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Abstract. Primary biological aerosol particles (PBAPs),
such as bacteria, viruses, fungi, and pollen, represent a small
fraction of the total aerosol burden. Based on process model
studies, we identify trends in the relative importance of
PBAP properties, e.g., number concentration, diameter, hy-
groscopicity, surface tension, and contact angle, for their
aerosol–cloud interactions and optical properties. While the
number concentration of PBAPs likely does not affect to-
tal cloud condensation nuclei (CCN) concentrations globally,
small changes in the hygroscopicity of submicron PBAPs
might affect their CCN ability and thus their inclusion into
clouds. Given that PBAPs are highly efficient atmospheric
ice nuclei (IN) at T >−10 ◦C, we suggest that small changes
in their sizes or surface properties due to chemical, physical,
or biological processing might translate into large impacts
on ice initiation in clouds. Predicted differences in the direct
interaction of PBAPs with radiation can be equally large be-
tween different species of the same PBAP type and among
different PBAP types. Our study shows that not only vari-
ability of PBAP types but also their physical, chemical, and
biological ageing processes might alter their CCN and IN ac-
tivities to affect their aerosol–cloud interactions and optical
properties. While these properties and processes likely affect
radiative forcing only on small spatial and temporal scales,
we highlight their potential importance for PBAP survival,
dispersion, and transport in the atmosphere.

1 Introduction

Although primary biological aerosol particles (PBAPs) con-
tribute a small fraction (50 Tgyr−1, with an upper limit of
1000 Tgyr−1) to the total natural global aerosol emissions of
∼ 2900–13 000 Tgyr−1 (Stocker et al., 2013), they have at-
tracted great interest in the atmospheric science and public
health communities as they might affect the climate and be
responsible for spreading diseases (Asadi et al., 2020; Be-
hzad et al., 2018; Khaled et al., 2021). They consist of bac-
teria, proteins, viruses, fungi, pollen, and other biologically
derived materials with potentially infectious, allergenic, or
toxic properties (Fröhlich-Nowoisky et al., 2016).

Their mass (Graham et al., 2003; Heald and Spracklen,
2009), number concentrations (Huffman et al., 2013;
Matthias-Maser et al., 1999; Forde et al., 2019a), and frac-
tions (Jaenicke, 2005) can greatly vary depending on lo-
cation (Schumacher et al., 2013; Shen et al., 2019; Wei
et al., 2016; Yu et al., 2016), time of day (Kang et al.,
2012), and other conditions (Chow et al., 2015; Jiaxian et al.,
2019; Wu et al., 2016; Forde et al., 2019b). For example,
in the Amazonian rainforest, PBAPs contribute ∼ 20 % to
the mass of submicron organic aerosol (Schneider et al.,
2011). In the semirural area of Mainz in central Europe,
the number fraction was 1 %–50 % for particles with diame-
ter (D)> 0.4 µm (Jaenicke, 2005). Above the ocean, 1 % of
particles with 0.2 µm<D< 0.7 µm contain biological ma-
terials (Pósfai et al., 1998). Temporal variability of PBAPs
was observed exhibiting peaks in the morning and during
and after rain (Huffman et al., 2013; Zhang et al., 2019).
To the total global PBAP emissions, bacteria contribute
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Figure 1. Schematic of the influence of PBAP properties and ageing processes on direct and indirect radiative effects. (a) The direct radiative
forcing might be influenced by PBAP concentration (NPBAP), diameter (DPBAP), refractive index (mPBAP= n+ik), surface tension (σPBAP),
and hygroscopicity (κPBAP) at RH< 100 %. (b)NPBAP,DPBAP, σPBAP, and κPBAP might affect CCN activity and properties of warm clouds.
(c) NPBAP, DPBAP, and contact angle of ice germ on the particle (θPBAP) might affect the evolution of mixed-phase clouds.

0.4–1.8 Tgyr−1, which is less than 25–31 Tgyr−1 by fun-
gal spores (Heald and Spracklen, 2009; Hoose et al., 2010)
and 47 Tgyr−1 by pollen (Burrows et al., 2009a, b). Although
the mass fraction of bacteria is small, their number con-
centration (∼ 0.001–1 cm−3) (Lighthart and Shaffer, 1995;
Tong and Lighthart, 2000) is larger than that of fungal spores
(∼ 0.001–0.01 cm−3) and pollen (∼ 0.001 cm−3) (Huffman
et al., 2010). The concentration of viruses can reach up to
∼ 0.1 cm−3 in indoor air (Prussin et al., 2015) and decreases
to ∼ 0.01 cm−3 outdoors (Després et al., 2012; Weesendorp
et al., 2008). The comparably small size of viruses and bac-
teria (Dviruses∼ 0.1 µm, Dbacteria∼ 1 µm) enables relatively
long residence times of several days in the atmosphere (Bur-
rows et al., 2009a; Verreault et al., 2008).

In numerous recent review articles, it has been suggested
that PBAPs can affect radiative forcing in multiple ways
(Fig. 1) (Coluzza et al., 2017; Després et al., 2012; Haddrell
and Thomas, 2017; Hu et al., 2018; Šantl-Temkiv et al., 2020;
Smets et al., 2016): PBAPs might directly interact with radi-
ation by scattering or absorbing light (Fig. 1a). While their
aerosol direct effect is likely globally small due to low PBAP
number concentration (Löndahl, 2014), it may be of greater
interest locally and for specific wavelength ranges due to
the large size of PBAPs (Myhre et al., 2014). The optical
properties of PBAPs (Arakawa et al., 2003; Hu et al., 2019;
Thrush et al., 2010) resemble those of other organic parti-
cles as PBAPs are largely composed of proteins and other
macromolecules. Accordingly, PBAP optical properties can
be ascribed to specific organic functional entities such as
amino groups or aromatic structures (Hill et al., 2015; Hu
et al., 2019). At subsaturated relative humidity (RH) con-
ditions, the hygroscopicity (κPBAP) determines their ability
to take up water (Petters and Kreidenweis, 2007) and thus
their equilibrium size, which might affect their direct ra-

diative properties. Their hygroscopicity shows a large range
(0.03≤ κPBAP ≤ 0.25), which is explained by variation of
surface composition due to different types of PBAPs and/or
ageing processes (Bauer et al., 2003; Haddrell and Thomas,
2017; Šantl-Temkiv et al., 2020; Sun and Ariya, 2006).

Convective and precipitating clouds lead to efficient par-
ticle redistribution by vertical transport and removal of par-
ticles by wet deposition. Therefore, cloud-related physico-
chemical properties need to be constrained to determine the
distribution and residence time of PBAPs in the atmosphere.
Since PBAPs often have supermicron sizes, they may act as
“giant CCN” and thus induce early precipitation (Barahona
et al., 2010; DeLeon-Rodriguez et al., 2013; Feingold et al.,
1999). Based on a global model study, it was concluded that
CCN-relevant properties need to be refined in order to fur-
ther probe their role in the climate system (Konstantinidis,
2014). In particular pollen rupture leads to a huge increase in
the number of subpollen particles (SPPs) (Bacsi et al., 2006;
Suphioglu et al., 1992; Taylor et al., 2002, 2004; Wozniak
et al., 2018). By assuming that one pollen grain releases up
to 106 SPPs, regional model studies suggested that the re-
sulting SPPs can significantly suppress seasonal precipitation
(Wozniak et al., 2018). Several experimental studies have ex-
plored the CCN properties of PBAPs and determined their
hygroscopicity (κ) (Ariya et al., 2009; Sun and Ariya, 2006).
The role of biosurfactant production by bacteria and fungi
has been also discussed in the context of their CCN activity
since a lower surface tension (σPBAP) enhances water uptake
(Renard et al., 2016). In addition, biosurfactant molecules
that are produced by bacteria and fungi, while they reside
on leaves or other surfaces, might attach to other particles,
thus increasing their CCN ability as well.

In addition to acting as CCN, some species of bacte-
ria, fungi, and pollen can nucleate ice at high temperatures
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(Hoose and Möhler, 2012; Morris et al., 2004, 2008; Pouzet
et al., 2017; Diehl et al., 2001, 2002), which makes them
unique in terms of ice nucleation to affect the evolution of
mixed-phase clouds at these temperatures (Fig. 1c). Above
vegetated forests (Tobo et al., 2013) and near the surface of
the Southern Ocean (Burrows et al., 2013), PBAPs have been
shown to contribute significantly to the total abundance of ice
nuclei (IN). In a high-altitude mountain region of the United
States, ambient measurements suggest that 16 % to 76 % of
IN at −30 ◦C consist of primary biological material (Prenni
et al., 2009); a similar proportion (33 %) was reported at−31
to −34 ◦C in the Amazon basin (Pratt et al., 2009).

The radiative impacts of PBAPs, influenced by the
physicochemical properties (NPBAP, DPBAP, κPBAP, σPBAP,
mPBAP, θPBAP), summarized in Fig. 1, can largely differ on
spatial and temporal scales, leading to different conclusions
regarding the climatic impacts of PBAPs (Burrows et al.,
2009a, b; Hoose et al., 2010; Junge and Swanson, 2008; Kon-
stantinidis, 2014; Sahyoun et al., 2017; Sesartic et al., 2012).
These properties are even more variable than represented in
current models as PBAPs undergo chemical, physical, and bi-
ological ageing processes (Coluzza et al., 2017; Deguillaume
et al., 2008; Pöschl, 2005; Vaïtilingom et al., 2010).

– Physical transformations include agglomeration and/or
fragmentation of cells (Coluzza et al., 2017; Lighthart,
1997; Zhang et al., 2019), coating with organic or in-
organic components (Pöschl and Shiraiwa, 2015; Joly
et al., 2015), or coating with solid ice or liquid water
(Joly et al., 2013). These processes might alter various
physicochemical properties listed in Fig. 1. For exam-
ple, the breakup of pollen or fungi due to rupture can
lead to higher number concentrations by several orders
of magnitude (Suphioglu et al., 1992; Wozniak et al.,
2018).

– Chemical transformations include oxidation (Jayara-
man et al., 2008; Vaïtilingom et al., 2010), nitration
(Franze et al., 2005), oligomerization (Tolocka et al.,
2004), degradation of macromolecules (Estillore et al.,
2016), and changes of the protein conformations due to
exposure to different pH (Kristinsson and Hultin, 2004).
These processes lead to the modification of the pro-
tein structures and other macromolecules and thus af-
fect PBAP optical properties (Myhre et al., 2014), CCN
activity (Sun and Ariya, 2006), and IN ability (Attard
et al., 2012; Kunert et al., 2019).

– Biological processes might be initiated by living mi-
croorganisms in PBAPs, unlike in other aerosol par-
ticles in the atmosphere (Amato et al., 2017; Delort
et al., 2017; Joly et al., 2015). Such processes are gen-
erally driven by strategies to adapt to the harsh con-
ditions in the atmosphere (e.g., rapid temperature and
RH changes, thaw–freeze cycles, humidification and
desiccation, UV exposure) (Hamilton and Lenton, 1998;

Horneck et al., 1994; Joly et al., 2015; Setlow, 2007)
or to limit their atmospheric residence time by ini-
tiating precipitation (Hernandez and Lindow, 2019).
These processes include nutrient uptake by biodegra-
dation (Khaled et al., 2021); bacteria cell generation
that enhances particle size and surface area (Ervens
and Amato, 2020); formation of biofilms (extracellular
polymeric substances), which enables PBAPs to form
aggregates (Monier and Lindow, 2003, 2005; Morris
et al., 2008; Sheng et al., 2010); expression of ice-
nucleating proteins (Joly et al., 2013; Kjelleberg and
Hermansson, 1984); formation of biosurfactants that
enhances water uptake (Hernandez and Lindow, 2019;
Neu, 1996); desiccation that decreases size of PBAPs
(Barnard et al., 2013); formation of pigments (Pšenčík
et al., 2004; Fong et al., 2001) enhancing light absorp-
tion and fungal spore germination (Ayerst, 1969); for-
mation of bacteria endospores (Enguita et al., 2003) that
increases NPBAP; and the metabolism of cellular com-
ponents (membranes, proteins, saccharides, osmolytes,
etc.) (Fox and Howlett, 2008; Xie et al., 2010). To date,
the uncertainties introduced by these PBAP ageing pro-
cesses in the estimate of PBAP radiative effects, their at-
mospheric residence time, and distribution can only be
assessed qualitatively due to the lack of comprehensive
data. However, it may be expected that some of these
ageing processes lead to similar differences in PBAP
properties than to differences between PBAP types.

