelling can explain not only the negative CF-AE correlations in Figure 9b, but also the
positive correlations. To illustrate this, Figure 13 demonstrates that the same cloud-related swelling
of small-mode particles can have opposite effects on the overall AE, depending on the abundance of
coarse-mode particles. First, Panel a shows that in MODIS observations, AE tends to increase (decrease)
with increasing CF in areas with small (large) mean AE values—that is, in areas of high (low) coarse
mode fractions. Panel b then offers an explanation to this behavior using Mie calculations. It shows
that if swelling increases the median radius of fine-mode particles from 0.07 to 0.12 um, the overall
(550-869 nm) AE of a bimodal particle population will decrease along the solid blue line in cases of
large AE (low coarse-mode fraction; CMF = 0.25) but will increase along the dashed red line in cases of
small AE (high coarse-mode fraction; CMF = 0.75). We note that the AE of the bimodal population
increases along the red line even though the AE of small mode particles actually decreases: The overall
AE of bimodal aerosol populations will increase with increasing CF if swelling caused by cloud-related
humidity-surges enhance the radiative impact of small particles relative to the impact of coarse-mode
particles, and this shifts the effective particle size of bimodal distributions toward smaller sizes [42].
This complex behavior illustrates that the sign of AE changes by itself cannot reveal the direction of
particle size changes, and so the effect of clouds on aerosol particle size cannot always be adequately
described by changes in Angstrom exponent alone.
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Figure 12. Map of relationships between CF and aerosol optical depth (AOD) separately for small- and
coarse-mode aerosols. CF-AOD correlations for (a) fine mode and (b) coarse mode. The figure is based

on Figure 5 of [42].
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Figure 13. Observations (a) and simulations (b) showing the impact of coarse mode fraction (CMF) on
the way AE changes with CF. (a) MODIS Dark Target aerosol data, showing the relationship between
the June-July—-August mean AE of 1° by 1° oceanic regions, and the correlation between the daily
mean CF and AE values for the same regions. (b) Mie calculations showing how the AE of bimodal
aerosol populations changes as small-mode particles undergo hygroscopic swelling while coarse mode
particles remain unchanged. This panel shows the changes in AE for two populations with pre-swelling
CMFs of 0.25 and 0.75, respectively. (As small-mode particles swell, CMF decreases.) The figure is
based on Figure 8 of [42].

4. Conclusions

This paper provided a brief overview of our group’s efforts over the past decade to characterize
and better understand cloud-related changes in aerosol properties. These efforts involved primarily the
statistical analysis of global or regional datasets of MODIS and CALIOP aerosol and cloud observations.

The analysis found that a substantial part—in oceanic regions, over half—of aerosol measurements
by passive satellite instruments come from near-cloud areas, where aerosols are impacted by clouds or
cloud-related processes. The data showed that aerosol optical depth and particle size both increase
systematically and significantly as we approach clouds. The increases occur below cloud top altitude,
where clouds and cloud-related processes can affect them. Aerosol optical depth was found to also
increase with the amount of nearby clouds almost everywhere on Earth, regardless of season or if
any (and which) aerosol type dominates. However, the spectral dependence of aerosol scattering
indicated that the effective particle size can either increase or decrease with cloudiness. Combining
the data analysis with microphysical modeling revealed that particles likely always grow larger with
increasing cloud fraction, but the effective size of bimodal aerosol size distributions can still decrease if
small mode particles grow more than coarse mode particles. Overall, the findings imply that the most
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detailed information can be obtained if aerosol changes are not characterized only through distance
to nearest cloud or cloud fraction, and not only through a single Angstrom exponent, but through a
combination of these—and possibly other—parameters. For example, [42] suggested using Angstrom
exponents over two different wavelength ranges that are more sensitive to small mode fraction and
the size of small mode particles, respectively.

Seeking insights into the causes of cloud-related changes in measured aerosol properties, the
analysis indicated that in many regions of the Earth, cloud contamination (the presence of undetected
cloud droplets) is not the dominant cause of observed cloud fraction-aerosol optical depth correlations.
We also found that 3D radiative processes are significant and cause roughly 30% of the observed
near-cloud AOD increase.

Taken together, the remote sensing uncertainties and systematic aerosol changes near clouds
create a dilemma: Excluding observations data from the transition zone in order to avoid remote
sensing uncertainties [21] can create a bias toward low aerosol optical depths and weak radiative
effects [10,23], but including data from the transition zone despite the remote sensing uncertainties can
create a bias toward high aerosol optical depths and strong radiative effects. To resolve this dilemma,
we need to improve our ability to measure aerosols near clouds. We need to improve the treatment
of ambiguities in cloudy-clear separation [52], and we need to account for 3D radiative processes in
aerosol retrievals [35,53-55].

