
1. Introduction
The interaction between clouds and surrounding air is an important but insufficiently observed process influ-
encing the formation and development of convective clouds. The mixing of cloudy volumes with the ambient 
cloud-free air (detrainment) and the entrainment of subsaturated air into convective clouds lead to a decrease of 
the liquid water content and droplet concentration but leaves the mean droplet diameter essentially unchanged 
(Beals et al., 2015; Freud et al., 2011; Khain & Pinsky, 2018). The detrainment process is typically observed at 
the lateral boundaries and convective cloud tops. It promotes a local increase of cloud condensation nuclei (CCN) 
concentration near the cloud edges due to the release of residual particles from the evaporating cloud droplets 
(Andreae et al., 2004; Bera et al., 2016; Freud et al., 2011; Gerber et al., 2008). For convective clouds, the mixing 
is mostly inhomogeneous and takes place when sub-saturated air is entrained from outside the cloud which results 
in the total evaporation of some drops of all sizes (Pruppacher & Klett, 1997). In this case, the evaporation rate 
of cloud droplets significantly exceeds the mixing rate of the cloud with ambient air. For homogeneous mixing 
conditions (often observed in stratus clouds) the cloud droplets experience nearly identical evaporation during 
the detrainment process to dry air, resulting in partial evaporation of droplets within the cloud layer (Khain & 
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Plain Language Summary Interactions of aerosol particles with clouds represent a significant 
uncertainty in estimates of climate change. Properties of aerosol particles control their ability to act as cloud 
condensation nuclei (CCN). Accounting for CCN concentrations and sizes available through the evaporation of 
cloud droplets and raindrops is highly complicated and a crucial challenge for cloud modeling purposes. Based 
on airborne measurements performed with the German High Altitude and Long Range Aircraft aircraft, we 
describe a conceptual model for aerosol-cloud interaction at the lateral boundaries of Amazonian convective 
clouds. We show that the CCN particles at the lateral boundaries of non-precipitating convective clouds 
originate mostly from evaporated cloud droplets. In precipitating clouds, many of the activated CCN merge and 
scavenged, as indicated by the fewer and larger CCN around the clouds.
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Pinsky, 2018; Pruppacher & Klett, 1997). The understanding of these mechanisms is crucial for cloud-modeling 
purposes and the description of radiative forcing due to aerosol-cloud interactions, since the droplet number 
concentration and liquid water content determines the optical properties and precipitation efficiency of clouds 
(Kokhanovsky, 2004; Rosenfeld et al., 2008; Twomey, 1974).

In the course of in situ measurements over the Amazon rain forest, Braga et al. (2017a) have observed that the 
vertical evolution of the cloud droplet effective radius (re) generally follows that of the calculated adiabatic re. 
This pattern was found to be a result of the nearly inhomogeneous mixing behavior of the convective clouds with 
the ambient air. Such characteristics of turbulent mixing of convective clouds were also observed by Burnet and 
Brenguier (2007) and Freud et al. (2011). In this study, we investigate how detrainment in convective clouds and 
the associated cloud droplet evaporation affects the CCN number concentration at the lateral cloud boundaries. 
Our analysis is based on measurements of Nd and the number concentration of accumulation mode particles (Nacc; 
0.1 μm < diameter <1.0 μm) within and around growing cumuli in the Amazonian dry season in September 2014. 
By acting as CCN, accumulation mode particles are most important for the formation of natural clouds (Rogers 
& Yau,  1989). Aerosol particles with diameters less than 0.1  μm and hygroscopicities typical of continental 
atmospheres may only be activated to form cloud droplets at higher supersaturations than usually occur at cloud 
bases. Typically, such small CCN particles are activated into cloud droplets at higher levels above cloud bases of 
warm convective clouds when the coalescence process is intense (Fan et al., 2018). Atmospheric particles larger 
than 1.0 μm are much fewer in number and therefore contribute little to the total number concentration of cloud 
droplets. Therefore it is justified to assume Nacc as a proxy of CCN number concentrations (Haarig et al., 2019; 
Mamouri & Ansmann, 2016).