In our study, we give a brief overview of the PBAP proper-
ties in Fig. 1 and summarize which chemical, physical and
biological processes may alter these properties (Sect. 2). By
means of process models (Sect. 3), we explore in a simplis-
tic way the relative importance of these PBAP properties and
ageing processes for the effects depicted in Fig. 1 (Sect. 4).
Our model sensitivity studies are set up such that we iden-
tify trends and their relative importance to show the sensi-
tivities to individual properties and ageing processes that im-
pact PBAP properties in the atmosphere. The results of our
sensitivity studies allow for a ranking of the importance of
the various PBAP properties and processes in terms of their
aerosol–cloud interactions and optical properties (Sect. 5).
Finally, we give some guidance on the need of future labo-
ratory, field, and model studies to more accurately describe
potential radiative effects, distribution, and residence time of
PBAPs in the atmosphere.

2 Physicochemical properties and processes of PBAPs

Literature data on physicochemical parameters of PBAPs are
summarized in Table 1. It is not our goal to repeat exhaus-
tive reviews on these individual properties; for this, we re-
fer to previous overview articles (Bauer et al., 2003; Coluzza
et al., 2017; Deguillaume et al., 2008; Després et al., 2012;
Fröhlich-Nowoisky et al., 2016; Hoose and Möhler, 2012;
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Table 1. Physicochemical properties of various types of PBAPs and their changes due to physical, chemical, and biological ageing processes
based on literature data.

PBAP
types

Physicochemical properties

Concentration N
(cm−3)

Diameter D
(µm)

Complex refractive
index m(λ)= n+ ik

Hygroscopicity κ Surface tension σ
(mNm−1)

Number fraction
of PBAPs with IN
active molecules

Contact
angle θ (◦)

Bacteria 0.001–1 (1) 1 (17)
0.6–7 (18)

n: 1.5–1.56,
k: 3× 10−5–6× 10−4 (24);
n: 1.5–1.56,
k: 0–0.04 (25);
n: 1.25–1.87,
k: 0–0.5 (26)

0.11–0.25 (27) 25, 30, 55, 72 (35) ∼ 0.1 %,
∼ 1 %,
∼ 10 % (36)

32–34 (39);
4–20 (40);
28, 33, 44 (41)

Fungal
spores

0.001–0.01 (2) 3–5 (4);
1–30 (5)

n: 1.25–1.75,
k: 0–0.32 (26)

30–33 (42)

Subfungi
particles
(SFPs)

150–455 (3) 0.01–0.1 (3);
0.02–0.05 (3);
0.03–0.9 (19)

Fern spores 10−5 (4) 1–30 (4)

Pollen 0.001 (5) 5–100 (20) n:1.3–1.75,
k: 0.01–0.2 (26)

0.03–0.073 (28);
0.036–0.048 (29);
0.05–0.1 (30);
0.08–0.17 (31)

∼ 100 % (37, 38) 14–30 (40);
15, 16.3 (43)

Subpollen
particles
(SPPs)

0.1 (6) 1–4 (6);
0.03–4 (21);
0.12–4.67 (22)

0.14–0.24 (32);
0.12–0.13 (33);
0.1–0.2 (34)

Viruses 0.01 (4) 0.01–0.3 (4);
0.04–0.2 (23)

Ambient
PBAPs

0.1–1 (7);
1–8 (8)

> 0.4 (7, 8)

Ambient
PBAPs

0.2–1.2 (9);
0.04–0.13 (10);
0.012–0.095 (11);
0.01–1.4 (12);
0.57–3.3 (13);
0.1–0.43 (14);
0.02–0.09 (15);
0.005–0.5 (16)

> 1 (9–16)

Ageing processes of PBAPs

Physical ageing Chemical ageing Biological ageing

Bacteria Agglomeration: 1D> 0, 1N < 0
(18)

Nitration: 1n> 0, 1k> 0 (44);
Nitration: 1θ ∼ 1◦ (41);
pH changes:
1θ ∼ 1.5◦ (41)

Biosurfactant production: σ < 0 (35);
Biofilm formation: 1D> 0 (45);
Endospore formation: 1N > 0 (46);
Cell generation: 1D> 0 (47);
Desiccation: 1D< 0 (48);
Pigment formation : 1k> 0 (49, 50);
IN protein expression: 1θ < 0 (no data yet)

Fungi Rupture: 1D< 0, 1N > 0 (3, 19) Biosurfactant production: σ < 0 (35);
Germination: 1N > 0 (49);
Desiccation: 1D< 0 (48)

Pollen Rupture: 1D< 0,
1N > 0 (6, 21, 22)

Oxidation: 0.5◦ ≤1θ ≤ 0.8◦ (43)

(1) Total bacteria, Tong and Lighthart (1999); (2) Elbert et al. (2007); (3) after rainfall, Lawler et al. (2020); (4) Després et al. (2012); (5) blooming times, Huffman et al. (2010); (6) thunderstorm times, Zhang et al. (2019);
(7) based on protein dyes, Lake Baikal, Russia, Jaenicke (2005); (8) based on protein dyes, Mainz, Germany, Jaenicke (2005); (9) in the Amazon, Whitehead et al. (2016); (10) in the Amazon, Huffman et al. (2012); (11) Puy de
Dôme, Gabey et al. (2013); (12) in megacity Beijing, China, Wei et al. (2016); (13) in megacity Nanjing, China, Yu et al. (2016); (14) high altitude, Ziemba et al. (2016); (15) high altitude, Perring et al. (2015); (16) high
concentration observed during and after rain, Huffman et al. (2013); (9) to (16) are based on autofluorescence of PBAPs; (17) Burrows et al. (2009a); (18) Lighthart 1997; (19) China et al. (2016); (20) Pöhlker et al. (2013);
(21) Taylor et al. (2004); (22) Taylor et al. (2002); (23) Verreault et al. (2008); (24) Arakawa et al. (2003); (25) Thrush et al. (2010); (26) Hu et al. (2019); (27) Lee et al. (2002); (28) Pope (2010); (29) Tang et al. (2019);
(30) Chen et al. (2019); (31) Griffiths et al. (2012); (32) pollenkitt, Prisle et al. (2019); (33) Mikhailov et al. (2019); (34) Mikhailov et al. (2020); (35) Renard et al. (2016); (36) T ∼−10 ◦C, immersion freezing, Pseudomonas
syringae bacteria, Pseudoxanthomonas sp., Xanthomonas sp., Joly et al. (2013); (37) deposition freezing for pollen, Diehl et al. (2001); (38) immersion and contact freezing for pollen, Diehl et al. (2002); (39) Hoose and Möhler
(2012); (40) Chen et al. (2008); (41) immersion freezing for Pseudomonas syringae and Pseudomonas fluorescens, Attard et al. (2012); (42) immersion freezing for fungi, Kunert et al. (2019); (43) deposition freezing of silver
birch and grey alder pollen, Gute and Abbatt (2018); (44) nitrated SOA (toluene as precursor) to represent nitrated PBAPs, Liu et al. (2015); (45) Morris et al. (2008); (46) Enguita et al. (2003); (47) Ervens and Amato (2020);
(48) Barnard et al. (2013); (49) Pšenčík et al. (2004); (50) Fong et al. (2001)
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Huffman et al., 2020; Šantl-Temkiv et al., 2020). We rather
aim at using characteristic orders of magnitude of these prop-
erties as input data to our process models (Sect. 3). There-
fore, we only give a brief overview on the ranges and vari-
ability of these properties for different PBAP types and due
to various ageing processes.

2.1 PBAP number size distribution parameters (NPBAP
and DPBAP)

The number concentration (NPBAP) of most PBAP types is
in the range of 0.001 cm−3

≤NPBAP≤ 0.1 cm−3 (Table 1).
The number concentration of bacteria is higher than that
of fungal spores and pollen, although the mass concentra-
tion of bacteria is lower (Burrows et al., 2009a; Heald and
Spracklen, 2009; Hoose et al., 2010). NPBAP can vary by
about 3 orders of magnitude among different ecosystems, lo-
cations, seasons, and time of the day (Huffman et al., 2010,
2020; Matthias-Maser et al., 2000a, b; Schumacher et al.,
2013). The PBAP diameter (DPBAP) covers a broad range
of 0.01 µm≤DPBAP≤ 100 µm. This parameter usually refers
to the mass equivalent diameter, which is the diameter of a
sphere with the same mass as a nonspherical PBAP. The size
depends on the type of PBAPs and on changes due to biolog-
ical and physical processing. Viruses are reported to be the
smallest PBAPs (0.01 µm≤Dviruses≤ 0.3 µm), while pollen
is the largest (5 µm≤Dpollen≤ 100 µm) (Table 1). Biologi-
cal processing, such as cell generation, might increase the
size of particles by producing secondary biological aerosol
mass (Ervens and Amato, 2020; Sattler et al., 2001). Typ-
ical bacterial cell generation rates are in the range of 0.1
to 0.9 h−1 (Ervens and Amato, 2020). Efficient generation
in the atmosphere is assumed to be largely restricted to the
time of cell exposure to liquid water (i.e., in cloud). With
an average atmospheric residence time of ∼ 1 week (Bur-
rows et al., 2009b) and an average in-cloud time fraction of
∼ 15 % (Lelieveld and Crutzen, 1990), it can be estimated
that the generation timescale of bacteria cells in the atmo-
sphere is on the order of ∼ 20 h. Thus, for example, Dbacteria
may increase from 1 to 2 µm after 1 week in the atmosphere
assuming a generation rate of 0.3 h−1. Other rates, such as
the cell growth, are usually much smaller (Marr, 1991; Mid-
delboe, 2000; Price and Sowers, 2004; Sattler et al., 2001;
Vrede et al., 2002) and thus contribute less efficiently to
a change in DPBAP. In addition, the formation of extracel-
lular polymeric substances might lead to the formation of
biofilms, which increase PBAP size by forming agglomerates
(Monier and Lindow, 2003, 2005). Agglomerate formation
might be also described as a physical process, when PBAPs
(e.g., bacteria) attach to other particles (e.g., dust) (Després
et al., 2012; Lighthart, 1997), which can result in particle
sizes on the order of∼ 10 µm. At high RH and during precip-
itation or thunderstorms, pollen absorb water and one pollen
grain can release ∼ 103 SPPs due to osmotic pressure (Grote
et al., 2001; Suphioglu et al., 1992). This process can result

in fragments with diameter of 1–4 µm and number concentra-
tions ofNSPP ∼ 0.1 cm−3 during thunderstorms (Zhang et al.,
2019). These concentrations correspond to ∼ 1 to 25 ngm−3

(DSPP< 2 µm) (Miguel et al., 2006). Laboratory chamber
measurements have shown that SPPs from rupture of fresh
birch pollen or grass pollen have diameters in the range of
0.03 to 4.7 µm (Taylor et al., 2002, 2004). Recent labora-
tory measurements suggest that also fungal spores can rup-
ture, resulting in subfungi particles (SFPs) withDSFP of 0.03
to 0.9 µm after exposure to high relative humidity (China
et al., 2016). Ambient measurements suggest NSFP of 150 to
455 cm−3 (10 nm<DSFP< 100 nm) after rainfall; observed
peaks in aerosol size distributions at 20 nm<DSFP< 50 nm
which frequently appeared 1.5 d after rain events were as-
cribed to such rupture events (Lawler et al., 2020).

2.2 Optical properties of PBAPs: complex refractive
index (mPBAP =n+ ik)

The scattering and absorption of particles are commonly
described by the refractive index mPBAP with real part
(nPBAP) and imaginary parts (kPBAP) that depend on
the chemical composition and wavelength of irradiation.
Arakawa et al. (2003) reported 1.5≤ nPBAP≤ 1.56 and
3× 10−5

≤ kPBAP≤ 6× 10−4 for bacteria (Erwinia her-
bicola) in the wavelength range of 0.3–2.5 µm. Other groups
found a broader range of n and k (Table 1) for different
PBAPs and irradiation wavelengths (Hu et al., 2019; Thrush
et al., 2010). The imaginary part can vary by 3 orders of mag-
nitude for different PBAP types (Hu et al., 2019). Hill et al.
(2015) showed that the refractive index of PBAPs can be es-
timated based on the chemical composition. They reported
1.59+ i0.045 for Bacillus vegetative cells at 0.266 µm. Also
PBAP shape (e.g., core-shell structure, hexagonal grids, and
barbs), as has been demonstrated for pollen, influences the
optical properties (Liu and Yin, 2016). Due to the similar-
ity of the molecular structure of organic macromolecules
(e.g., proteins) and secondary organic aerosols (SOAs), it
can be likely assumed that nitration might alter the PBAP
refractive index similar to that of SOA. Experimental results
show 1.528≤ n≤ 1.576 and 0≤ k≤ 0.02 for fresh SOA in
the wavelength range of 0.3–0.56 µm; after nitration, the real
part increases to 1.549≤ n≤ 1.594 and the imaginary part
increases to 0.0002≤ k≤ 0.04 (Liu et al., 2015).