Recognizing the need for improved aerosol measurements in partly cloudy regions, researchers
have explored new types of observations and data interpretation methods. For example, multiangle
observations offer new opportunities in cloud detection and in characterizing the size and type
of near-cloud aerosols. Recently, a new set of aerosol products [56] from the Multiangle Imaging
SpectroRadiometer (MISR) has become available at a higher, 4.4 km spatial resolution that allows
examining many near-cloud aerosol changes—and the MISR team is actively pursuing the new
opportunities. Planned future satellites such as the Multi-Angle Imager for Aerosols (MAIA) or the
Plankton, Aerosol, Cloud, ocean Ecosystem (PACE) missions will offer even more detailed multiangle
observations, along with polarization data. Polarization can reveal, for example, particle shape changes
if non-spherical aerosols swell in the humid air and become more spherical as we approach clouds [45].
Additionally, observations with very high spatial resolutions (e.g., tens of meters) can also offer new
opportunities. For example, they can identify small cloud fragments and thus reduce the impact of
cloud detection uncertainties both on aerosol statistics and on aerosol forcing estimates [29].

In addition to new observations, new data interpretation methods also offer promising
opportunities. For example, the Multi-Angle Implementation of Atmospheric Correction (MAIAC)
algorithm [57] may reduce cloud detection uncertainties affecting near-cloud aerosol data [58] by
taking advantage of time series of co-located observations. Also, as mentioned above, a new algorithm
now under development may help reduce aerosol retrieval uncertainties caused by 3D radiative
effects [35,54,55].

Another possibility for future advancement is to combine different types of satellite data. For
example, new high-resolution humidity data in the MAIAC product [59] may help determine the
role of near-cloud aerosol swelling, and time series of geostationary satellite data may help identify
the lasting impact of dissipated clouds on aerosols. Further studies combining passive and active
(lidar) measurements may also help, for example by indicating what fraction of aerosols in a column
are at altitudes where they can be affected by cloud processes. Even coarse-resolution reanalysis
datasets such as MERRA-2 [60] can help, for example by providing information on aerosol precursor
gas concentrations or aerosol age; two factors that can affect in-cloud aerosol formation or hygroscopic
swelling, respectively [30,61]. Finally, advances may also come from additional case studies and
global or regional statistical analyses, possibly enhanced by approaches such as principal component
analysis, conditional probabilities [49], learning algorithms, or statistical comparisons of observations
and radiative transfer simulations [47].
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In turn, the advances in scene characterization can help improve the representation of near-cloud
aerosols in regional and global models, for example by helping improve the way climate models
estimate cloudiness-related subgrid scale humidity variations and their impacts on aerosol radiative
effects [62]. Ultimately, the modeling, laboratory, satellite, ground-based and airborne remote sensing
and in situ studies can mutually benefit each other, enhancing future advances in understanding and
simulating aerosols and their radiative effects in partly cloudy regions.

Author Contributions: T.V. drafted the initial version of this manuscript and figures. A.M. contributed to planning
the manuscript content (figures, etc.), and significantly improved on the initial draft. Both authors contributed to
the analysis discussed in this manuscript.

Funding: This research was funded by the NASA Radiation Sciences Program managed by Hal Maring.

Acknowledgments: We are grateful to all of our colleagues who contributed to the results described in this
manuscript through research and discussions, especially to Thomas Eck, Guoyong Wen, Weidong Yang, but also
to many other colleagues and friends for fruitful discussions.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. IPCC. Climate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment
Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change; Stocker, T.F.,, Qin, D., Plattner, G.-K., Tignor, M.,
Allen, S.K., Boschung, J., Nauels, A., Xia, Y., Bex, V., Midgley, PM., Eds.; Cambridge University Press:
Cambridge, UK; New York, NY, USA, 2013; 1535p.

