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The following figures have been added in the new manuscript as Figure 8a and b.
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Fig. 1. Figure 8a: Comparison of predicted (ROB) and observed fNF for US (dots) and Swiss
(triangles) datasets at TO and T1. Model sensitivity to biomass burning emissions is tested.
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Fig. 2. Figure 8b: Comparison of predicted (ROB) fNF levels with and without correcting for the
measured biomass burning contribution based on AMS observations.
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