2.3 PBAP properties relevant for CCN activation

2.3.1 Hygroscopicity (κPBAP) of PBAPs

The hygroscopicity determines the PBAP hygroscopic
growth factor (gf, as the ratio of wet to dry particle diam-
eter) at subsaturated RH conditions and their CCN activ-
ity; it is usually expressed as the hygroscopicity parame-
ter κ (Petters and Kreidenweis, 2007). Lee et al. (2002) re-
ported gf= 1.16 for Bacillus subtilis and gf= 1.34 for Es-
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cherichia coli at RH ∼ 85 %. Based on these growth fac-
tors, κbacteria= 0.11 and κbacteria= 0.25 for these bacteria
can be calculated. The hygroscopicity of pollen is similar
to that of bacteria: the κ value of intact pollen grains falls
into the range of 0.03≤ κpollen≤ 0.17 (Chen et al., 2019;
Pope, 2010; Tang et al., 2019), pollenkitts (which are parts
of pollen surface) and SPPs (which are fragments after rup-
ture) are slightly more hygroscopic (0.14≤ κpollenkitt≤ 0.24,
0.1≤ κSPP ≤ 0.2) (Mikhailov et al., 2019, 2020; Prisle et al.,
2019) than intact pollen grains, which can be explained by
the nonuniform composition of pollen (Campos et al., 2008).

2.3.2 Surface tension (σPBAP) of PBAPs

In most model studies that explore CCN activation, it is as-
sumed that particles have a surface tension close to that of
water (σwater= 72 mNm−1). This assumption is likely justi-
fied under many conditions due to the strong dilution of in-
ternally mixed aerosol particles near droplet activation. There
are numerous studies that postulate that surfactants in aerosol
particles might influence the surface tension sufficiently to
change their CCN activity (Bzdek et al., 2020; Facchini et al.,
1999; Lowe et al., 2019; Nozière et al., 2014). These sur-
factants are usually assumed to have natural sources such as
the ocean surface (Gérard et al., 2019; Ovadnevaite et al.,
2017). Another source of surfactants might be living mi-
croorganisms that produce biosurfactants which enhance sur-
face hygroscopicity and decrease surface tension (Akbari
et al., 2018). These biosurfactants might not only be asso-
ciated with PBAPs themselves as they are deposited on sur-
faces (e.g., leaves) where they can be taken up by other parti-
cles. Renard et al. (2016) reported that 41 % of tested strains
actively produce surfactant with σPBAP< 55 mNm−1, and
7 % of tested strains can produce extremely efficient biosur-
factants with σPBAP< 30 mNm−1. All of these tested strains
were collected and isolated in cloud water samples. The most
efficient biosurfactants (σPBAP< 45 mNm−1) are produced
by Pseudomonas and Xanthomonas bacteria (78 %) and Ude-
niomyces fungi (11 %). For these biosurfactants, we fit the
following linear approximation based on the experimental
data:

σPBAP = 89.6− 2.9 ·Cbiosurf

if 6mgL−1
≤ Cbiosurf ≤ 22mgL−1, (1)

where σPBAP is PBAP surface tension (mNm−1) and
Cbiosurf is the biosurfactant concentration (mgL−1). Higher
and lower biosurfactant concentrations may be approximated
with 25 and 72 mN m−1 for simplicity. Equation (1) implies
that the concentration of biosurfactant on the surface is the
same as in the bulk. Recent studies suggest that the surface
concentration of surfactants is higher than the bulk concen-
tration (Bzdek et al., 2020; Lowe et al., 2019; Ruehl et al.,
2016). Thus, a smaller amount of biosurfactants (“critical
micelle concentration”) than suggested by Eq. (1) might be
sufficient to significantly decrease σPBAP. The biosurfactant

concentration depends both on the dilution (amount of wa-
ter) and on the mass fraction of biosurfactants in the parti-
cle. The mass fraction has not been determined for biosur-
factants; however, other surfactants have been shown to con-
tribute∼ 0.1 % to the total particle mass (Gérard et al., 2019).

2.4 PBAP properties relevant for ice nucleation

2.4.1 Number fraction of PBAPs with IN-active
macromolecules

In freezing experiments of pollen, it has been demonstrated
that all particles freeze at sufficiently low temperatures, i.e.,
the number fraction of PBAPs that have IN-active molecules
can be assumed as ∼ 100 %. Both condensation and immer-
sion or contact freezing led to frozen fractions of 100 %
at T =−18 ◦C (Diehl et al., 2001) and T =−20 ◦C (Diehl
et al., 2002), respectively. However, it has been shown that
bacteria of the same species and within the same popula-
tion often exhibit different ice nucleation behaviors (Bow-
ers et al., 2009; Failor et al., 2017; Fall and Fall, 1998; Lin-
dow et al., 1978; Morris et al., 2004). This behavior has been
explained by various expression levels of IN-active macro-
molecules that are located at the cell surface. Under condi-
tions such as phosphate starvation, the expression level might
be higher, which is a strategy to reach nutrients after destroy-
ing the cells of plants by freezing (Fall and Fall, 1998). For
example, only 0.1 % to 10 % of Pseudomonas syringae cells
express IN-active macromolecules (Joly et al., 2013). Bac-
teria from the same population without expression of such
molecules did not freeze under the experimental conditions.

2.4.2 Contact angle between substrate and ice (θPBAP)

In agreement with previous studies, we base our discussion
on the contact angle as a fitting parameter in the classical
nucleation theory (CNT) to parametrize the frozen fraction
observed in experiments. If not reported in the respective ex-
perimental studies, we assumed a freezing time of 10 s to de-
rive θ from experimental data, in agreement with many ex-
perimental conditions (Attard et al., 2012; Gute and Abbatt,
2018; Kunert et al., 2019). All CNT model equations and pa-
rameters are identical to those as described by Ervens and
Feingold (2012); Hoose and Möhler (2012) discussed dif-
ferent assumptions made for the various variables in CNT
in previous ice nucleation studies. Chen et al. (2008) re-
ported 4◦≤ θbacteria ≤ 20◦ and 14◦≤ θpollen ≤ 30◦. Based on
the measurements by Attard et al. (2012), we derived values
of 28, 33, and 44◦ for different species of bacteria. θ values
for fungi based on the measurements by Kunert et al. (2019)
are similar (30◦≤ θfungi ≤ 33◦). Gute and Abbatt (2018) per-
formed deposition freezing experiments of pollen; based on
their experiments, we fitted θpollen= 15◦ for silver birch and
θpollen= 16.3◦ for grey alder. Hoose and Möhler (2012) re-
ported the ice nucleation active surface site (INAS) density

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 21, 3699–3724, 2021 https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-3699-2021



M. Zhang et al.: Sensitivities to biological aerosol particle properties and ageing processes 3705

of various bacteria at−5 ◦C (102.5 to 1010 m−2). Using CNT,
we fitted a contact angle to their data, resulting in the range
of 32◦≤ θbacteria ≤ 34◦.

Chemical processes (e.g., nitration) can change the molec-
ular surface of PBAPs by, for example, adding nitro groups
to tyrosine residues of proteins (Estillore et al., 2016), which
can alter the IN activity. Attard et al. (2012) measured the
cumulative fraction of IN among a population of bacteria be-
fore and after nitration for 16–18 h. The residence time of
aerosol particles in the atmosphere is from hours to weeks,
which means that the experimental nitration times might be
a realistic timescale. Based on these data, we calculated that
the contact angle increased by ∼ 1◦ after nitration for some
bacteria. In contrast, Kunert et al. (2019) reported that pro-
tein nitration does not influence the cumulative fraction of
IN for 65 species of fungi investigated. In order to study the
oxidation effect, Gute and Abbatt (2018) exposed pollen to
OH radicals and measured the cumulative frozen fraction of
pollen in terms of deposition freezing. We calculated that the
contact angle increased by∼ 0.5◦≤1θpollen ≤ 0.8◦ after ox-
idation. While experimental conditions are often optimized
so that a large fraction of particles become nitrated or ox-
idized, only a small fraction of ambient proteins (∼ 0.1 %)
have been found to be nitrated (Franze et al., 2005). In ad-
dition, Attard et al. (2012) showed that a decrease of pH
from 7.0 to 4.1 led to a decrease of the cumulative frac-
tion of IN of P. syringae (32b-74) from 10−2 to 10−8 at
T =−4 ◦C. This change can be described by an increase of θ
from 28.7 to 30.3◦ (1θbacteria∼ 1.6◦). P. syringae (CC0242),
Snomax®, and P. fluorescens exhibited similar increases of
1θbacteria∼ 1.5◦ for the same change in pH.

3 Model description

3.1 Box model: scattering and absorption of wet
particles at RH< 100 % calculated by Mie theory

A box model was used to calculate total scattering and ab-
sorption based on Mie theory (Bohren and Huffman, 1983)
for a constant aerosol distribution at different RH. Water up-
take by particles is calculated based on Köhler theory. Mie
theory is applied to calculate total scattering and absorp-
tion of the wet aerosol population as a function of D, N ,
and m at different wavelengths (λ). The input aerosol size
distribution is based on ambient measurements by an ultra-
violet aerodynamic particle sizer (UV-APS) in central Eu-
rope (Zhang et al., 2019) that cannot detect particles with
D< 0.5 µm. At λ≥ 300 nm, the particles with D> 3 µm in-
teract with light by geometric scattering, rather than Mie
scattering. Therefore, we only consider particles with di-
ameters of 0.5 µm<D< 2.8 µm in 24 size classes to repre-
sent ambient aerosol particles relevant for our study with a
concentration of Nother, S(opt)= 1.4 cm−3. Thus, the simula-
tions focus on PBAPs in this size range and exclude smaller

(e.g., viruses, SFPs, or SPPs) and larger (e.g., pollen grains)
particles. We consider one additional PBAP size class in
the model with specific parameters (NPBAP, DPBAP, mPBAP,
κPBAP, σPBAP).

Calculations are performed for RH of 10 % and 90 %, i.e.,
for different PBAP growth factors. In a series of sensitivity
studies of optical simulations (Sopt1 to Sopt13, Table 2), we
explore the sensitivity of scattering and absorption toNPBAP,
DPBAP, κPBAP, and mPBAP (mPBAP= n+ ik). We not only
compare model results for properties representing different
PBAP types (e.g., Dbacteria vs. Dfungi) but also explore the
ranges of property variation due to ageing processes of in-
dividual PBAP types e.g., the potential increase of bacteria
diameter (1D) due to cell generation.

3.2 Adiabatic parcel model

3.2.1 CCN activation in warm clouds

An adiabatic parcel model was applied to simulate the for-
mation of warm clouds (Ervens et al., 2005, 2010; Fein-
gold and Heymsfield, 1992). The activation of an aerosol
population to cloud droplets is described as a function
of N , D, κ , and σ . The dry aerosol size distribution
covers a size range of 5 nm<Dother, S(CCN)< 7.7 µm with
Nother, S(CCN)= 902 cm−3, as being typical for moderately
polluted continental conditions. Similar to the studies on op-
tical properties (Sect. 3.1), we assume that one aerosol size
class is composed of biological material, for which we vary
DPBAP, κPBAP, and σPBAP to explore the role of differences in
PBAP types and ageing processes on cloud droplet activation
with CCN simulations (SCCN1 to SCCN9, Table 2).

3.2.2 Ice nucleation in mixed-phase clouds

The adiabatic parcel model as used for the CCN calcula-
tions was extended by the description of immersion freezing
based on classical nucleation theory (Ervens et al., 2011).
At each model time step (1 s), the frozen fraction of PBAPs
is calculated; if 1 % or more of the IN size class is pre-
dicted to freeze in a given time step, a new size class
of ice particles is generated in the model, for which ice
growth is described. We consider an aerosol size distribu-
tion with 46 nm<Dother, S(IN)< 2.48 µm in nine size classes
and Nother, S(IN)= 100 cm−3, as found in Arctic mixed-phase
clouds. The aerosol population includes one additional PBAP
size class, which is the only one that includes potentially
freezing IN under the model conditions. Similar to the anal-
ysis by Ervens et al. (2011), we compare the evolution of
the ice and liquid water contents (IWC and LWC) expressed
in mass fractions (%), where 100 % corresponds to the total
water (ice+ liquid+ vapor) mixing ratio that is constant un-
der the adiabatic model conditions. Input values of DPBAP,
NPBAP, and θPBAP are varied in IN simulations (SIN1 to SIN9)
(Table 2).
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Table 2. Model sensitivity studies assume different physicochemical PBAP parameters to investigate their effect on the optical properties
(Sect. 3.1), CCN activation (Sect. 3.2), and ice nucleation (Sect. 3.3).