2. Ignatov, A.; Minnis, P.; Loeb, N.G.; Wielicki, B.; Miller, W.; Sun-Mack, S.; Tanré, D.; Remer, L.; Laszlo, L;
Geier, E. Two MODIS aerosol products over ocean on the Terra and Aqua CERES SSE. . Atmos. Sci. 2005, 62,
1008-1031. [CrossRef]

3.  Loeb, N.G.; Manalo-Smith, N. Top-of-Atmosphere direct radiative effect of aerosols over global oceans from
merged CERES and MODIS observations. J. Clim. 2005, 18, 3506-3526. [CrossRef]

4. Zhang, J.; Reid, ].S.; Holben, B.N. An analysis of potential cloud artifacts in MODIS over ocean aerosol
optical thickness products. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2005, 32, L15803. [CrossRef]

5. Loeb,N.G,; Schuster, G.L. An observational study of the relationship between cloud, aerosol and meteorology
in broken low-level cloud conditions. J. Geophys. Res. 2008, 113, D14214. [CrossRef]

6. Koren, I; Remer, L.A.; Kaufman, Y.J.; Rudich, Y.; Martins, J.V. On the twilight zone between clouds and
aerosols. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2007, 34, L08805. [CrossRef]

7. Su, W.; Schuster, G.L.; Loeb, N.G.; Rogers, R.R.; Ferrare, R.A.; Hostetler, C.A.; Hair, ]JW.; Obland, M.D.
Aerosol and cloud interaction observed from high spectral resolution lidar data. J. Geophys. Res. 2008, 113,
D24202. [CrossRef]

8.  Redemann, J.; Zhang, Q.; Russell, P.B.; Livingston, ] M.; Remer, L.A. Case Studies of Aerosol Remote Sensing
in the Vicinity of Clouds. J. Geophys. Res. 2009, 114, D6. [CrossRef]

9. Tackett, J.L.; Di Girolamo, L. Enhanced aerosol backscatter adjacent to tropical trade wind clouds revealed
by satellite-based lidar. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2009, 36, L14804. [CrossRef]

10. Twohy, C.H.; Coakley, J.A., Jr.; Tahnk, W.R. Effect of changes in relative humidity on aerosol scattering near
clouds. J. Geophys. Res. 2009, 114, D05205. [CrossRef]

11. Rauber, RM.; Zhao, G.; Di Girolamo, L.; Colén-Robles, M. Aerosol Size Distribution, Particle Concentration,
and Optical Property Variability near Caribbean Trade Cumulus Clouds: Isolating Effects of Vertical
Transport and Cloud Processing from Humidification Using Aircraft Measurements. J. Atmos. Sci. 2013, 70,
3063-3083. [CrossRef]

12. Hudson, J.G.; Noble, S.; Tabor, S. Cloud supersaturations from CCN spectra Hoppel minima. J. Geophys. Res.
2015, 120, 3436-3452. [CrossRef]

13.  Eck, T.E; Holben, B.N.; Reid, ].S.; Giles, D.M.; Rivas, M.A; Singh, R.P;; Tripathi, S.N.; Bruegge, C.J.; Platnick, S.;
Arnold, G.T;; et al. Fog- and cloud-induced aerosol modification observed by the Aerosol Robotic Network
(AERONET). . Geophys. Res. 2012, 117, D07206. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JAS3383.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JCLI3504.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2005GL023254
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009763
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007GL029253
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008JD010588
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008JD010774
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009GL039264
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008JD010991
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JAS-D-12-0105.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JD022669
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2011JD016839

Atmosphere 2018, 9, 430 15 0f 17

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

Eck, T.E; Holben, B.N.; Reid, ].S.; Arola, A.; Ferrare, R.A.; Hostetler, C.A.; Crumeyrolle, S.N.; Berkoff, T.A;
Welton, E.J.; Lolli, S.; et al. Observations of rapid aerosol optical depth enhancements in the vicinity of
polluted cumulus clouds. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 2014, 14, 11633-11656. [CrossRef]

Koren, I; Feingold, G.; Jiang, H.; Altaratz, O. Aerosol effects on the inter-cloud region of a small cumulus
cloud field. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2009, 36, L14805. [CrossRef]

Bar-Or, R.Z; Koren, I; Altaratz, O.; Fredj, E. Radiative properties of humidified aerosols in cloudy
environment. Atmos. Res. 2012, 118, 280-294. [CrossRef]

Jeong, ML].; Li, Z. Separating real and apparent effects of cloud, humidity, and dynamics on aerosol optical
thickness near cloud edges. J. Geophys. Res. 2010, 115, DO0K32. [CrossRef]