The measurements used in our analysis were collected during the ACRIDICON-CHUVA (Aerosol, Cloud, 
Precipitation, and Radiation Interactions and Dynamics of Convective Cloud Systems–Cloud Processes of the 
Main Precipitation Systems in Brazil: A Contribution to Cloud Resolving Modeling and to the Global Precipita-
tion measurements) airborne campaign (Wendisch et al., 2016). The results of this study show a tight relationship 
between droplet activation efficiency (ratio Nd/Nacc) and supersaturation over water (Sw) for convective clouds 
over the Amazon. At cloud base, these findings show the expected relationships between aerosol size distribu-
tion, critical supersaturation, and Nd, since the CCN Sw spectra and updraft speed determines Nd at cloud bases. 
At higher levels, however, our findings suggest an inverse causality: the evaporation of droplets detrained from 
non-precipitating cumuli dominates Nacc measured around the clouds.

2. Methods
2.1. Research Aircraft and Flight Patterns

The aerosol and droplet concentrations used in this study were measured in and around convective clouds 
with under-wing aerosol and cloud probes mounted on the High Altitude and Long Range Aircraft (HALO) 
during the ACRIDICON–CHUVA campaign (Wendisch et al., 2016). HALO was equipped with a meteorolog-
ical sensor system (BAsic HALO Measurement And Sensor System—BAHAMAS) located at the nose of the 
aircraft (Wendisch et al., 2016). Measurements of air temperature, relative humidity, and vertical wind speed were 
performed during the flights with uncertainties of about 0.5 K, 5%, and 0.3 m s −1, respectively. The description of 
the corresponding basic principles and uncertainties is available in Mallaun et al. (2015). The HALO flights took 
place over the Amazon region under various conditions of aerosol concentrations and land cover (e.g., forested 
and deforested areas) as outlined in Wendisch et al. (2016). Figure 1 shows the flight tracks of cloud profiling 
maneuvers inside convective clouds used in this study; they were selected based on the availability of aerosol 
and cloud data and particle hygroscopicity (κ) (Braga et al., 2021). Furthermore, the analyses were performed 
for flights in which precipitating and non-precipitating clouds were found and without relevant pollution plumes 
above cloud bases. The cloud passes used in our study took place in isolated convective clouds with at least 5 km 
horizontal distance from other clouds. Convective clouds formed in lightly polluted air masses were investigated 
above the Amazon forest during flights AC09 and AC18. Clouds forming in deforested regions in very polluted 
(biomass burning) environments were measured during flight AC07.
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2.2. Aerosol Particle Measurements

We derived the number concentrations of accumulation-mode aerosol particles (Nacc) from aerosol size distribu-
tions measured with an Ultra-High Sensitivity Aerosol Spectrometer (UHSAS; Droplet Measurement Technolo-
gies, Inc., Longmont, CO, USA) (Cai et al., 2008; Moore et al., 2021). The aircraft instrument measured particles 
in the diameter size range between 92 and 600 nm. The instrument was mounted in an under-wing canister. The 
sampled air entered the instrument by a forward facing diffusor inlet, and the airflow was reduced by a second 
inlet to ensure approximately isokinetic sampling conditions. The measured particle diameter is assumed to be 
close to their dry diameters due to heating effects, which has been justified by Chubb et al. (2016).

