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Abstract. Black carbon (BC) emissions from open biomass
burning (BB) are known to have a considerable impact on
the radiative budget of the atmosphere at both global and
regional scales; however, these emissions are poorly con-
strained in models by atmospheric observations, especially
in remote regions. Here, we investigate the feasibility of
constraining BC emissions from BB using satellite observa-
tions of the aerosol absorption optical depth (AAOD) and
the aerosol extinction optical depth (AOD) retrieved from
OMI (Ozone Monitoring Instrument) and MODIS (Moder-
ate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer) measurements,
respectively. We consider the case of Siberian BB BC emis-
sions, which have the strong potential to impact the Arc-
tic climate system. Using aerosol remote sensing data col-
lected at Siberian sites of the AErosol RObotic NETwork
(AERONET) along with the results of the fourth Fire Lab at
Missoula Experiment (FLAME-4), we establish an empirical
parameterization relating the ratio of the elemental carbon
(EC) and organic carbon (OC) contents in BB aerosol to the

ratio of AAOD and AOD at the wavelengths of the satellite
observations. Applying this parameterization to the BC and
OC column amounts simulated using the CHIMERE chem-
istry transport model, we optimize the parameters of the BB
emission model based on MODIS measurements of the fire
radiative power (FRP); we then obtain top-down optimized
estimates of the total monthly BB BC amounts emitted from
intense Siberian fires that occurred from May to Septem-
ber 2012. The top-down estimates are compared to the cor-
responding values obtained using the Global Fire Emis-
sions Database (GFED4) and the Fire Emission Inventory–
northern Eurasia (FEI-NE). Our simulations using the op-
timized BB aerosol emissions are verified against AAOD
and AOD data that were withheld from the estimation pro-
cedure. The simulations are further evaluated against in situ
EC and OC measurements at the Zotino Tall Tower Obser-
vatory (ZOTTO) and also against aircraft aerosol measure-
ment data collected in the framework of the Airborne Ex-
tensive Regional Observations in SIBeria (YAK-AEROSIB)
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experiments. We conclude that our BC and OC emission es-
timates, considered with their confidence intervals, are con-
sistent with the ensemble of the measurement data analyzed
in this study. Siberian fires are found to emit 0.41± 0.14 Tg
of BC over the whole 5-month period considered; this esti-
mate is a factor of 2 larger and a factor of 1.5 smaller than
the corresponding estimates based on the GFED4 (0.20 Tg)
and FEI-NE (0.61 Tg) data, respectively. Our estimates of
monthly BC emissions are also found to be larger than the
BC amounts calculated using the GFED4 data and smaller
than those calculated using the FEI-NE data for any of
the 5 months. Particularly large positive differences of our
monthly BC emission estimates with respect to the GFED4
data are found in May and September. This finding indi-
cates that the GFED4 database is likely to strongly underesti-
mate BC emissions from agricultural burns and grass fires in
Siberia. All of these differences have important implications
for climate change in the Arctic, as it is found that about a
quarter of the huge BB BC mass emitted in Siberia during
the fire season of 2012 was transported across the polar cir-
cle into the Arctic. Overall, the results of our analysis indi-
cate that a combination of the available satellite observations
of AAOD and AOD can provide the necessary constraints on
BB BC emissions.

1 Introduction

Open biomass burning is known to be an important source
of black carbon (BC), which is the major absorbing com-
ponent of carbonaceous aerosol and one of the main atmo-
spheric species contributing to climate forcing (Bond et al.,
2013; IPCC, 2013). On the global scale, the radiative forcing
of BC, including the effects of BC on ice and snow surfaces,
has been estimated to be as high as+1.1 Wm−2 (Bond et al.,
2013). In a more recent, observationally constrained analy-
sis, the BC radiative forcing after subtracting the preindus-
trial background was estimated to be+0.53 Wm−2 (with the
uncertainty bounds of +0.14 to +1.19 Wm−2) (Wang et al.,
2016), which still suggests that it is quite significant in com-
parison to the radiative forcing of 1.82±0.18 Wm−2 (Myhre
et al., 2013) associated with carbon dioxide (which is the
main climate forcer). Open biomass burning (BB) is likely
to contribute about 40 % to the total BC emissions (Bond et
al., 2013).

As a significant BC source, BB plays an especially im-
portant role in climate processes in the Arctic, where the in-
crease of the annual surface temperature in the period since
1875 has been almost twice as large as that in the rest of
the Northern Hemisphere (Bekryaev et al., 2010). Several
studies (e.g., Shindell and Faluvegi, 2009; Flanner, 2013;
Sand et al., 2015) have indicated that a significant part (up
to about 50 %) of this temperature increase could have been
induced by BC. There is an abundant amount of evidence

that BB provides a significant contribution to BC in the Arc-
tic atmosphere in the spring and summer (e.g., Stohl, 2006;
Stohl et al., 2006; Warneke et al., 2010; Bian et al., 2013;
Hall and Loboda, 2017; Popovicheva et al., 2017; Winiger et
al., 2017; Qi et al., 2017; Xu et al., 2017; Evangeliou et al.,
2018). It has also been estimated (Evangeliou et al., 2016)
that Siberian fires alone contributed almost half (46 %) of
the total BC amount deposited in the Arctic over a period
of 12 years (2002–2013). Radiative effects associated with
BC residing in the Arctic atmosphere include both direct ra-
diation budget changes causing strong warming of the Arctic
surface and significant changes in atmospheric stability and
cloud cover (Flanner, 2013; Sand et al., 2015). Significant
increases in surface temperature in the Arctic as a result of
perturbations of the meridional transport can even be caused
by BC residing in the midlatitude atmosphere (Sand et al.,
2015). This indicates that to correctly evaluate the effects of
BC on the Arctic climate it is critical to know its concentra-
tion not only in the Arctic but also in the atmosphere over
adjacent regions such as Siberia. Additionally, the deposition
of BC on ice and snow has been found to strongly contribute
to Arctic warming by decreasing surface albedo and promot-
ing ice/snow melting which, in turn, may result in further
surface darkening and provide a positive feedback on the in-
crease of the surface temperature in the Arctic (Hansen and
Nazarenko, 2004; Flanner et al., 2009; Flanner, 2013).

The effects of biomass burning on atmospheric compo-
sition and climate are commonly evaluated using chemistry
transport and climate models relying on data from BB emis-
sion inventories, such as the Global Fire Emissions Database
(GFED) (van der Werf et al., 2017), the Global Fire As-
similation System (GFAS) emission dataset (Kaiser et al.,
2012), the Emissions for Atmospheric Chemistry and Cli-
mate Model Intercomparison Project (ACCMIP) inventory
(Lamarque et al., 2010), the Fire Inventory from NCAR
(FINN) (Wiedinmyer et al., 2011), and the Quick Fire Emis-
sions Dataset (QFED) (Darmenov and da Silva, 2015), which
are widely used in atmospheric and climate studies. How-
ever, emission inventory data are likely to be affected by
considerable uncertainties due to a limited knowledge of spa-
tiotemporal characteristics and temperature regimes of fires,
as well as due to the lack of reliable estimates of emission
factors for a variety of ecosystems and environmental con-
ditions. These uncertainties lead to large discrepancies be-
tween emission estimates provided by different inventories.
For example, according to the FEI-NE inventory recently
developed by Hao et al. (2016), the annual BC emissions
from fires in northern Eurasia in the period from 2002 to
2015 are, on average, a factor of 3.2 larger than those given
by the GFED4 (van der Werf et al., 2017) inventory. Using
the FEI-NE inventory in the FLEXPART Lagrangian par-
ticle dispersion model, Evangeliou et al. (2016) found the
model results to be in a reasonable agreement with surface
BC concentrations observed at several Arctic stations in the
period from 2002 to 2013. Conversely, a Bayesian inverse
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modeling analysis based on carbon isotope characterization
of BC measurements at Tiksi (East Siberian Arctic) from
April 2012 to April 2014 revealed that the best fit of the
FLEXPART data to the observations was achieved by reduc-
ing the GFED4 fire emissions by 53 % (Winiger et al., 2017);
however, this estimate may reflect uncertainties in the spa-
tial distribution of the GFED4 emissions, as the sensitivity
footprints in this particular study only cover a part of Siberia
(Winiger et al., 2017). In view of these rather controversial
findings and the important role that BC emissions from BB
are likely to play in climate processes in the Arctic, it is crit-
ical to obtain stronger observational constraints on BC emis-
sions from fires in northern Eurasia and its major BB BC
source regions such as Siberia.

Note that the general term “black carbon”, which is used
throughout this paper, is rather generic and can be bro-
ken down into more specific terms, including refractory
black carbon (rBC), elemental carbon (EC), and equivalent
black carbon (eBC); these terms refer to three major mea-
surement approaches that are used to characterize carbona-
ceous matter, such as laser-induced incandescence, thermal
or thermal–optical methods distinguishing between more and
less volatile fractions of carbonaceous aerosol material, and
optical methods based on measurements of light absorption
coefficients (Andreae and Gelencsér, 2006; Bond et al., 2013;
Petzold et al., 2013; Lack et al., 2014; Sharma et al., 2017).
Accordingly, BC emission data reported by a given emission
inventory may be based on one or more specific methods that
were employed to evaluate the emission factors used in the
inventory. However, a concrete “measure” of BC is usually
not specified in BB emission inventories.

The main goal of this study is to investigate the feasibility
of constraining the BB BC emissions using retrievals of the
aerosol absorption optical depth (AAOD) from satellite mea-
surements performed by the Ozone Monitoring Instrument
(OMI) in the near-UV region (Torres et al., 2007, 2013). To
achieve this goal, we address the case of the severe fires that
occurred in Siberia in 2012 (see, e.g., Konovalov et al., 2014;
Antokhin et al., 2018). The other goals of this study are to ob-
tain “top-down” estimates of the monthly BC emissions from
fires in Siberia in the period from May to September 2012
and to evaluate the corresponding data of the GFED4 and
FEI-NE inventories for this period.

Previous applications of the OMI AAOD retrievals in-
clude, in particular, the evaluation of BC emissions employed
in global aerosol models (Koch et al., 2009; Buchard et al.,
2015) and the identification of the atmospheric variability
of AAOD at various scales (Vadrevu et al., 2014; Huang et
al., 2015; Eck et al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2017). Zhang et al.
(2015) used AAOD retrieved from OMI observations in an
inverse modeling analysis involving the GEOS-Chem (God-
dard Earth Observing System-Chemistry) global model to
constrain BC emissions over southeastern Asia (where the
BC emissions are predominantly anthropogenic) for April
and October 2006; they found overwhelming enhancements

(up to 500 %) in anthropogenic BC emissions in April rel-
ative to a priori emission estimates. In this study, the OMI
AAOD measurements are analyzed utilizing simulations per-
formed for the northern Eurasian region (including Siberia)
using the CHIMERE chemistry transport model (Mailler et
al., 2017).

One of main difficulties with using the OMI AAOD re-
trievals for constraining BC emissions stems from the well-
established fact (see, e.g., Andreae and Gelencsér, 2006;
Jethva and Torres, 2011; Bahadur et al., 2012; Mok et al.,
2016) that the absorption of UV and shortwave visible ra-
diation by BB aerosol is strongly affected by brown carbon
(that is, by the light-absorbing fraction of organic carbon).
In view of this fact, explicit modeling of AAOD in the case
of BB aerosol as a function of its composition would in-
evitably involve major uncertainties associated with the as-
sumptions regarding the magnitude of the imaginary part of
the refractive index for organic carbon (OC) and the mix-
ing state of aerosol particles; these characteristics are likely
strongly variable, depending on the sources and atmospheric
processing of BB aerosol (Lack et al., 2012; Saleh et al.,
2013; Wong et al., 2017; Saturno et al., 2018). To overcome
this difficulty, we follow an empirical approach (Konovalov
et al., 2017b) that involves the parameterization of AAOD as
a function of the EC/OC (elemental carbon to organic car-
bon) ratio and the aerosol extinction optical depth (AOD).
This parameterization is based on the analysis of experimen-
tal relationships between the single scattering albedo (SSA)
of BB aerosol particles and the EC/OC ratio and is fitted
to the retrievals of aerosol optical properties from the multi-
wavelength measurements made at the AErosol RObotic
NETwork (AERONET) sites in Siberia in summer 2012. The
relationships between SSA and the EC/OC ratio were re-
ported by Pokhrel et al. (2016) as a result of the fourth Fire
Lab at Missoula Experiment (FLAME-4).

Along with the OMI AAOD retrievals, we use AOD re-
trievals from satellite measurements made by the Moderate
Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS). Numerous
studies found the MODIS AOD retrievals to provide use-
ful observational information for the evaluation and estima-
tion of BB emissions of aerosol and co-emitted species (e.g.,
Ichoku and Kaufman, 2005; Matichuk et al., 2008; Kaiser et
al., 2012; Petrenko et al., 2012, 2017; Huneeus et al., 2013;
Xu et al., 2013; Konovalov et al., 2014, 2015; Reddington et
al., 2016). In this study, the MODIS AOD data were used
to constrain OC emissions and to optimize the calculated
AOD values. Note that since BC is usually a minor compo-
nent of BB aerosol, AOD is mostly determined by the organic
(scattering) fraction of BB aerosol (Reid et al., 2005a); thus,
estimation of BC emissions using only AOD measurements
would require making some assumptions regarding the quan-
titative aerosol composition. The AAOD measurements are
much more sensitive to the BC fraction of aerosol than the
AOD measurements, even though the OMI AAOD retrievals
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are also sensitive to OC due to its strong absorption at shorter
wavelengths.

The optimized emissions are validated using indepen-
dent ground-based and aircraft aerosol measurements per-
formed in different parts of Siberia. Therefore, through the
use of a chemistry transport model, this study integrates data
from satellite and ground-based remote sensing and in situ
and aircraft measurements to not only obtain independent
observation-based estimates of BC emissions from Siberian
fires but also to ensure their reliability. Moreover, the use of
a chemistry transport model allows for the transport path of
BB BC emissions in the atmosphere to be followed, and for
the part exported directly to the Arctic to be determined.

A general overview of the study design is presented in
Fig. 1. The methodology of the study is described in detail in
Sect. 2. The results of our analysis are presented in Sect. 3.
Finally, Sect. 4 summarizes our findings followed by the con-
cluding remarks.

2 Methodology

2.1 Observational data

2.1.1 AAOD retrievals

We used the OMI AAOD retrievals provided as a part of the
OMAERUV (v. 1.8.9.1) Level-2 data product (Torres et al.,
2007, 2013) that were derived by the NASA group from the
OMI observations onboard of the EOS Aura satellite. OMI is
a spectrally high-resolution nadir-looking spectrometer that
measures the backscattered solar radiance in the ultraviolet
and visible regions of the electromagnetic spectrum (Levelt
et al., 2006). The OMI measurements provide daily global
coverage at a spatial resolution of 13×24 km2 at nadir. Aura
is a part of NASA’s A-train satellite constellation and is in a
sun-synchronous ascending polar orbit with a local Equator
crossing time of 13:45. The OMAERUV algorithm derives
the UV aerosol index in the 354–388 nm range from radiance
observations by making use of the observed departure of the
spectral dependence of the near-UV upwelling radiation at
the top of the atmosphere from that of a hypothetical pure
molecular atmosphere. Along with the UV aerosol index, the
OMAERUV data product provides AAOD, AOD, and SSA
retrieved following a standard look-up table approach with
assumed aerosol models, surface albedo, and aerosol layer
height.

The major features of the OMAERUV retrieval algorithm
that are relevant in the context of inverse modeling applica-
tions of the AAOD data are described in detail by Zhang et
al. (2015). Briefly, they are as follows. First, the OMAERUV
algorithm identifies one of the three assumed aerosol types,
such as BB aerosol, desert dust, or urban/industrial aerosol,
representing column aerosol load in each pixel. The selec-
tion of aerosol type is based on a scheme that uses coin-

cident and collocated carbon monoxide (CO) observations
from AIRS on Aqua and the UV aerosol index from OMI
(Torres et al., 2013). Second, the algorithm is sensitive to as-
sumptions about the altitude of the aerosol center mass. To
address this sensitivity, the AAOD data are retrieved for a
set of five different aerosol center mass locations: at the sur-
face and 1.5, 3.0, 6.0, and 10 km above the surface. The “fi-
nal” AAOD product derived by OMAERUV is referenced
to the monthly climatology aerosol layer height as given
by the OMI-CALIOP (Cloud-Aerosol Lidar with Orthogo-
nal Polarization) joint dataset (Torres et al., 2013). Third,
the major factor affecting the quality of the aerosol retrievals
provided by OMAERUV is sub-pixel cloud contamination.
However, compared to AOD and SSA retrievals, AAOD is
less affected by cloud contamination due to the partial can-
cellation of errors in AOD and SSA. OMAERUV reports
AOD/SSA/AAOD with the associated quality flags “0” and
“1”. While all three retrievals are reliable with the quality
flag “0”, only AAOD is reliable with either quality flag. Ac-
cordingly, the number of reliable AAOD retrievals is greater
than the number of respective AOD and SSA retrievals.

The OMAERUV product has been validated on a global
scale by comparing OMI-retrieved AOD and SSA with the
corresponding data derived from ground-based measure-
ments of the sun/sky photometers at the AERONET sites
(Ahn et al., 2014; Jethva et al., 2014). The comparison con-
firmed that the OMI AOD and SSA retrievals are quite reli-
able. Specifically, the differences between most of the pairs
of matched AOD data were found to fall into the expected un-
certainty range (the greater of ±30 % or ±0.1) for the OMI
AOD retrievals for all of the aerosol types, while the major-
ity of collocated SSA retrievals for the “smoke” and “dust”
aerosol were found to agree within the expected uncertainties
of ±0.03 in OMI and AERONET inversions. Since AAOD
can be expressed through SSA and AOD, these comparisons
indicate that the OMI AAOD retrievals are also realistic.

In this study, we made use of the reliable AAOD retrievals
corresponding only to the BB type of aerosol. The quality
assured values of AAOD at 388 nm for the period from 1 May
to 30 September 2012 were projected onto a rectangular 1◦×
1◦ grid with an hourly temporal resolution. Different values
falling into the same grid cell within an hourly period were
averaged. We used both the AAOD datasets corresponding
to the predefined altitudes of the aerosol layer and the “final”
AAOD product.

2.1.2 AOD retrievals

As noted above, the available OMI AAOD retrievals are more
abundant than the quality assured retrievals of AOD. For this
reason, the OMI AOD retrievals were not used in our analy-
sis. Instead, we employed the Collection 6 retrievals of AOD
at 550 nm from the MODIS measurements onboard the Aqua
satellite (Levy et al., 2013), which is also a part of NASA’s
A-train satellite constellation. The MODIS Aqua measure-
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Figure 1. Schematic representation of the study design. Green is used to depict the observational data used in the analysis. Red and dotted
red lines illustrate the iterative procedure aimed at the optimization of the BB BC and OC emissions.

ments are typically taken at around the same time as the
OMI measurements, as Aqua overpasses the Equator daily
at 13:30 (local time) in the ascending mode. The merged
“dark target” and “deep blue” AOD retrievals with a nom-
inal horizontal resolution of 10× 10 km2 were obtained for
the period from 1 May to 30 September 2012 as a part of
the MYD04-L2 data product (Levy et al., 2015). Similar to
the AAOD data, the quality assured AOD data for the period
from 1 May to 30 September 2012 were projected onto a rect-
angular 1◦× 1◦ grid with an hourly temporal resolution and
then averaged. The expected uncertainty range of the MODIS
AOD retrievals is ±(0.05+15%). A comparison of the Col-
lection 6 MODIS AOD data with the respective AERONET
retrievals has shown that this uncertainty range covers the
majority (69 %) of the differences between the MODIS and
AERONET collocated AOD retrievals (Levy et al., 2013).

2.1.3 Fire radiative power

The fire radiative power (FRP) data (Kaufman et al., 1998;
Justice et al., 2002) derived from the MODIS measurements
onboard the Aqua and Terra satellites were used in this study
to calculate BB emissions of gases and aerosols via the meth-
ods developed earlier (Konovalov et al., 2011b, 2014). The

FRP data were provided at nominal 1 km spatial and 5 min
temporal resolutions as a part of the MYD14/MOD14 Col-
lection 6 MODIS fire products (Giglio and Justice, 2015a, b;
Giglio et al., 2016). The Collection 6 FRP retrieval algorithm
makes use of the difference between the 4 µm radiance of a
pixel affected by fires compared with that of a background
pixel (Wooster et al., 2012). The Collection 6 Terra MODIS
fire products were validated using reference 30 m fire maps
derived from high-resolution Advanced Spaceborne Ther-
mal Emission and Reflection Radiometer (ASTER) images
(Giglio et al., 2016). The fire detection omission error was
found to be less than 10 % for relatively large fires composed
of 140 or more fire pixels; however, the ASTER data did not
allow quantitative evaluation of the MODIS FRP retrievals
which, in general, may be affected by clouds, heavy smoke,
or tree crowns.

Our processing of the available FRP data was the same
as described in Konovalov et al. (2014). Briefly, we first es-
timated the FRP density on a 0.2◦× 0.1◦ grid covering the
northern Eurasian region considered in this study as the ra-
tio of the total FRP in a given grid cell to the observed area
of that grid cell. The estimation was done for any Aqua and
Terra orbit overpassing a given grid cell during a given day,
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and a maximum FRP density value for each grid cell and day
in the period from 1 May to 30 September 2012 was selected.
Persistent FRP pixels (which may be due to gas flaring) were
filtered out. We then estimated the daily mean FRP density
by scaling the maximum FRP density with the assumed di-
urnal cycle of FRP. The diurnal cycle of FRP was estimated
using the method proposed by Konovalov et al. (2014) which
involved fitting a Gaussian function approximating the diur-
nal cycle to the selected FRP daily maxima corresponding to
different hours of the day. The daily mean gridded FRP den-
sities were then used to calculate BB emissions as described
in Sect. 3.2.