Chand, D.; Wood, R.; Ghan, S.; Wang, M.; Ovchinnikov, M.; Rasch, P.J.; Miller, S.; Schichtel, B.; Moore, T.
Aerosol optical depth enhancement in partly cloudy conditions. J. Geophys. Res. 2012, 117, D17207. [CrossRef]
Arola, A.; Eck, T.E; Kokkola, H.; Pitkdnen, M.R.A.; Romakkaniemi, S. Assessment of cloud-related fine-mode
AOD enhancements based on AERONET SDA product. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 2017, 17, 5991-6001. [CrossRef]
Eck, T.F; Holben, B.N.; Reid, ].S.; Xian, P; Giles, D.M.; Sinyuk, A.; Smirnov, A.; Schafer, ].S.; Slutsker, I.;
Kim, J.; et al. Observations of the interaction and transport of fine mode aerosols with cloud and/or fog
in Northeast Asia from Aerosol Robotic Network and satellite remote sensing. J. Geophys. Res. 2018, 123,
5560-5587. [CrossRef]

Schwarz, K.; Cermak, J.; Fuchs, J.; Andersen, H. Mapping the Twilight Zone—What We Are Missing between
Clouds and Aerosols. Remote Sens. 2017, 9, 577. [CrossRef]

Konwar, M.; Panicker, A.S.; Axisa, D.; Prabha, T.V. Near-cloud aerosols in monsoon environment and its
impact on radiative forcing. J. Geophys. Res. 2015, 120, 1445-1457. [CrossRef]

Christensen, M.W.; Neubauer, D.; Poulsen, C.A.; Thomas, G.E.; McGarragh, G.R.; Povey, A.C.; Proud, S.R;;
Grainger, R.G. Unveiling aerosol—cloud interactions—Part 1: Cloud contamination in satellite products
enhances the aerosol indirect forcing estimate. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 2017, 17, 13151-13164. [CrossRef]

Liu, J.; Li, Z. Significant underestimation in the optically based estimation of the aerosol first indirect effect
induced by the aerosol swelling effect. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2018, 45, 5690-5699. [CrossRef]

Stap, F.A.; Hasekamp, O.P; Emde, C.; Rockmann, T. Multiangle photopolarimetric aerosol retrievals in the
vicinity of clouds: Synthetic study based on a large eddy simulation. ]. Geophys. Res. 2016, 121, 12914-12935.
[CrossRef]

Quaas, J.; Stevens, B.; Stier, P.; Lohmann, U. Interpreting the cloud cover—aerosol optical depth relationship
found in satellite data using a general circulation model. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 2010, 10, 6129-6135. [CrossRef]
Varnai, T.; Marshak, A. Global CALIPSO observations of aerosol changes near clouds. IEEE Geosci. Remote
Sens. Lett. 2011, 8, 19-23. [CrossRef]

Xue, H.; Feingold, G.; Stevens, B. Aerosol effects on clouds, precipitation, and the organization of shallow
cumulus convection. J. Atmos. Sci. 2008, 65, 392-406. [CrossRef]

Koren, I; Oreopoulos, L.; Feingold, G.; Remer, L.A.; Altaratz, O. How small is a small cloud? Atmos. Chem.
Phys. 2008, 8, 3855-3864. [CrossRef]

Ervens, B.; Turpin, B.J.; Weber, R.J. Secondary organic aerosol formation in cloud droplets and aqueous
particles (agSOA): A review of laboratory, field and model studies. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 2011, 11, 22301-22383.
[CrossRef]

Harris, E.; Sinha, B.; van Pinxteren, D.; Schneider, J.; Poulain, L.; Collett, J.; D’Anna, B.; Fahlbusch, B.;
Foley, S.; Fomba, K.W.; et al. In-cloud sulfate addition to single particles resolved with sulfur isotope analysis
during HCCT-2010. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 2014, 14, 4219-4235. [CrossRef]

Kerkweg, A.; Wurzler, S.; Reisin, T.; Bott, A. On the cloud processing of aerosol particles: An entraining
air-parcel model with two-dimensional spectral cloud microphysics and a new formulation of the collection
kernel. Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc. 2003, 129, 1-18. [CrossRef]

Marshak, A.; Wen, G.; Coakley, J.; Remer, L.A.; Loeb, N.G.; Cahalan, R.F. A simple model for the cloud
adjacency effect and the apparent bluing of aerosols near clouds. J. Geophys. Res. 2008, 113, D14S17.
[CrossRef]

Wen, G.; Marshak, A.; Cahalan, R.F.; Remer, L.A.; Kleidman, R.G. 3D aerosol-cloud radiative interaction
observed in collocated MODIS and ASTER images of cumulus cloud fields. . Geophys. Res. 2007, 112.
[CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-11633-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009GL037424
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2012.07.014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009JD013547
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012JD017894
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-5991-2017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2018JD028313
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs9060577
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JD022420
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-13151-2017
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2018GL077679
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2016JD024787
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-6129-2010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1109/LGRS.2010.2049982
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/2007JAS2428.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-8-3855-2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acpd-11-22301-2011
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-4219-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.02.52
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009196
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006JD008267

Atmosphere 2018, 9, 430 16 of 17

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.