Scattering and absorption:
0.5 µm<Dother, S(opt)< 2.8 µm; Nother, S(opt)= 1.4 cm−3; κother, S(opt): 0.3. σPBAP= σother, S(opt)= 72 mNm−1

Composition of other particles: 90 % ammonium sulfate+ 10 % soot

Simulation NPBAP (cm−3) DPBAP (µm) n(λ)PBAP; k(λ)PBAP RH κPBAP

Sopt1 0 – – 10 % –

Sopt2 0.01 1 E. herbicola: 1.5–1.56; 3× 10−5–6× 10−4 0.25

Sopt3 0.1

Sopt4 1

Sopt5 0.1 2
Sopt6 3

Sopt7 1 2 0.03
Sopt8 0.25

Sopt9 90 % 0.03
Sopt10 0.25

Sopt11 B. subtilis: 1.25–1.6; 0.001–0.1 10 %
Sopt12 Fresh PBAPs: 1.528–1.576; 0–0.02
Sopt13 Nitrated PBAPs: 1.549–1.594; 0.0002–0.04

Cloud condensation nuclei (CCN):
5 nm<Dother, S(CCN)< 7.7 µm; Nother, S(CCN)= 902 cm−3

DPBAP (µm) Hygroscopicity κPBAP Surface tension σPBAP (mNm−1)

SCCN1 0.5 0.25 72
SCCN2 0.03

SCCN3 0.1 0.25
SCCN4 0.03

SCCN5 0.05 0.25
SCCN6 0.03

SCCN7 0.5 0.03 25
SCCN8 0.1
SCCN9 0.05

Ice nuclei (IN):
46nm<Dother, S(IN)< 2.5 µm; Nother, S(IN)= 100 cm−3

NPBAP, IN/NPBAP= 10 %
θother, S(IN): 80◦

NPBAP (cm−3) DPBAP (µm) Contact angle (θPBAP) of ice germ Cloud base temperature (◦C)

SIN1 1 1 37◦ −8

SIN2 0.01

SIN3 0.001

SIN4 0.01 2
SIN5 5

SIN6 1 4◦ −5.5

SIN7 20◦ −6

SIN8 40◦ −9

SIN9 38◦ −8
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Figure 2. Total scattering coefficient for different PBAP number
concentrations. The detailed input parameters can be found in Ta-
ble 2. The black, red, blue, and brown lines correspond to Sopt1,
Sopt2, Sopt3, and Sopt4 in Table 2, respectively.

4 Results and discussion

4.1 Sensitivity of optical properties at subsaturated
conditions (RH< 100 %) to PBAP properties

4.1.1 Influence of concentration (NPBAP) and diameter
(DPBAP) on scattering and absorption

As explained in Sect. 3.1, in the sensitivity studies of op-
tical properties, we consider only particles with D in the
same range as λ, so scattering and absorption can be calcu-
lated by Mie theory. In Fig. 2, we compare the total scat-
tering coefficient for a case without PBAPs (Sopt1) to that
predicted for NPBAP= 0.01 cm−3 (Sopt2), NPBAP= 0.1 cm−3

(Sopt3), and NPBAP= 1 cm−3 (Sopt4). At NPBAP= 0.01 cm−3,
the effect on total scattering coefficient is negligible. At
NPBAP= 0.1 cm−3, the total scattering coefficient increases
by 15 % to 18 % in the range of 0.3 µm≤ λ≤ 1.5 µm, al-
though the number fraction of PBAPs is only 6 %. At a
higher concentration (NPBAP = 1 cm−3), the total scattering
coefficient changes by a factor of 0.5 to 2 depending on λ.
Note that the atmospheric concentration of other particles
(Nother, S(opt)) might be higher than used in the above model
(1.4 cm−3); therefore, the predicted increase of scattering co-
efficient is likely an overestimate. The absorption coefficient
of the total aerosol population does not change (Fig. S1 in
the Supplement).
DPBAP also affects the scattering coefficient of the aerosol

population significantly (Fig. 3). DPBAP= 1 µm (Sopt3) and
DPBAP= 2 µm (Sopt5) can be considered to represent differ-
ent PBAP types such as bacteria and fungi, respectively, or
an aged bacteria cell that has undergone processing by cell
generation (Ervens and Amato, 2020). For these assump-
tions, the scattering coefficient increases depending on λ,

Figure 3. Total scattering coefficient for different PBAP diameters.
The detailed input parameters can be found in Table 2. The black,
red, blue, and brown lines correspond to Sopt1, Sopt3, Sopt5, and
Sopt6, respectively.

with the largest changes of 73 % to 100 % at λ> l.5 µm
whenDPBAP increases from 1 to 2 µm (Sopt5). Larger PBAPs
(DPBAP= 3 µm, Sopt6) such as SPPs and fungal spores lead to
an increase in the scattering coefficient by a factor of 1.4 to
4.7 depending on λ. The absorption coefficient of the aerosol
population remains nearly the same (Fig. S2).

The results in Fig. 3 clearly show that the size of PBAPs
needs to be known in order to assess their optical properties.
Even a relatively small variation in particle diameter from
1 to 2 µm due to different types or to cell diameter changes
(1DPBAP) might lead to change in scattering coefficient by
8 %–100 % depending on λ. Given that the diameter (DPBAP)
might vary by 4 orders of magnitude among different PBAP
types, our analysis shows that different sizes for the various
PBAP types need to be taken into account when their optical
properties are evaluated.

In our model studies, we make the simplistic assumption
of spherical PBAPs. Microscopic imaging has shown that
aerosol particles are not spherical but exhibit a variety of dif-
ferent shapes (Valsan et al., 2015; Wittmaack et al., 2005;
O’Shea et al., 2019). The consequences of the assumptions of
spherical vs. nonspherical pollen on the derivation of optical
properties at a wavelength of 0.65 µm have been recently dis-
cussed (Liu and Yin, 2016). The extinction efficiency (sum
of scattering efficiency and absorption efficiency) can vary
by a factor of 1 to 3 for small pollen with D< 4 µm. For
larger pollen with D> 5 µm, the extinction efficiency varies
by ∼ 25 % (Liu and Yin, 2016). Nonsphericity of particles
might translate into the same changes as caused by differ-
ent particles sizes, which might induce uncertainties includ-
ing optical depth and surface albedo (Kahnert et al., 2007).
These uncertainties on scattering and absorption caused by
nonspherical shape might be of comparable magnitude to that
caused by the complex refractive index (Yi et al., 2011).
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Figure 4. The effect of PBAP hygroscopicity (κ) on (a) scattering coefficient, (b) absorption coefficient of total particles at RH= 10 %
(Sopt7, Sopt8), (c) scattering coefficient, and (d) absorption coefficient of total particles at RH= 90 % (Sopt9, Sopt10). The black lines indicate
κ = 0.03 and the red lines indicate κ = 0.25 for all panels.

4.1.2 Influence of hygroscopicity (κPBAP) and surface
tension (σPBAP) on scattering and absorption

As discussed in Sect. 2.3, the growth factor (gfPBAP) might
vary depending on PBAP hygroscopicity (κPBAP) and surface
tension (σPBAP). Figure 4 shows the influence of κ on scat-
tering and absorption at RH of 10 % (Sopt7, Sopt8) and 90 %
(Sopt9, Sopt10). At RH = 10 % (Sopt7, Sopt8), the influence
of PBAPs on scattering coefficient of total particles is small
(<19 %), and the influence on absorption coefficient is neg-
ligible. At high RH = 90 %, the water content of particles
is significantly higher when κ = 0.25 as compared to κ =
0.03. Assuming κ = 0.25 (Sopt10) instead of κ = 0.03 (Sopt9)
leads to an increase of the scattering coefficient by 17 % to
90 % at RH= 90 %. Also the absorption coefficient increases
by ∼ 40 % at λ> 2 µm. This trend can be explained as the
imaginary part of water is higher by 3 orders of magnitude
at λ ∼ 2 µm compared to that at λ ∼ 1 µm (Kou et al., 1993).
It can be concluded that the importance of κPBAP increases
at higher RH, as under these conditions PBAP hygroscopic
growth is most efficient.

In addition to hygroscopicity (κPBAP), we explore the im-
portance of biosurfactants which decrease surface tension of
particles (σPBAP). A lower surface tension leads to a reduced
particle curvature which, in turn, enhances the water uptake.
Numerically, this is expressed in the Köhler equation:

s = exp
(
A(σ)

Dwet
−
B(κ)

D3
wet

)
, (2)

where s is the equilibrium water vapor saturation ratio,
Dwet the wet particle diameter, the first term in the parenthe-
ses is the Kelvin (curvature) term which is a function of sur-
face tension (σPBAP) following Eq. (3), and the second term
is the Raoult (solute) term which can be parameterized by
κPBAP (Rose et al., 2008) following Eq. (4):

Kelvin term=
A(σ)

Dwet
=

4σsolMω

ρωRTDwet
, (3)

Raoult term=
B(κ)

D3
wet
= − ln

D3
wet−D

3
s

D3
wet−D

3
s (1− κ)

, (4)

where σsol is surface tension of solution droplet
(72 mNm−1); Mω is molar mass of water (18 gmol−1);
ρω is density of water (1 gcm−3); R is the universal gas
constant (8.31× 107 gcm2 s−2 K−1 mol−1); T is the absolute
temperature (K); Dwet is droplet diameter (cm); and Ds is
the diameter of the dry particle (cm).

The comparison of the two dimensionless terms shows that
in most of the cases the Raoult term exceeds the Kelvin term
by at least 1 order of magnitude. Only for very small PBAPs,
i.e., representative for viruses, SPPs, or SFPs (Sect. 2.1), does
the curvature term significantly influence s (Fig. 5). Based
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Figure 5. Kelvin term as a function of surface tension (σPBAP) for
the σ range as found for PBAPs (left axis; solid lines). Raoult term
as a function of hygroscopicity (κPBAP) for the range of κ as found
for PBAPs (right axis; dashed lines).

on this analysis, we can conclude that (bio)surfactants likely
do not have a significant impact on the hygroscopic growth
of PBAPs. A coating with surfactants might slow down the
kinetics of the water uptake by particles (Davidovits et al.,
2006). However, since the growth timescales of particles at
RH< 100 % are usually relatively long, the impact of sur-
factants on the timescale to reach equilibrium sizes is likely
small, leading to a small importance of the effect of surfac-
tant on water uptake and the corresponding optical proper-
ties.

4.1.3 Influence of complex refractive index
(mPBAP =n+ ik) on scattering and absorption

The complex refractive index of PBAPs can be explained
by their building blocks of various functional groups (Hill
et al., 2015). Here the complex refractive indices of PBAPs
are based on the measurements of Erwinia herbicola by
Arakawa et al. (2003) and 12 other PBAPs by Hu et al.
(2019); the complex refractive indices of “other particles”
in the model are the averaged values based on the volume
fractions of ammonium sulfate, soot, and water (Table 2).
The calculated scattering and absorption coefficients of the
total particle population are shown in Fig. 6. Scattering coef-
ficients for different PBAPs vary by a factor of up to 4 and
the absorption coefficients by a factor of up to 6.

The difference of optical properties between bacteria
species or fungi species can be larger than that between
these two types of PBAPs. Therefore, detailed information
on PBAP species is important in order to estimate their di-
rect interaction with radiation (Sect. 4.1.4).

Figure 6. The influence of different PBAPs on (a) the scattering co-
efficient and (b) absorption coefficient of total particles. The refrac-
tive indices are based on the measurements by Arakawa et al. (2003)
and Hu et al. (2019).