2.1.4 AERONET data

To characterize the optical properties of BB aerosol in
Siberia, we used (along with the satellite retrievals) the
aerosol data derived from ground-based measurements of the
spectral diffuse sky and direct sun radiation by photometers
at the sites of the AErosol RObotic NETwork (AERONET)
(Holben et al., 1998). Specifically, we used AAOD and SSA
retrievals at 440 and 675 nm and AOD observations at 500
and 675 nm. The AAOD and SSA data were obtained from
the version 2, level-2 (cloud screened and quality assured)
aerosol inversion product (Dubovik and King, 2000), while
the AOD data were provided from the version 2, level-2
direct sun AERONET observations. The uncertainty of the
AOD measurements has been estimated to be within ±0.01
in the visible region and ±0.02 at near-UV wavelengths,
and the uncertainty in retrieved SSA has been estimated to
be within ±0.03 when AOD at 440 nm is larger than 0.4
(Dubovik et al., 2000). Note that AOD at 440 nm is greater
than 0.4 for all retrievals provided in the level-2 AERONET
inversion product (since inversions corresponding to smaller
AOD values are considered to be less accurate). Follow-
ing Konovalov et al. (2017b), in this study we analyze the
AERONET data from sites situated in Siberia. The direct sun
measurements and inversions for the fire season of 2012 were
only available from two Siberian sites: Tomsk-22 (56.4◦ N,
84.7◦ E) situated in western Siberia and Yakutsk (61.7◦ N,
129.4◦ E) situated in eastern Siberia.

2.1.5 Measurement data from the Zotino Tall Tower
Observatory

To evaluate the simulated concentrations of EC and OC, we
used the data collected at the Zotino Tall Tower Observa-
tory (ZOTTO) established at a remote location (about 600 km
from the nearest city, Krasnoyarsk) in the boreal forest of
central Siberia (Heimann et al., 2014). The geographic coor-
dinates of the observatory are 60.8◦ N and 89.4◦ E. Due to
the background character of its environment, ZOTTO is suit-
able for studying natural sources of aerosol and gases in the
boreal forest (Chi et al., 2013). The observatory includes a
300 m tall mast that enables probing of the atmospheric com-

position within the planetary boundary layer and the capture
of the regional concentration signal (Gloor et al., 2001).

Continuous long-term measurements of the ambient
aerosol carbonaceous fraction (including those of elemental
and organic carbon) have been carried out at ZOTTO since
2010 (Mikhailov et al., 2015, 2017). The ambient aerosol was
sampled from the top of the tower through a stainless steel
inlet pipe and collected on quartz fiber filters. The sampling
period varied from 10 to 480 h, depending on the air pol-
lution level. Concentrations of EC and OC were measured
by a thermal–optical carbon analyzer from Sunset Labora-
tory (OR, USA). The uncertainties of the EC and OC mea-
surements consist of a constant part of 0.2 µgCcm−2 and a
multiplicative part of 5 %. Further details regarding the tech-
niques and protocols used for the EC and OC measurements
at ZOTTO can be found elsewhere (Mikhailov et al., 2017).

2.1.6 Aircraft measurements

Aircraft measurements spanning large areas and wide alti-
tude ranges are an indispensable source of the observational
data for evaluation in chemistry transport models. Here we
use the data collected over eastern and western Siberia on-
board the Optik Tu-134 aircraft laboratory in the framework
of the Airborne Extensive Regional Observations in SIBeria
(YAK-AEROSIB) experiments (Paris et al., 2008, 2009a).
In summer 2012, the YAK-AEROSIB measurement cam-
paign was carried out on 31 July and 1 August (Antokhin
et al., 2018). On 31 July, the aircraft departed from Novosi-
birsk (54.9◦ N, 85.2◦ E) and arrived in Yakutsk (61.9◦ N,
128.5◦ E), with an intermediate landing in Tomsk (56.2◦ N,
84.7◦ E). On 1 August, the aircraft departed (return flight)
from Yakutsk and landed in Novosibirsk. During the flights,
the aircraft performed several ascents and descents within
the altitude range from about 1 to 8 km and crossed several
major smoke plumes originating from fires in Siberia. Fur-
ther information regarding the tracks of flights carried out in
the framework of the YAK-AEROSIB campaign from July to
August 2012 can be found elsewhere (Antokhin et al., 2018).

In this study, we considered the YAK-AEROSIB obser-
vations of mass concentrations of equivalent black carbon
(eBC) and fine fraction of aerosol (PM2.5) along with the
mixing ratio of carbon monoxide (CO). The measurement
techniques have been described previously (Paris et al., 2008;
2009a, b). Briefly, eBC was measured using an Aethalometer
(Panchenko et al., 2000, 2012), which detects diffuse light
attenuation by particles collected on a filter. The measure-
ments considered in this study were performed at a wave-
length of 640 nm. The sensitivity of the Aethalometer is es-
timated to be 0.01 µgm−3. The eBC measurements were cal-
ibrated against gravimetric measurements of BC mass con-
centration, using BC particles produced by a pyrolysis gen-
erator. It should be noted that the accuracy of Aethalometer
measurements may be affected by several factors, including
the SSA of ambient aerosol particles, particle size, composi-
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tion, and filter loading (see, e.g., Liousse et al., 1993; Sharma
et al., 2002; Lack et al., 2014). In particular, the eBC con-
centration may be strongly overestimated due to greater light
scattering by ambient aerosol particles compared to scatter-
ing by the soot particles used in the calibration procedure,
although this effect can be counterbalanced by lower atten-
uation for larger filter loadings (see, e.g., Weingartner et al.,
2003). Furthermore, the eBC concentration can be different
from the EC concentration in the same aerosol sample, sim-
ply because eBC and EC measurements represent fundamen-
tally different physical properties of the aerosol (Andreae and
Gelencsér, 2006; Bond et al., 2013). Parallel field measure-
ments of eBC (with a standard Aethalometer) and EC (using
a thermal technique) at an Arctic station (Sharma et al., 2017)
revealed that eBC was systematically larger (by about 30 %)
than EC in winter and spring (when the aerosol was predom-
inantly anthropogenic) but almost 50 % smaller in summer
(when the contribution of BB aerosol might be significant).
Whilst the eBC observations that are widely used for charac-
terizing radiative properties of aerosol in remote regions can
not provide a strong constraint on BC emissions (especially
when the BC emissions are interpreted as those of EC), the
analysis of the eBC observations performed during the YAK-
AEROSIB campaign is useful as it allows us to get an idea of
the consistency of different types of BB BC measurements in
Siberia.

PM2.5 mass concentrations were obtained using the
GRIMM 1.109 optical particle counter (GRIMM Aerosol
Technik GmbH & Co. KG, Germany) which measures parti-
cle number concentration in 31 size channels in the range
from 0.25 to 32 µm. Following Burkart et al. (2010), the
conversion of number concentration to mass concentration
was performed by applying the instrument-specific factor
(equal to 1.65) and an additional correction factor, the C fac-
tor, which is dependent on the bulk density of the sampled
aerosol. Burkart et al. (2010) found that the C factor can be
estimated as the ratio of the instrument-specific factor to the
aerosol density. Accordingly, assuming that the typical den-
sity of BB aerosol is about 1.3 gcm−3 (Reid et al., 2005b),
we estimated the C factor for our case to be 1.27.

Measurements of the CO mixing ratio were made using
a modified commercial gas analyzer Thermo 48C (Thermo
Environmental Instruments, USA; see Nedelec et al., 2003;
Paris et al., 2008). Note that the measurements of the CO
mixing ratio were only used in this study for the selection of
aerosol measurements representative of BB plumes (as ex-
plained in Sect. 3.4). The eBC, PM2.5, and CO observations
were matched in time by first averaging the PM2.5 concen-
trations (which were nominally available each second) over a
variable period (4–16 s) between two consecutive eBC obser-
vations and then selecting the closest CO observation (among
the data that were nominally available every 4 s).

2.2 Modeling and analysis

2.2.1 CHIMERE model simulations

The simulations considered in this paper were performed
with the 2017 version of the CHIMERE model (Mailler et
al., 2017), which is an off-line chemistry transport model de-
signed to produce forecasts and simulations of air pollution
over a range of spatial scales, from urban to hemispheric.
We used the model to simulate mass concentration, compo-
sition, and optical depth of BB aerosol as well aerosol op-
tical properties (AOD and AAOD) in the absence of fires.
Earlier versions of the CHIMERE model have been success-
fully used in a number of studies of BB aerosol and re-
lated atmospheric processes (see, e.g., Hodzic et al., 2007,
2010; Konovalov et al., 2012; Péré et al., 2014; Turquety et
al., 2014). The codes of the 2017 version of the CHIMERE
model (CHIMERE-2017) have evolved significantly with re-
spect to the codes of the previous versions; the most signif-
icant changes are associated with the realization of parallel
computations and the representation of the optical effects of
aerosols and clouds. However, these changes do not cause
major differences in the simulations of the concentration and
composition of BB aerosol. A detailed description of the
CHIMERE-2017 model and a list of the recommended model
settings (most of which were adopted in our simulations) can
be found elsewhere (CHIMERE-2017, 2018; Mailler et al.,
2017); hence, we only describe the main features of our com-
putations in the following.

We took BB emissions of aerosol and reactive gases along
with their other anthropogenic and biogenic sources into ac-
count, including non-BB sources of dust and sea-salt aerosol.
The BB emissions were calculated using the MODIS FRP
data as explained in Sect. 2.2.2. The anthropogenic emissions
were specified by applying the CHIMERE standard emission
interface to the monthly emission data from the global Hemi-
spheric Transport of Air Pollution (HTAP) v2 emission in-
ventory (Janssens-Maenhout at al., 2015). Since HTAP data
for the year 2012 were unavailable, we used the correspond-
ing data for the year 2010; the differences between the annual
anthropogenic emissions in 2010 and 2012 are unlikely to
exceed a few percent in the region considered. Note that the
HTAP inventory does not consider emissions from gas flar-
ing; however, these emissions likely only provide a very mi-
nor contribution (less than 2 %) to the BC emissions (Winiger
et al., 2017) in Siberia in summer 2012. Other sources of
aerosol and gases were taken into account using the standard
CHIMERE procedures described in Mailler et al. (2017).

Aerosol particles of all types were distributed among 10
size bins covering the particle diameters from 10 nm to 40 µm
following a lognormal size distribution. Based on an empir-
ical BB particle emission model by Reid et al. (2005b), the
emissions of BC and OC from fires were distributed among a
range of particle sizes using a lognormal particle size dis-
tribution with a mass mean diameter of 0.3 µm and a ge-
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ometric standard deviation of 1.6. A minor fraction of BB
emissions, which comprises coarse particles with a typical
mean diameter of about 5 µm, was disregarded in our simu-
lations. Note that these coarse particles are not likely to pro-
vide a significant contribution to aerosol optical properties
in the visible and UV regions of the spectrum (Reid et al.,
2005a). The parameters of the distributions for other aerosol
types were specified using the standard settings described in
the CHIMERE technical documentation (CHIMERE-2017,
2018).

Aerosol evolution in the atmosphere was simulated with
the standard parameterizations implemented in CHIMERE-
2017 (Mailler et al., 2017) by taking secondary organic
aerosol (SOA) formation as well coagulation and dry and
wet deposition into account, except that the wet deposition
of BB aerosol (which was assumed to be hydrophobic) due
to in-cloud scavenging was effectively disregarded by setting
the empirical uptake coefficient to be zero. Specifically, the
SOA formation was represented by the scheme proposed and
evaluated by Bessagnet et al. (2008). Note that, as shown by
Konovalov et al. (2015, 2017a), the atmospheric evolution of
aerosol originating from Russian boreal fires may be much
more strongly affected by aerosol aging processes involv-
ing both primary and secondary semi-volatile organic com-
pounds than represented in the CHIMERE simulations using
the standard SOA scheme. Note also that, although exper-
imental findings (Hand et al., 2010) suggest that fresh BB
aerosol particles originating from forest fires are composed
of predominantly hydrophobic material, aerosol aging pro-
cesses are likely to increase the hygroscopicity of aerosol
particles containing BC and to accelerate their removal from
the atmosphere by precipitation through in-cloud scavenging
(Stier et al., 2006; Oshima et al., 2012; Paramonov et al.,
2013). However, these shortcomings of our simulations are
not likely to lead to any significant biases in our estimates of
BC emissions, as evidenced by the sensitivity tests discussed
in Sect. 3.6.

The chemical evolution of gaseous air pollutants was rep-
resented using the MELCHIOR2 chemical mechanism. Fol-
lowing Konovalov et al. (2017a, b), we introduced two ad-
ditional trace species that allowed us to estimate the photo-
chemical age of the BB aerosol. One of the tracers (T1) is
chemically passive, while the second tracer (T2) reacts with
OH (without consuming it) with a constant rate (kOH) of
9× 10−12 s−1 cm3. This rate constant is chosen to give the
reactive tracer a lifetime of about 6 h, given a typical OH con-
centration in BB plumes of 5×106 cm−3 (Akagi et al., 2012).
The emissions of both tracers were the same as the BB emis-
sions of OC. The photochemical age (ta) of BB aerosol was
evaluated in each grid cell and hour as follows:

ta =−(kOH[OH])−1 ln([T2]/[T1]) , (1)

where [T1] and [T2] are column densities of the tracers, and
[OH] is the column-average OH concentration within the BB
aerosol layer.

As explained in Mailler et al. (2017), the 2017 version
of CHIMERE includes the Fast-JX module that computes
photolysis rates and some additional diagnostics, including
aerosol optical depth. The module first calculates aerosol Mie
scattering and absorption for each aerosol species and bin, as-
suming sphericity of the aerosol particles and using a set of
refractive indexes provided with the model. It then computes
the radiative transfer in the model atmospheric column and
evaluates the actinic fluxes at each model level. Note that the
Fast-JX module was slightly modified in this study to enable
simulations of AAOD along with AOD. The calculations of
AOD and AAOD are performed for five wavelengths (200,
300, 400, 600, and 1000 nm). To evaluate AOD and AAOD
at any other wavelength considered in our study, we used a
power-law interpolation (assuming a constant Ångström ex-
ponent within a given wavelength interval) between the near-
est wavelengths from the model’s output. As noted in the in-
troduction, the AAOD values computed in the CHIMERE
runs taking BB emissions into account were not used in this
study because of the high uncertainty of the imaginary part
of the refractive index for organic carbon. Instead, we calcu-
lated the BB fraction of AAOD using an empirical param-
eterization (see Sect. 2.2.3 below) involving the CHIMERE
simulations of the BC and OC column amounts and AOD.
However, we used AAOD values directly simulated with
CHIMERE to characterize the background atmospheric con-
ditions (in the absence of fires).

To enable better consistency between the OMI-derived and
simulated AAOD, the simulated vertical profiles of the BB
fraction in PM2.5 were used to evaluate the altitude of the
center of mass of the BB aerosol layer. The OMI-derived
AAOD values corresponding to different assumed altitudes
of the BB aerosol center of mass were linearly interpolated
to the peak height derived from the simulations. The same
approach was employed earlier by Zhang et al. (2015). Con-
sidering that the aerosol distribution was represented in the
AAOD retrieval procedure by a Gaussian profile (Torres et
al., 1998), each simulated PM2.5 profile was approximated
by a Gaussian function and its maximum was considered as
the aerosol center of mass.

Following Konovalov et al. (2014, 2017a, b), the simula-
tions in this study were performed on a 1◦× 1◦ model grid
covering a large region in northern Eurasia (35.5–136.5◦ E;
38.5–75.5◦ N), including Siberia and parts of eastern Europe
and the “Far East”. In addition, to simulate the aerosol con-
centrations at the ZOTTO site, the model was run with a
higher resolution of 0.2◦× 0.1◦ in a nested domain cover-
ing a part of central Siberia (86.2–92.4◦ E; 57.6–63.9◦ N). In
the vertical, the model meshes include 12 non-equidistant
layers extending from the surface up to the 200 hPa pres-
sure level. The meteorological fields were obtained using
the WRF (Weather Research and Forecasting; version 3.9)
model (Skamarock et al., 2008), which was run with a spa-
tial resolution of 50× 50 km2 and driven with the FNL re-
analysis data (NCEP, 2017). Boundary and initial condi-
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tions were specified using climatological monthly concentra-
tions of aerosols and gases from the LMDZ-INCA chemistry
transport model.

The model runs were carried out for the period from
18 April to 30 September 2012 both with and without BB
emissions of aerosols and gases in the main model domain.
Using the results of these model runs, we specified two main
modeling scenarios. The first (base) scenario was assumed
to represent the real atmosphere – the modeled data corre-
sponding to this scenario were obtained by including all con-
tributions to aerosol from BB and other sources. The simu-
lations corresponding to the base scenario were performed
both with the optimized (as explained in Sect. 2.2.4) and un-
optimized BB emissions. The simulation using the optimized
emissions is labeled below as “base-opt”, and the simulation
using the initial guesses for the parameters involved in our
computation of the BB emissions (see Sect. 2.2.2) is labeled
as “base-ini”. The second scenario was designed to represent
aerosol concentrations and optical properties under “back-
ground” conditions (in the absence of fires) – the data cor-
responding to this scenario were obtained from a model run
(labeled as “bgr”) performed without BB emissions in the
model domain. The first 13 days (18–30 April) of the runs
were considered as the model spin-up period and were ex-
cluded from the subsequent analysis.

2.2.2 Calculations of BB emissions

Following a number of previous studies (e.g., Sofiev et al.,
2009; Konovalov et al., 2011a, b; Kaiser et al., 2012; Huij-
nen et al., 2016), we calculated BB emissions by assuming
a direct instantaneous relationship between the FRP and the
emission rate at a time t :

Es(t)=8d
∑
l

αρlβ
s
l hl(t)F

s
m, (2)

where Es (g s−1 m−2) is the emission rate for a species s,8d
(Wm−2) is the daily mean FRP density (see Sect. 2.1.3), α
(g [drybiomass] s−1 W−1) is the empirical factor relating FRP
to the rate of biomass burning, ρl is a fraction of a given type,
l, of the land cover, βsl (g[model species] g−1[dry biomass])
are the emission factors and hl(t) is the diurnal variation of
the FRP density. The relationship in Eq. (2) also involves the
correction factors, F sm, which are introduced here to enable
the optimization of the BB emissions for BC and OC in a
given month, m.

Considering the experimental analysis by Wooster et
al. (2005), we assumed α to be 3.68× 10−4 gs−1 W−1. The
vegetation land cover fractions, ρl , were evaluated with the
initial resolution of 0.2◦× 0.1◦ using the NCAR USGS land
use dataset (Homer et al., 2004), which was also used to spec-
ify the land use data in the CHIMERE model. Consistent
with the land use categories defined in CHIMERE, our BB
emission model given by Eq. (2) formally takes five vegeta-
tion cover types (needleleaf forest, broadleaf forest, shrubs,

Table 1. Emission factors (gkg−1) for the carbonaceous compo-
nents of BB aerosol. The numbers are adopted from the GFED4
inventory (van der Werf et al., 2017) and are based on Akagi et
al. (2011) and Andreae and Merlet (2001) with subsequent updates.

Agricultural Grassland Forest
burning

OC 2.3 2.62 9.6
BC 0.75 0.37 0.5

grassland, and agricultural land) into account, although no
practical distinction was made in this study between BB
emissions from needleleaf and broadleaf forest, as well as
between BB emissions from shrubs and grassland. The emis-
sion factor values for BC and OC (see Table 1) were cho-
sen to be the same as those in the GFED4 inventory; this
choice simplifies the comparison of the results of our anal-
ysis with the GFED4 data. The emissions of OC were con-
verted into the emission of particulate organic matter (POM)
using a constant OC-to-POM conversion factor (denoted be-
low as η) of 1.8. This value has been found to provide reason-
able agreement between the measurements of PM10 in cen-
tral Siberia during the period of major fires in summer 2012
and the mass concentration of the total carbonaceous matter
derived from the corresponding EC and OC measurements
(Mikhailov et al., 2017; see Fig. 1 therein). The emission fac-
tor values for gaseous species were taken to be the same as
in Konovalov et al. (2015, 2017a); they were specified using
Andreae and Merlet (2001) and subsequent updates (Mein-
rat O. Andreae, unpublished data, 2014). The diurnal profile
of BB emissions, hl(t), was derived directly from the FRP
measurements and approximated by Gaussian functions as
described in Konovalov et al. (2014, 2015). The correction
factors for BC and OC (FBC

m and FOC
m ) were estimated as de-

scribed in Sect. 2.2.4; their initial guess values (correspond-
ing to the “base-ini” simulation scenario) were equal to unity.
The correction factors for other species were set to be equal
to 1.3, based on the results of the optimization of CO emis-
sions from Siberian fires in Konovalov et al. (2017a). The
fire emissions were first calculated using Eq. (2) with a spa-
tial resolution of 0.2◦×0.1◦ and then projected onto a coarser
model grid of 1◦× 1◦.

Figures 2 and 3 illustrate the FRP data used in our anal-
ysis and characterize the spatial structure and temporal evo-
lution of the corresponding fires. Specifically, Fig. 2 shows
the spatial distributions (within the region covered by the
CHIMERE domain) of the daily mean FRP densities, 8d,
integrated over the study period from 1 May to 30 Septem-
ber 2012 and scaled with the area fraction, ρl , of a given land
cover type; in other words, it shows the integral fire radiation
energy per unit area corresponding to a given type of land
cover. The fire radiation energy distributions are shown in
Fig. 2 for the two aggregated types of vegetation land cover,
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(a) (b)

Figure 2. Spatial distributions of the mean fire radiative energy density (MJ m−2) in the period from May to September 2012 for (a) forest
fires and (b) other vegetation fires. The distributions with a spatial resolution of 0.2◦×0.1◦ were derived from the MODIS FRP data and are
shown for the territories covered by a Siberian domain in the CHIMERE model. Red dashed rectangles depict the study region, and short
purple dashes indicate a supplementary subregion discussed in Sect. 3.1. Pink asterisks indicate the locations of the ZOTTO site and the two
AERONET sites, Tomsk-22 (T22) and Yakutsk (Yak.).