The uncertainty in the sizing of UHSAS particle measurement during the ACRIDICON-CHUVA campaign was 
about 15%. However, for very smoky conditions that contain a lot of black carbon (BC) such values can be higher 
(an average of about 20% for particles larger than 300 nm) (Howell et al., 2021). However, the data used in our 
analysis from flights AC07, AC09, and AC18 presented a maximum fraction of absorbing BC aerosols of about 
10%, and thus, the undersizing of particles by UHSAS measurements is not an issue for our analysis (see Figure 
S1 in Supporting Information S1). We also show in Section 3 a case study of UHSAS particle measurements 
during flight AC19, where the effect of long-range transport of biomass burning aerosols at the lateral boundaries 
of convective clouds is observed. During this flight, the fraction of BC particles reached values of about 30% 
(Holanda et al., 2020). This data was not used to describe our conceptual model of aerosol-cloud interactions in 
the lateral boundaries of convective clouds but rather is shown to illustrate the effect of particles increasing in 
concentration due to the long-range transport above the cloud bases' heights. Additional information about aero-
sol measurements is available in the Supporting Information S1.

2.3. Cloud Droplet Measurements

Cloud droplet number concentrations and size distributions were measured by a Cloud Combination Probe—Cloud 
Droplet Probe (CCP-CDP), and by a Cloud and Aerosol Spectrometer with Depolarization (CAS-DPOL) mounted 
below the wings of HALO (Voigt et al., 2017; Wendisch et al., 2016). Precipitating particle number concentrations 
and size distributions were measured by the Cloud Imaging Probe (CIPgs) mounted on the CCP. The information 
from CCP–CIPgs were used in this study to identify cloud with raindrops. From data of CAS-DPOL, CCP-CDP 

Figure 1. Three selected High Altitude and Long Range Aircraft flight tracks during the ACRIDICON–CHUVA campaign 
that are analyzed in this study. The flight number is indicated by colors. Colored circles indicate the region of convective 
cloud profiling in each flight. Clouds in lightly polluted conditions were studied during flights AC09 and AC18 over the 
tropical rain forest (shown in green). Polluted clouds forming in deforested regions were measured during flights AC07 
(shown in red). The average total aerosol particle concentrations measured below cloud base during flights AC07, AC09, and 
AC18 were 2,417, 737, and 809 cm −3, respectively (Braga et al., 2021).
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and CCP-CIPgs, hydrometeor particles ranging from 3 to 960 μm in diameter (d) were measured within clouds. 
Additional details about the cloud probe measurement characteristics during ACRIDICON-CHUVA campaign 
are described in Wendisch et al. (2016), Weigel et al. (2016), Braga et al. (2017a), Jäkel et al. (2017), Cecchini 
et al. (2017), Braga et al. (2017b) and in the Supporting Information S1.

2.4. Data Analysis

2.4.1. Comparison of Nacc and Nd

The UHSAS measurements of Nacc at the lateral boundaries of convective clouds (up to ∼500 m away from 
the cloud edges) were analyzed as a function of the measurements of Nd from CAS-DPOL and CCP-CDP at 
cloud base and above cloud base. Data from UHSAS out of clouds (i.e., when Nd = 0) were used in the analy-
sis. Only cloud passes with at least 3 s of consecutive measurements (i.e., with lengths larger than ∼200 m) of 
Nd > 20 cm −3 along the aircraft traverse were taken into account. This criterion was applied to avoid cloud passes 
well mixed with subsaturated environment air (relative humidity <100%) and counts of haze particles, typically 
found at cloud edges and dissipating convective clouds. Furthermore, the precipitation water content (PWC) is 
calculated to detect cloud passes with raindrops. The following calculation were conducted during our analysis:

𝑁𝑁𝑑𝑑 = ∫
25𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇

1.5𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇

𝑁𝑁(𝑟𝑟)𝑑𝑑𝑟𝑟 (1)

𝑁𝑁𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎𝑎 = ∫
0.6𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇

0.1𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇

𝑁𝑁(𝑟𝑟)𝑑𝑑𝑟𝑟 (2)

𝑃𝑃𝑃𝑃 𝑃𝑃 =
4𝜋𝜋

3
𝜌𝜌∫

480𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇

25𝜇𝜇𝜇𝜇

𝑟𝑟3 𝑁𝑁(𝑟𝑟)𝑑𝑑𝑟𝑟 (3)

where N is the particle number concentration (in cm −3), ρ is the particle density (in g cm −3), and r is the particle 
radius (μm). Braga et al. (2017a) showed that cloud and rain liquid water drops dominated for air temperatures 
T > −9°C over the Amazon. For T ≤ −9°C, ice initiation was found. Here, we focus our analysis on particles in 
the liquid phase, and thus, only cloud particles measured at T > −9°C are used. Therefore, the density of liquid 
water (1 g cm −3) is assumed in our calculations.