In addition to the variability in refractive index due to
PBAP types, chemical processing of the molecules at the
PBAP surface might modify the refractive index. It has been
shown that nitration of SOA, i.e., the addition of a nitro
group, leads to the formation of brown carbon (Moise et al.,
2015). Qualitatively, it has been demonstrated that proteins
can be nitrated, similar to SOA compounds (Shiraiwa et al.,
2012). Due to the lack of data on the change of complex re-
fractive index (1m) for nitrated proteins in PBAPs, we as-
sume that PBAPs have a similar change in the refractive in-
dex to that of SOA (Sopt12 and Sopt13). After nitration, the
scattering coefficient decreases by ∼ 20 % in the range of
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Figure 7. The influence of nitration on (a) the scattering coefficient
and (b) absorption coefficient of total particles. The blue and brown
lines indicate fresh PBAPs (Sopt12) and nitrated PBAPs (Sopt13),
respectively.

300 nm<λ< 450 nm and is nearly constant in the range of
460 nm<λ< 560 nm (Fig. 7a). The scattering coefficient de-
pends nonlinearly on the real and the imaginary parts. The
absorption coefficient of nitrated PBAPs is higher by 14 %
to 160 % in the range of 300 nm<λ< 540 nm (Fig. 7b) and
is nearly constant in the range of 550 nm<λ< 560 nm. The
largest difference (∼ 160 %) for absorption coefficient is ob-
served at 440 nm, and the smallest difference (∼ 6 %) is ob-
served at 560 nm, which can be attributed to the wavelength-
dependent change of the imaginary part (1k) (Liu et al.,
2015). The assumptions on 1m made for the simulations
shown in Fig. 7 are likely an overestimate of the chemical
processing of PBAP constituents since (1) experimental con-
ditions are often optimized so that a large fraction of parti-
cles is nitrated (Liu et al., 2015), as opposed to ∼ 0.1 % of
nitrated proteins observed in the atmosphere (Franze et al.,
2005); (2) we assume nitration to occur over the whole resi-
dence time of particles in the atmosphere, while proteins can
be nitrated only under conditions of sufficiently high-NOx

levels (Shiraiwa et al., 2012); and (3) a rather high concen-
tration of NPBAP= 1 cm−3 is considered.

While generally light-absorbing organics (“brown car-
bon”) might contribute to the aerosol semidirect effect
(Brown et al., 2018; Hansen et al., 1997), i.e., the impact of
aerosol heating on clouds, it seems unlikely that PBAPs have
a significant contribution to it. Given the supermicron sizes
of most PBAPs, their concentration decreases strongly as a
function of altitude (Ziemba et al., 2016); thus, their concen-
tration near cloud tops is likely negligible.

4.1.4 Estimate of change of radiative forcing
introduced by PBAPs

The direct radiative effect of particles can be expressed in
terms of the single scattering albedo (SSA, i.e., the ratio of
scattering coefficient to extinction coefficient) and radiative
forcing efficiency (RFE, i.e., radiative forcing per unit optical
depth) (Dinar et al., 2007; Randles et al., 2004). The RFE at
390 and 532 nm can be calculated as (Dinar et al., 2007):

RFE= SconDlen(1−Acld)T
2

atm(1−Rsfc)
2

·

[
2Rsfc

1−ω
(1−Rsfc)2

−βω

]
, (5)

where Scon is the solar constant (1370 Wm−2); Dlen is
the fractional day length (0.5); Acld is the fractional cloud
cover (0.6); Tatm is the solar atmospheric transmittance
(0.76); Rsfc is surface albedo (0.15); ω is the single scatter-
ing albedo (SSA), which is the ratio of scattering coefficient
to extinction coefficient; and β is average upscatter fraction,
which can be calculated as

β = 0.082+ 1.85b− 2.97b2, (6)

b =
1− g2

2g

[
1√

1+ g2
−

1
1+ g

]
, (7)

where b is the ratio of backscattering to scattering coeffi-
cient, g is the asymmetry factor which is assumed as 0.65 as
an average of ambient measurements (∼ 0.59–0.72; Andrews
et al., 2006). The calculated RFE values are listed in Table 3
for some of the simulations (input parameters are listed in
Table 2). The first row is the reference with internally mixed
ammonium sulfate/soot particles, while PBAPs are absent.
As expected, when λ increases from 390 to 532 nm, SSA in-
creases due to less efficient absorption in the visible wave-
length range (Kirchstetter et al., 2004).

The RFE values in Table 3 only represent radiative forc-
ing of a small range of particle sizes and a constant com-
position and number concentration of other particles; how-
ever, the differences (1RFE) allow for evaluating the rel-
ative importance of the various PBAP parameters (NPBAP,
DPBAP, mPBAP) in terms of their direct interaction with radi-
ation. A negative 1RFE implies more scattering, and a pos-
itive 1RFE implies more absorption due to the presence of
PBAPs.
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Table 3. Radiative forcing efficiency (RFE) at 390 and 532 nm calculated based on Eqs. (5)–(7) (Dinar et al., 2007). Some typical conditions
are shown here to demonstrate the influence of various PBAP properties such as concentration, size, and complex refractive index.

Simulation SSA RFE (Wm−2) 1RFE(Wm−2) SSA RFE (Wm−2) 1RFE(Wm−2)

390 nm (ultraviolet) 532 nm (visible)

Sopt1 (without PBAPs, reference) 0.643 −0.5 – 0.728 −6.84 –
Sopt2

(
N = 0.01 cm−3, D= 1 µm, mE. herbicola

)
0.646 −0.72 −0.22 0.73 −6.99 −0.15

Sopt3
(
N = 0.1 cm−3, D= 1 µm, mE. herbicola

)
0.668 −2.36 −1.86 0.747 −8.26 −1.42

Sopt5
(
N = 0.1 cm−3, D= 2 µm, mE. herbicola

)
0.738 −7.59 −7.09 0.791 −11.54 −4.68

Sopt8
(
N = 1 cm−3, D= 2 µm, mE. herbicola

)
0.917 −20.94 −20.44 0.927 −21.68 −14.84

Sopt11
(
N = 1 cm−3, D= 2 µm, mB. subtilis

)
0.539 7.26 7.76 0.56 5.7 12.54

Sopt12
(
N = 1 cm−3, D= 2 µm, mFresh PBAP

)
0.868 −17.29 −16.79 0.927 −21.69 −14.85

Sopt13
(
N = 1 cm−3, D= 2 µm, mNitrated PBAP

)
0.692 −4.15 −3.65 0.909 −20.34 −13.5

With a typical concentration of
NErwinia herbicola = 0.01 cm−3 (Sopt2), the SSA increases,
and the RFE is more negative by 44 % and 2 % at λ= 390 nm
and λ= 532 nm, respectively, as compared to the reference
case (Sopt1 without PBAPs). With a higher number con-
centration of NErwinia herbicola = 0.1 cm−3 (Sopt3), the
RFE becomes more negative by 228 % and 18 % at 390
and 532 nm, respectively, as compared to the low number
concentration NErwinia herbicola = 0.01 cm−3 (Sopt2). When
the diameter increases to D= 2 µm (Sopt5), the RFE is more
negative by 221 % and 40 % at 390 and 532 nm, respectively,
as compared to the D= 1 µm (Sopt3). The above results
suggest that (1) both the concentration and the size of
PBAPs can enhance the RFE significantly, and (2) PBAPs
affect the optical properties more at the UV wavelength of
390 nm than at the visible wavelength of 532 nm.

All PBAPs, for which refractive indices are listed in Ta-
ble 1, show a wavelength dependence on scattering and ab-
sorption. The imaginary part (k) varies by 3 orders of magni-
tude between different PBAPs (Table 1), which makes both
the sign and the absolute value of the direct radiative effects
of PBAPs uncertain. For example, both Erwinia herbicola
and Bacillus subtilis have been found in the atmosphere (De-
sprés et al., 2012). E. herbicola is expected to induce more
scattering (Sopt8), whereas B. subtilis is expected to induce
more absorption (Sopt11). Due to the lack of data of nitrated
PBAPs, we used the refractive index of nitrated SOA and
fresh SOA (Liu et al., 2015) to represent nitrated PBAPs and
fresh PBAPs. Compared to the fresh PBAPs (Sopt12), the ni-
trated PBAPs (Sopt13) cause less change of RFE, which can
be explained by the increase of k for nitrated PBAPs due to
the formation of brown carbon.

Note that in the above simulations relatively high concen-
trations of PBAPs were assumed and should only be used to
compare the relative importance of PBAP size and complex
refractive index for their optical properties. The properties of
PBAPs can vary depending on species of PBAPs and ageing
processes. Given that the number concentration of PBAPs is

generally small, the direct radiative effect of PBAPs is likely
restricted to small spatial scales.

4.2 Sensitivity of CCN activity to PBAP properties

4.2.1 Influence of PBAP diameter (DPBAP) on CCN
activation

The critical saturation sc can be used as a measure to estimate
whether a particle will be activated into a cloud droplet (Rose
et al., 2008):

sc = exp

√ 4A3

27κD3
s

 , (8)

where A can be found in Eq. (3), κ is hygroscopicity, and
Ds (cm) is mass equivalent diameter of dry solute par-
ticle. Applying this equation, one finds that for particles
with DPBAP of 0.01 to 10 µm, the critical supersaturations
(Sc= (sc−1)· 100 %) are in a broad range of 0.0007 %–24 %
(assuming κ = 0.03; σ = 72 mNm−1). For large PBAPs with
DPBAP> 0.5 µm, the critical supersaturations Sc is smaller
than 0.062 %. Typical environmental supersaturations (Senv)
in stratocumulus and convective cumulus clouds are in
the range of ∼ 0.1 %–0.5 % and ∼ 0.5 %–1 %, respectively
(Pruppacher and Klett, 1997). Comparison to Sc,PBAP shows
that most PBAPs (DPBAP> 0.5 µm) are likely activated to
droplets as their Sc values are significantly smaller than Senv
in clouds.

4.2.2 Influence of the hygroscopicity (κPBAP) and
surface tension (σPBAP) on CCN activation

Figure 8a shows the range of critical supersaturation (Sc)
for the κ values shown in Table 2 for the small PBAPs
with DPBAP= 500, 100, and 50 nm. For DPBAP= 500 nm,
Sc is 0.02 % (κPBAP= 0.25, SCCN1) or 0.06 % (κPBAP= 0.03,
SCCN2), which are both below typical environmental super-
saturation (Senv) in clouds. Only for smaller PBAPs such
as viruses, SPPs, or SFPs with DPBAP= 100 nm (SCCN3,
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Figure 8. Comparison of the environmental supersaturation within
the cloud (Senv) as predicted by the parcel model for different up-
draft velocities (w) to the critical supersaturation (Sc) of PBAPs
based on Köhler theory. Results are shown as a function of (a) hy-
groscopicity parameters κPBAP and (b) surface tension σPBAP. In-
put parameters to the parcel model are listed in Table 2.

SCCN4), Sc changes from 0.24 % (SCCN3) to 0.69 % (SCCN4)
when κPBAP increases from 0.03 to 0.25. For even smaller
DPBAP (50 nm), Sc increases from 0.68 % (SCCN5) to 1.97 %
(SCCN6) when κPBAP increases from 0.03 to 0.25. Thus,
only for fairly small PBAPs such as viruses, SPPs, or SFPs
(D≤ 100 nm), the hygroscopicity κPBAP may impact their
CCN activation. Steiner et al. (2015) reported critical su-
persaturations (Sc) of 0.81 (± 0.07)% for 50 nm SPPs and
0.26 (± 0.03)% for 100 nm SPPs. These values are similar
to the values discussed above (0.68 % to 1.79 % for 50 nm

particles, 0.24 % to 0.69 % for 100 nm particles) and are
also in agreement with values based on the hygroscopicity
(0.1≤ κSPP ≤ 0.2) reported by Mikhailov et al. (2019, 2020).

Overlaid on the vertical lines for Sc in Fig. 8a are Senv in
the cloud as calculated in our parcel model for different up-
draft velocities (w= 10, 100, and 300 cms−1). The sensitiv-
ity of CCN properties to updraft velocity and Senv has been
discussed in numerous previous studies (e.g., Ervens et al.,
2005). Figure 8a corroborates the conclusions from these
previous studies that the variation of the κ over wide ranges
only introduces a small change in the CCN activity and in
cloud properties (e.g., drop number concentration, LWC) and
that particle composition is most important in clouds with
low updraft velocities.