Figure 3. Estimates of the total fire radiative energy (in PJ) released
from forest and other vegetation fires in the study region (see Fig. 2)
in the period from May to September 2012. The estimates in this
study were obtained from the MODIS FRP measurements as ex-
plained in Sect. 3.2.

one of which includes needleleaf and broadleaf forest and
the other comprises all other types of vegetation land cover.
Note that the emission estimates are derived in this study for
the Siberian region that is depicted in Fig. 2 by red rectan-
gles and referred to below as the study region. These def-
initions of the study region and model domain allowed us
to focus our analysis on the Siberian fires, and at the same
time, to take the effects of grassland fires in Kazakhstan and
large anthropogenic emissions in the European part of Rus-

sia into account. The same study region and model domain
were specified in Konovalov et al. (2014); however, in the
study from Konovalov et al. (2014) BC emissions were not
estimated and older versions of the MODIS FRP and AOD
data were used. Figure 3 shows the monthly variations of the
FRP densities integrated both in time (over a given month)
and space (over the study region). Evidently (see Fig. 2), the
FRP data are indicative of the major fires that occurred in
the study region in 2012 both in western Siberia (north of
Tomsk) and in eastern Siberia (east of Yakutsk). The largest
fires occurred in the forested areas; the contribution of other
(predominantly agricultural and grass) fires to the monthly-
and regionally-integrated FRP was only comparable to that
of the forest fires in May (see Fig. 3). The fires were, on av-
erage, most intense in July and least intense in September.
The fire radiative energy released from Siberian fires in May,
June, and August was nearly the same.

Similar to Konovalov et al. (2014, 2017a, b), the injec-
tion height of BB emissions was evaluated using the pa-
rameterization proposed by Sofiev et al. (2012) as a func-
tion of the observed FRP, the boundary layer height, and the
Brunt–Väisälä frequency. However, in this study, we used
the advanced (two-step) version of the same parameteriza-
tion (Sofiev et al., 2012), which allows the underestimation
of the heights of BB plumes injected above the atmospheric
boundary layer into the free troposphere to be avoided. Both
the boundary layer height and the Brunt–Väisälä frequency
were derived from the same WRF output data that were
used for the simulations with the CHIMERE model. The BB
emissions given by Eq. (2) for each model grid cell were
distributed among the model layers proportionally to the
weighted number of pixels which yields the injection height
that corresponds to the altitude of a given layer; the weight

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/



I. B. Konovalov et al.: Estimation of black carbon emissions from Siberian fires 14899

of each pixel was defined proportionally to the correspond-
ing FRP value. The FRP values in any pixel were assumed
to have the same diurnal variation as the BB emissions in
Eq. (2).

2.2.3 AAOD parameterization

The method used in this study to evaluate AAOD as a func-
tion of the modeled BB aerosol composition and AOD was
introduced in Konovalov et al. (2017b). The main assump-
tion underlying our method is that the dependence of the SSA
on the ratio of elemental to total carbon, EC/(EC+OC), in
the aerosol can be approximated by a linear function. This
assumption is based on the results of the fourth Fire Labo-
ratory at Missoula Experiment (FLAME-4) (Pokhrel et al.,
2016), where an almost linear relationship between SSA and
EC/(EC+OC) was found for fresh BB aerosol from a wide
variety of biomass fuels. Furthermore, this assumption has
been corroborated by the analysis of aircraft observations
of aging BB aerosol (Pokhrel et al., 2016; Konovalov et al.,
2017b). Accordingly, based on this assumption, we evaluate
EC/(EC+OC) in the atmospheric BB aerosol column using
the following empirical relationship:

[EC]
[EC] + [OC]

∼= (ω
λ
0 − b

λ)(aλ)−1, (3)

where [EC] and [OC] are the column densities of EC and
OC, ωλ0 is the columnar SSA (at wavelength λ) of dry BB
aerosol particles, and aλ and bλ are empirical fitting param-
eters. Note that aλ is a negative number. Estimates of aλ and
bλ for several wavelengths (405, 532, and 660 nm), which are
rather close to minus and plus unity, respectively, have been
reported by Pokhrel et al. (2016). In particular, a660 and b660

have been estimated to be−1.11 (±0.04) and 0.99 (±0.004),
respectively, using the orthogonal distance regression (ODR)
method. These values and Eq. (3) indicate, for instance, that
SSA is very close to one (at 660 nm) for pure OC aerosol
without absorbing EC.

In this study, we applied Eq. (3) to the AERONET ob-
servations at 675 nm. The empirical coefficients a675 and
b675 were evaluated using the power-law extrapolation from
the absolute values reported by Pokhrel et al. (2016) at
532 and 660 nm and were found to be −1.12 (±0.04) and
0.99 (±0.004), respectively. Note that using a more sophisti-
cated analysis, Konovalov et al. (2017b) derived EC/(EC+
OC) from the AERONET observations at 870 nm. However,
we found that the impact of the differences between the
EC/(EC+OC) estimates corresponding to the two wave-
lengths on the empirical parameterization discussed below
was negligible, and so we opted for a simpler and more trans-
parent approach in this study.

The estimates of EC/(EC+OC) derived from the
AERONET observations using Eq. (3) were then related
to the ratio of AAOD at 388 nm (AAOD388) and AOD at
550 nm (AOD550). As noted in Sect. 2.1.1 and 2.1.2, we

considered the ratio of the AAOD and AOD observations at
the different wavelengths rather than direct SSA retrievals
because the number of reliable OMI AAOD retrievals is
much greater than the number of reliable SSA retrievals.
The AAOD388 and AOD550 values were obtained by extrap-
olating AAOD and AOD observations at 440 nm to the 388
and 550 nm wavelengths, respectively, using the correspond-
ing Ångström exponents, which were evaluated using the
AERONET observations at pairs of different wavelengths:
440 and 675 nm for AAOD and 440 and 500 nm for AOD.
The relationship between the AAOD388/AOD550 ratio and
the EC/(EC+OC) ratio was approximated by a linear regres-
sion fitted to the data using the ODR method:

AAOD388

AOD550 = κ1
[EC]

[EC] + [OC]
+ κ2, (4)

where κ1 and κ2 are the regression coefficients, which were
estimated in Konovalov et al. (2017b) to be 2.05 (±0.86) and
0.014 (±0.028) (the confidence intervals are given in terms
of the 90th percentile). Note that unlike the standard least-
squares method which disregards errors in a predictor vari-
able, the ODR method takes random errors in both variables
into account.

In this study, the analysis involving Eqs. (3) and (4) was
performed using the same AERONET data (see Sect. 2.1.4)
as in Konovalov et al. (2017b) but with relaxed selec-
tion criteria. Specifically, instead of requiring that AOD at
500 nm should exceed the fixed value of 0.5, we demanded
that AOD550 derived from the AERONET measurements
should be at least a factor of 2 larger than the correspond-
ing “background” AOD550 values predicted by CHIMERE
(see Sect. 2.2.1). We also did not put any restrictions on
the photochemical age of BB aerosol (whereas Konovalov
et al., 2017b, required that the photochemical age must not
exceed 30 h). While the restriction on the photochemical age
diminishes the risk that the relationship between SSA and the
EC/(EC+OC) can be affected by morphological changes in
aged BB aerosol particles, it also strongly reduces the amount
of data available for the analysis and greatly increases the sta-
tistical uncertainty of the regression coefficients κ1 and κ2.
We assume that the effects of aging processes are manifested
as deviations of the data points from the linear relationship
given by Eq. (4); thus, this can be taken into account in the
confidence intervals of the optimal estimates of κ1 and κ2.
Furthermore, unlike Konovalov et al. (2017b), we did not as-
sume that the selected SSA observations are fully representa-
tive of BB aerosol (in other words, we did not assume that the
impact of the background fraction of aerosol on the observed
SSA can be disregarded). Instead, we derived SSA for BB
aerosol particles from the AERONET retrievals of AAOD
and AOD using the background AAOD and AOD values pre-
dicted in the CHIMERE simulation without BB emissions.
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Figure 4. The ratio of AAOD at 388 nm and AOD at 550 nm as a
function of the ratio of the elemental to total carbon in BB aerosol.
Both ratios (depicted by red crosses) were derived from observa-
tions at the Tomsk-22 and Yakutsk AERONET sites. A linear re-
gression fitted using the ODR method and 1-σ (68.3 %) confidence
intervals of the fit are shown using solid and dashed blue lines, re-
spectively. The best fit equation is given at the top of the figure.

That is, we evaluated ωλ0 as follows:

ωλ0
∼= 1−

AAODλo −AAODλb
AODλo −AODλb

, (5)

where the subscripts “o” and “b” denote the observations
and the simulations for the “bgr” scenario (without BB emis-
sions), respectively.

As the validity of Eq. (3) has only been demonstrated for
dry aerosol, any AERONET observations corresponding to
an average relative humidity in the aerosol column (RHC)
greater than 60 % were disregarded – similar to Konovalov
et al., 2017b). The values of RHC were derived from the
CHIMERE simulations.

Figure 4 demonstrates the linear relationship between the
AAOD388/AOD550 and the EC/(EC+OC) ratios (see Eq. 4)
that was obtained in this study. In spite of a considerable
scatter of the data points, the relationship is rather well con-
strained because of the large number (equal 66) of selected
observations. The regression coefficients, κ1 and κ2, are esti-
mated to be 2.31 (±0.24) and 0.012 (±0.008), respectively.
Note that a non–zero intercept (κ2) is indicative of a con-
tribution of brown carbon to the imaginary part of the BB
aerosol refractive index; however, it should also be noted that
the brown carbon content in aerosol particles can, in prin-
ciple, correlate or anti-correlate with the BC content. The
confidence intervals were evaluated using the bootstrapping
method in terms of the 68.3 percentile (1-σ ) and both random
uncertainties in the EC/(EC+OC) and AAOD388/AOD550

ratios and the uncertainty in the empirical coefficients a675

and b675 were taken into account. It is noteworthy that, when
considering the uncertainty ranges, these estimates are en-
tirely consistent with the corresponding estimates (see above)
obtained earlier (Konovalov et al., 2017b) using a much
smaller number (20) of selected data points.

To evaluate the impact of the possible biases in the simu-
lated data involved in Eq. (4) on our estimates of κ1 and κ2,
we performed several sensitivity tests (see the Supplement,
Sect. S1), in which AAODλb and AODλb were scaled with
constant factors. The test results indicate (see Figs. S1–S3
in the Supplement) that our optimal estimates of the regres-
sion coefficients κ1 and κ2 are sufficiently robust with respect
to possible biases in AAODλb and AODλb .

Based on the empirical parameterization given by Eq. (4),
we could predict AAOD388 for the BB aerosol in a given
model grid cell using the model output data as follows:

AAOD388 ∼= AOD550
[
κ1

[BC]
[BC] + [POM]η−1 + κ2

]
, (6)

where [BC] and [POM] are the BC and POM column densi-
ties that were simulated with AOD550 using the CHIMERE
model by only taking the BB emissions of aerosol into ac-
count(see Sect. 2.2.1), and η is the OC-to-POM conversion
factor of 1.8 (see Sect. 2.2.2).

2.2.4 Optimization procedure

We inferred optimal BB emissions of BC and OC following
an inverse modeling approach (Enting, 2002) which gener-
ally suggests that the emissions specified in an atmospheric
model can be constrained by analyzing the differences be-
tween observations and corresponding simulations of the at-
mospheric composition. Our inverse modeling analysis was
aimed at optimizing the correction factors, FBC

m and FOC
m

(see Eq. 2), for the emissions of BC and OC in each month,
m, of the study period (May–September 2012). Accordingly,
the monthly values of the correction factors constitute the
components of the state vectors, F BC and F OC of our inverse
modeling problem. The same value of a correction factor for
a given species and a given month applies to each grid cell
in the model domain. We require that the optimal estimates
of F BC and F OC enable the elimination of the relative dif-
ferences between the mean values of both AOD and AAOD
simulated with optimized BB emissions and their preselected
matchups derived from satellite measurements for a given
month:

|〈Vco〉− 〈Vcs〉|

〈Vco〉
< o, (7)

where Vco are the daily AOD (when c equals 1) or AAOD
(when c equals 2) values derived from satellite observations,
Vcs are the simulated counterpart of Vco, the angular brack-
ets denote averaging over the available data (preselected as
explained below) for the study region in a given month, and
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o is an arbitrarily small number, which, for definiteness, was
set to be 3× 10−2 in this study both when c equals 1 and
2. Note that the value of o approximately characterizes the
relative numerical error (imprecision) of the correction fac-
tor estimates. The values of Vcs are dependent on F BC and
F OC, which were optimized independently for each month
by assuming that the simulated values of AAOD and AOD
in a given month are independent of the BB emissions in
any other months. To better isolate different months in the
estimation procedure, we established a “buffer” between the
two neighboring months, comprising 5 days that were ex-
cluded from the analysis. Note that BB BC and OC trans-
ported into the study region from outside of the model do-
main are regarded as a part of background concentrations of
these species.

The optimization of F BC and F OC in accordance with
Eq. (7) is equivalent to establishing a simple balance be-
tween spatially- and temporally-averaged AAOD (or AOD)
retrievals and their simulated matchups on a monthly basis.
Note that the criterion given by Eq. (7) would not be suf-
ficient if we were interested not only in constraining total
monthly emissions but also in improving their spatial struc-
ture. A more general approach to the estimation of BB emis-
sions using satellite observations involves minimization of
the least-square differences between the observations and
simulations (see, e.g., Konovalov et al., 2014, 2016; Hey-
mann et al., 2017). However, it was shown (Konovalov et
al., 2011a) that the application of the least-square method
may result in an underestimation of BB emissions in the
presence of multiplicative model errors (which may be due
to random uncertainties in the spatial structure and temporal
evolution of BB emissions); in accordance with the analysis
from Konovalov et al. (2011a), some negative biases (10 %–
15 %) in simulated AOD values were found in Konovalov et
al. (2014, 2017b) after the optimization of BB emissions in
Siberia. Such biases are “automatically” avoided in the op-
timization method used in this study. Note also that improv-
ing the spatial structure of the emissions would require much
larger computational resources than were available for this
study or more sophisticated computational tools, such as an
adjoint model, which was not available for CHIMERE-2017.
Furthermore, the findings from a previous study of BB emis-
sions in Siberia (Konovalov et al., 2014) indicate that increas-
ing the dimension of the state vector would result in a very
large uncertainty of the optimal estimates of its components,
at least when no a priori constraints (in the Bayesian sense)
and explicit quantitative assumptions about the magnitudes
of model and measurement errors are used. Conversely, fix-
ing the spatial structure of the emissions unavoidably results
in an aggregation error of the top-down emission estimates
(Kaminski et al., 2001). This is because the actual emission
fields can be substantially different from those specified in
the simulations due to the crude representation of spatial and
temporal variability of the factors involved in our emission
model (see Eq. 2) as well as due to uncertainties in the FRP

observations. However, the aggregation error is unlikely to
be considerable in our case, as the satellite observations are
expected to be representative of all areas in the study region
where BB emissions were important; therefore, the contri-
butions of random errors in the emission values for different
grid cells to the uncertainty of our total monthly emission
estimates are likely to compensate each other. Possible un-
certainties associated with the optimization criterion given
by Eq. (7) are discussed in more detail in Sect. S2 (see the
Supplement).

The data selected for our optimization procedure satisfied
the following two criteria. First, taking the limitations of the
empirical parameterization given by Eq. (4) into account,
we disregarded any data points (on an hourly basis) corre-
sponding to RHC (see Sect. 2.2.3) greater than 60 %. The re-
maining hourly data matching the corresponding hourly data
from the satellite observations were averaged on a daily ba-
sis. Note that we did not require the AAOD observations to
overlap with the AOD observations in space and time, as the
estimates of F BC and F OC are supposed to be representa-
tive of BB emissions in the whole study region. Second, we
tried to ensure that the selected data contained a sufficiently
strong “signal” from BB aerosol, so that the emission esti-
mates would not be strongly affected by possible biases in
the simulated background AOD or AAOD values. Specifi-
cally, we required

(AOD−AODb)AODb
−1 > γ, (8)

where AOD includes both the background and BB compo-
nents, AODb represents the background component of AOD,
and γ is a constant. This criterion, which is aimed at remov-
ing any data points for which the contribution of fire emis-
sions to AOD is small, was applied in each grid cell to the
daily AOD data from both observations and simulations. As
a base case option, we made γ equal to unity; other values
were considered in sensitivity tests described in Sect. 3.6. To
enable validation of our simulations against an independent
subset of the OMI-derived AAOD and MODIS-derived AOD
data, one-third of the daily data points satisfying the above
criteria were randomly withheld from the estimation proce-
dure to constitute a validation subset of the satellite data.

The optimization problem defined by Eq. (7) was solved
iteratively. In each iteration (i), V cs was computed using the
corresponding estimates of the correction factors, F OC(i)

and F BC(i), and the improved estimates, F OC(i+ 1) and
F BC(i+ 1), were obtained as follows:

F OC(i+ 1)=
〈V1o−V1sb〉

〈V1s−V1sb〉
F OC(i), (9)

F BC(i+ 1)=
〈V2o−V2sb〉

〈V2s−V2sb〉
F BC(i), (10)

where V1s and V2s are calculated using the values of F OC(i)

and F BC(i), and V1sb and V2sb are the simulated background
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values of AOD and AAOD. Note that the optimization prob-
lem considered is not strictly linear, particularly because the
results of the application of the second criterion (see Eq. 8)
to the AOD simulated with different OC emissions can be
different. Nonetheless, the nonlinearities are relatively weak,
and the convergence of the simple iteration procedure given
by Eqs. (9) and (10) is ensured as long as the BC contribu-
tion to AOD is small compared to that of OC. In this study,
the initial guesses for F OC and F BC (corresponding to the
“base-ini” case) were equal to unity, and the convergence cri-
terion given by Eq. (7) was satisfied after four iterations.

The uncertainty in the optimal estimates of F OC and F BC

was evaluated by means of a bootstrapping technique (Efron
and Tibshirani, 1993) using Eqs. (9) and (10) which were
applied to the optimized estimates of the correction factors
and corresponding simulations. Specifically, the AOD and
AAOD data involved in Eqs. (9) and (10) were randomly
sampled (with replacements) 3000 times, and the spread of
the correction factor values from the left-hand part of Eqs. (9)
and (10) was used to evaluate the confidence intervals for the
optimal estimates of F BC and F OC. To take possible spatial
and temporal covariances of the model and/or measurement
errors into account, we ensured that the size of any sampled
dataset is not larger than the number of the available (in the
optimization subset) data points, for which the distances be-
tween them (both in space and time) are larger than the corre-
sponding de-correlation length/time scales (which were eval-
uated separately both for AAOD and AOD). As a result of
this limitation, the size of any sampled monthly dataset was
several times smaller than the size of the original optimiza-
tion dataset for a given month. In each iteration of the boot-
strapping procedure, we randomly changed the parameters
of the AAOD parameterization given by Eq. (6) by sampling
them from a Gaussian distribution with the standard devia-
tions evaluated above (see Sect. 2.2.3).

Furthermore, we took into account that the AOD simu-
lated by CHIMERE may be biased and/or not sufficiently
representative of the variability in the mass extinction effi-
ciency (αe) of the actual BB aerosol in Siberia. Based on BB
aerosol properties summarized by Reid et al. (2005a), we as-
sumed that the regional scale variability of αe for BB aerosol
can be characterized by means of the confidence intervals (in
terms of the 90th percentile) of 0.7 m2 g−1. Accordingly, we
considered the uncertainty of αe by sampling its value in each
iteration of the bootstrapping procedure from a Gaussian dis-
tribution with a standard deviation of 0.43 m2 g−1. Note that
the average value of αe for BB aerosol in our simulations is
found to be 4.92 m2 g−1, which is rather close to the likely
value of 4.7 m2 g−1 suggested by Reid et al. (2005a).

Finally, we considered that the estimates of both F BC

and F OC could be affected by the uncertainty of the as-
sumed value of the OC-to-POM conversion factor (η) (see
Sect. 2.2.2 and Eq. (6) in Sect. 2.2.3): larger values of η
would yield smaller values of the correction factors. The BB
aerosol composition measurements performed in different re-

gions of the world and summarized by Reid et al. (2005b)
suggest that the POM/OC ratio is likely to range from 1.4
to 1.8. Conversely, Turpin and Lim (2001) indicated that the
POM/OC ratio in non-urban aged aerosol affected by wood
smoke could be as large as 2.6. However, we believe that the
reported extreme values of the POM/OC ratio do not char-
acterize the range of the uncertainty of the assumed value of
η (equal 1.8), as this estimate is supposed to represent the
average properties of BB aerosol of different origin and age
in the vast region considered in this study. For definiteness,
we characterized the uncertainty of η by means of a Gaus-
sian distribution with a standard deviation of 0.2. This value
corresponds to an uncertainty range of η from about 1.5 to
2.1 in terms of the 90th percentile confidence intervals.