2.4.2. Calculation of Sw Within Cloud

The retrieval of Sw within cloud is based on the calculation of the critical supersaturation (Sc) for a dry aerosol 
particle, according to Köhler theory (Köhler, 1936). Here, the particle hygroscopicity parameter (κ) is used to 
represent the solute composition of the dry aerosol particle (Petters & Kreidenweis, 2007). In addition, we assume 
the surface tension of water (72 mN m −1) for particles and T measured concurrently with Nacc to calculate Sc. The 
retrieved Sc is assumed as the maximum Sw within the convective cloud. The relationship between droplet activa-
tion efficiency and Sw is estimated for cloud base altitude and above cloud base. This approach is typically used 
in calculations of the CCN efficiency, given by the ratio between the number concentrations of CCN at a given Sw 
(NCCN(Sw)) and of condensation nuclei (NCN) (Pöhlker et al., 2018). From the calculated CCN efficiency, the κ of 
the corresponding aerosol particles can be estimated, assuming an initial particle size distribution (PSDs). Here, 
we follow a similar approach for real clouds, in which different microphysical processes also take place (e.g., 
coalescence of droplets, turbulent mixing etc.). The droplet activation efficiency is calculated from the maximum 
Nd measured during the cloud passes and the maximum Nacc measured up to ∼500 m away from the cloud edges. 
This approach is based on the assumption that during the cloud mixing process the maximum Nd within cloud is 
resulting from the maximum Nacc available around clouds. Additional information about Sw retrieval within cloud 
is available in the Supporting Information S1.

Overall, 128 cloud passes were used in our analysis (∼95% of cloud passes available). The lack of information 
about Aitken mode particle sizes prevented us to extend our analysis for cases in which the maximum Nd were 
larger than the maximum Nacc around the clouds. Nevertheless, as these cloud passes were in minor number 
(∼5% of cloud passes) we assumed that the measured Nacc with the UHSAS was a reasonable estimation of CCN 
concentrations around convective clouds. Assuming κ values of 0.1–0.2 and the lower cutoff of 100 nm for Nacc, 
the UHSAS measurements of Nacc are a proxy for the CCN concentrations at 0.37%-0.26%, respectively.
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3. Results
We investigated the effect of cloud processing on CCN concentrations around clouds based on PSDs measured 
below and above the bases of convective clouds. Figure  2 shows the comparison between the average PSDs 
measured below and at the lateral boundaries of non-precipitating and precipitating ice-free convective clouds. 
For non-precipitating clouds, Figures 2a–2c show a decrease in the concentration of the smaller particle sizes 
compared to measurements below cloud bases, which is hypothesized to be caused by aerosol cloud processing. 

Figure 2. (a) Average number concentration of aerosol particles as a function of particle diameter measured by Ultra-High Sensitivity Aerosol Spectrometer below 
cloud base (b.c.b.; in black dots) during flight AC07 and at the lateral boundaries of non-precipitating (left) and precipitating (right) convective clouds at different 
heights above cloud base level (Dc). Dc is labeled by the color bar on the right. Solid lines indicate the logarithm fit of averaged measurements. Measurements at the 
lateral boundaries of clouds were made between 100 and 500 m away from the cloud edges. The maximum precipitation water content (in g m −3) during the cloud 
passes is shown on the upper-right corner of the right panels. (b and c) Similar for flights AC09 and AC18, respectively.
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Out of clouds, larger aerosol particles should decrease faster with height if no cloud processing is involved. 
However, Figure  2 shows smaller sizes reducing more quickly with height. This is the fingerprint of cloud 
processing in the air out of inuds.