Similar to Sc ranges due to different κPBAP values,
we compare in Fig. 8b predicted Sc ranges due to dif-
ferent values of σPBAP for high biosurfactant concentra-
tions (when mass fraction of surfactants to total particle
mass> 0.1 %, σPBAP= 25 mNm−1) to those predicted for
very low surfactant concentrations (σPBAP= 72 mNm−1).
For PBAPs with DPBAP= 500 nm, Sc changes from
0.01 % (SCCN7, σPBAP= 25 mNm−1) to 0.06 % (SCCN2,
σPBAP= 72 mNm−1). As discussed before, these large
PBAPs will be likely all activated in clouds and the small
difference in Sc introduced by change of surface tension
(1σ ) does not cause a difference in their CCN ability.
For smaller PBAPs, such as viruses, SFPs, and SPPs with
DPBAP= 100 nm, Sc changes from 0.14 % (SCCN8) to 0.69 %
(SCCN4) when 1σPBAP= 47 mNm−1. When DPBAP further
decreases to 50 nm, Sc changes from 0.4 % (SCCN9) to
1.97 % (SCCN6) when 1σPBAP= 47 mNm−1. Therefore, the
effect of biosurfactant needs to be considered for small
PBAPs in terms of CCN activity if a sufficiently large mass
fraction of strongly surface-active biosurfactant is present.
Note that the assumption of σPBAP= 25 mNm−1 in Fig. 8b
likely represents an overestimate as most biosurfactants ex-
hibit a range of 30 mNm−1<σPBAP< 55 mNm−1 (Renard
et al., 2016). In addition, the biosurfactant concentration
(and thus the surface tension according to Eq. 1) depends
on the mass fraction of biosurfactants in the PBAPs, the
growth factor, and on diameter of PBAPs. If the mass frac-
tion is very low, σPBAP= 72 mNm−1; when the mass frac-
tion of biosurfactants approaches ∼ 0.1 %, σPBAP might be
as low as 25 mNm−1. Typical surfactant mass concentra-
tions are on the order of ∼ 0.1 % (Gérard et al., 2019);
mass fractions for specific biosurfactants have not been de-
termined yet. Such low mass fraction implies that only a
few (< 10 to 100) surfactant molecules (with a molecular
weight M ∼ 1000 gmol−1) are present on submicron parti-
cles, and/or only a fraction of particles is completely covered
by surfactants and thus exhibits a reduced surface tension.
While biosurfactants might be also taken up by other par-
ticles while they reside on surfaces (soil, vegetation) where
PBAPs are active, our conclusions also hold for such parti-
cles. Our sensitivity studies show relatively lower sensitiv-
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ity of cloud properties to particle composition than that pre-
dicted based on equilibrium conditions, in agreement with
previous sensitivity studies (Ervens et al., 2005; Stevens and
Feingold, 2006). Therefore, previous estimates of surfactant
effects on cloud properties that are based on a simplified as-
sumption of equilibrium conditions in clouds (Facchini et al.,
1999) led to an overestimate of the role of surfactants on
CCN.

We conclude that the mass concentration of biosurfactants
needs to be quantified in order to better explore the biosur-
factant effect on CCN activation of small particles. Given that
the surface concentration of surfactants is likely higher than
the bulk concentration (Bzdek et al., 2020; Lowe et al., 2019;
Ruehl et al., 2016) as assumed here, even a smaller mass
fraction of biosurfactants than calculated by Eq. (1) might
be sufficient to decrease the surface tension of small aqueous
PBAPs and the corresponding critical supersaturation. How-
ever, also for the concept of surface partitioning of biosur-
factants rather than for a bulk concentration, our conclusions
hold true on the limited impact of surface tension suppression
on CCN activation of supermicron PBAPs.

4.3 Sensitivity of mixed-phase cloud evolution to PBAP
properties

4.3.1 Influence of PBAP concentration (NPBAP) and
diameter (DPBAP) on ice nucleation

NPBAP is on the same order of magnitude as that of total
IN in some regions and at high temperatures (Pratt et al.,
2009; Prenni et al., 2009), which makes PBAPs play an im-
portant role in mixed-phase clouds. Especially at the rela-
tively high temperatures of T >−10 ◦C, some bacteria and
fungi have much higher nucleation site density than other
aerosol particles (Atkinson et al., 2013; Hoose and Möh-
ler, 2012; Maters et al., 2019); therefore, NPBAP, IN/NIN is
∼ 100 %. Figure 9a shows the change of percentage con-
tribution of ice water content (% IWC, solid lines) and liq-
uid water content (% LWC, dashed lines) to total adiabatic
water content in a mixed-phase cloud (SIN1, SIN2, SIN3).
We define the onset of the Bergeron–Findeisen process as
the temperature at which the liquid water content fraction
starts to efficiently decrease. With NPBAP= 1 cm−3, above
an IWC contribution of ∼ 3 %, ice particles start growing
at the expense of liquid water (Bergeron–Findeisen pro-
cess) (SIN1). At lower NPBAP= 0.01 cm−3 (SIN2), the on-
set of the Bergeron–Findeisen process starts slightly later.
With NPBAP= 0.001 cm−3 (SIN3), both IWC and LWC are
predicted to increase simultaneously throughout the whole
cloud; i.e., the Bergeron–Findeisen process is not initiated
and cloud glaciation does not take place.

In Fig. 9b, we compare model results for simulations SIN4
and SIN5 in order to explore the effect of DPBAP. With larger
PBAP size such as DPBAP= 2 µm (SIN4) or DPBAP= 5 µm
(SIN5), ice formation starts earlier in the cloud, but the onset

Figure 9. Percentage contribution of ice water content (% IWC,
dashed lines) and liquid water content (% LWC, solid lines) to
the total adiabatic water content as a function of (a) NPBAP and
(b) DPBAP. Details on the simulations can be found in Table 2.

of the Bergeron–Findeisen process occurs at approximately
the same temperature as for smaller DPBAP because of the
feedbacks of IWC and LWC on the supersaturation in the
cloud and vice versa. For SPPs and SFPs with D≤ 100 nm,
immersion freezing may be limited by the droplet formation
on these particles (Fig. S3). As ice formation is less efficient
on non-activated particles (“condensation freezing”), the on-
set temperatures of freezing are significantly lower. As su-
permicron particles likely act as CCN under most conditions,
this limitation might be smaller for large PBAPs.

It should be noted that our adiabatic parcel model frame-
work cannot fully represent the complexity of all processes
occurring in mixed-phase clouds, such as complete glacia-
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Figure 10. Percentage contribution of ice water content (% IWC, dashed lines) and liquid water content (% LWC, solid lines) to total adiabatic
water content for θPBAP of (a) 4◦, (b) 20◦, (c) 40◦, and (d) 37 and 38◦. The curves in the first three panels exhibit similar shapes for different
temperature ranges; i.e., the Bergeron–Findeisen process starts at different temperatures. The last panel shows that even when the contact
angle increases by 1◦, the temperature, at which the % LWC fraction starts decreasing, differs significantly.

tion followed by precipitation and demise of the cloud. How-
ever, we rather demonstrate the relative changes in percent-
age contribution of ice water content (% IWC, solid lines)
and liquid water content (% LWC, dashed lines) to total adi-
abatic water content near the onset of ice nucleation. Thus,
we apply our model in a similar way as in previous par-
cel model studies that explored the onset of the Bergeron–
Findeisen process to various aspects of ice nucleation (Diehl
et al., 2006; Eidhammer et al., 2009; Ervens et al., 2011;
Khvorostyanov and Curry, 2005; Korolev, 2007; Korolev and
Isaac, 2003).

4.3.2 Influence of the contact angle (θPBAP) on ice
nucleation

PBAPs exhibit a wide range of contact angles of
4◦<θPBAP< 44◦ (Table 1). Figure 10 compares the pre-
dicted relative contributions of % IWC and % LWC to the to-
tal adiabatic water content. The comparison of Fig. 10a and b
shows that the onset temperatures of the % LWC decrease are
at∼−7.7 ◦C (θPBAP= 4◦ ) and∼−8.3 ◦C (θPBAP= 20◦), re-
spectively, i.e., resulting in a difference of1T ∼ 0.6 ◦C. This

difference is predicted to be larger (1T ∼ 3.3 ◦C) for PBAPs
with θPBAP= 40◦.

As discussed in Sect. 2, chemical (e.g., nitration, oxida-
tion, adjustments due to pH) or physical processing of IN
surfaces might lead to 1θPBAP∼ 1◦. In Fig. 10d, we show
% IWC and % LWC by comparing SIN2 and SIN9. The re-
sults show that even such a small change of 1◦ in θ can cause
a significant difference in the predicted IWC and LWC evo-
lutions. The temperature, at which the % LWC starts decreas-
ing differs by 1T ∼ 1.3 ◦C. Such a change in θ may be in-
duced by pH changes; for example, it was found that 1θ is
∼ 1.5◦ for bacteria such as Pseudomonas syringae when the
cells were exposed to solutions of pH 7.0 and 4.1 at tempera-
tures of T >−10 ◦C. Denaturation of IN protein’s agglomer-
ates (polymers) occurs at pH below 4.5 (Schmid et al., 1997;
Turner et al., 1990), suggesting that changes in IN activities
due to pH might be reversible at least above this pH value.

Similar differences in θ could be also caused by other pro-
cesses, such as the oxidation of pollen that leads to1θ ∼ 1.5◦

at T ∼−39 ◦C (Gute and Abbatt, 2018). However, at this
much lower temperature, the sensitivity of the frozen fraction
to 1θ decreases (Ervens and Feingold, 2013). Overall, our
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Figure 11. Schematic of PBAP types and ageing processes that affect their aerosol–cloud interactions and optical properties. The bottom
arrow shows the increasing fraction of NPBAP to total particles (NCCN, ND>0.5 µm, and NIN, respectively). The left arrow indicates the
increasing sensitivity to PBAP properties as predicted based on our process model studies. The various properties might be modified by
physical (green), chemical (blue), and biological (red) ageing processes.

model results suggest that a small change in the contact angle
due to different types of PBAPs or due to ageing processes
might have a large impact on ice nucleation in clouds. These
differences might translate into feedbacks on other subgrid
and dynamical processes in the cloud that amplify or reduce
the efficiency of glaciation. However, such processes cannot
be further explored in the adiabatic parcel model framework.

5 Conclusions

Based on our model sensitivity studies, we can rank the rel-
ative importance of the PBAP properties and processes in
Fig. 1 for their aerosol–cloud interactions and optical proper-
ties. Given the limitations of our process models in terms of
scales, dimensions, and parameter spaces, our results should
be considered qualitative rather than quantitative estimates;
the focus of our study is the comparison of relative changes
due to various physicochemical parameters. Several findings
of our model sensitivity results repeat those that have been
drawn previously for other atmospheric particle types (Hoose
and Möhler, 2012; McFiggans et al., 2006; Moise et al.,
2015). However, in addition, unlike other atmospheric par-
ticles, PBAPs may constitute living microorganisms; thus,
their properties may not only be modified by chemical and
physical processes (marked in green and blue, respectively,
in Fig. 11) but also by biological processes (marked in red
in Fig. 11). To date, the extent to which these biological pro-

cesses affect PBAP properties in the atmosphere is not known
due to the lack of suitable data sets for atmospheric models.
Our sensitivity studies, in combination with Fig. 11, give a
first idea on which biological processes could modify rele-
vant PBAP properties.

1. For any climate-related effect, the number concentration
of PBAPs (NPBAP) is the most important parameter. The
PBAP number concentrations assumed in our estimates
are based on measurements near the ground (Huffman
et al., 2012; Jaenicke, 2005; Tong and Lighthart, 2000;
Whitehead et al., 2016), which typically decrease with
altitude (Gabey et al., 2013; Perring et al., 2015; Ziemba
et al., 2016). Thus, processes that affect NPBAP in the
atmosphere need to be well constrained; these pro-
cesses include not only direct emissions but also particle
fragmentation (rupture) or possibly new cell generation
(multiplication). The number fraction of PBAPs to to-
tal CCN is relatively small (≤∼ 0.1 %). For example,
in the Amazon, it is on the order of 0.01 % to 0.1 %
based on the reported ranges of PBAP number con-
centrations (0.2<NPBAP< 1.2 cm−3; Whitehead et al.,
2016; 0.04<NPBAP< 0.13 cm−3; Huffman et al., 2012)
and CCN concentration (NCCN ∼ 260 cm−3, at 1 % su-
persaturation; Roberts et al., 2001). A similar ratio
of NPBAP/NCCN (∼ 0.01 % to 0.1 %) can be derived
based on measurements in the megacity Beijing with
NPBAP≤ 1.4 cm−3 (Wei et al., 2016) during haze days
andNCCN≤ 9.9× 103 cm−3 (at 0.86 % supersaturation)
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(Gunthe et al., 2011). Thus, a small change in NPBAP
likely does not significantly affect cloud droplet num-
ber concentration. Only in rare events, e.g., when pollen
grains rupture with high efficiency, might Npollen con-
siderably affect NCCN (Wozniak et al., 2018). However,
droplet formation on PBAPs increases microorganism
survival rates and decreases their atmospheric residence
time due to precipitation, so knowledge of their CCN-
relevant properties is of biological relevance.
PBAPs contribute ∼ 1 % to large particles with
D> 0.5 µm (Zhang et al., 2019), which makes them rel-
atively important for scattering and absorption at a lim-
ited range of wavelengths. Only in the presence of high
NPBAP, it is expected that they have (local) impacts on
the direct aerosol effect.
The number concentration of PBAPs that nucleate ice
at T >−10 ◦C is on the order of 10−5 to 10−3 cm−3

(Murray et al., 2012). PBAPs comprise the predominant
fraction of atmospheric particles that efficiently nucle-
ate ice at these temperatures; i.e., NPBAP/NIN ∼ 100 %
at T >−10 ◦C (Hoose and Möhler, 2012). This frac-
tion decreases at temperatures at which more abundant
particles (such as dust) are also efficient ice nuclei: for
example, at −30 ◦C, PBAPs contribute 16 % to 76 %
(Prenni et al., 2009) or 33 % (Pratt et al., 2009) to to-
tal IN in mixed-phase clouds. Lab measurements have
shown that up to 100 % of pollen grains have IN nu-
cleating macromolecules on their surface, whereas only
0.01 % to 10 % of bacteria express the proteins or other
macromolecules that initiate ice nucleation (Failor et al.,
2017; Joly et al., 2013; Pummer et al., 2015).