Note that the mean POM/OC ratio representative of the
ensemble of aerosol observations considered in this study can
actually be different from that representative of BB aerosol
emissions; this is in contrast to our assumption that η has
the same value both for the observed aerosol and the fresh
emissions. The variability of the POM/OC ratio in ambi-
ent (aging) aerosol may partly be due to the formation of
SOA from the oxidation of semi-volatile organic compounds
(SVOCs) and other processes involving SVOCs. These pro-
cesses, which have been shown to significantly affect BB
aerosol evolution in Siberia and to have the potential to cause
strong biases in OC emission estimates inferred from AOD
measurements (Konovalov et al., 2017a), are not taken into
account in the simulations performed in this study. To get
some idea about the impact of this omission on our BC emis-
sion estimates, it is useful to transform Eq. (6) by taking into
account that (i) POM constitutes the major component of BB
aerosol, typically accounting for about 80 % of its mass, and
(ii) the BC mass fraction is about 10 times smaller than that
of OC in BB aerosol in temperate/boreal forest (Reid et al.,
2005b). Accordingly, by assuming that AOD is only deter-
mined by POM and disregarding the contribution of BC to
total carbon concentration, Eq. (6) can be approximated as
follows:

AAOD388
≈ αe(κ1η[BC] + κ2[POM]), (11)

where αe is the mass extinction efficiency discussed above.
According to Eq. (11), AAOD may be underestimated in our
simulations in cases with fresh aerosol (where η and [POM]
are likely underestimated) but overestimated in cases with
aged aerosol. However, it seems reasonable to expect that
such biases in AAOD can not cause a significant bias in our
optimal estimates of F BC and BC emissions as long as the
assumed value of the factor η is representative of the aver-
age value of this factor over the ensemble of the all (both
fresh and aged) plumes observed from the satellites and as
long as the simulated AOD values (and, accordingly, POM
columns) are, on average, consistent with the AOD obser-
vations. Furthermore, considering that the term proportional
to κ2 in Eq. (11) is typically much smaller than that propor-
tional to κ1 (see Fig. 4), the possible biases in AAOD due to
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Table 2. Optimal monthly estimates of the correction factors, F BC and F OC, for the OC and BC emission rates (see Eq. 2), along with the
ratios of optimal estimates for F BC and F OC. The values in brackets indicate the 90 % confidence intervals.

Correction factor May June July August September

F BC 2.30 (±0.76) 1.79 (±0.61) 1.52 (±0.53) 2.24 (±0.79) 3.70 (±1.70)
F OC 1.51 (±0.48) 2.27 (±0.55) 2.28 (±0.57) 2.73 (±0.78) 2.14 (±1.02)
F BC/F OC 1.52 (±0.49) 0.79 (±0.26) 0.67 (±0.21) 0.82 (±0.27) 1.72 (±0.64)

BB aerosol aging are effectively included in our confidence
intervals for BC emission estimates by considering the un-
certainties in η and αe as noted above. Any uncertainty of
our estimates of F BC and BC emissions due to model errors
in the spatial and temporal distributions of the POM columns
and AOD is also taken into account in the respective confi-
dence intervals as explained above. The robustness of our BC
emission estimates with respect to the treatment of SOA for-
mation processes in our model is confirmed by a sensitivity
test reported in Sect. 3.6.

3 Results

3.1 Optimal estimates of the correction factors for BB
emissions of BC and OC

The optimal estimates of the correction factors, FBC and
FOC, and their uncertainties for each of the 5 months con-
sidered are reported in Table 2; note that the subscript “m”
is omitted here and in the following for brevity. The esti-
mates range from about 2.3 (in May) to 3.7 (in September)
for BC and from 1.5 (in May) to 2.7 (in August) for OC. Ta-
ble 2 also lists our estimates of the FBC/FOC ratios, which
range from about 0.7–0.8 (in June–August) to 1.5–1.7 (in
May and September). The estimates of both FBC and FOC

as well as of their ratios are reasonably well constrained by
the observations: the respective uncertainties are less than or
about 35 % for FBC and less than 30 % for FOC in the sum-
mer months. The uncertainties are largest in the estimates of
FBC and FOC for September (45 % and 47 %, respectively).
This is not surprising considering that the fires were rela-
tively small in this month (see Fig. 3), and so the number of
available observation data points in the optimization dataset
is many times lower for September (58 data points) than, e.g.,
for July (3017 data points).

The monthly variations in both the correction factors and
their ratios exhibit a rather pronounced seasonal pattern.
Specifically, the values of FOC are smaller in May and
September than in the summer months. In contrast, the values
of FBC and the FBC/FOC ratio are much smaller in the sum-
mer months than in May and September. Although the differ-
ences between the correction factors for different months are
mostly not statistically significant, a more than twofold de-
crease in the FBC/FOC ratio in June and July is statistically
significant with respect to both May and September.

While the monthly variations of FBC and FOC may, in
principle, account for changes in both the emission factors
and in the conversion factor α (see Eq. 2), the variations in
the FBC/FOC ratio may be explained by changes in only the
ratio of the BC and OC emission factors. It seems possible
that the variations of the FBC/FOC ratio are partly associ-
ated with high variability of the contributions of different fire
types (featuring different emission factors) to the observed
FRP (see Fig. 3): specifically, the contributions of agricul-
tural and grass fires to the integral FRP were 41 % and 21 %
in May and September, respectively, but only 14 %, 10 %,
and 9 % in June, July and August. To examine this possibility,
we performed an additional estimation (see the Supplement,
Sect. S3) using the AAOD and AOD observations only over a
selected subregion (50–57◦ N, 60–115◦ E, see Fig. 2) where
the relative contribution of agricultural and grass fires to
FRP was much larger and more uniformly distributed across
the different months than in the whole region (see Fig. S4).
The estimates of the FBC/FOC ratio obtained for this sub-
region (see Table S1 in the Supplement) show much smaller
(and statistically insignificant) variations between different
months, as compared to the corresponding estimates for the
whole region (in particular, the FBC/FOC ratio decreased in
May but increased in the summer months), whereas monthly
variations of the FBC and FOC factors themselves (see also
Table S1) even increased. Therefore, this additional analy-
sis supports the possibility that the monthly variations of the
FBC/FOC ratio are associated with different fire types; there-
fore, this would infer that the emission factors (for BC or
OC or the both species) specified in the GFED4 inventory
and in our simulation are biased in case of at least one fire
type. However, it should be noted that the variability of the
FBC/FOC ratio for the whole study region can also be ex-
plained by other reasons, such as spatial variability of the
emission factors across different ecosystems in the region
considered, as well as by the emission factor monthly vari-
ability which is not represented by the constant emission fac-
tor values specified in the GFED4 inventory (see Table 1).
Based on the limited amount of available data, we can not
exclude these alternative explanations.
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3.2 Evaluation of the optimized simulations of AAOD
and AOD

In this section we examine whether the simulations that were
employed in the inverse modeling analysis are sufficiently
reasonable and representative of the observations that have
not been used for the optimization of the BB emission pa-
rameters. To this end, we compare our simulations, in which
the BB emissions have been computed using the correction
factors presented above, with a validation subset of the satel-
lite data (see Sect. 2.2.4). A comparison of our simulations
with in situ measurements is presented in the subsequent two
sections.

Figure 5 presents the spatial distributions of the tempo-
rally averaged AAOD and AOD values over the study region
according to the satellite observations and our simulations
performed both with the optimized BB emission and with
zero BB emissions. Note that blank pixels indicate that ei-
ther the satellite observations are available for less than 2
days in these grid cells, or that the observed and/or simu-
lated data have not been included in the validation subset ac-
cording to the criteria formulated in Sect. 2.2.4. Evidently,
both the observed and simulated (with the BB emissions)
data show rather similar spatial patterns, indicating the pres-
ence of heavy smoke plumes over many areas in both western
Siberia (in particular, between Omsk and Krasnoyarsk) and
eastern Siberia (southeast of Yakutsk). Importantly, the ef-
fects of the same fires can be readily seen in both the AAOD
and AOD data. The differences between the satellite data and
simulations are also considerable (the root mean square er-
rors normalized to the mean values equal 0.49 and 0.46 in
the cases of the AAOD and AOD distributions, respectively).
In particular, both AAOD and AOD tend to be overestimated
by the model in central Siberia and the “Far East” but under-
estimated in western Siberia. These differences may be due
to a variety of reasons, including errors in the spatial allo-
cation and the magnitude of fire emissions, uncertainties in
the satellite retrievals, as well as the model’s inability to take
spatial and temporal variations in the optical properties of the
actual BB aerosol into account.

Figure 6 presents the temporal (daily) variations in the
spatially-averaged AAOD and AOD data. Considering that
the number of spatially resolved data points averaged over a
given day strongly varies from day to day and that the agree-
ment between the daily mean data from the simulations and
observations is likely to degrade on days with a small amount
of available data, we required that each observational data
point (and its simulated matchup) shown in Fig. 6 was com-
posed of at least 10 values corresponding to different grid
cells. Otherwise, an observational data point was considered
to be an outlier. These outliers were not included in Fig. 6
and were disregarded in the comparison statistics (reported
in the legend of Fig. 6); the corresponding simulated values
(shown in Fig. 6) were averaged over the whole study region.
The results presented in Fig. 6 indicate that when the model

used the optimized emissions, it reproduced the daily varia-
tions both in AAOD and AOD reasonably well, with corre-
lation coefficient values of about 0.8 and very small biases
that do not exceed 5 %. The agreement of the simulations
is evidently better with the AOD observations than with the
AAOD retrievals. This is an expected result, given the fact
that both the OMI-derived AAOD data and the correspond-
ing simulations are likely to have larger uncertainties than the
observations and simulations of AOD. The correlation coeffi-
cient values were considerably smaller and biases were much
larger when the model used the “initial-guess” BB emissions
calculated with the correction factors equal unity. These find-
ings indicate that the inversion of the AAOD and AOD ob-
servations results in major improvements in the model per-
formance.

Figure 7 compares the relationships between AAOD and
AOD according to the satellite observations and our simula-
tions. The relationships include all of the gridded daily data
points selected for the validation dataset. As follows from
Eq. (4), the relationship between AAOD and AOD is indica-
tive of the EC/OC ratio in BB aerosol particles. Therefore,
the adequacy of the relationship between the modeled AAOD
and AOD values is an important prerequisite for accurate es-
timations of the EC/OC ratio in the BB aerosol emissions.
Figure 7 also shows the similar relationships between the
AAOD and AOD data derived from the AERONET measure-
ments, which were used to evaluate the parameters of Eq. (4),
and between their modeled counterparts.

Evidently, although the model can not explain some strong
variations in the AAOD/AOD ratios derived from the obser-
vations (which may be enhanced due to temporal and spa-
tial inconsistencies between the OMI and MODIS measure-
ments), it reproduces the “observed” relationship quite well
on average. Specifically, both the observations and simula-
tions indicate that the ratios of the average values (indicated
by angle brackets) of AAOD and AOD, as well as the slopes
of the regression lines fitted to the AAOD and AOD values,
are close to 0.1 (±11 %). According to Eq. (4), this value
corresponds to an EC/OC ratio of about 0.045, which is
rather similar to that of 0.052 assumed in the GFED4 in-
ventory for BB emissions in extratropical forests. Similar
values of the 〈AAOD〉/〈AOD〉 ratio are characteristic for
the AERONET data and their simulated matchups, although
the latter is slightly positively biased. The consistency be-
tween the 〈AAOD〉/〈AOD〉 ratios in the satellite observations
and AERONET data can be considered as evidence that the
measurements of the optical properties of BB aerosol at the
AERONET sites are sufficiently representative of the typical
optical properties of BB aerosol in the whole study region.
Note that the cluster of green points above the regression line
in Fig. 7b indicates a distinct contribution of the agricultural
and grass fires featuring much larger ratios of the BC and
OC emission factors (see Table 1) than the predominant for-
est fires.
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Figure 5. Spatial distributions of the mean values of AAOD at 388 nm (a, c, e) and AOD at 550 nm (b, d, f) in the period from 1 May to
30 September 2012 according to (a, b) the OMI and MODIS observations, respectively, and simulations performed with the optimized BB
emissions (c, d) and without BB emissions (e, f).

3.3 Evaluation of the simulated BC and OC
concentrations against observations at ZOTTO

Figure 8 illustrates the evaluation of the simulated concen-
trations of EC and OC against the corresponding in situ ob-
servations at the ZOTTO site, which in summer 2012 was
surrounded by numerous fires (see Fig. 2). The observational
data points shown in Fig. 8 represent EC or OC concentra-
tions detected in the individual aerosol filter samples. The
simulated data from the CHIMERE model, which was run
with both the optimized and initial-guess BB emissions as
well as without BB emissions, were averaged over each indi-
vidual sampling period; the sampling periods were different
lengths for different samples (see Sect. 2.1.5). The compar-
ison statistics, including the mean value, the difference be-

tween the mean values of the simulated and observed data
(the bias) along with the 90 % confidence interval, and the
correlation coefficient are reported for each simulation in
the legends of Fig. 8. Note that to the best of our knowl-
edge, aerosol simulations performed with a chemistry trans-
port model have never been previously evaluated against EC
and OC measurements in Siberia.

Both the EC and OC concentrations predicted by the
model for the “base-opt” and “base-ini” cases correlate very
well (r > 0.9) with the corresponding observations. The EC
concentrations are somewhat overestimated on average in the
simulations with the optimized emissions: the agreement of
the mean concentrations would be perfect if the simulated
concentrations were reduced by 23 %. However, a predomi-
nant part of this difference between the mean simulated and
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Figure 6. Time series of daily AAOD (a) and AOD (b) values averaged over the study region according to the OMI AAOD and MODIS
AOD observations and simulations (“base-opt” and “base-ini”) performed with the optimized and initial-guess BB BC and OC emissions, as
well as (“bgr”) without fire emissions. Note that whenever a sufficient number of the observational data points was available (see Sect. 3.2),
the simulations were averaged over the same grid cells as the observations; otherwise, the simulated AAOD and AOD values were averaged
over the whole study region. The numbers given in the figure legends report the mean AAOD and AOD values obtained by averaging over
the observational data points and their simulated matchups shown in the figure as well as the values of the correlation coefficient.

Figure 7. The relationship between AAOD and AOD values according to (a) the satellite and AERONET data and (b) corresponding
simulated data from the “base-opt” model run. In the case of the satellite data, each data point represents a value of AAOD or AOD for a
given cell of the model grid. The AERONET data are described in Sect. 2.1.4; the corresponding modeled data were extracted for grid cells
and days matching the AERONET observations. The figure legends report the equations of a linear regression without an intercept, the mean
values of the AAOD and AOD for the different datasets, and the values of the correlation coefficient for each set.

measured concentrations can be explained by random model
errors. A remaining smaller part of the difference may be
explained by the uncertainty in our estimates of the emis-
sion correction factors (and thus in BC emissions specified in
the model), which is about 35 % (see Sect. 3.1). Conversely,
the EC concentrations in the simulation with the initial-guess
emissions are a factor of 1.32 too low on average. The fact

that the “base-ini” simulation demonstrates a slightly better
performance in terms of the correlation coefficient than the
“base-opt” simulation may be indicative of a smaller monthly
variability of the BC emission and/or conversion factors rep-
resentative of the forest fires, which predominate in the vicin-
ity of the ZOTTO site, compared to the variability of the
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Figure 8. Time series of the EC and OC mass concentrations
(µg m−3) measured at ZOTTO in comparison to their simulated
matchups from the “base-opt”, “base-ini”, and “bgr” simulations.
The values of several statistical characteristics are reported in the
figure legends; the confidence intervals for the biases are evaluated
in terms of the 90th percentile. The EC and OC concentrations from
the “bgr” simulation are plotted using the corresponding axes on the
right-hand side of the panels.

same parameters representative of the fires across the whole
study region.

The OC concentrations simulated with the optimized
emissions appear to be slightly biased low, but the avail-
able bias estimate is not statistically significant. In contrast,
the OC concentrations are strongly (by more than a factor
of 2) underestimated in the “base-ini” simulation: this result
is consistent with a similar underestimation of AOD in the
same simulation (see Fig. 6) and further supports our finding
(see Table 2) that the initial-guess OC emissions should be
strongly increased. Note that according to our “bgr” simula-
tion, i.e., if BB emissions in Siberia were completely absent,
both EC and OC concentrations at the ZOTTO site would be
more than an order of magnitude lower than observed. This
fact indicates that possible uncertainties in anthropogenic EC
emissions are not likely to be responsible for any noticeable
bias in the EC concentrations simulated with BB emissions.
Overall, the above comparison indicates that our top-down
BB EC and OC emission estimates, considered in combina-

Figure 9. CO mixing ratios (ppb) derived from the measurements
that were made in the framework of the YAK-AEROSIB experiment
on 31 July and 1 August 2012 (a) in comparison with the corre-
sponding simulated values from the “base-opt” CHIMERE run (b).
The mixing ratios are overlaid on the CHIMERE grid; the mixing
ratio values were calculated by averaging the original measurement
data and their simulated matchups over the region covered by each
grid cell that was intersected by the aircraft trajectory.

tion with their confidence intervals, are consistent with the
EC and OC observations made in central Siberia.

3.4 Comparison of the simulated data with aircraft
measurements

Figure 9 shows the tracks of the flights performed in the
framework of the YAK-AEROSIB campaign from July to
August 2012. The northern and southern sectors of the trajec-
tory correspond to the flights performed on 31 July and 1 Au-
gust, respectively. The flight tracks are overlaid onto the grid
of our model and are shown along with the observed and sim-
ulated values of the CO mixing ratio, which were averaged
over the region covered by each grid cell that had been inter-
sected by the aircraft trajectory. One can notice several grid
cells (north and south of Krasnoyarsk and around Yakutsk)
where the CO mixing ratios (both in the measurements and
in the simulations) exceed 400 ppb. These “hot spots”, corre-
sponding to high percentiles of the CO mixing ratio, were not
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found in the respective data from the “bgr” simulation (which
are not shown in Fig. 9) and thus are likely due to BB emis-
sions. Note that crossing BB smoke coinciding with high CO
plumes has been confirmed by direct visual/olfactory evi-
dence as well as by a clear increase in the K+ ion concentra-
tion in the forest fire plumes (Antokhin et al., 2018). Taking
these considerations into account, we used high percentiles
of the CO observations to pinpoint occurrences when the air-
craft traversed BB plumes.

Specifically, we selected PM2.5 and BC (eBC) measure-
ments matching the CO mixing ratios exceeding the 90th
percentile (395 ppb) or 80th percentile (277 ppb) of the dis-
tribution of the CO mixing ratios. The average CO mixing
ratios in the selected subsets of the measurement and sim-
ulated data were 602 and 374 ppb for the 90th percentile
and 465 and 311 ppb for the 80th percentile, respectively.
As the selection criterion was only applied to the observa-
tional data that manifest strong subgrid variability, the fact
that the average CO mixing ratios are larger in the obser-
vations than in the simulations does not necessarily mean
that the model underestimates the CO mixing ratios in the
BB plumes. More importantly, the corresponding average
CO mixing ratios simulated without BB emissions (110 and
111 ppb for the selection criteria based on 90th and 80th per-
centiles, respectively) are much smaller than those simulated
with BB emissions; this fact confirms that the BB plumes ob-
served during the YAK-AEROSIB campaign are reasonably
well matched in the simulations by large concentrations of
CO originating from vegetation fires.

Figure 10 shows the relationships between the PM2.5 and
BC mass concentrations selected as explained above. To
evaluate these relationships, they were fitted with linear re-
gressions without intercepts; the fit equations are reported
in the legends of Fig. 10. Assuming that the contribution
of the background aerosol fraction to the selected BC and
PM2.5 measurements was negligible, we regard the value of
the slope of the best fit line as an estimate of the BC/PM2.5
ratio in BB aerosol measured during the flights. Note that ac-
cording to our simulations, the background BC and PM2.5
concentrations corresponding to the selected measurements
were, on average, very small (only 0.02 and 14 µgm−3, re-
spectively, for the selection criterion based on the 80th per-
centile) compared to the range of the values presented in
Fig. 10. The slopes of the fits to the observational data are
about 0.021 for any of the two selection criteria considered.
This value is in the middle of the range of the eBC/PM2.5
ratio values (0.01–0.045) previously observed in Siberian
smoke plumes (Kozlov et al., 2008). For comparison, the
BC/PM2.5 ratio for fresh BB aerosol in extratropical forest is
assumed to be 0.033 in the GFED4 inventory (van der Werf
et al., 2017); that is, a factor of 1.5 larger than the value found
in this study.

The large scatter of the experimental data points may re-
flect the actual variability of the BC/PM2.5 ratios in BB
aerosol particles sampled by the aircraft instruments, al-

Figure 10. Relationships between BB BC and PM2.5 concentra-
tions obtained from the YAK-AEROSIB observations and from the
simulations performed with the optimized BC and OC emissions.
The relationships were obtained by selecting PM2.5 and BC con-
centrations matching (in space and time) the measured CO mixing
ratios that exceed the 90th percentile (a) or 80th percentile (b) of the
observed distribution of the CO mixing ratios. Purple dots depicted
in (b) represent the observational data shown in (a). The figure leg-
ends give the equations for a simple linear regression without an
intercept. The shaded areas indicate the 90th percentile confidence
intervals for the linear regression lines fitted to the measurement
data.
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though it may also be due to the measurement uncertainty,
including temporal mismatches between BC and PM2.5 mea-
surements. The emissions from the flaming and smolder-
ing phases of fires have very different BC/PM2.5 ratios, and
an aircraft flying through plumes near the fires often passes
through sub-plumes originating from the different fire phases
and thus having very different compositions. After some
transport, the smoke from the flaming and smoldering parts
of fires becomes well mixed in the plumes. This may ex-
plain why the scatter is smaller in the relationships between
EC and OC concentrations in the BB aerosol samples col-
lected at the ZOTTO site (see Mikhailov et al., 2017, and
Fig. 9a therein). In contrast, the scatter of the simulated data
points is very small. The variability of the BC/PM ratios may
be strongly underestimated in our simulations as a result of
the simplistic model representation of the complex patterns
of the spatial and temporal variability of BB BC and PM2.5
emissions and also due to the probably inadequate represen-
tation of the BB aerosol aging processes in CHIMERE.

The BC/PM2.5 ratio in our simulations is about 3 % and
10 % larger than the corresponding estimate derived from
the YAK-AEROSIB measurements with the selection crite-
ria based on the 90th and 80th percentiles of the CO mix-
ing ratio, respectively. As the eBC concentrations measured
with an Aethalometer are likely to be different from EC con-
centrations measured using a thermo–optical method (see
Sect. 2.1.6), these differences are not indicative of any bi-
ases in our estimates of BC emissions (which are evaluated
in this study as emissions of EC). Furthermore, any discrep-
ancy between the slopes of the best fits to the observational
and simulation data could easily be eliminated by decreas-
ing the correction factors F BC (and thus BC emissions) in
the simulations within the uncertainty range of the optimal
estimates of F BC.