49.

50.

51.

52.

53.

54.

55.

56.

Wen, G.; Marshak, A.; Cahalan, R.F. Importance of molecular Rayleigh scattering in the enhancement of clear
sky radiance in the vicinity of boundary layer cumulus clouds. J. Geophys. Res. 2008, 113, D24207. [CrossRef]
Meister, G.; McClain, C.R. Point-spread function of the ocean color bands of the Moderate Resolution
Imaging Spectroradiometer on Aqua. Appl. Opt. 2010, 49, 6276-6285. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Matheson, M.A.; Coakley, ].A., Jr.; Tahnk, W.R. Aerosol and cloud property relationships for summertime
stratiform clouds in the northeastern Atlantic from Advanced Very High Resolution Radiometer observations.
J. Geophys. Res. 2005, 110, D24204. [CrossRef]

Varnai, T.; Marshak, A. MODIS observations of enhanced clear sky reflectance near clouds. Geophys. Res.
Lett. 2009, 36, L06807. [CrossRef]

Gordon, H.R.; Wang, M. Retrieval of water-leaving radiance and aerosol optical thickness over the oceans
with SeaWiFS: A preliminary algorithm. Appl. Opt. 1994, 33, 443-452. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Wang, M.; Shi, W. The NIR-SWIR combined atmospheric correction approach for MODIS ocean color data
processing. Opt. Express 2007, 15, 15722-15733. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Ahmad, Z.; Franz, B.A.; McClain, C.R.; Kwiatkowska, E.J.; Werdell, J.; Shettle, E.P.; Holben, B.N. New
aerosol models for the retrieval of aerosol optical thickness and normalized water-leaving radiances from
the SeaWiFS and MODIS sensors over coastal regions and open oceans. Appl. Opt. 2010, 49, 5545-5560.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Varnai, T.; Marshak, A.; Eck, T.F. Observation-based study on aerosol optical depth and particle size in partly
cloudy regions. J. Geophys. Res. 2017, 122, 10013-10024. [CrossRef]

Remer, L.A.; Kaufman, Y.J.; Tanre, D.; Mattoo, S.; Chu, D.A.; Martins, J.V.; Li, R.R.; Ichoku, C.; Levy, R.C;
Kleidman, R.G.; et al. The MODIS aerosol algorithm, products and validation. J. Atmos. Sci. 2005, 62, 947-973.
[CrossRef]

Varnai, T.; Marshak, A. Near-cloud aerosol properties from the 1-km resolution MODIS ocean product.
J. Geophys. Res. 2014, 119, 1546-1554. [CrossRef]

Yang, W.; Marshak, A.; Varnai, T.; Kalashnikova, O.V.; Kostinski, A.B. CALIPSO observations of transatlantic
dust: Vertical stratification and effect of clouds. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 2012, 12, 11339-11354. [CrossRef]
Levy, R.C.; Mattoo, S.; Munchak, L.A.; Remer, L.A.; Sayer, A.M.; Patadia, F; Hsu, N.C. The Collection 6
MODIS aerosol products over land and ocean. Atmos. Meas. Tech. 2013, 6, 2989-3034. [CrossRef]

Varnai, T.; Marshak, A.; Yang, W. Multi-satellite aerosol observations in the vicinity of clouds. Atmos. Chem.
Phys. 2013, 13, 3899-3908. [CrossRef]

Varnai, T.; Marshak, A. Analysis of co-located MODIS and CALIPSO observations near clouds. Atmos. Meas.
Tech. 2012, 5, 389-396. [CrossRef]

Gryspeerdt, E.; Quaas, J.; Bellouin, N. Constraining the aerosol influence on cloud fraction. J. Geophys. Res.
2016, 121, 3566-3583. [CrossRef]

Varnai, T.; Marshak, A. Effect of cloud fraction on near-cloud aerosol behavior in the MODIS atmospheric
correction ocean color product. Remote Sens. 2015, 7, 5283-5299. [CrossRef]