A fewer concentration of large aerosol particles (d > 0.3 μm) is observed above the forested region (flights AC09 
athe nd AC18) compared to above the deforestation arc, probably due to the more significant fraction of natural 
organic aerosols. Such larger particles are also observed in PSDs out of clouds at longer horizontal distances (see 
Figure S3 in Supporting Information S1).

In precipitating clouds, an increase of larger particles at the expense of smaller particles is observed for different 
heights above cloud base level (Dc). The increased concentration of larger particles is likely a result of cloud 
processing and is more evident at greater heights, where collision and coalescence processes (PWC) are more 
intense. These results highlight that the coagulation processes within convective clouds play a crucial role for 
the sizes of CCN particles resulting from detrained cloud volumes. For clouds with warm rain, an even more 
pronounced relative increase in concentration of larger particles at the expense of small particles is observed at 
the lateral boundaries of convective clouds than for clouds without precipitation.

Similar changes in PSDs and concentrations around convective clouds were not observed when long-range trans-
port of aerosol particle was dominant. Figure 3 shows a comparison between the average PSDs measured during 
flight AC19 below and at the lateral boundaries of non-precipitating and precipitating convective clouds. The 
measurements took place above the Atlantic Ocean, where warm convective clouds were present. During flight 
AC19 an increase of particles concentration with height due to long-range transport of biomass burning particles 
in elevated haze layers was observed (Holanda et al., 2020). The additional CCN particles at higher altitudes was 
also observed in UHSAS measurements, as shown in Figure 3. This figure shows that CCN concentrations below 
cloud bases were much smaller than those measured at the lateral boundaries of convective clouds. The increase 
in concentration was measured for particles across the whole range of sizes detected by the UHSAS, suggesting 
that in this case, the mixing at the cloud edges resulted in a transport of particles into the cloud, rather than the 
cloud being a source of particles to the surrounding atmosphere as in the previously discussed cases.

In order to investigate the effect of cloud droplet evaporation on CCN concentrations around convective clouds, 
we have also analyzed the droplet activation efficiency as a function of Sw at different Dc. The method is described 
in th,e Supporting Information S1. Figure 4 shows the measured droplet activation efficiency and Sw at and above 
cloud base in convective clouds. Figure 4a shows that the relationship between droplet activation efficiency and 
Sw for measurements at cloud base can be well expressed by an single-error function (erf) fit parametrization 
(R 2 ∼ 0.96). Similar tight relationship are found in CCN counters between CCN efficiency and Sw, where the 
environmental Sw is controlled (Dusek et al., 2006). Remarkably, measurements for heights 200 m above cloud 

Figure 3. Similar to Figure 2 for measurements above the Atlantic Ocean performed during flight AC19. (a) At the lateral 
boundaries of non-precipitating and (b) precipitating convective clouds at different heights above cloud base level (Dc).
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Figure 4. (a) Droplet activation efficiency (Nd/Nacc) as a function of Sw for cloud base measurements over different 
regions (Forested (AC09)—light green; Forested (AC18)—dark green and Deforested (AC07)—red). The droplet 
activation efficiency calculated with Cloud Combination Probe—Cloud Droplet Probe (CCP-CDP) and Cloud and Aerosol 
Spectrometer with Depolarization (CAS-DPOL) measurements are indicated by squares and triangles, respectively. The error 
bars indicate the measurement uncertainties of droplet activation efficiencies calculated with CCP-CDP and CAS-DPOL 
(∼18% and ∼26%, respectively). The black line indicates the erf fit for droplet activation efficiency as a function of Sw (the 
parameters of the erf fit from Equation S1 in Supporting Information S1 are indicated in the black box). The R 2 from this 
fit function is 0.96. (b) Similar as (a) for measurements at heights 200 m above cloud base. The dashed line indicates the 
erf fit for cloud base measurements from panel (4a). (c) Similar as (b) for measurements at heights above cloud base with 
precipitation (PWC > 0.01 g m −3) in red and non-precipitating cloud passes (in blue). The solid red (blue) line indicates the 
erf fit for measurements with (without) precipitation above cloud base and the dashed and solid gray lines indicate the erf fit 
shown in panel (4b).