Unfortunately, due to the absence of frequent measure-
ments of an independent tracer of biomass burning in the
YAK-AEROSIB observations, we could not use them for
an evaluation of model predictions of the absolute values of
BC and PM2.5 concentrations. Unlike the measurements at
ZOTTO, which were performed in an almost pristine envi-
ronment, the aircraft trajectory during the YAK-AEROSIB
campaign passed over polluted areas near large cities, where
the contributions of anthropogenic sources to the BC and
PM2.5 concentrations could be considerable or even pre-
dominant. Nonetheless, we could compare our simulations
with the campaign-average concentrations. Accordingly, we
found that the average respective BC and PM2.5 concentra-
tions were 0.62 and 22 µgm−3 in the observations, while
the average concentrations of their simulated matchups were
0.44 and 28 µgm−3, respectively. In view of the potentially
large measurement uncertainties as well as the limited rep-
resentativeness of the aircraft measurements at the scales
resolved in our simulations, the differences between these
average concentrations can not be considered as clear ev-
idence for biases in either BB or anthropogenic emissions

Figure 11. Gridded estimates of the BB BC emission totals (gm−2)
obtained in this study (a) and those calculated using GFED4.1s (b)
and FEI-NE (c) data for the period from 1 May to 30 Septem-
ber 2012.

specified in our model. Overall, the comparison of our sim-
ulations with the YAK-AEROSIB data shows a reasonable
agreement, although it also highlights the difficulties and un-
certainties associated with the validation of BC simulations
against the optical measurements of aerosols.

3.5 BC and OC emission estimates

Figure 11 shows the spatial distribution of the average BB
BC emissions calculated for the study period in accordance
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with Eq. (2) using the MODIS FRP data and optimal esti-
mates of the correction factors (see Sect. 2.2.4) constrained
with the OMI AAOD and MODIS AOD retrievals. Not sur-
prisingly, the distribution of BC emissions generally repli-
cates the spatial patterns of FRP (see Fig. 2) and is also sim-
ilar to the distributions of AOD and AAOD shown in Fig. 5.
Grid cells with strong BC emissions cover vast areas in west-
ern and central Siberia, as well as in eastern Siberia (east of
Yakutsk and along Russia’s border with China). For com-
parison, Fig. 11 also shows the corresponding spatial distri-
butions based on the data from the GFED4.1s and FEI-NE
emission inventories. All the distributions look rather simi-
lar, although there are also many differences between them.
Most of the differences appear to have a random character,
but it is noticeable that the emissions obtained in this study
and based on the FEI-NE data tend to be stronger in many
“hot spots” than those based on the GFED data. Greater
FEI-NE BC emissions compared to those from GFED4 can
be explained by an almost factor of 2 difference in the BC
emission factors assumed in FEI-NE and GFED4, as well
as by differences in the methodologies used to estimate fuel
loadings. Similar reasons (that is, biases in the emission fac-
tors and/or in the fuel consumption estimates involved in the
GFED4 inventory) may be behind the differences between
the GFED4 data and our estimates. It is also noticeable that a
much larger number of grid cells in the distributions based on
our estimates are associated with relatively weak emissions
in the range from 0.01 to 0.05 gm−2 than in the distributions
based on both the GFED and FEI-NE data. This difference
indicates that emissions from some small fires (especially in
agricultural areas) may be missing in the GFED and FEI-NE
inventories (based on the burnt area data) but are taken into
account in our calculations based on the FRP measurements.

Figure 12 and Table 3 report our top-down estimates of the
total monthly BC emissions from fires in the study region, as
well as the estimate of the integral BB BC mass emitted in
the study region in the period from May to September. The
uncertainties of our estimates are reported in terms of the
90th percentile confidence level. Our estimates are shown in
comparison with the corresponding values calculated using
the GFED4 and FEI-NE emission data. The uncertainty level
in the GFED4 data has not been reported, and therefore it is
not indicated in Fig. 12. Note, however, that previous stud-
ies in which AOD simulations based on the GFED inventory
have been evaluated against corresponding observations in
different regions of the world (see, e.g., Tosca et al., 2013;
Reddington et al., 2016; Petrenko et al., 2017) have indi-
cated that the GFED data for BB aerosol emissions may be
very uncertain, such that they need to be corrected with ad-
justment factors sometimes exceeding 10 on a regional scale.
The uncertainty reported for the FEI-NE data is 63 % (Hao
et al., 2016). It has not been specified whether this uncer-
tainty characterizes gridded data or total regional emission
estimates; we assume here that the latter is true.

Figure 12. BC amounts (in Gg) emitted from fires in the study re-
gion in the period from May to September 2012: the estimates con-
strained by satellite AAOD and AOD satellite observations are pre-
sented in comparison to corresponding estimates calculated using
the GFED4.1s and FEI-NE data. The error bar in the positive direc-
tion for the FEI-NE estimate is not shown to improve the readability
of the figure.

According to our estimates, the fires in the Siberian study
region released 405 (±135) Gg of BC during the study pe-
riod. This value is many times larger than the total BC
amount (25 Gg) that was emitted from other sources in the
study region and period, according to our calculations based
on the data of the ECLIPSE V5 emission inventory for 2010
(Klimont et al., 2017). For comparison, our estimate of the
total BB BC emissions is also much larger than the to-
tal annual anthropogenic BC emissions in North America
(249 Ggyr−1) and less than a factor of 2 smaller than the
total annual anthropogenic BC emissions in Europe and Rus-
sia (660 Ggyr−1) in 2010 (Klimont et al., 2017). About 40 %
(139 Gg) of the total amount of BC released from the fires
during the whole study period was emitted in July. The emis-
sions were smallest in September (20 Gg) and ranged from
71 to 96 Gg in May, June, and August. Note again that BC
emissions are evaluated in this study as emissions of EC.

Our estimates indicate that the total BC emissions from
Siberian fires in the period considered are strongly underes-
timated in the GFED4 inventory (by more than a factor of
2), in which these emissions are estimated at about 198 Gg.
Taking into account that GFED is widely used as a “refer-
ence” database for estimations of atmospheric and climatic
effects of open biomass burning, we believe that this is a sig-
nificant finding. The relative difference between our monthly
BC emission estimates and the corresponding GFED4 data
is largest in September, exceeding a factor of 8; it is also
large (a factor of 3) in May. In contrast, the BC emissions in
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Table 3. Optimal estimates of the BC and OC mass (in Gg) emitted from fires in the study region for individual months of 2012 and for
the whole period considered (1 May–30 September). The numbers given in brackets are confidence intervals reported in terms of the 90th
percentile.

Species May June July August September All months

BC 96.2 (±32.0) 71.4 (±24.3) 139.0 (±48.4) 78.9 (±27.9) 19.8 (±9.1) 405.3 (±134.6)
OC 1032 (±331) 1774 (±430) 3895 (±983) 1889 (±538) 254 (±121) 8844 (±2197)

the FEI-NE inventory (614 Gg) are larger than ours, although
this difference is not significant in view of the reported uncer-
tainty in the FEI-NE data. Note that, while no specific mea-
sure (EC, eBC, rBC) is identified for BC in the GFED4 in-
ventory, Hao et al. (2016) specified that the FEI-NE inventory
employed emission factors for refractory BC (rBC). How-
ever, we are not aware of any procedure that could allow us to
adjust for the differences between rBC and EC. Overall, our
top-down estimates provide a compromise between the data
of the GFED4 and FEI-NE inventories. Importantly, the eval-
uated uncertainty in our estimates is much smaller than both
the differences between the estimates based on the two inven-
tories considered and the reported uncertainty of the FEI-NE
data. Therefore, the satellite data provide stronger constraints
on BC emissions from Siberian fires, compared to the state-
of-the-art emission inventories.

Although the estimation of OC emissions was not the fo-
cus of our study, our top-down estimates of the OC emis-
sions (see Fig. 13a and Table 3) are useful to consider here,
as they allow us to further evaluate the overall integrity of
our method and results. We also report BC/OC emission ra-
tios (see Fig. 13b) calculated as the ratio of our estimates for
BC and OC emissions along with the emission ratios calcu-
lated using the GFED4.1s data. Note that FEI-NE does not
provide data on OC emissions.

The results shown in Fig. 13a indicate that the pattern of
monthly variations of OC emissions is not very similar to that
of BC emissions. Specifically, the OC emissions in May are
found to be much smaller than in June, while the BC emis-
sions were larger in May (see Fig. 12). However, similar to
our BC emission estimates, our estimates of OC emissions
are much larger than the corresponding estimates based on
the GFED4 data. Our estimate for the integral emissions over
the fire season considered is a factor of 2.2 larger than the
corresponding estimate based on the GFED4 data. Based on
a comparison of satellite-derived and simulated AOD, several
previous studies have shown evidence that OC emissions pro-
vided by the GFED inventory may indeed be underestimated
in different regions of world, including Siberia (see, e.g., Pe-
trenko et al., 2012, 2017; Tosca et al., 2013; Konovalov et
al., 2014, 2015; Reddington et al., 2016), although it has also
been argued (Konovalov et al., 2015, 2017a) that models may
underestimate AOD due to inadequate representations of the
BB aerosol aging processes. Therefore, it is possible that a
part of the differences between our optimal estimate of the

Figure 13. (a) OC amounts (in Tg) emitted in the study region in
period from May to September 2012 according to this study and the
GFED4.1s data along with (b) the corresponding estimates of the
BC/OC emission ratios (gg−1).

OC emissions and the corresponding GFED data may com-
pensate for some missing processes (e.g., involving the for-
mation of SOA due to oxidation and condensation of semi-
volatile organic compounds) in our model.

In spite of the very significant differences of our BC and
OC emission estimates with respect to the GFED4 data, the
BC/OC emission ratio (0.046±0.014 gg−1) obtained in our

www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018



14912 I. B. Konovalov et al.: Estimation of black carbon emissions from Siberian fires

Figure 14. Spatial distributions of the relative contribution of both grassland and agricultural (“grass”) fires to the BB BC emissions integrated
over a monthly period (a, c, d) along with the spatial distributions of the corresponding BB BC emission values (b, d, f) for May (a, b),
July (c, d), and September (e, f), 2012. The distributions were obtained using Eq. (2) and the optimal estimates of the correction factors,
F BC.

analysis (see Fig. 13b) is consistent, in the case of the in-
tegral emissions for the study period, with that in GFED4
(0.054 gg−1). Furthermore, the monthly variations of the
BC/OC emission ratio according to our estimates are qualita-
tively similar to those according to the GFED4 data. Specif-
ically, both the GFED4 inventory and our estimates indi-
cate that the BC/OC emission ratio was bigger in May and
September than in the summer months. However, our esti-
mates also indicate that the BC/OC emission ratio may be
underestimated by GFED4 in May and overestimated in the
summer months. Monthly variations of the BC/OC emis-
sion ratio in the GFED inventory are a result of changes in
the presumed fire fuel: in particular, the monthly variations
shown in Fig. 13b indicate that, according to the GFED4

data, the contributions of agricultural and grass fires to the
BB BC emissions were slightly bigger in May and Septem-
ber than in the summer months. The same factor can explain
(at least partly) the monthly variations in our estimates of
the BC/OC emission ratio. To illustrate this point, Fig. 14
shows the spatial distributions of the relative contribution of
agricultural/grass fires to BB BC emissions integrated over a
month, along with the spatial distributions of the correspond-
ing BB BC emission values. The distributions were obtained
for three different months (May, July, and September) using
Eq. (2) and the optimal estimates of the correction factors,
F BC. Evidently, the fires that occurred in the study region in
May mostly burned in agricultural lands and grasslands, even
though the BC emissions from intense forest fires were also
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quite significant in several grid cells. In contrast, forest fires
were clearly predominant in July (as well as in the other sum-
mer months). Unlike the situations in both May and July, BB
BC emissions in September were not clearly associated with
any predominant fuel category: along with agricultural/grass
fires in the southwestern and southern parts of the study re-
gion, there were relatively strong forest fires north of Tomsk
and Krasnoyarsk and west of Yakutsk. Taking these observa-
tions into account, it can be speculated that the big difference
between the BC/OC emission ratios in July and September
is, to some extent, a manifestation of the diversity of fire
regimes across the boreal region (Conny and Slater, 2002).
Note that the spatial distribution of our emission data is in-
sufficient to enable us to distinguish between agricultural and
grassland fires. However, according to the GFED4 inventory,
agricultural burns strongly dominate over grass fires both in
May and September (by a factor of 5 at least).

It is noteworthy that our estimates of the BC/OC emission
ratios (in the range from 0.036 to 0.042 gg−1) for the sum-
mer months are only insignificantly – taking the confidence
intervals into account – different from the EC/OC ratio of
0.038 gg−1 that was derived for BB aerosol by Mikhailov et
al. (2017) from aerosol measurements at ZOTTO in summer.
Furthermore, our estimate for May (0.093± 0.03 gg−1) is in
a good agreement with the EC/OC ratio (0.08± 0.02 gg−1)
found by Mikhailov et al. (2017) for BB aerosol predomi-
nantly originating from agricultural fires in spring. As SOA
formation simulated with the “standard” aerosol module of
CHIMERE contributes very insignificantly to BB aerosol
concentrations (Konovalov et al., 2015, 2017a), the ratios of
the BC and OC emissions specified in our simulations are
quantitatively almost the same as the simulated BC/OC ra-
tios in the ambient aerosol particles, irrespective of their age.
Therefore, our estimates of the BC/OC emission ratios look
reasonable in view of the independent ambient observations
in central Siberia. This finding confirms the validity of our
estimation method and the results obtained.

3.6 Sensitivity tests

The confidence intervals for our optimal estimates of BC
emissions (Table 3 and Fig. 12) do not necessarily include
possible uncertainties and biases that may be associated with
systematic model errors and data selection criteria. Based on
our understanding of likely reasons for such uncertainties and
biases, we specified 10 sensitivity tests listed in Table 4. The
sensitivity analysis was focused on the estimation of the total
BC emissions over the study period. The correction factors
F BC and F OC for each test case were obtained by applying
Eqs. (9) and (10) to the optimal (“base case”) estimates of the
correction factors (see Table 2). One more iteration of the es-
timation procedure was sufficient to obtain the test estimates
of the total BC emissions with a relative numerical error of
3 % or less. The total BC emission estimates for each case

and the relative differences with respect to the base case es-
timate reported in Table 3 are also listed in Table 4.

Test case no. 1 addresses systematic differences between
the photochemical ages of BB aerosol observed at the
AERONET sites that provided the data considered in our
analysis (see Sect. 2.1.4) and those of BB aerosol observed
by satellites. Figure 15 shows the histograms of the photo-
chemical ages estimated in accordance with Eq. (1) for the
respective AERONET and satellite data from the datasets se-
lected for our analysis. Compared to BB aerosol observed
from satellites (which have a median photochemical age of
15.4 h), the BB aerosol at the AERONET sites was typically
more aged (with a median photochemical age of 25.8 h). If
the relationship given by Eq. (4) is sensitive to the photo-
chemical age of the aerosol, these differences could result in
some bias in the modeled AAOD values. To get an idea about
the significance of such bias, we disregarded satellite data
corresponding to photochemical ages smaller than 11 h. The
remaining satellite data have approximately the same median
photochemical age as the AERONET data. This restriction
resulted in a small change of the optimal BC emission es-
timate, which increased by less than 3 %. This result does
not necessarily mean that the BB aerosol composition and its
optical properties are not strongly affected by aging; it may
actually mean that changes of AOD and AAOD, as well as
those of the monthly BC emission estimates due to aerosol
aging, tend to compensate each other in the total BC emis-
sion estimate.

The impact of aerosol aging on our estimates is further
addressed in test case no. 2. Specifically, the goal of this test
case is to assess a potential bias in our BC emission estimates
due to a probable underestimation of the SOA contribution
to aged BB aerosol. To this end, we performed a simulation
in which the yields of all SOA species from the oxidation
of major volatile SOA precursors (such as toluene, xylenes,
isoprene, and terpenes) were enhanced by a factor of 7 with
respect to the “base-opt” simulation, while the reaction list
and the reaction rates (as well as all other simulation settings)
were kept unchanged. As a result of this model modification,
a relative enhancement of the averaged (over the whole pe-
riod and region considered) POM column amounts due to
SOA formation increased from only 2.6 % (in the “base-opt”
case) to up to 27 % (in the test case). Note that the SOA
enhancement increased more strongly than the SOA yields,
probably because some of the SOA species are assumed to
be semi-volatile in CHIMERE; thus, the condensed fraction
of these species increases with their total concentration. The
increased SOA contribution to POM in our test case simu-
lation corresponds to the upper margin of the wide range of
the BB POM enhancements observed in aging BB plumes in
several field studies in North America (Cubison et al., 2011).
In spite of the considerable changes in the simulated POM
fields, the optimal BC emission estimate only showed in-
significant change, increasing by 4.6 % (see Table 4). This
result is in line with the above discussion regarding the ro-
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Table 4. Estimates of the total BC emissions (in Tg) from fires in the study region over the period from 1 May to 30 September 2012 for
several test cases of the estimation procedure.

Test case Brief description Total BC Relative difference with respect
no. emissions (Gg) to the base case estimate (%)

1 BB aerosol photochemical age is larger than 11 h 416 +2.6
2 The SOA yield in the simulations is increased by a factor of 7 424 +4.6
3 BB aerosol particles are assumed to be hydrophilic and affected

by in-cloud scavenging
431 +6.3

4 The background AOD is reduced by 50 % 477 +17.8
5 The background AOD is enhanced by 50 % 398 −1.6
6 The background AAOD is disregarded 443 +9.2
7 The OMI “final AAOD” data product is used instead of the re-

trieval data provided for different aerosol layer heights
317 −21.8

8 A weaker selection criterion (γ = 0.5, see Eq. 8) is used 477 +17.8
9 A stricter selection criterion (γ = 1.5, see Eq. 8) is used 388 −4.1
10 Any gridded data point considered includes at least 10 AAOD

pixels
457 +13.0

bustness of our BC emission estimates (see Sect. 2.2.4) with
respect to the treatment of POM aging in our model. How-
ever, it is not surprising that our estimates of the correction
factors F OC and of the OC emissions were found to be more
sensitive to the changes in the POM simulations; specifically,
the top-down estimate of the total OC emissions dropped by
∼ 15 % in the test case as a result of the increases in aerosol
abundances and of a slight decrease in the mass extinction
efficiency.

Test case no. 3 addresses the uncertainty associated with
the representation of wet deposition of BB aerosol particles
in our simulations. As noted in Sect. 2.2.1, we assumed that
BB aerosol particles are hydrophobic and therefore are not
susceptible to in-cloud scavenging; accordingly, the empiri-
cal uptake coefficient in the base case simulations with BB
emissions was set to be zero. This assumption can result in
the overestimation of the lifetime of BB aerosol particles,
which tend to become more hydrophilic as the aerosol ages
(Paramonov et al., 2013); this, in turn, results in a negative
bias of our BC emission estimates. To get an idea of the
magnitude of this possible bias, we performed a test simu-
lation (with the optimized BB emissions) in which the em-
pirical uptake coefficient was set to be unity; this setting
corresponds to the assumption that BB aerosol particles are
hydrophilic. The use of this simulation instead of the origi-
nal simulation with the optimized BB emissions in our esti-
mation procedure only resulted in a minor increase (∼ 6 %)
in our optimal estimate of the total BB BC emissions; the
changes in the monthly estimates are found to be similarly
small. This is an expected result, as the major fires consid-
ered in our analysis mostly occurred during dry periods with
low precipitation. Therefore, the test case no. 3 indicates that
probable changes in the hygroscopicity of ambient aerosol
particles due to BB aerosol aging processes will not signifi-
cantly affect our BC emission estimates.

Test cases no. 4 and no. 5 are designed to evaluate the ex-
tent to which our top-down BC emission estimate can be af-
fected by a possible bias in the background AOD values pre-
dicted by CHIMERE. To get an idea about such a bias, we
followed the approach suggested by Konovalov et al. (2014).
Specifically, we first selected the days and grid cells (ir-
respective of the availability of AAOD data) in which the
MODIS-retrieved AOD data are available and the contribu-
tion of fires to the modeled AOD values (corresponding to
the selected the days and grid cells) does not exceed 10 %
of the background AOD values. We then evaluated the mean
difference between the MODIS-retrieved and modeled AOD
for these selected data points. We found that the mean value
for the modeled AOD (∼ 0.17) is considerably higher than
the mean value (∼ 0.10) for the observed AOD. Taking into
account that the bias in the background AOD values in pixels
affected by fires may be somewhat different from that rep-
resentative of background conditions, we considered larger
changes in the background AOD by increasing or decreasing
it by 50 %. The test results indicate that a probable positive
bias in the background AOD values is associated with some
underestimation (by less than 20 %) of BC emissions in our
procedure; if the bias were absent, the difference between
the BC emission estimates inferred from the satellite obser-
vations and those calculated with the GFED4 data would
be even larger than in the base case. The sensitivity of the
optimal estimate is strongly asymmetric with respect to the
enhancement and reduction of the background AOD: this is
probably due to an impact of the changes in the background
AOD on the selection of data according to the criterion given
by Eq. (8).