Kleidman, R.G.; O’'Neill, N.T.; Remer, L.A.; Kaufman, Y.J.; Eck, T.E; Tanré, D.; Dubovik, O.; Holben, B.N.
Comparison of Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) and Aerosol Robotic Network
(AERONET) remote-sensing retrievals of aerosol fine mode fraction over ocean. J. Geophys. Res. 2005, 110,
D22205. [CrossRef]

Charlson, R.; Ackerman, A.; Bender, F.; Anderson, T.; Liu, Z. On the climate forcing consequences of the
albedo continuum between cloudy and clear air. Tellus 2007, 59, 715-727. [CrossRef]

Kassianov, E.I.; Ovtchinnikov, M. On reflectance ratios and aerosol optical depth retrieval in the presence of
cumulus clouds. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2008, 35, L06807. [CrossRef]

Wen, G.; Marshak, A ; Levy, R.C; Remer, L.A.; Loeb, N.G.; Varnai, T.; Cahalan, R.F. Improvement of MODIS
aerosol retrievals near clouds. J. Geophys. Res. 2013, 118, 9168-9181. [CrossRef]

Wen, G.; Marshak, A.; Varnai, T.; Levy, R. Testing the two-layer model for correcting near-cloud reflectance
enhancement using LES/SHDOM-simulated radiances. . Geophys. Res. 2016, 121, 9661-9674. [CrossRef]
Garay, M.J.; Kalashnikova, O.V.; Bull, M.A. Development and assessment of a higher-spatial-resolution
(4.4 km) MISR aerosol optical depth product using AERONET-DRAGON data. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 2017, 17,
5095-5106. [CrossRef]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008JD010592
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.49.006276
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21068859
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006165
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008GL037089
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.33.000443
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20862036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/OE.15.015722
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19550856
http://dx.doi.org/10.1364/AO.49.005545
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20935700
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2017JD027028
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JAS3385.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013JD020633
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-11339-2012
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-2989-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-3899-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/amt-5-389-2012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023744
http://dx.doi.org/10.3390/rs70505283
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2005JD005760
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0889.2007.00297.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008GL033231
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50617
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2016JD025021
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-5095-2017

Atmosphere 2018, 9, 430 17 of 17

57.

58.

59.

60.

61.

62.

Lyapustin, A.; Martonchik, J.; Wang, Y.; Laszlo, I; Korkin, S. Multi-Angle Implementation of Atmospheric
Correction (MAIAC): 1. Radiative Transfer Basis and Look-Up Tables. J. Geophys. Res. 2011, 116, D03210.
[CrossRef]

Lyapustin, A.; Korkin, S.; Wang, Y.; Quayle, B.; Laszl6, I. Discrimination of biomass burning smoke and
clouds in MAIAC algorithm. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 2012, 12, 9679-9686. [CrossRef]

Lyapustin, A.L; Alexander, M.J.; Ott, L.E.; Molod, A.M.; Holben, B.N.; Susskind, J.; Wang, Y. Observation of
mountain lee waves with MODIS NIR column water vapor. Geophys. Res. Lett. 2014, 41, 710-716. [CrossRef]
Gelaro, R.; McCarty, W.; Suarez, M.].; Todling, R.; Molod, A.; Takacs, L.; Randles, C.A.; Darmenov, A.;
Bosilovich, M.G.; Reichle, R.; et al. The Modern-Era Retrospective Analysis for Research and Applications,
Version 2 (MERRA-2). . Clim. 2017, 30, 5419-5454. [CrossRef]

Boreddy, S.K.R.; Kawamura, K.; Mkoma, S.; Fu, P. Hygroscopic behavior of water-soluble matter extracted
from biomass burning aerosols collected at a rural site in Tanzania, East Africa. J. Geophys. Res. 2014, 119,
12233-12245. [CrossRef]

Petersik, P.; Salzmann, M.; Kretzschmar, J.; Cherian, R.; Mewes, D.; Quaas, J. Subgrid-scale variability in
clear-sky relative humidity and forcing by aerosol-radiation interactions in an atmosphere model. Atmos.
Chem. Phys. 2018, 18, 8589-8599. [CrossRef]

@ © 2018 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http:/ /creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2010JD014985
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-9679-2012
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013GL058770
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JCLI-D-16-0758.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JD021546
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-8589-2018
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Characterization of the Transition Zone Surrounding Clouds 
	Dependence of Aerosol Properties on Regional Cloud Fraction 
	Conclusions 
	References