 19448007, 2022, 20, D
ow

nloaded from
 https://agupubs.onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/doi/10.1029/2022G

L
100411 by T

echnische Inform
ationsbibliothek, W

iley O
nline L

ibrary on [28/02/2023]. See the T
erm

s and C
onditions (https://onlinelibrary.w

iley.com
/term

s-and-conditions) on W
iley O

nline L
ibrary for rules of use; O

A
 articles are governed by the applicable C

reative C
om

m
ons L

icense



Geophysical Research Letters

BRAGA ET AL.

10.1029/2022GL100411

8 of 11

base shown in Figure 4b indicate that the relationship between droplet activation efficiency and Sw still has a high 
correlation, but with smaller agreement (R 2 ∼ 0.84). The figure shows that the values of droplet activation effi-
ciencies are shifted down for cloud passes above cloud base in comparison with cloud base measurements. These 
results suggest that cloud processing above cloud base decorrelates the relationship between droplet activation 
efficiency and Sw. Figure 4c shows that for non-precipitating clouds the relationship between droplet activation 
efficiency and Sw has a high correlation (R 2 ∼ 0.99), while for precipitating clouds the R 2 of the erf fit consider-
ably decreases (R 2 ∼ 0.82).

For precipitating clouds a relative decrease in Nd is expected due to the coalescence processes. Our analysis show 
that precipitation would decrease the droplet activation efficiency. However, the opposite effect is expected out 
of clouds since the size of detrained particles are larger than below cloud base. Above cloud base, chemical cloud 
processing may also shift the particle hygroscopicity (κ) away from the value assumed (κ = 0.1) when estimating 
Sw (Ervens et al., 2018; Rissler et al., 2006). For accumulation mode particles we have estimated values slightly 
larger for some cloud passes above the Amazon Basin (κ ∼ 0.15 − 0.2). The practical effect of changing κ will 
lead to a shift to smaller values on the calculated Sw but with no change of the correlation between droplet acti-
vation efficiency and Sw (see Figure S4 in Supporting Information S1 for results assuming κ = 0.2). Furthermore, 
we have shown that for this range of κ values the sensitivity of droplet concentration to κ is low for accumulation 
mode particles (Pöhlker et al., 2021). The values of Sw estimated in our analysis are in the same range of those 
measured with CCN counter in the Amazon during the dry season (Pöhlker et al., 2018). Additional analysis 
with CCN measurements available onboard the HALO aircraft were not possible since the particle's inlets of 
UHSAS and CCN counters were different. In such conditions, the number concentration of particles may be 
underestimated by one of the instruments, and thus, leading to additional uncertainties on calculating particle's 
hygroscopicity from these measured data.

4. Discussion
The effect of cloud droplet evaporation on aerosol concentration around non-precipitating convective clouds 
was previously observed by Zhu et al. (2015). Based on satellite measurements, these authors observed an 
enhancement in the aerosol optical depth around convective clouds due to aerosol upward transport and 
detrainment from the clouds below the level of rain initiation. Our results of droplet activation efficiencies 
from measurements at cloud base heights and above cloud base suggest that the Nacc around the ice-free 
convective clouds are dominated by the evaporation of detrained cloud droplets in absence of relevant 
amount of long-range transport of CCN particles. For clouds with warm rain, Nd decreases due to the coales-
cence processes and its concentration may not dominate the Nacc at the lateral boundaries of the clouds. 
This leads to an unrealistic decrease in the droplet activation efficiency since larger particles are detrained  
from clouds.