Test case no. 6 addresses the uncertainties associated with
the background AAOD. On the one hand, the AAOD data
have been retrieved from the OMI measurements under the
assumption that each observed pixel is characterized by only
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Figure 15. Histograms of the BB aerosol photochemical ages
estimated in accordance with Eq. (1) for the (a) satellite and
(b) AERONET data selected for this study. Note that very minor
fractions of the data points, which correspond to the age exceeding
60 and 56 h in the cases of satellite and AERONET data, respec-
tively, are not represented in the histograms for the sake of better
readability.

one type of aerosol. Consequently, the absorption caused by
other types of aerosol has effectively been disregarded, al-
though it might actually affect the AAOD retrievals. Thus, to
prevent overestimation of the BC emissions, the background
AAOD (predicted by CHIMERE) was subtracted from the
AAOD retrievals as suggested by Eq. (7). On the other hand,
BB plumes typically reach much higher altitudes than anthro-
pogenic aerosol: this is taken into account in the OMAERUV
retrieval algorithm by assuming that the vertical distribution
of urban/industrial aerosol is largest at the surface, while
the concentration of carbonaceous aerosol in smoke layers at
mid- and high-latitudes typically peaks at 6 km. The AAOD
values retrieved by assuming that the aerosol layer is residing
near the ground are much larger than those corresponding to
the assumed heights of 6 km or even 3 km. So, if the aerosol
in a given pixel is identified as carbonaceous BB aerosol, a
part of AAOD corresponding to the anthropogenic aerosol

is likely to be underestimated in the retrievals. Therefore, a
simple subtraction of the background AAOD values from the
AAOD retrievals may result in an underestimation of the BC
emissions in our analysis. To get an idea about the maximum
magnitude of this underestimation, the background AAOD
values were entirely disregarded in test case no. 6. The test
result indicates that the underestimation is probably rather
small (less than 10 %); however, it may actually be larger if
the background AAOD values in our simulations are biased
high. Unfortunately, we can not properly evaluate the pos-
sible overestimation of the BC emissions in the case where
the background AAOD is strongly underestimated. However,
as noted above, the simulated background AOD is overesti-
mated, so it seems reasonable to assume that the background
AAOD is also overestimated. Accordingly, we believe that
the uncertainty of the best estimate of the BB BC emis-
sions with respect to the intrinsic uncertainty associated with
the background part of the AAOD retrievals is likely within
the difference between the estimates given by the “base-opt”
case and test case no. 6.

As noted above (see Sect. 2.2.1), the AAOD retrievals cor-
responding to different assumed altitudes of the aerosol cen-
ter of mass were selected in our analysis using the smoke
layer heights derived from our simulations. Ideally, this ap-
proach ensures that the AAOD retrievals are consistent with
the observed variations in the location and intensity of the
fires. Nonetheless, in view of the possible uncertainties in
the simulated vertical distributions of the BB aerosol, it is
also useful to consider the BC emission estimates derived
from the standard (OMI “final”) data product based on rather
rough (climatological) estimates of the smoke layer heights.
This is done in test case no. 7. We found that the standard
data product yields a 22 % lower BC emission estimate than
the base case estimate. The difference between the two esti-
mates is considerable, but it is still well within the uncertainty
limits of the base case estimate.

Test cases no. 8 and no. 9 examine the sensitivity of our
estimates to the selection criterion defined by Eq. (8). Specif-
ically, we used a 50 % higher and 50 % lower values of γ for
test cases no. 8 and no. 9, respectively. The larger value of γ
selects data points with larger values of AOD and vice versa.
The emission estimates obtained with a smaller value γ are
more prone to uncertainties associated with the background
AOD. Conversely, a stricter selection criterion results in the
loss of information about relatively small fires. Nevertheless,
the test results show that the sensitivity of our estimates to
the big changes in γ is relatively weak, suggesting that our
base case estimates are sufficiently robust with respect to the
selection criterion considered.

Finally, test case no. 10 is designed to address a potential
issue concerning the representativeness of the OMI retrievals
in view of the rather coarse resolution of our simulations. It
seems reasonable to expect that when, for example, only one
AAOD observation corresponding to BB aerosol is available
for a given grid cell, the mean observed AAOD value inferred
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in our procedure for this grid cell is likely to be overesti-
mated, as AAOD over the rest of the grid cell’s area may
be much smaller. However, the overestimation can hardly be
very large for the very intense and widespread Siberian fires
considered, because, in this case, the smoke plumes are likely
to cover a large fraction of the grid cell area. To examine this
issue, we disregarded any gridded AAOD data points that
comprised less than 10 different AAOD observations (data
pixels), while the maximum number of the pixels per grid
cell in the data considered equals 26. Contrary to our expec-
tations, we found that the estimate obtained in test case no. 10
is larger (by 17 %). This increase is found to be mostly due
to an increase in the optimal estimates of F OC. Apparently,
the above limitation resulted in the selection of MODIS AOD
data that are more representative of grid cells affected by ma-
jor fires and are matched by smaller AOD values simulated
for the base case. Therefore, the result of this test is not in-
dicative of any representativeness issue for the available OMI
retrievals.

In general, the results presented in this section demonstrate
that our estimate of the total BC emissions from Siberian fires
is sufficiently robust with respect to possible uncertainties in
the input data and the choices made in the estimation pro-
cedure. In particular, these results strongly support our find-
ings that the GFED4 inventory significantly underestimates
the BC emissions from Siberian fires.

3.7 BC transport into the Arctic

As argued in the introduction, studying BB BC emissions
in Siberia is stimulated by the need to properly evaluate the
role of BC in Arctic climate change. Therefore, it is im-
portant to know not only the amount of BC emitted from
the fires but even more so the amount of BC transported
into the Arctic. Using the three-dimensional hourly fields of
BC mass concentrations and of the meridional component of
wind speed from our optimized simulations, we calculated
the hourly BC fluxes from the study region across the po-
lar circle (66◦33′ N) and then integrated them over altitude
(from the surface up to the model domain top coinciding,
approximately, with the tropopause), longitude, and time on
a monthly basis. The fluxes were calculated separately for
BC emitted from fires and from anthropogenic sources. In
this way, we evaluated the total masses of BB and anthro-
pogenic BC transported from the study region into the Arctic
each month (see Fig. 16). Note that a part of the BC mass
transported into the Arctic may be transported back out of it
to the study region (when the corresponding transport times
are shorter than the typical lifetime of BB aerosol with re-
spect to deposition); however, such backward transport of
BC is mostly not taken into account in our calculations, as
the model domain does not extend to the whole Arctic. We
also evaluated the BC transport efficiency, defined here as the
ratio of the BC amounts transported to the Arctic to the cor-
responding amounts of BC emitted from Siberian fires. This

Figure 16. (a) The estimates of the BC mass (in Gg) transported
from the study region across the polar circle into the Arctic along
with (b) the corresponding estimates of the BC transport efficiency
(see Sect. 3.7).

definition is similar but not identical to that introduced in
Evangeliou et al. (2016), where the transport efficiency was
defined as the ratio between the mass of BC deposited in the
Arctic and the mass of BC emitted from a given region.

Our estimates indicate that vegetation fires contributed
a predominant part (as large as 95 %) of the integral BC
mass transported into the Arctic from the study region during
the 5 months considered (see Fig. 16a). This amount corre-
sponds to an overall transport efficiency of about 27 % (see
Fig. 16b): that is, about a quarter of the total BC emitted from
Siberian fires was transported into the Arctic. This estimate
of the transport efficiency is comparable with that (about
30 %) obtained by Evangeliou et al. (2016) for BC emitted
from fires in Asia in the summer periods of 2012 and 2013.
Our results show that the transport efficiency was not con-
stant across the different months. In particular, it exceeded
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60 % in September and was less than 15 % in June. Inter-
estingly, the total BB BC mass transported into the Arctic
in September is found to be slightly larger than that in June
(see Fig. 16a), in spite of the fact that the amount of BB BC
emissions is more than a factor of 3 larger in June than in
September. This fact emphasizes the potential climatic im-
portance of the fires that occur in Siberia in early fall. Ac-
cording to our results (see Sect. 3.5), the BB emissions from
these fires (which were most intense about 300–500 km west
of Yakutsk, see Fig. 14f) are very strongly (by a factor of 8)
underestimated in the GFED4 inventory (but note also that
our BB BC emission estimate for September is very uncer-
tain). By using the model run for test case no. 3 (see Sect. 3.6)
instead of the “base-opt” run, we made sure that disregard-
ing the impact of BB aerosol aging on the hygroscopicity of
aerosol particles in our simulations did not have a significant
effect on our analysis of BC fluxes. In particular, the over-
all transport efficiency evaluated under the assumption that
BB aerosol particles are composed of hydrophilic material
turned out to be only slightly smaller (25.2 %) than the corre-
sponding base case estimate (27.6 %); among the individual
months, the transport efficiency decreased most in May (from
29 % in the base case to 24 % in the test case). As a caveat, it
should be noted that due to interannual meteorological vari-
ability, our monthly estimates of the transport efficiency in
2012 may not be applicable to other years. To improve the
current understanding of the role of Siberian fires in Arctic
warming, the analysis suggested in this paper should be ex-
tended to a multi-annual period.

4 Conclusions

We have investigated the feasibility of constraining BC emis-
sions from open biomass burning with AAOD retrievals from
OMI satellite measurements by considering the case of the
severe fires that occurred in Siberia in 2012. We developed
an inverse modeling procedure enabling the optimization of
BB emissions based on MODIS FRP measurements by com-
bining OMI AAOD retrievals and MODIS AOD data with
simulations performed using the CHIMERE CTM. To limit
possible errors in the simulated AAOD data due to uncer-
tainties in the absorption properties of the BB aerosol, we
employed an empirical parameterization predicting AAOD
as a function of AOD and the ratio of BC and OC column
densities. The parameterization is based on the experimental
findings reported earlier (Pokhrel et al., 2016) and is fitted
to data from two AERONET sites in Siberia; it assumes that
the SSA of BB aerosol particles is a linear function of the
elemental to total carbon ratio. As a result of the application
of our inverse modeling procedure to the measurement and
simulation data characterizing the BB aerosol in Siberia dur-
ing the period from 1 May to 30 September, we evaluated the
monthly correction factors for BB BC and OC emissions cal-
culated using the FRP data and obtained top-down estimates

of the total BC and OC amounts emitted each month in the
period considered. Note that our estimation method implies
that the BC emissions are evaluated as emissions of elemen-
tal carbon (EC) measured using a thermo–optical technique.

To validate the optimized BC and OC emissions, we used
them to perform simulations that were evaluated against in-
dependent observational data. Specifically, we first compared
our simulations with the OMI AAOD and MODIS AOD data
that had been withheld from the optimization procedure. A
reasonable agreement between the observations and simula-
tions is found in the spatial distributions and daily time series
of the both AAOD and AOD data. In particular, the corre-
lation coefficients for the time series of spatially averaged
AAOD and AOD values were found to be 0.79 and 0.84, re-
spectively. Our simulations were further compared with in
situ measurements of EC and OC mass concentrations at
the top of the 300 m tower at the ZOTTO site (Mikhailov
et al., 2017), situated at a remote location in central Siberia.
Although the simulated EC concentrations turned out to be
about 23 % larger than the observed concentrations, the bias
was not found to be significant considering the uncertainties
of our emission estimates and random model errors. A mi-
nor negative bias of about 7 % is found in the simulations of
OC concentrations. It should be noted that unlike the satellite
data, which cover the whole study region, the in situ mea-
surements of BB aerosol may contain some local features
of fire regimes and fuels, which could not be reproduced in
our simulations. We also compared our simulation with opti-
cal measurements of BC and PM2.5 mass concentrations on-
board an aircraft in the framework of the YAK-AEROSIB
experiments. Due to a problem with distinguishing between
the significant (on average) contributions of anthropogenic
and BB sources to the measured aerosol concentrations, a
direct comparison of the simulated and measured BC con-
centrations would not be sufficiently informative of the ac-
curacy of our simulations of BB aerosol. Instead, we focused
on a comparison of the relationships between the BC and
PM2.5 concentrations in the simulations and observations us-
ing measurements of CO concentration to select the observa-
tions most representative of BB aerosol. The slopes of linear
fits to the BC and PM2.5 data from the simulations and ob-
servations are found to be in good agreement (within 10 %).
This finding further confirms that the BB aerosol composi-
tion was simulated adequately.

We found that Siberian fires emitted 405± 135 Gg of BC
in the period from May to September 2012 (at the 90 % con-
fidence level). The BB BC emissions were largest in July,
when 139±49 Tg of BC was emitted and smallest in Septem-
ber (20± 9 Gg). Our estimates were compared to the corre-
sponding estimates obtained from the GFED4 and FEI-NE
databases. Our estimate of the total BB BC emissions in the
study region and period is found to be a factor of 2 larger
than the GFED4 estimate, but a factor of 1.5 smaller than the
FEI-NE estimate. The differences of our monthly and season
total BC emission estimates with respect to both GFED4 and

www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018



14918 I. B. Konovalov et al.: Estimation of black carbon emissions from Siberian fires

FEI-NE data are statistically significant, although the differ-
ences with respect to the FEI-NE estimates are smaller than
the large uncertainty range reported for the FEI-NE data.

The results of several sensitivity tests indicate that, al-
though our estimates can be influenced to some extent by
a number of factors associated, in particular, with data se-
lection criteria and uncertainties in the simulations of optical
properties of aerosol in the absence of fires, the possible bias
in our estimate of the total BC emission is unlikely to exceed
the estimated uncertainty of about 35 %.

In spite of the significant differences between our BC
emission estimates and the GFED data, the ratio of the to-
tal BC and OC emission estimates derived from the satellite
data (0.046± 0.014 gg−1) is found to be consistent with the
ratio of the corresponding BC and OC emission totals ac-
cording to the GFED data (0.054 gg−1). However, there are
considerable differences between the BC/OC emission ratios
obtained in this study and those calculated using the GFED4
data for the different months. In particular, a larger value of
the ratio of BC and OC emissions in May is found in this
study (0.093± 0.030 gg−1) compared to that suggested by
GFED4 (0.06 gg−1): this difference may be indicative of an
underestimation of BC emissions from agricultural burns and
grass fires in the GFED4 inventory.

Finally, we estimated that about a quarter of the huge BC
amount emitted from Siberian fires in the period from May to
September 2012 was transported across the polar circle into
the Arctic. Therefore, the results of this study have a direct
implication for reducing major uncertainties associated with
the current estimates of sources of BC in the atmosphere and
snow/ice cover in the Arctic and for improving the general
understanding of the role of BC in the Arctic climate system.

Overall, our analysis demonstrated that the OMI AAOD
retrievals combined with the MODIS AOD data can provide
useful constraints to the BB BC emissions. It is especially
noteworthy that in the case considered in this study, the en-
tire uncertainty range for the BC emission estimates con-
strained with the satellite measurements turned out to be a
factor of 1.5 smaller than the difference between the corre-
sponding estimates provided by the two state-of-the-art emis-
sion inventories, GFED4 and FEI-NE. A major factor limit-
ing the accuracy of the top-down estimates of BC emissions
from Siberian fires is the uncertainty of the AAOD simu-
lations. To reduce this uncertainty, more data from remote
sensing and in situ measurements of aerosol optical prop-
erties and composition (such as measurements of SSA and
of the BC/OC and OC/POM ratios) in northern Eurasia are
needed. Another significant uncertainty source in our esti-
mates is associated with the estimation of the altitude of the
aerosol layer center of mass. Accordingly, future develop-
ments of our approach should include an evaluation and op-
timization of the simulated vertical distribution of BB aerosol
using suitable satellite observations, such as, e.g., Cloud-
Aerosol Lidar and Infrared Pathfinder Satellite Observations
(CALIPSO) (Vaughan et al., 2004).

Data availability. The OMAERUV dataset is available from the
NASA Goddard Earth Sciences Data and Information Ser-
vices Center (Torres, 2006; https://disc.sci.gsfc.nasa.gov/datasets/
OMAERUV_V003/summary; last access: 12 April 2018). The
MYD04-L2 dataset (Levy and Hsu, 2015) and the MYD14/MOD14
datasets (Giglio and Justice, 2015a, b) are available from the Level-
1 and Atmosphere Archive & Distribution System Distributed Ac-
tive Archive Center (LAADS DAAC) and from the NASA EOS-
DIS Land Processes Distributed Active Archive Center (LP DAAC),
respectively, through the NASA Earth Data Search (https://search.
earthdata.nasa.gov/, last access: 26 April 2018). The aerosol mea-
surement data from the ZOTTO site can be made available upon
request from Eugene F. Mikhailov (eugene.mikhailov@spbu.ru.).
Access to the aircraft measurement data used in this study is orga-
nized on the YAK-AEROSIB project website: https://yak-aerosib.
lsce.ipsl.fr/, last access: 14 October 2018. The CHIMERE chem-
istry transport model (CHIMERE-2017) is available at http://www.
lmd.polytechnique.fr/chimere/, last access: 2 July 2018.

Supplement. The supplement related to this article is available
online at: https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-14889-2018-supplement.

Author contributions. IBK and MB designed the study. IBK also
contributed to the data analysis and wrote the paper. DAL performed
the the CHIMERE model simulations and contributed to the data
analysis. HJ, EFM, JDP, BDB, VSK, PC and MOA performed the
measurements and/or contributed to the measurement data analysis.
All authors contributed to the discussion and interpretation of the
results and to writing the paper.

Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict
of interest.

Special issue statement. This article is part of the special issue
“Pan-Eurasian Experiment (PEEX)”. It is not associated with a con-
ference.

Acknowledgements. The analysis of the satellite data performed
in this study was supported by the Russian Foundation for Basic
Research (grant no. 18-05-00911). The validation of the BC and
OC emission estimates against the observations at ZOTTO was per-
formed with support from the Russian Science Foundation (grant
agreement no. 18-17-00076). The data described in Sect. 2.1.5 were
obtained within the SPBU BRICS grant (grant no. 11.37.220.2016).
Igor B. Konovalov acknowledges travel expenses in the framework
of the PARCS (Pollution in the ARCtic System – PARCS) national
project. Meinrat O. Andreae and the research at ZOTTO are funded
by the Max Planck Society. The authors acknowledge the free use
of the AERONET data available from https://aeronet.gsfc.nasa.gov,
last access: 4 April 2018.

Edited by: Veli-Matti Kerminen
Reviewed by: two anonymous referees

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/

https://disc.sci.gsfc.nasa.gov/datasets/OMAERUV_V003/summary
https://disc.sci.gsfc.nasa.gov/datasets/OMAERUV_V003/summary
https://search.earthdata.nasa.gov/
https://search.earthdata.nasa.gov/
https://yak-aerosib.lsce.ipsl.fr/
https://yak-aerosib.lsce.ipsl.fr/
http://www.lmd.polytechnique.fr/chimere/
http://www.lmd.polytechnique.fr/chimere/
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-14889-2018-supplement
https://aeronet.gsfc.nasa.gov


I. B. Konovalov et al.: Estimation of black carbon emissions from Siberian fires 14919

References

Ahn, C., Torres, O., and Jethva, H.: Assessment of OMI near-UV
aerosol optical depth over land, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 119,
2457–2473, https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JD020188, 2014.

Akagi, S. K., Yokelson, R. J., Wiedinmyer, C., Alvarado, M. J.,
Reid, J. S., Karl, T., Crounse, J. D., and Wennberg, P. O.: Emis-
sion factors for open and domestic biomass burning for use
in atmospheric models, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11, 4039–4072,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-4039-2011, 2011.

Akagi, S. K., Craven, J. S., Taylor, J. W., McMeeking, G. R., Yokel-
son, R. J., Burling, I. R., Urbanski, S. P., Wold, C. E., Seinfeld, J.
H., Coe, H., Alvarado, M. J., and Weise, D. R.: Evolution of trace
gases and particles emitted by a chaparral fire in California, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 12, 1397–1421, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
12-1397-2012, 2012.

Andreae, M. O. and Gelencsér, A.: Black carbon or brown car-
bon? The nature of light-absorbing carbonaceous aerosols, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 6, 3131–3148, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-6-
3131-2006, 2006.

Andreae, M. O. and Merlet, P.: Emission of trace gases and aerosols
from biomass burning, Glob. Biogeochem. Cy., 15, 955–966,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GB001382, 2001.

Antokhin, P. N., Arshinova, V. G., Arshinov, M. Y., Belan, B.
D., Belan, S. B., Davydov, D. K., Ivlev, G. A., Fofonov, A.
V., Kozlov, A. V., Paris, J.-D., Nedelec, P., Rasskazchikova,
T. M., Savkin, D. E., Simonenkov, D. V., Sklyadneva, T.
K., and Tolmachev, G. N.: Distribution of trace gases and
aerosols in the troposphere over Siberia during wildfires of
summer 2012, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 123, 2285–2297,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JD026825, 2018.

Bahadur, R., Praveen, P. S., Xu, Y., and Ramanathan, V.: Solar ab-
sorption by elemental and brown carbon determined from spec-
tral observations, P. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 109, 17366–17371,
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1205910109, 2012.

Bekryaev, R. V., Polyakov, I. V., and Alexeev, V. A.: Role of
polar amplification in long-term surface air temperature varia-
tions and modern Arctic warming, J. Climate, 23, 3888–3906,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2010jcli3297.1, 2010.

Bessagnet, B., Menut, L., Aymoz, G., Chepfer, H., and Vautard,
R.: Modelling dust emissions and transport within Europe: the
Ukraine March 2007 event, J. Geophys. Res., 113, D15202,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009541, 2008.

Bian, H., Colarco, P. R., Chin, M., Chen, G., Rodriguez, J. M.,
Liang, Q., Blake, D., Chu, D. A., da Silva, A., Darmenov, A. S.,
Diskin, G., Fuelberg, H. E., Huey, G., Kondo, Y., Nielsen, J. E.,
Pan, X., and Wisthaler, A.: Source attributions of pollution to the
Western Arctic during the NASA ARCTAS field campaign, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 13, 4707–4721, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
13-4707-2013, 2013.

Bond, T. C., Doherty, S. J., Fahey, D. W., Forster, P. M., Berntsen,
T., DeAngelo, B. J., Flanner, M. G., Ghan, S., Kärcher, B., Koch,
D., Kinne, S., Kondo, Y., Quinn, P. K., Sarofim, M. C., Schultz,
M. G., Schulz, M., Venkataraman, C., Zhang, H., Zhang, S.,
Bellouin, N., Guttikunda, S. K., Hopke, P. K., Jacobson, M.
Z., Kaiser, J. W., Klimont, Z., Lohmann, U., Schwarz, J. P.,
Shindell, D., Storelvmo, T., Warren, S. G., and Zender, C. S.:
Bounding the role of black carbon in the climate system: A sci-
entific assessment, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 118, 5380–5552,
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50171, 2013.

Buchard, V., da Silva, A. M., Colarco, P. R., Darmenov, A., Ran-
dles, C. A., Govindaraju, R., Torres, O., Campbell, J., and Spurr,
R.: Using the OMI aerosol index and absorption aerosol optical
depth to evaluate the NASA MERRA Aerosol Reanalysis, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 15, 5743–5760, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
15-5743-2015, 2015.