2. The size of PBAPs influences the effects in Fig. 11
to different extents: while it is likely the most impor-
tant parameter to determine their ability to act as CCN
compared to hygroscopicity and surface tension, its role
for PBAP optical properties is smaller than that of the
refractive index. Also PBAP size plays a less impor-
tant role than surface properties in the efficiency of ice
nucleation. While several biological processes may in-
crease the size of PBAP (e.g., agglomeration, cell gen-
eration), these changes are likely not important for the
CCN activity of supermicron PBAPs since they will be
activated under most conditions and thus an increase
in their size does not affect their CCN behavior. How-
ever, modifications in the size, hygroscopicity (κPBAP),
and surface tension (σPBAP) of smaller PBAPs, such
as viruses, SPPs, and SFPs, can influence their CCN
activation. κPBAP might be modified by physical (e.g.,
release of inner molecules due to rupture of pollen
and fungal spores, condensation of gases), biological
(e.g., formation of biosurfactants or other metabolic
products), and chemical (e.g., nitration, oxidation) pro-
cesses. Thus, processes that modify hygroscopic or sur-
face tension properties of these smaller PBAPs might

significantly change their ability to take up water vapor
and form cloud droplets.

3. The optical properties of PBAPs are mostly determined
by their complex refractive index (m= n+ ik), espe-
cially by the imaginary part (k) which varies by 3 orders
of magnitude among PBAPs. Under conditions when
PBAPs significantly affect Mie scattering, small vari-
abilities in the refractive index due to PBAP types or
ageing processes might enhance (or diminish) their di-
rect interaction with radiation (scattering and absorp-
tion). Modification processes include pigment forma-
tion as a defense mechanism of bacteria to oxidative
stress (Fong et al., 2001; Noctor et al., 2015; Pšenčík
et al., 2004; Wirgot et al., 2017) and nitration or oxida-
tion of surface molecules (He et al., 2018; Liu et al.,
2015; Nakayama et al., 2018). Additional biological
processes such as biofilm formation are also included
in Fig. 11, although experimental data are lacking to es-
timate their impact on PBAP optical properties.

4. The ice nucleation activity of aerosol particles is often
parameterized with a single contact angle (θ ) between
the particle surface and ice. Table 1 shows that θ sig-
nificantly differs among different PBAP types. In ad-
dition, our model sensitivity studies suggest that even
a small change (1θPBAP∼ 1◦) as caused by chemical
processing of surfaces, pH change of the surrounding
aqueous phase, or biological processes such as protein
expression level might significantly affect this activity.
At temperatures at which PBAPs are the predominant
IN (T >−10 ◦C), such a small change might translate
into large changes in the onset temperature of freezing
and cloud glaciation can be affected. Thus, in order to
comprehensively account for ice nucleation of PBAPs,
not only various PBAP types but also 1θPBAP due to
modification by chemical and possibly biological pro-
cesses should be considered in models.

Exceeding numerous recent review articles that highlight the
importance of PBAPs in general (Coluzza et al., 2017; De-
sprés et al., 2012; Fröhlich-Nowoisky et al., 2016; Haddrell
and Thomas, 2017; Šantl-Temkiv et al., 2020; Smets et al.,
2016), Fig. 11 gives more specific guidance on future mea-
surements of the most sensitive PBAP properties in terms of
their interaction with radiation and with water vapor. The
detailed knowledge of PBAP properties might be of lim-
ited importance for global radiative forcing estimates but is
also relevant to properly describe PBAP transport, disper-
sion, and lifetime in the atmosphere, which eventually affects
biodiversity (Morris et al., 2014) and public health (Fröhlich-
Nowoisky et al., 2016). While previous studies only focused
on the physical and chemical properties, we highlight the
uniqueness of PBAPs undergoing biological processes to
adapt to the harsh atmospheric conditions; such processes
might affect the adaption of PBAPs to atmospheric condi-
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tions which impacts their survival, transport, and dispersion
in the atmosphere.

Code and data availability. Details on the model codes and further
model results can be obtained from the corresponding author upon
request.

Supplement. The supplement related to this article is available on-
line at: https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-3699-2021-supplement.

Author contributions. MZ and BE designed the model framework.
AK, PA, and AD contributed by fruitful discussions and commented
on the article.

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

Financial support. This research has been supported by the French
National Research Agency (ANR) (grant no. ANR-17-MPGA-
0013).

Review statement. This paper was edited by Susannah Burrows and
reviewed by two anonymous referees.

References

Akbari, S., Abdurahman, N. H., Yunus, R. M., Fayaz, F.,
and Alara, O. R.: Biosurfactants – a new frontier for
social and environmental safety: a mini review, Biotech-
nol. Res. Innov. Biotechnol. Res. Innov., 2, 81–90,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biori.2018.09.001, 2018.

Amato, P., Joly, M., Besaury, L., Oudart, A., Taib, N.,
Moné, A. I., Deguillaume, L., Delort, A. M., and De-
broas, D.: Active microorganisms thrive among extremely di-
verse communities in cloud water, PLoS One, 12, e0182869,
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0182869, 2017.

Andrews, E., Sheridan, P. J., Fiebig, M., McComiskey, A., Ogren,
J. A., Arnott, P., Covert, D., Elleman, R., Gasparini, R., Collins,
D., Jonsson, H., Schmid, B., and Wang, J.: Comparison of meth-
ods for deriving aerosol asymmetry parameter, J. Geophys. Res.-
Atmos., 111, D05S04, https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005734,
2006.

Arakawa, E. T., Tuminello, P. S., Khare, B. N., and Mil-
ham, M. E.: Optical properties of Erwinia herbicola
bacteria at 0.190–2.50 µm, Biopolymers, 72, 391–398,
https://doi.org/10.1002/bip.10438, 2003.

Ariya, P. A., Sun, J., Eltouny, N. A., Hudson, E. D.,
Hayes, C. T., and Kos, G.: Physical and chemical
characterization of bioaerosols – Implications for nu-
cleation processes, Int. Rev. Phys. Chem., 28, 1–32,
https://doi.org/10.1080/01442350802597438, 2009.

Asadi, S., Bouvier, N., Wexler, A. S., and Ristenpart, W. D.:
The coronavirus pandemic and aerosols: Does COVID-19 trans-
mit via expiratory particles?, Aerosol Sci. Tech., 54, 635–638,
https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2020.1749229, 2020.

Atkinson, J. D., Murray, B. J., Woodhouse, M. T., Whale, T. F.,
Baustian, K. J., Carslaw, K. S., Dobbie, S., O’Sullivan, D., and
Malkin, T. L.: The importance of feldspar for ice nucleation
by mineral dust in mixed-phase clouds, Nature, 498, 355–358,
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12278, 2013.

Attard, E., Yang, H., Delort, A.-M., Amato, P., Pöschl, U., Glaux,
C., Koop, T., and Morris, C. E.: Effects of atmospheric condi-
tions on ice nucleation activity of Pseudomonas, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 12, 10667–10677, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-10667-
2012, 2012.

Ayerst, G.: The effects of moisture and temperature on growth and
spore germination in some fungi, J. Stored Prod. Res., 5, 127–
141, https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-474X(69)90055-1, 1969.

Bacsi, A., Choudhury, B. K., Dharajiya, N., Sur, S., and
Boldogh, I.: Subpollen particles: Carriers of allergenic pro-
teins and oxidases, J. Allergy Clin. Immunol., 118, 844–850,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2006.07.006, 2006.

Barahona, D., West, R. E. L., Stier, P., Romakkaniemi, S., Kokkola,
H., and Nenes, A.: Comprehensively accounting for the ef-
fect of giant CCN in cloud activation parameterizations, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 10, 2467–2473, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
10-2467-2010, 2010.

Barnard, R. L., Osborne, C. A., and Firestone, M. K.: Re-
sponses of soil bacterial and fungal communities to ex-
treme desiccation and rewetting, ISME J., 7, 2229–2241,
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2013.104, 2013.

Bauer, H., Giebl, H., Hitzenberger, R., Kasper-Giebl, A., Reis-
chl, G., Zibuschka, F., and Puxbaum, H.: Airborne bacteria as
cloud condensation nuclei, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 108, 4658,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003jd003545, 2003.

Behzad, H., Mineta, K., and Gojobori, T.: Global Ramifications of
Dust and Sandstorm Microbiota, Genome Biol. Evol., 10, 1970–
1987, https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evy134, 2018.

Bohren, C. F. and Huffman, D. R.: Absorption and Scattering of
Light by Small Particles, John Wiley, Hoboken, NJ, USA, 477–
482, 1983.

Bowers, R. M., Lauber, C. L., Wiedinmyer, C., Hamady, M., Hal-
lar, A. G., Fall, R., Knight, R., and Fierer, N.: Characterization of
airborne microbial communities at a high-elevation site and their
potential to act as atmospheric ice nuclei, Appl. Environ. Mi-
crob., 75, 5121–5130, https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00447-09,
2009.

Brown, H., Liu, X., Feng, Y., Jiang, Y., Wu, M., Lu, Z., Wu,
C., Murphy, S., and Pokhrel, R.: Radiative effect and cli-
mate impacts of brown carbon with the Community Atmo-
sphere Model (CAM5), Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 17745–17768,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-17745-2018, 2018.

Burrows, S. M., Elbert, W., Lawrence, M. G., and Pöschl, U.: Bac-
teria in the global atmosphere – Part 1: Review and synthesis of
literature data for different ecosystems, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 9,
9263–9280, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-9263-2009, 2009a.

Burrows, S. M., Butler, T., Jöckel, P., Tost, H., Kerkweg, A.,
Pöschl, U., and Lawrence, M. G.: Bacteria in the global at-
mosphere – Part 2: Modeling of emissions and transport be-

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-3699-2021 Atmos. Chem. Phys., 21, 3699–3724, 2021

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-3699-2021-supplement
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biori.2018.09.001
https://doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0182869
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005734
https://doi.org/10.1002/bip.10438
https://doi.org/10.1080/01442350802597438
https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2020.1749229
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature12278
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-10667-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-10667-2012
https://doi.org/10.1016/0022-474X(69)90055-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2006.07.006
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-2467-2010
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-2467-2010
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2013.104
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003jd003545
https://doi.org/10.1093/gbe/evy134
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00447-09
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-17745-2018
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-9263-2009


3718 M. Zhang et al.: Sensitivities to biological aerosol particle properties and ageing processes

tween different ecosystems, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 9, 9281–9297,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-9281-2009, 2009b.

Burrows, S. M., Hoose, C., Pöschl, U., and Lawrence, M. G.:
Ice nuclei in marine air: biogenic particles or dust?, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 13, 245–267, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-245-
2013, 2013.

Bzdek, B. R., Reid, J. P., Malila, J., and Prisle, N. L.:
The surface tension of surfactant-containing, finite vol-
ume droplets, P. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 117, 8335–8343,
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1915660117, 2020.