Here, we show for the first time that the expected relationships between aerosol particle number concentra-
tion, critical supersaturation and Nd is found for measurements above the cloud bases of convective clouds. 
These results were found from airborne measurements under different thermodynamic and pollution condi-
tions over the Amazon basin. The tight relationship between droplet activation efficiency and Sw (similar as 
found with data measured with CCN counters) suggests that based on measurements of Nd, Nacc, and particle 
hygroscopicity one may estimate Sw within non-precipitating convective clouds. Furthermore, the fact that 
there is a high correlation between Nd and Nacc at the lateral boundaries of non-precipitating convective 
clouds supports the hypothesis that residual particles from evaporation of droplets dominate CCN concen-
trations around them.

Accounting for CCN concentrations and sizes available through the evaporation of cloud droplets and raindrops 
is extremely complicated and a crucial challenge for cloud modeling purposes (Khain et al., 2015). Important 
uncertainties result from the lack of accurate information about the chemical composition and soluble mass of 
evaporated droplets. Our findings in this study suggest that during the dry season in the Amazon basin accumula-
tion mode particles measured at the lateral boundaries of non-precipitating clouds have similar hygroscopicity (κ) 
and sizes to those found below cloud bases. Above the height of rain initiation these CCN particles are relatively 
larger than those found below cloud bases, and thus, particle hygroscopicity might not be the same as found below 
cloud bases due to cloud processing mechanisms.
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Figure 5 summarizes our findings on the cloud particles' path within and at the lateral boundaries of grow-
ing convective cumulus schematically. At cloud bases the turbulent mixing leads to the entrainment of CCN 
particles from lower levels and their activation into cloud droplets. CCN particles ingested from below cloud 
bases may evaporate at the lateral boundaries and above cloud base becoming (cloud processed) CCN again. 
When collision and coalescence processes are relevant, smaller droplets are removed, which diminishes the 
population of detrained droplets evaporated outside clouds and thus CCN concentrations. As a consequence, 
however, larger CCN particles are resulting from detrained droplets of precipitating clouds. This conceptual 
model emphasizes that non-precipitating convective clouds are dominant in production of CCN particles 
at their lateral boundaries whereas the CCN concentrations in air detrained from precipitating clouds are 
depleted due to scavenging. When long-range transport of CCN particles is relevant at higher altitudes, the 
additional CCN particles overwhelm the effect of convective clouds in the release of CCN particles at the 
lateral boundaries of clouds. Our results suggest that the mixing of long-range transported particles at the 
cloud edges results in a transport of particles into the cloud, rather than the cloud being a source of particles 
to the surrounding atmosphere.

This study demonstrated the importance of the details of aerosol processing and its partition to detrainment and 
scavenging. A future study with measurements from a counterflow virtual impactor (Noone et al., 1988; Twohy 
et al., 1997) and analysis of single particle composition would advance the general insights of this study to better 
quantification of the effects.

Data Availability Statement
The data used in this study can be found at https://halo-db.pa.op.dlr.de/mission/5 (last access: 1 May 2022, 
Deutsches Zentrum für Luft- und Raumfahrt, 2014).

Figure 5. Schematic description of particles path within and at the lateral boundaries of growing convective cumulus. The 
gray arrows indicate the overall air flow pattern within cloud, and colored arrows (labeled on the right) are the particle tracks 
from below cloud base up to where they exit the cloud volume or coalesce into raindrops. Cloud condensation nuclei (CCN) 
particles ingested from below cloud base are activated into cloud droplets; when these evaporate at the lateral boundaries 
and above cloud base, they release the CCN again. When drops coalesce and then leave the cloud, only one CCN is formed 
back. When cloud droplets coalesce and precipitate, the CCN that produced the rain drops do not detrain from the cloud but 
are deposited to the ground. The detrainment of cloudy volumes into the surrounding clear air lead to a decrease of the drop 
concentration while increasing the CCN concentration around the cloud.
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