Burkart, J., Steiner, G., Reischl, G., Moshammer, H., Neuberger,
M., and Hitzenberger R.: Characterizing the performance of
two optical particle counters (Grimm OPC1.108 and OPC1.109)
under urban aerosol conditions, J. Aerosol Sci., 41, 953–962,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2010.07.007, 2010.

Chi, X., Winderlich, J., Mayer, J.-C., Panov, A. V., Heimann, M.,
Birmili, W., Heintzenberg, J., Cheng, Y., and Andreae, M. O.:
Long-term measurements of aerosol and carbon monoxide at
the ZOTTO tall tower to characterize polluted and pristine air
in the Siberian taiga, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 12271–12298,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-12271-2013, 2013.

CHIMERE-2017: Documentation of the chemistry-transport model
CHIMERE, Version CHIMERE 2017, available at: http://www.
lmd.polytechnique.fr/chimere/docs/CHIMEREdoc2017.pdf, last
access: 2 May 2018.

Conny, J. M. and Slater, J. F.: Black carbon and or-
ganic carbon in aerosol particles from crown fires in
the Canadian boreal forest, J. Geophys. Res., 107, 4116,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD001528, 2002.

Cubison, M. J., Ortega, A. M., Hayes, P. L., Farmer, D. K., Day,
D., Lechner, M. J., Brune, W. H., Apel, E., Diskin, G. S., Fisher,
J. A., Fuelberg, H. E., Hecobian, A., Knapp, D. J., Mikoviny,
T., Riemer, D., Sachse, G. W., Sessions, W., Weber, R. J., Wein-
heimer, A. J., Wisthaler, A., and Jimenez, J. L.: Effects of aging
on organic aerosol from open biomass burning smoke in aircraft
and laboratory studies, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 11, 12049–12064,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-12049-2011, 2011.

Darmenov, A. and da Silva, A.: The Quick Fire Emissions Dataset
(QFED): Documentation of versions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.4, NASA
technical report series on global modeling and data assimilation,
NASA TM-2015-104606, 38, 1–183, available at: http://gmao.
gsfc.nasa.gov/pubs/docs/Darmenov796.pdf (last access: 30 Au-
gust 2018), 2015.

Dubovik, O. and King, M. D.: A flexible inversion algorithm for re-
trieval of aerosol optical properties from Sun and sky radiance
measurements, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 105, 20673–20696,
2000.

Dubovik, O., Smirnov, A., Holben, B. N., King, M. D., Kauf-
man, Y. J., Eck, T. F., and Slutsker, I.: Accuracy assessments of
aerosol optical properties retrieved from Aerosol Robotic Net-
work (AERONET) Sun and sky radiance measurements, J. Geo-
phys. Res., 105, 9791–9806, 2000.

Eck, T. F., Holben, B. N., Reid, J. S., Mukelabai, M. M., Piketh,
S. J., Torres, O., Jethva, H. T., Hyer, E. J., Ward, D. E., Dubovik,
O., Sinyuk, A., Schafer, J. S., Giles, D. M., Sorokin, M., Smirnov,
A., and Slutsker I.: A seasonal trend of single scattering albedo
in southern African biomass-burning particles: Implications for
satellite products and estimates of emissions for the world’s
largest biomass-burning source, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 118,
6414–6432, https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50500, 2013.

Efron, B. and Tibshirani, R. J.: An introduction to the bootstrap,
Chapman & Hall, New York, 1993.

www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018

https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JD020188
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-4039-2011
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-1397-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-1397-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-6-3131-2006
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-6-3131-2006
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GB001382
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JD026825
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1205910109
https://doi.org/10.1175/2010jcli3297.1
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009541
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-4707-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-4707-2013
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50171
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-5743-2015
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-5743-2015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2010.07.007
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-12271-2013
http://www.lmd.polytechnique.fr/chimere/docs/CHIMEREdoc2017.pdf
http://www.lmd.polytechnique.fr/chimere/docs/CHIMEREdoc2017.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD001528
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-12049-2011
http://gmao.gsfc.nasa.gov/pubs/docs/Darmenov796.pdf
http://gmao.gsfc.nasa.gov/pubs/docs/Darmenov796.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50500


14920 I. B. Konovalov et al.: Estimation of black carbon emissions from Siberian fires

Enting, I. G.: Inverse problems in atmospheric constituent transport,
Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, New York, 2002.

Evangeliou, N., Balkanski, Y., Hao, W. M., Petkov, A., Silverstein,
R. P., Corley, R., Nordgren, B. L., Urbanski, S. P., Eckhardt, S.,
Stohl, A., Tunved, P., Crepinsek, S., Jefferson, A., Sharma, S.,
Nøjgaard, J. K., and Skov, H.: Wildfires in northern Eurasia af-
fect the budget of black carbon in the Arctic – a 12-year retro-
spective synopsis (2002–2013), Atmos. Chem. Phys., 16, 7587–
7604, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-7587-2016, 2016.

Evangeliou, N., Shevchenko, V. P., Yttri, K. E., Eckhardt, S., Sol-
lum, E., Pokrovsky, O. S., Kobelev, V. O., Korobov, V. B.,
Lobanov, A. A., Starodymova, D. P., Vorobiev, S. N., Thomp-
son, R. L., and Stohl, A.: Origin of elemental carbon in snow
from western Siberia and northwestern European Russia during
winter–spring 2014, 2015 and 2016, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18,
963–977, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-963-2018, 2018.

Flanner, M. G.: Arctic climate sensitivity to local black
carbon, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 118, 1840–1851,
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50176, 2013.

Flanner, M. G., Zender, C. S., Hess, P. G., Mahowald, N. M.,
Painter, T. H., Ramanathan, V., and Rasch, P. J.: Springtime
warming and reduced snow cover from carbonaceous particles,
Atmos. Chem. Phys., 9, 2481–2497, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
9-2481-2009, 2009.

Giglio, L. and Justice, C.: MOD14 MODIS/Terra Thermal Anoma-
lies/Fire 5-Min L2 Swath 1km V006 [Data set], NASA EOSDIS
LP DAAC, https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MOD14.006, 2015a.

Giglio, L. and Justice, C.: MYD14 MODIS/Aqua Ther-
mal Anomalies/Fire 5-Min L2 Swath 1km V006 [Data
set], NASA EOSDIS Land Processes DAAC,
https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MYD14.006, 2015b.

Giglio, L., Schroeder, W., and Justice, C. O.: The col-
lection 6 MODIS active fire detection algorithm and
fire products, Remote Sens. Environ., 178, 31–41,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2016.02.054, 2016.

Gloor, E., Bakwin, P., Hurst, D., Lock, L., Draxler, R., and Tans, P.:
What is the concentration footprint of a tall tower? J. Geophys.
Res., 106, 17831, https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD900021, 2001.

Hall, J. V. and Loboda, T. V.: Quantifying the Potential for Low-
Level Transport of Black Carbon Emissions from Cropland
Burning in Russia to the Snow-Covered Arctic, Front. Earth Sci.,
5, 109, https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2017.00109, 2017.

Hand, J. L., Day, D. E., McMeeking, G. M., Levin, E. J. T., Car-
rico, C. M., Kreidenweis, S. M., Malm, W. C., Laskin, A.,
and Desyaterik, Y.: Measured and modeled humidification fac-
tors of fresh smoke particles from biomass burning: role of
inorganic constituents, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 6179–6194,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-6179-2010, 2010.

Hansen, J. and Nazarenko, L.: Soot climate forcing via snow
and ice albedos, P. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 101, 423–428,
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2237157100, 2004.

Hao, W. M., Petkov, A., Nordgren, B. L., Corley, R. E., Silver-
stein, R. P., Urbanski, S. P., Evangeliou, N., Balkanski, Y., and
Kinder, B. L.: Daily black carbon emissions from fires in north-
ern Eurasia for 2002–2015, Geosci. Model Dev., 9, 4461–4474,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-9-4461-2016, 2016.

Heimann, M., Schulze, E.-D., Winderlich, J., Andreae, M. O., Chi,
X., Gerbig, C., Kolle, O., Kübler, K., Lavric, J., Mikhailov,
E., Panov, A., Park, S., Rödenbeck, C., and Skorochod, A.:

The Zotino Tall Tower Observatory (ZOTTO): Quantifying large
scale biogeochemical changes in Central Siberia, Nova Act. Lc.,
117, 51–64, 2014.

Heymann, J., Reuter, M., Buchwitz, M., Schneising, O., Bovens-
mann, H., Burrows, J. P., Massart, S., Kaiser, J. W., and Crisp, D.:
CO2 emission of Indonesian fires in 2015 estimated from
satellite-derived atmospheric CO2 concentrations, Geophys. Res.
Lett., 44, 1537–1544, https://doi.org/10.1002/2016GL072042,
2017.

Hodzic, A., Madronich, S., Bohn, B., Massie, S., Menut, L., and
Wiedinmyer, C.: Wildfire particulate matter in Europe during
summer 2003: meso-scale modeling of smoke emissions, trans-
port and radiative effects, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 7, 4043–4064,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-4043-2007, 2007.

Hodzic, A., Jimenez, J. L., Madronich, S., Canagaratna, M. R., De-
Carlo, P. F., Kleinman, L., and Fast, J.: Modeling organic aerosols
in a megacity: potential contribution of semi-volatile and inter-
mediate volatility primary organic compounds to secondary or-
ganic aerosol formation, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 5491–5514,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-5491-2010, 2010.

Holben, B. N., Eck, T. F., Slutsker, I., Tanre, D., Buis, J. P., Set-
zer, A., Vermote, E., Reagan, J. A., Kaufman, Y. J., Nakajima,
T., Lavenu, F., Jankowiak, I., and Smirnov, A.: AERONET – A
federated instrument network and data archive for aerosol char-
acterization, Remote Sens. Environ., 66, 1–16, 1998.

Homer, C., Huang, C., Yang, L., Wylie, B., and Coan, M.: Devel-
opment of a 2001 National Landcover Database for the United
States, Photogramm. Eng. Rem. S., 70, 829–840, 2004.

Huang K., Zhang, X., and Lin, Y.: The “APEC Blue”
phenomenon: Regional emission control effects ob-
served from space, Atmos. Res., 164–165, 65–75,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2015.04.018, 2015.

Huijnen, V., Wooster, M. J., Kaiser, J. W., Gaveau, D. L. A.,
Flemming, J., Parrington, M., Inness, A., Murdiyarso, D., Main,
B., and van Weele, M.: Fire carbon emissions over maritime
southeast Asia in 2015 largest since 1997, Sci. Rep.-UK, 6, 8,
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep26886, 2016.

Huneeus, N., Boucher, O., and Chevallier, F.: Atmospheric inver-
sion of SO2 and primary aerosol emissions for the year 2010, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 13, 6555–6573, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
13-6555-2013, 2013.

Ichoku, C. and Kaufman, J. Y.: A method to derive smoke emission
rates from MODIS fire radiative energy measurements, IEEE T.
Geosci. Remote, 43, 2636–2649, 2005.

IPCC: Summary for Policymakers, in: Climate Change 2013: The
Physical Science Basis.Contribution of Working Group I to the
Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Cli-
mate Change, edited by: Stocker, T. F., Qin, D., Plattner, G.-K.,
Tignor, M., Allen S. K., Boschung, J., Nauels, A., Xia, Y., Bex,
V., and Midgley, P. M., Cambridge University Press, Cambridge,
UK and New York, NY, USA, 2013.

Janssens-Maenhout, G., Crippa, M., Guizzardi, D., Dentener, F.,
Muntean, M., Pouliot, G., Keating, T., Zhang, Q., Kurokawa,
J., Wankmüller, R., Denier van der Gon, H., Kuenen, J. J.
P., Klimont, Z., Frost, G., Darras, S., Koffi, B., and Li,
M.: HTAP_v2.2: a mosaic of regional and global emission
grid maps for 2008 and 2010 to study hemispheric trans-
port of air pollution, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 15, 11411–11432,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-11411-2015, 2015.

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-7587-2016
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-963-2018
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50176
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-2481-2009
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-2481-2009
https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MOD14.006
https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MYD14.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2016.02.054
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD900021
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2017.00109
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-6179-2010
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2237157100
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-9-4461-2016
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016GL072042
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-4043-2007
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-5491-2010
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2015.04.018
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep26886
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-6555-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-6555-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-11411-2015


I. B. Konovalov et al.: Estimation of black carbon emissions from Siberian fires 14921

Jethva, H. and Torres, O.: Satellite-based evidence of wavelength-
dependent aerosol absorption in biomass burning smoke in-
ferred from Ozone Monitoring Instrument, Atmos. Chem. Phys.,
11, 10541–10551, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-10541-2011,
2011.

Jethva, H., Torres, O., and Ahn C.: Global assessment of
OMI aerosol single-scattering albedo using ground-based
AERONET inversion, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 119, 9020–
9040, https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JD021672, 2014.

Justice, C. O., Giglio, L., Korontzi, S., Owens, J., Morisette, J. T.,
Roy, D., Descloitres, J., Alleaume, S., Petitcolin, F., and Kauf-
man, Y.: The MODIS fire products, Remote Sens. Environ., 83,
244–262, 2002.

Kaiser, J. W., Heil, A., Andreae, M. O., Benedetti, A., Chubarova,
N., Jones, L., Morcrette, J.-J., Razinger, M., Schultz, M. G.,
Suttie, M., and van der Werf, G. R.: Biomass burning emis-
sions estimated with a global fire assimilation system based
on observed fire radiative power, Biogeosciences, 9, 527–554,
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-9-527-2012, 2012.

Kaminski, T., Rayner, P. J., Heimann, M., and Enting, I. G.: On ag-
gregation errors in atmospheric transport inversions, J. Geophys.
Res., 106, 4703, https://doi.org/10.1029/2000jd900581, 2001.

Kaufman, Y. J., Justice, C. O., Flynn, L. P., Kendall, J. D., Prins,
E. M., Giglio, L., Ward, D. E., Menzel, W. P., and Setzer, A. W.:
Potential global fire monitoring from EOS-MODIS, J. Geophys.
Res., 103, 32215–32238, 1998.

Kirchstetter, T. W., Novakov, T., and Hobbs, P. V.: Evidence
that the spectral dependence of light absorption by aerosols is
affected by organic carbon, J. Geophys. Res., 109, D21208,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD004999, 2004.

Klimont, Z., Kupiainen, K., Heyes, C., Purohit, P., Cofala, J., Rafaj,
P., Borken-Kleefeld, J., and Schöpp, W.: Global anthropogenic
emissions of particulate matter including black carbon, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 17, 8681–8723, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-
8681-2017, 2017.

Koch, D., Schulz, M., Kinne, S., McNaughton, C., Spackman, J.
R., Balkanski, Y., Bauer, S., Berntsen, T., Bond, T. C., Boucher,
O., Chin, M., Clarke, A., De Luca, N., Dentener, F., Diehl, T.,
Dubovik, O., Easter, R., Fahey, D. W., Feichter, J., Fillmore,
D., Freitag, S., Ghan, S., Ginoux, P., Gong, S., Horowitz, L.,
Iversen, T., Kirkevåg, A., Klimont, Z., Kondo, Y., Krol, M., Liu,
X., Miller, R., Montanaro, V., Moteki, N., Myhre, G., Penner,
J. E., Perlwitz, J., Pitari, G., Reddy, S., Sahu, L., Sakamoto, H.,
Schuster, G., Schwarz, J. P., Seland, Ø., Stier, P., Takegawa, N.,
Takemura, T., Textor, C., van Aardenne, J. A., and Zhao, Y.: Eval-
uation of black carbon estimations in global aerosol models, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 9, 9001–9026, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-
9001-2009, 2009.

Konovalov, I. B., Beekmann, M., Kuznetsova, I. N., Glazkova,
A. A., Zaripov, R. B., and Vasil’eva, A. V.: Estimation of the
influence that natural fires have on air pollution in the region of
Moscow megalopolis based on the combined use of chemical
transport model and measurement data, Izv. Atm. Ocean. Phys.,
47, 457–467, https://doi.org/10.1134/S0001433811040062,
2011a.

Konovalov, I. B., Beekmann, M., Kuznetsova, I. N., Yurova, A.,
and Zvyagintsev, A. M.: Atmospheric impacts of the 2010 Rus-
sian wildfires: integrating modelling and measurements of an ex-
treme air pollution episode in the Moscow region, Atmos. Chem.

Phys., 11, 10031–10056, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-10031-
2011, 2011b.

Konovalov, I. B., Beekmann, M., D’Anna, B., and George,
C.: Significant light induced ozone loss on biomass burn-
ing aerosol: Evidence from chemistry-transport modeling based
on new laboratory studies, Geophys. Res. Lett., 39, L17807,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012GL052432, 2012.

Konovalov, I. B., Berezin, E. V., Ciais, P., Broquet, G., Beekmann,
M., Hadji-Lazaro, J., Clerbaux, C., Andreae, M. O., Kaiser, J.
W., and Schulze, E.-D.: Constraining CO2 emissions from open
biomass burning by satellite observations of co-emitted species: a
method and its application to wildfires in Siberia, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 14, 10383–10410, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-10383-
2014, 2014.

Konovalov, I. B., Beekmann, M., Berezin, E. V., Petetin, H., Mielo-
nen, T., Kuznetsova, I. N., and Andreae, M. O.: The role of
semi-volatile organic compounds in the mesoscale evolution of
biomass burning aerosol: a modeling case study of the 2010
mega-fire event in Russia, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 15, 13269–
13297, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-13269-2015, 2015.

Konovalov, I. B., Beekmann, M., Berezin, E. V., Formenti, P., and
Andreae, M. O.: Probing into the aging dynamics of biomass
burning aerosol by using satellite measurements of aerosol opti-
cal depth and carbon monoxide, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 4513–
4537, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-4513-2017, 2017a.

Konovalov, I. B., Lvova, D. A., and Beekmann, M.: Estimation
of the Elemental to Organic Carbon Ratio in Biomass Burn-
ing Aerosol Using AERONET Retrievals, Atmosphere, 8, 122,
https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos8070122, 2017b.

Kozlov, V. S., Panchenko, M. V., and Yausheva, E. P.: Mass fraction
of black carbon in submicron aerosol as an indicator of influence
of smoke from remote forest fires in Siberia, Atmos. Environ.,
42, 2611–2620, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2007.07.036,
2008.

Lack, D. A., Langridge, J. M., Bahreini, R., Cappa, C. D., Middle-
brook, A. M., and Schwarz J. P.: Brown carbon and internal mix-
ing in biomass burning particles, P. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 109,
14802–14807, https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1206575109, 2012.

Lack, D. A., Moosmüller, H., McMeeking, G. R., Chakrabarty, R.
K., and Baumgardner, D.: Characterizing elemental, equivalent
black, and refractory black carbon aerosol particles: a review
of techniques, their limitations and uncertainties, Anal. Bioanal.
Chem., 406, 99–122, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-013-7402-
3, 2014.

Lamarque, J.-F., Bond, T. C., Eyring, V., Granier, C., Heil, A.,
Klimont, Z., Lee, D., Liousse, C., Mieville, A., Owen, B.,
Schultz, M. G., Shindell, D., Smith, S. J., Stehfest, E., Van
Aardenne, J., Cooper, O. R., Kainuma, M., Mahowald, N.,
McConnell, J. R., Naik, V., Riahi, K., and van Vuuren, D.
P.: Historical (1850–2000) gridded anthropogenic and biomass
burning emissions of reactive gases and aerosols: methodol-
ogy and application, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 7017–7039,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-7017-2010, 2010.

Levelt, P. F., Hilsenrath, E., Leppelmeier, G. W., van den Oord,
G. H. J., Bhartia, P. K., Tamminen, J., de Haan, J. F.,
and Veefkind, J. P.: Science objectives of the ozone moni-
toring instrument, IEEE T. Geosci. Remote, 44, 1199–1208,
https://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2006.872336, 2006.

www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-10541-2011
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JD021672
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-9-527-2012
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000jd900581
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD004999
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-8681-2017
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-8681-2017
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-9001-2009
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-9001-2009
https://doi.org/10.1134/S0001433811040062
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-10031-2011
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-10031-2011
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012GL052432
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-10383-2014
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-10383-2014
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-13269-2015
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-4513-2017
https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos8070122
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2007.07.036
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1206575109
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-013-7402-3
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-013-7402-3
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-7017-2010
https://doi.org/10.1109/TGRS.2006.872336


14922 I. B. Konovalov et al.: Estimation of black carbon emissions from Siberian fires

Levy, R. and Hsu, C.: MODIS Atmosphere L2
Aerosol Product. NASA MODIS Adaptive Process-
ing System, Goddard Space Flight Center, USA,
https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MYD04_L2.006, 2015.

Levy, R. C., Mattoo, S., Munchak, L. A., Remer, L. A., Sayer, A.
M., Patadia, F., and Hsu, N. C.: The Collection 6 MODIS aerosol
products over land and ocean, Atmos. Meas. Tech., 6, 2989–
3034, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-2989-2013, 2013.

Liousse, C., Cachier, H., and Jennings, S. G.: Optical and thermal
measurements of black carbon aerosol content in different en-
vironments: Variation of the specific attenuation cross-section,
sigma, Atmos. Environ., 27A, 1203–1211. 1993.

Mailler, S., Menut, L., Khvorostyanov, D., Valari, M., Couvidat,
F., Siour, G., Turquety, S., Briant, R., Tuccella, P., Bessag-
net, B., Colette, A., Létinois, L., Markakis, K., and Meleux,
F.: CHIMERE-2017: from urban to hemispheric chemistry-
transport modeling, Geosci. Model Dev., 10, 2397–2423,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-10-2397-2017, 2017.

Matichuk, R. I., Colarco, P. R., Smith, J. A., and Toon, O. B.:
Modeling the transport and optical properties of smoke plumes
from South American biomass burning, J. Geophys. Res., 113,
D07208, https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009005, 2008.