Campos, M. G. R., Bogdanov, S., de Almeida-Muradian,
L. B., Szczesna, T., Mancebo, Y., Frigerio, C., and
Ferreira, F.: Pollen composition and standardisation
of analytical methods, J. Apicult. Res., 47, 154–161,
https://doi.org/10.1080/00218839.2008.11101443, 2008.

Chen, J. P., Hazra, A., and Levin, Z.: Parameterizing ice nu-
cleation rates using contact angle and activation energy de-
rived from laboratory data, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 8, 7431–7449,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-8-7431-2008, 2008.

Chen, L., Chen, Y., Chen, L., Gu, W., Peng, C., Luo, S.,
Song, W., Wang, Z., and Tang, M.: Hygroscopic Properties of
11 Pollen Species in China, ACS Earth Sp. Chem., 3, 2678–2683,
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsearthspacechem.9b00268, 2019.

China, S., Wang, B., Weis, J., Rizzo, L., Brito, J., Cirino, G.
G., Kovarik, L., Artaxo, P., Gilles, M. K., and Laskin, A.:
Rupturing of biological spores as a source of secondary par-
ticles in Amazonia, Environ. Sci. Technol., 50, 12179–12186,
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b02896, 2016.

Chow, J. C., Yang, X., Wang, X., Kohl, S. D., Hurbain, P. R., Chen,
L. W. A., and Watson, J. G.: Characterization of ambient PM10
bioaerosols in a California agricultural town, Aerosol Air Qual.
Res., 15, 1433–1447 https://doi.org/10.4209/aaqr.2014.12.0313,
2015.

Coluzza, I., Creamean, J., Rossi, M. J., Wex, H., Alpert, P. A.,
Bianco, V., Boose, Y., Dellago, C., Felgitsch, L., Fröhlich-
Nowoisky, J., Herrmann, H., Jungblut, S., Kanji, Z. A., Menzl,
G., Moffett, B., Moritz, C., Mutzel, A., Pöschl, U., Schau-
perl, M., Scheel, J., Stopelli, E., Stratmann, F., Grothe, H.,
and Schmale, D. G.: Perspectives on the future of ice nucle-
ation research: Research needs and Unanswered questions iden-
tified from two international workshops, Atmosphere, 8, 138,
https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos8080138, 2017.

Davidovits, P., Kolb, C. E., Williams, L. R., Jayne, J. T., and
Worsnop, D. R.: Mass accommodation and chemical reac-
tions at gas-liquid interfaces, Chem. Rev., 106, 1323–1354,
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr040366k, 2006.

Deguillaume, L., Leriche, M., Amato, P., Ariya, P. A., Delort, A.-
M., Pöschl, U., Chaumerliac, N., Bauer, H., Flossmann, A. I., and
Morris, C. E.: Microbiology and atmospheric processes: chemi-
cal interactions of primary biological aerosols, Biogeosciences,
5, 1073–1084, https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-5-1073-2008, 2008.

DeLeon-Rodriguez, N., Lathem, T. L., Rodriguez-R, L. M.,
Barazesh, J. M., Anderson, B. E., Beyersdorf, A. J., Ziemba,
L. D., Bergin, M., Nenes, A., and Konstantinidis, K. T.:
Microbiome of the upper troposphere: Species composition
and prevalence, effects of tropical storms, and atmospheric
implications, P. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 110, 2575–2580,
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1212089110, 2013.

Delort, A. M., Vaïtilingom, M., Joly, M., Amato, P., Wirgot, N.,
Lallement, A., Sancelme, M., Matulova, M., and Deguillaume,
L.: Clouds: A transient and stressing habitat for microorgan-
isms, in: Microbial Ecology of Extreme Environments, Springer,
Cham, Switzerland, 215–245, 2017.

Després, V., Huffman, J. A., Burrows, S. M., Hoose, C., Safa-
tov, A., Buryak, G., Fröhlich-Nowoisky, J., Elbert, W., Andreae,
M., Pöschl, U., and Jaenicke, R.: Primary biological aerosol
particles in the atmosphere: a review, Tellus B, 64, 15598,
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusb.v64i0.15598, 2012.

Diehl, K., Quick, C., Matthias-Maser, S., Mitra, S. K., and Jaenicke,
R.: The ice nucleating ability of pollen Part I: Laboratory studies
in deposition and condensation freezing modes, Atmos. Res., 58,
75–87, https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-8095(01)00091-6, 2001.

Diehl, K., Matthias-Maser, S., Jaenicke, R., and Mitra, S. K.: The
ice nucleating ability of pollen: Part II. Laboratory studies in im-
mersion and contact freezing modes, Atmos. Res., 61, 125–133,
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-8095(01)00132-6, 2002.

Diehl, K., Simmel, M., and Wurzler, S.: Numerical sensitiv-
ity studies on the impact of aerosol properties and drop
freezing modes on the glaciation, microphysics, and dy-
namics of clouds, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 111, D07202,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD005884, 2006.

Dinar, E., Abo Riziq, A., Spindler, C., Erlick, C., Kiss, G., and
Rudich, Y.: The complex refractive index of atmospheric and
model humic-like substances (HULIS) retrieved by a cavity ring
down aerosol spectrometer (CRD-AS), Faraday Discuss., 137,
279–295, https://doi.org/10.1039/b703111d, 2007.

Eidhammer, T., DeMott, P. J., and Kreidenweis, S. M.: A com-
parison of heterogeneous ice nucleation parameterizations us-
ing a parcel model framework, J. Geophys. Res., 114, D06202,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008JD011095, 2009.

Elbert, W., Taylor, P. E., Andreae, M. O., and Pöschl, U.: Contribu-
tion of fungi to primary biogenic aerosols in the atmosphere: wet
and dry discharged spores, carbohydrates, and inorganic ions, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 7, 4569–4588, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-
4569-2007, 2007.

Enguita, F. J., Martins, L. O., Henriques, A. O., and Carrondo, M.
A.: Crystal structure of a bacterial endospore coat component: A
laccase with enhanced thermostability properties, J. Biol. Chem.,
278, 19416–19425, https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M301251200,
2003.

Ervens, B. and Amato, P.: The global impact of bacterial pro-
cesses on carbon mass, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 20, 1777–1794,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-1777-2020, 2020.

Ervens, B. and Feingold, G.: On the representation of immer-
sion and condensation freezing in cloud models using differ-
ent nucleation schemes, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 12, 5807–5826,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-5807-2012, 2012.

Ervens, B. and Feingold, G.: Sensitivities of immersion freez-
ing: Reconciling classical nucleation theory and deter-
ministic expressions, Geophys. Res. Lett., 40, 3320–3324,
https://doi.org/10.1002/grl.50580, 2013.

Ervens, B., Feingold, G., and Kreidenweis, S. M.: Influ-
ence of water-soluble organic carbon on cloud drop num-
ber concentration, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 110, 1–14,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005634, 2005.

Ervens, B., Cubison, M. J., Andrews, E., Feingold, G., Ogren,
J. A., Jimenez, J. L., Quinn, P. K., Bates, T. S., Wang, J.,

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 21, 3699–3724, 2021 https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-3699-2021

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-9281-2009
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-245-2013
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-245-2013
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1915660117
https://doi.org/10.1080/00218839.2008.11101443
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-8-7431-2008
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsearthspacechem.9b00268
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b02896
https://doi.org/10.4209/aaqr.2014.12.0313
https://doi.org/10.3390/atmos8080138
https://doi.org/10.1021/cr040366k
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-5-1073-2008
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1212089110
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusb.v64i0.15598
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-8095(01)00091-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0169-8095(01)00132-6
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD005884
https://doi.org/10.1039/b703111d
https://doi.org/10.1029/2008JD011095
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-4569-2007
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-4569-2007
https://doi.org/10.1074/jbc.M301251200
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-1777-2020
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-5807-2012
https://doi.org/10.1002/grl.50580
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005634


M. Zhang et al.: Sensitivities to biological aerosol particle properties and ageing processes 3719

Zhang, Q., Coe, H., Flynn, M., and Allan, J. D.: CCN predic-
tions using simplified assumptions of organic aerosol composi-
tion and mixing state: a synthesis from six different locations, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 10, 4795–4807, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
10-4795-2010, 2010.

Ervens, B., Feingold, G., Sulia, K., and Harrington, J.: The
impact of microphysical parameters, ice nucleation mode,
and habit growth on the ice/liquid partitioning in mixed-
phase Arctic clouds, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 116, D17205,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD015729, 2011.

Estillore, A. D., Trueblood, J. V., and Grassian, V. H.: Atmospheric
chemistry of bioaerosols: Heterogeneous and multiphase reac-
tions with atmospheric oxidants and other trace gases, Chem.
Sci., 7, 6604–6616 https://doi.org/10.1039/c6sc02353c, 2016.

Facchini, M. C., Mircea, M., Fuzzi, S., and Charlson, R. J.: Cloud
albedo enhancement by surface-active organic solutes in growing
droplets, Nature, 401, 257–259, https://doi.org/10.1038/45758,
1999.

Failor, K. C., Schmale, D. G., Vinatzer, B. A., and Mon-
teil, C. L.: Ice nucleation active bacteria in precipita-
tion are genetically diverse and nucleate ice by em-
ploying different mechanisms, ISME J., 11, 2740–2753,
https://doi.org/10.1038/ismej.2017.124, 2017.

Fall, A. L. and Fall, R.: High-level expression of ice nu-
clei in Erwinia herbicola is induced by phosphate starva-
tion and low temperature, Curr. Microbiol., 36, 370–376,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002849900325, 1998.

Feingold, G. and Heymsfield, A. J.: Parameterizations of conden-
sational growth of droplets for use in general circulation mod-
els, J. Atmos. Sci., 49, 2325–2342, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0469(1992)049<2325:POCGOD>2.0.CO;2, 1992.

Feingold, G., Cotton, W. R., Kreidenweis, S. M., and Davis, J. T.:
The impact of giant cloud condensation nuclei on drizzle forma-
tion in stratocumulus: Implications for cloud radiative properties,
J. Atmos. Sci., 56, 4100–4117, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0469(1999)056<4100:TIOGCC>2.0.CO;2, 1999.

Fong, N. J. C., Burgess, M. L., Barrow, K. D., and Glenn,
D. R.: Carotenoid accumulation in the psychrotrophic
bacterium Arthrobacter agilis in response to thermal and
salt stress, Appl. Microbiol. Biotechnol., 56, 750–756,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s002530100739, 2001.

Forde, E., Gallagher, M., Foot, V., Sarda-Esteve, R., Crawford,
I., Kaye, P., Stanley, W., and Topping, D.: Characterisation
and source identification of biofluorescent aerosol emissions
over winter and summer periods in the United Kingdom, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 19, 1665–1684, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
19-1665-2019, 2019a.

Forde, E., Gallagher, M., Walker, M., Foot, V., Attwood, A.,
Granger, G., Sarda-Estève, R., Stanley, W., Kaye, P., and Top-
ping, D.: Intercomparison of multiple UV-LIF spectrometers
using the aerosol challenge simulator, Atmosphere, 10, 797,
https://doi.org/10.3390/ATMOS10120797, 2019b.

Fox, E. M. and Howlett, B. J.: Secondary metabolism: regulation
and role in fungal biology, Curr. Opin. Microbiol., 11, 481–487,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mib.2008.10.007, 2008.

Franze, T., Weller, M. G., Niessner, R., and Pöschl, U.: Protein ni-
tration by polluted air, Environ. Sci. Technol., 39, 1673–1678,
https://doi.org/10.1021/es0488737, 2005.

Fröhlich-Nowoisky, J., Kampf, C. J., Weber, B., Huffman, J. A.,
Pöhlker, C., Andreae, M. O., Lang-Yona, N., Burrows, S. M.,
Gunthe, S. S., Elbert, W., Su, H., Hoor, P., Thines, E., Hoffmann,
T., Després, V. R., and Pöschl, U.: Bioaerosols in the Earth sys-
tem: Climate, health, and ecosystem interactions, Atmos. Res.,
182, 346–376, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2016.07.018,
2016.

Gabey, A. M., Vaitilingom, M., Freney, E., Boulon, J., Sellegri,
K., Gallagher, M. W., Crawford, I. P., Robinson, N. H., Stan-
ley, W. R., and Kaye, P. H.: Observations of fluorescent and
biological aerosol at a high-altitude site in central France, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 13, 7415–7428, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
13-7415-2013, 2013.

Gérard, V., Noziere, B., Fine, L., Ferronato, C., Singh, D.
K., Frossard, A. A., Cohen, R. C., Asmi, E., Lihavainen,
H., Kivekäs, N., Aurela, M., Brus, D., Frka, S., and
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