Mikhailov, E. F., Mironova, S. Y., Makarova, M. V., Vlasenko, S.
S., Ryshkevich, T. I., Panov, A. V., and Andreae, M. O.: Studying
seasonal variations in carbonaceous aerosol particles in the atmo-
sphere over Central Siberia, Izvestija Atmos. Ocean. Phys., 51,
423–430, https://doi.org/10.1134/S000143381504009X, 2015.

Mikhailov, E. F., Mironova, S., Mironov, G., Vlasenko, S., Panov,
A., Chi, X., Walter, D., Carbone, S., Artaxo, P., Heimann,
M., Lavric, J., Pöschl, U., and Andreae, M. O.: Long-term
measurements (2010–2014) of carbonaceous aerosol and car-
bon monoxide at the Zotino Tall Tower Observatory (ZOTTO)
in central Siberia, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 14365–14392,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-14365-2017, 2017.

Mok, J., Krotkov, N. A., Arola, A., Torres, O., Jethva, H., An-
drade, M., Labow, G., Eck, T. F., Li, Z., Dickerson, R. R.,
Stenchikov, G. L., Osipov, S., and Ren, X.: Impacts of brown
carbon from biomass burning on surface UV and ozone pho-
tochemistry in the Amazon Basin, Sci. Rep.-UK, 6, 36940,
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep36940, 2016.

Myhre, G., Shindell, D., Bréon, F.-M., Collins, W., Fuglestvedt,
J., Huang, J., Koch, D., Lamarque, J.-F., Lee, D., Mendoza,
B., Nakajima, T., Robock, A., Stephens, G., Takemura T., and
Zhang, H.: Anthropogenic and natural radiative forcing, in: Cli-
mate Change 2013: The Physical Science Basis. Contribution of
Working Group I to the Fifth Assessment Report of the Inter-
governmental Panel on Climate Change, edited by: Stocker, T.
F., Qin, D., Plattner, G.-K., Tignor, M., Allen, S. K., Boschung,
J., Nauels, A., Xia, Y., Bex, V., and Midgley, P. M., 659–740,
Cambridge Univ. Press, Cambridge, UK, and New York, 2013.

NCEP: NCEP FNL Operational Model Global Tropospheric
Analyses, continuing from July 1999, available at: https:
//rda.ucar.edu/datasets/ds083.2/ (last access: 2 April 2018),
https://doi.org/10.5065/D6M043C6, 2017.

Nedelec, P., Cammas, J.-P., Thouret, V., Athier, G., Cousin, J.-M.,
Legrand, C., Abonnel, C., Lecoeur, F., Cayez, G., and Marizy,
C.: An improved infrared carbon monoxide analyser for routine
measurements aboard commercial Airbus aircraft: technical vali-
dation and first scientific results of the MOZAIC III programme,

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 3, 1551–1564, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
3-1551-2003, 2003.

Oshima, N., Kondo, Y., Moteki, N., Takegawa, N., Koike,
M., Kita, K., Matsui, H., Kajino, M., Nakamura, H., Jung,
J. S., and Kim, Y. J.: Wet removal of black carbon in
Asian outflow: Aerosol Radiative Forcing in East Asia (A-
FORCE) aircraft campaign, J. Geophys. Res., 117, D03204,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD016552, 2012.

Panchenko, M. V., Kozlov, V. S., Terpugova, S. A., Shmargunov,
V. P., and Burkov, V. V.: Simultaneous measurements of sub-
micrometer aerosol and absorbing substance in the altitude
range up to 7 km, in: Proceedings of Tenth ARM Science
Team Meeting, http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?
doi=10.1.1.298.3465&rep=rep1&type=pdf (last access: 13 Oc-
tober 2018), San-Antonio, Texas, 2000.

Panchenko, M. V., Zhuravleva, T. B., Terpugova, S. A., Polkin,
V. V., and Kozlov, V. S.: An empirical model of optical
and radiative characteristics of the tropospheric aerosol over
West Siberia in summer, Atmos. Meas. Tech., 5, 1513–1527,
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-5-1513-2012, 2012.

Paramonov, M., Aalto, P. P., Asmi, A., Prisle, N., Kerminen, V.-
M., Kulmala, M., and Petäjä, T.: The analysis of size-segregated
cloud condensation nuclei counter (CCNC) data and its im-
plications for cloud droplet activation, Atmos. Chem. Phys.,
13, 10285–10301, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-10285-2013,
2013.

Paris, J.-D., Ciais, P., Nédélec, P., Ramonet, M., Belan, B. D., Arshi-
nov, M. Yu., Golitsyn, G. S., Granberg, I., Stohl, A., Cayez, G.,
Athier, G., Boumard, F., and Cousin, J.-M.: The YAK-AEROSIB
transcontinental aircraft campaigns: new insights on the trans-
port of CO2, CO and O3 across Siberia, Tellus B, 60, 551–568,
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0889.2008.00369.x, 2008.

Paris, J.-D., Arshinov, M., Ciais, P., Belan, B., and Nedelec, P.:
Large-scale aircraft observations of ultra-fine and fine parti-
cle concentrations in the remote Siberian troposphere: New
particle formation studies, Atmos. Environ., 43, 1302–1309,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2008.11.032, 2009a.

Paris, J.-D., Stohl, A., Nédélec, P., Arshinov, M. Yu., Panchenko,
M. V., Shmargunov, V. P., Law, K. S., Belan, B. D., and Ciais, P.:
Wildfire smoke in the Siberian Arctic in summer: source char-
acterization and plume evolution from airborne measurements,
Atmos. Chem. Phys., 9, 9315–9327, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
9-9315-2009, 2009b.

Péré, J. C., Bessagnet, B., Mallet, M., Waquet, F., Chiapello, I.,
Minvielle, F., Pont, V., and Menut, L.: Direct radiative effect of
the Russian wildfires and its impact on air temperature and atmo-
spheric dynamics during August 2010, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 14,
1999–2013, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-1999-2014, 2014.

Petrenko, M., Kahn, R., Chin, M., Soja, A., Kucsera, T., and
Harshvardhan: The use of satellite-measured aerosol optical
depth to constrain biomass burning emissions source strength
in the global model GOCART, J. Geophys. Res., 117, D18212,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012JD017870, 2012.

Petrenko, M., Kahn, R., Chin, M., and Limbacher, J.: Re-
fined use of satellite aerosol optical depth snapshots to
constrain biomass burning emissions in the GOCART
model, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 122, 10983–11004,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JD026693, 2017.

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/

https://doi.org/10.5067/MODIS/MYD04_L2.006
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-2989-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-10-2397-2017
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD009005
https://doi.org/10.1134/S000143381504009X
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-14365-2017
https://doi.org/10.1038/srep36940
https://rda.ucar.edu/datasets/ds083.2/
https://rda.ucar.edu/datasets/ds083.2/
https://doi.org/10.5065/D6M043C6
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-3-1551-2003
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-3-1551-2003
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD016552
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.298.3465&rep=rep1&type=pdf
http://citeseerx.ist.psu.edu/viewdoc/download?doi=10.1.1.298.3465&rep=rep1&type=pdf
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-5-1513-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-10285-2013
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0889.2008.00369.x
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2008.11.032
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-9315-2009
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-9315-2009
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-1999-2014
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012JD017870
https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JD026693


I. B. Konovalov et al.: Estimation of black carbon emissions from Siberian fires 14923

Petzold, A., Ogren, J. A., Fiebig, M., Laj, P., Li, S.-M., Bal-
tensperger, U., Holzer-Popp, T., Kinne, S., Pappalardo, G., Sug-
imoto, N., Wehrli, C., Wiedensohler, A., and Zhang, X.-Y.: Rec-
ommendations for reporting “black carbon” measurements, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 13, 8365–8379, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
13-8365-2013, 2013.

Pokhrel, R. P., Wagner, N. L., Langridge, J. M., Lack, D. A.,
Jayarathne, T., Stone, E. A., Stockwell, C. E., Yokelson, R.
J., and Murphy, S. M.: Parameterization of single-scattering
albedo (SSA) and absorption Ångström exponent (AAE) with
EC/OC for aerosol emissions from biomass burning, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 16, 9549–9561, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-
9549-2016, 2016.

Popovicheva, O. B., Evangeliou, N., Eleftheriadis, K., Kalo-
gridis, A. C., Sitnikov, N., Eckhardt, S., and Stohl, A.:
Black carbon sources constrained by observations in the Rus-
sian high Arctic, Environ. Sci. Technol., 51, 3871–3879,
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b05832, 2017.

Qi, L., Li, Q., Henze, D. K., Tseng, H.-L., and He, C.: Sources
of springtime surface black carbon in the Arctic: an adjoint
analysis for April 2008, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 9697–9716,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-9697-2017, 2017.

Reddington, C. L., Spracklen, D. V., Artaxo, P., Ridley, D. A.,
Rizzo, L. V., and Arana, A.: Analysis of particulate emissions
from tropical biomass burning using a global aerosol model and
long-term surface observations, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 16, 11083–
11106, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-11083-2016, 2016.

Reid, J. S., Eck, T. F., Christopher, S. A., Koppmann, R., Dubovik,
O., Eleuterio, D. P., Holben, B. N., Reid, E. A., and Zhang, J.:
A review of biomass burning emissions part III: intensive optical
properties of biomass burning particles, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 5,
827–849, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-5-827-2005, 2005a.

Reid, J. S., Koppmann, R., Eck, T. F., and Eleuterio, D. P.: A review
of biomass burning emissions part II: intensive physical proper-
ties of biomass burning particles, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 5, 799–
825, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-5-799-2005, 2005b.

Saleh, R., Hennigan, C. J., McMeeking, G. R., Chuang, W. K.,
Robinson, E. S., Coe, H., Donahue, N. M., and Robinson, A. L.:
Absorptivity of brown carbon in fresh and photo-chemically aged
biomass-burning emissions, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 7683–
7693, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-7683-2013, 2013.

Sand, M., Berntsen, T., von Salzen, K., Flanner, M., Langner, J., and
Victor, D.: Response of arctic temperature to changes in emis-
sions of short-lived climate forcers, Nat. Clim. Change, 6, 286–
289, https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2880, 2015.

Saturno, J., Holanda, B. A., Pöhlker, C., Ditas, F., Wang, Q.,
Moran-Zuloaga, D., Brito, J., Carbone, S., Cheng, Y., Chi, X.,
Ditas, J., Hoffmann, T., Hrabe de Angelis, I., Könemann, T.,
Lavric, J. V., Ma, N., Ming, J., Paulsen, H., Pöhlker, M. L.,
Rizzo, L. V., Schlag, P., Su, H., Walter, D., Wolff, S., Zhang,
Y., Artaxo, P., Pöschl, U., and Andreae, M. O.: Black and
brown carbon over central Amazonia: long-term aerosol mea-
surements at the ATTO site, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 12817–
12843, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-12817-2018, 2018.

Sharma, S., Brook, J. R., Cachier, H., Chow, J., Gaudenzi, A., and
Lu, G.: Light absorption and thermal measurements of black car-
bon in different regions of Canada, J. Geophys. Res., 107, 4771,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002496, 2002.

Sharma, S., Leaitch, W. R., Huang, L., Veber, D., Kolonjari,
F., Zhang, W., Hanna, S. J., Bertram, A. K., and Ogren, J.
A.: An evaluation of three methods for measuring black car-
bon in Alert, Canada, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 15225–15243,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-15225-2017, 2017.

Shindell, D. and Faluvegi, G.: Climate response to regional radiative
forcing during the twentieth century, Nat. Geosci., 2, 294–300,
https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo473, 2009.

Skamarock, W. C., Klemp, J. B., Dudhia, J., Gill, D. O., Barker, D.
M., Duda, M. G., Huang, X.-Y., Wang, W., and Powers, J. G.:
A Description of the advanced research WRF version 3, NCAR
Tech. Notes–475CSTR, Boulder, Colorado, USA, 113 pp., 2008.

Sofiev, M., Vankevich, R., Lotjonen, M., Prank, M., Petukhov, V.,
Ermakova, T., Koskinen, J., and Kukkonen, J.: An operational
system for the assimilation of the satellite information on wild-
land fires for the needs of air quality modelling and forecasting,
Atmos. Chem. Phys., 9, 6833–6847, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
9-6833-2009, 2009.

Sofiev, M., Ermakova, T., and Vankevich, R.: Evaluation
of the smoke-injection height from wild-land fires using
remote-sensing data, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 12, 1995–2006,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-1995-2012, 2012.

Stier, P., Seinfeld, J. H., Kinne, S., Feichter, J., and Boucher,
O.: Impact of nonabsorbing anthropogenic aerosols on clear
sky atmospheric absorption, J. Geophys. Res., 111, D18201,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007147, 2006.

Stohl, A.: Characteristics of atmospheric transport into
the Arctic troposphere, J. Geophys. Res., 111, D11306,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006888, 2006.

Stohl, A., Andrews, E., Burkhart, J. F., Forster, C., Herber, A., Hoch,
S. W., Kowal, D., Lunder, C., Mefford, T., Ogren, J. A., Sharma,
S., Spichtinger, N., Stebel, K., Stone, R., Ström, J., Tørseth, K.,
Wehrli, C., and Yttri, K. E.: Pan-Arctic enhancements of light
absorbing aerosol concentrations due to North American boreal
forest fires during summer 2004, J. Geophys. Res., 111, D22214,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007216, 2006.

Torres, O., Bhartia, P. K., Herman, J. R., and Ahmad, Z.: Derivation
of aerosol properties from satellite measurements of backscat-
tered ultraviolet radiation: Theoretical basis, J. Geophys. Res.,
103, 17099–17110, 1998.

Torres, O. O.: OMI/Aura Near UV Aerosol Optical Depth
and Single Scattering Albedo 1-orbit L2 Swath 13× 24 km
V003, Greenbelt, MD, USA, Goddard Earth Sciences
Data and Information Services Center (GES DISC),
https://doi.org/10.5067/Aura/OMI/DATA2004 (last access:
12 April 2018), 2006.

Torres, O., Tanskanen, A., Veihelmann, B., Ahn, C., Braak, R.,
Bhartia, P. K., Veefkind, P., and Levelt, P.: Aerosols and
surface UV products from Ozone Monitoring Instrument ob-
servations: An overview, J. Geophys. Res., 112, D24S47,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD008809, 2007.

Torres, O., Ahn, C., and Chen, Z.: Improvements to the
OMI near-UV aerosol algorithm using A-train CALIOP
and AIRS observations, Atmos. Meas. Tech., 6, 3257–3270,
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-3257-2013, 2013.

Tosca, M. G., Randerson, J. T., and Zender, C. S.: Global im-
pact of smoke aerosols from landscape fires on climate and
the Hadley circulation, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 5227–5241,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-5227-2013, 2013.

www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-8365-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-8365-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-9549-2016
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-9549-2016
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b05832
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-9697-2017
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-11083-2016
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-5-827-2005
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-5-799-2005
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-7683-2013
https://doi.org/10.1038/nclimate2880
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-12817-2018
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002496
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-15225-2017
https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo473
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-6833-2009
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-6833-2009
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-1995-2012
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007147
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006888
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007216
https://doi.org/10.5067/Aura/OMI/DATA2004
https://doi.org/10.1029/2007JD008809
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-3257-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-5227-2013


14924 I. B. Konovalov et al.: Estimation of black carbon emissions from Siberian fires

Turpin, B. J. and Lim, H.-J.: Species contributions to PM2.5 mass
concentrations: Revisiting common assumptions for estimating
organic mass, Aerosol Sci. Tech., 35, 602–610, 2001.

Turquety, S., Messina, P., Stromatas, S., Anav, A., Menut, L.,
Bessagnet, B., Pere, J. C., Drobinski, P., Coheur, P. F., and
Rhoni, Y.: Impact of Fire Emissions on Air Quality in the
Euro-Mediterranean Region, Air pollution modeling and its
application, edited by: Steyn, D. G., Builtjes, P. J. H., and
Timmermans, R. M. A., Book Series: NATO Science for
Peace and Security Series C-Environmental Security, 363–367,
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-5577-2, 2014.

Vadrevu, K. P., Lasko, K., Giglio, L., and Justice, C.: Analysis
of Southeast Asian pollution episode during June 2013 using
satellite remote sensing datasets, Environ. Pollut., 195, 245–256,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2014.06.017, 2014.

van der Werf, G. R., Randerson, J. T., Giglio, L., van Leeuwen, T.
T., Chen, Y., Rogers, B. M., Mu, M., van Marle, M. J. E., Morton,
D. C., Collatz, G. J., Yokelson, R. J., and Kasibhatla, P. S.: Global
fire emissions estimates during 1997–2016, Earth Syst. Sci. Data,
9, 697–720, https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-9-697-2017, 2017.

Vaughan, M., Young, S., Winker, D., Powell, K., Omar, A., Liu,
Z., Hu, Y., and Hostetler, C.: Fully automated analysis of space-
based lidar data: an overview of the CALIPSO retrieval algo-
rithms and data products, Proc. SPIE, 5575, 16–30, 2004.

Wang, R., Balkanski, Y., Boucher, O., Ciais, P., Schuster,
G. L., Chevallier, F., Samset, B. H., Liu, J., Piao, S.,
Valari, M., and Tao, S.: Estimation of global black car-
bon direct radiative forcing and its uncertainty constrained
by observations, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 121, 5948–5971,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JD024326, 2016.

Warneke, C., Froyd, K. D., Brioude, J., Bahreini, R., Brock, C.
A., Cozic, J., de Gouw, J. A., Fahey, D. W., Ferrare, R., Hol-
loway, J. S., Middlebrook, A. M., Miller, L., Montzka, S.,
Schwarz, J. P., Sodemann, H., Spackman, J. R., and Stohl, A.:
An important contribution to springtime Arctic aerosol from
biomass burning in Russia, Geophys. Res. Lett., 37, L01801,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009GL041816, 2010.

Weingartner, E., Saathof, H., Schnaiter, M., Streit, N., Bitnar, B.,
and Baltensperger, U.: Absorption of light by soot particles: De-
termination of the absorption coefficient by means of aethalome-
ters, J. Aerosol. Sci., 34, 1445–1463, 2003.

Wiedinmyer, C., Akagi, S. K., Yokelson, R. J., Emmons, L. K., Al-
Saadi, J. A., Orlando, J. J., and Soja, A. J.: The Fire INventory
from NCAR (FINN): a high resolution global model to estimate
the emissions from open burning, Geosci. Model Dev., 4, 625–
641, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-625-2011, 2011.

Winiger P., Andersson, A., Eckhardt, S., Stohl, A., Semile-
tov, I.P., Dudarev, O. V., Charkin, A., Shakhova, N., Klimont, Z.,
Heyes, C., Gustafsson, Ö.: Siberian Arctic black carbon sources
constrained by model and observation, P. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA,
114, E1054–E1061, https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1613401114,
2017.

Wong, J. P. S., Nenes, A., and Weber, R. J.: Changes in light absorp-
tivity of molecular weight separated brown carbon due to pho-
tolytic aging, Environmental Science & Technology, 51, 8414–
8421, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.7b01739, 2017.

Wooster, M. J., Roberts, G., Perry, G. L. W., and Kaufman,
Y. J.: Retrieval of biomass combustion rates and totals from
fire radiative power observations: FRP derivation and cali-
bration relationships between biomass consumption and fire
radiative energy release, J. Geophys. Res., 110, D24311,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006318, 2005.

Wooster, M., Xu, W., and Nightingale, T.: Sentinel-3 SLSTR
active fire detection and FRP product: pre-launch algo-
rithm development and performance evaluation using MODIS
and ASTER datasets, Remote Sens. Environ., 120, 236–254,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2011.09.033, 2012.

Xu, X., Wang, J., Henze, K. D., Qu, W., and Kopacz, M.:
Constraints on Aerosol Sources Using GEOS-Chem Ad-
joint and MODIS Radiances, and Evaluation with Multisen-
sor (OMI, MISR) data, J. Geophys. Res., 118, 6396–6413,
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50515, 2013.

Xu, J.-W., Martin, R. V., Morrow, A., Sharma, S., Huang, L.,
Leaitch, W. R., Burkart, J., Schulz, H., Zanatta, M., Willis, M.
D., Henze, D. K., Lee, C. J., Herber, A. B., and Abbatt, J. P. D.:
Source attribution of Arctic black carbon constrained by aircraft
and surface measurements, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 11971–
11989, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-11971-2017, 2017.

Zhang, L., Henze, D. K., Grell, G. A., Carmichael, G. R., Bousserez,
N., Zhang, Q., Torres, O., Ahn, C., Lu, Z., Cao, J., and Mao, Y.:
Constraining black carbon aerosol over Asia using OMI aerosol
absorption optical depth and the adjoint of GEOS-Chem, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 15, 10281–10308, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-
10281-2015, 2015.

Zhang, L., Henze, D. K., Grell, G. A., Torres, O., Jethva,
H., and Lamsal, L. N.: What factors control the trend
of increasing AAOD over the United States in the last
decade?, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 122, 1797–1810,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JD025472, 2017.

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 14889–14924, 2018 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/18/14889/2018/

https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-5577-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2014.06.017
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-9-697-2017
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015JD024326
https://doi.org/10.1029/2009GL041816
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-625-2011
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1613401114
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.7b01739
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006318
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.rse.2011.09.033
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50515
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-11971-2017
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-10281-2015
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-10281-2015
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JD025472

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Methodology
	Observational data
	AAOD retrievals
	AOD retrievals 
	Fire radiative power
	AERONET data 
	Measurement data from the Zotino Tall Tower Observatory
	Aircraft measurements

	Modeling and analysis 
	CHIMERE model simulations
	Calculations of BB emissions 
	AAOD parameterization
	Optimization procedure


	Results
	Optimal estimates of the correction factors for BB emissions of BC and OC
	Evaluation of the optimized simulations of AAOD and AOD
	Evaluation of the simulated BC and OC concentrations against observations at ZOTTO
	Comparison of the simulated data with aircraft measurements
	BC and OC emission estimates 
	Sensitivity tests
	BC transport into the Arctic

	Conclusions
	Data availability
	Supplement
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Special issue statement
	Acknowledgements
	References

