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Abstract. During the Asian monsoon season, greenhouse gases and pollution emitted near the ground are
rapidly uplifted by convection up to an altitude of ∼ 13 km, with slower ascent and mixing with the strato-
spheric background above. Here, we address the robustness of the representation of these transport processes in
different reanalysis data sets using ERA5, ERA-Interim and ERA5 1◦×1◦. This transport assessment includes the
mean age of air from global three-dimensional simulations by the Lagrangian transport model CLaMS (Chem-
ical Lagrangian Model of the Stratosphere), as well as different trajectory-based transport times and associated
ascent rates compared with observation-based age of air and ascent rates of long-lived trace gases from airborne
measurements during the Asian summer monsoon 2017 in Nepal.

Our findings confirm that the ERA5 reanalysis yields a better representation of convection than ERA-Interim,
resulting in different transport times and air mass origins at the Earth’s surface. In the Asian monsoon region
above 430 K, the mean age of air driven by ERA-Interim is too young, whereas the mean age of air from
ERA5 1◦× 1◦ is too old but somewhat closer to the observations. The mean effective ascent rates derived from
ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦ back trajectories are in good agreement with the observation-based mean ascent rates,
unlike ERA-Interim, which is much faster above 430 K. Although a reliable CO2 reconstruction is a challenge
for model simulations, we show that, up to 410 K, the CO2 reconstruction using ERA5 agrees best with high-
resolution in situ aircraft CO2 measurements, indicating a better representation of Asian monsoon transport in
the newest ECMWF reanalysis product, ERA5.

1 Introduction

The global amount of greenhouse gases (GHGs) in the at-
mosphere has increased because of worldwide anthropogenic
emissions. In particular, the rapid increase in anthropogenic
CO2 emissions in southern Asia contributes strongly to the
acceleration of the CO2 growth rate; e.g. the anthropogenic
CO2 emission rate from India was the fourth highest world-
wide in 2017 (behind China, the USA and the European

Union) (Friedlingstein et al., 2019, 2022). In addition to
GHGs, pollution, water vapour, aerosol particles and their
precursors, as well as some ozone-destroying substances,
also have high emission rates in Asia and can be transported
very fast into the lower stratosphere during the Asian summer
monsoon season (e.g. Brunamonti et al., 2018; Hanumanthu
et al., 2020; Adcock et al., 2021; Appel et al., 2022; Vogel
et al., 2023). Subsequently these trace gases and aerosol par-
ticles can be distributed into the global northern lower strato-
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sphere over a period of several weeks (e.g. Ploeger et al.,
2013; Müller et al., 2016; Vogel et al., 2016; Yu et al., 2017;
Rolf et al., 2018; Lauther et al., 2022). To better understand
the impact of anthropogenic emissions in Asia on the at-
mosphere, it is important to evaluate the transport of air in
the Asian summer monsoon region into the lower strato-
sphere, represented in meteorological reanalyses in com-
bination with unique high-resolution aircraft measurements
obtained over the northern Indian subcontinent during the
StratoClim aircraft campaign in summer 2017 (Stroh and
StratoClim-Team, 2023).

From about June to September, the Asian summer mon-
soon constitutes a seasonally persistent, zonally restricted
circulation pattern transporting climate-relevant emissions
rapidly from surface sources to higher altitudes, i.e. to the
lower stratosphere (e.g. Mason and Anderson, 1963; Randel
and Park, 2006; Park et al., 2007; Pan et al., 2016; Vogel
et al., 2015; Ploeger et al., 2017; Vogel et al., 2023). The
Asian summer monsoon is associated with deep convection
over the Indian subcontinent and an anticyclonic flow in the
upper troposphere and lower stratosphere (UTLS) over the
Asian monsoon region, spanning from northeast Africa to
the Pacific (e.g. Park et al., 2007). Air parcels are uplifted
quickly by convection followed by slow diabatic uplift in the
UTLS superimposed on the anticyclonic flow (e.g. Bruna-
monti et al., 2018; Vogel et al., 2019; Legras and Bucci,
2020; von Hobe et al., 2021), while in other regions within
the tropical transition layer the heating rates are, in gen-
eral, smaller during boreal summer (Vogel et al., 2019). The
higher the air parcels are located above the level of maxi-
mum convective outflow (∼ 360 K, ∼ 13 km), the larger the
contribution of air masses is from outside the Asian mon-
soon anticyclone (i.e. from the stratospheric background) to
the upward spiralling flow (Vogel et al., 2019, 2023).

In state-of-the-art chemistry transport models, the trans-
port of air parcels differs because different methods (Eule-
rian, Lagrangian), different vertical velocities (kinematic, di-
abatic) and different meteorological reanalyses are used to
drive the models (e.g. Stenke et al., 2009; Bergman et al.,
2013; Brinkop and Jöckel, 2019; Tao et al., 2019; Ploeger
et al., 2019; Bucci et al., 2020; Legras and Bucci, 2020;
Tegtmeier et al., 2020; Clemens et al., 2023). Further, the
implementation of convection and irreversible mixing dif-
fers from model to model (e.g. Brinkop and Jöckel, 2019;
Konopka et al., 2019; Wohltmann et al., 2019; Hoffmann
et al., 2023). The aim of this study is to infer differences of
vertical transport in the Asian monsoon region using three
data sets: two reanalyses provided by the European Centre
for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF), namely,
ERA-Interim and its successor ERA5, as well as its down-
scaled version ERA5 1◦×1◦, a computing-time-saving alter-
native to the full-resolution ERA5 data.

In general, differences between ERA-Interim and ERA5
are attributed to the better spatial and temporal resolution of
the ERA5 reanalysis, which allows for a better representation

of convective updrafts, gravity waves and tropical cyclones
(e.g. Hoffmann et al., 2019; Li et al., 2020; Legras and Bucci,
2020; Malakar et al., 2020). Consequently, ERA5 provides
a more accurate representation of the lapse rate tropopause
height than ERA-Interim (e.g. Hoffmann et al., 2022; Tegt-
meier and Krüger, 2022).

In the Asian monsoon anticyclone, slow diabatic uplift in
the range of 1–1.5 K d−1 occurs above the level of maximum
convective outflow using Lagrangian transport simulations
driven by ERA-Interim (Vogel et al., 2019). However, it was
found consistently in several previous studies that, in gen-
eral, the vertical velocities in ERA-Interim are 30 %–50 %
too fast in the tropics (Dee et al., 2011; Ploeger et al., 2012;
Schoeberl et al., 2012). Tegtmeier and Krüger (2022) sum-
marise that diabatic vertical ascent appears to be faster in
ERA-Interim, which produces a residence time (between 370
and 400 K) of ∼ 2 months in the tropical tropopause layer in
contrast to residence times of ∼ 3 months or longer based on
other reanalyses (e.g MERRA, MERRA-2 or CFSR; how-
ever, ERA5 was not included here). This bias seems to be
corrected in ERA5 manifesting weaker diabatic heating rates
in the tropics, resulting in a greater age of air (i.e. larger
mean stratospheric transit times) and thus a significantly
slower Brewer–Dobson circulation in ERA5 compared to
ERA-Interim (Ploeger et al., 2021). Different residence times
in the UTLS would change the chemical composition at these
altitudes, and even small changes of radiatively active trace
gases such as O3, H2O or aerosol particles could have impor-
tant local radiative impacts (e.g. Riese et al., 2012; Vernier
et al., 2015; Fadnavis et al., 2019; Bian et al., 2020).

For the StratoClim aircraft campaign during the Asian
summer monsoon of 2017 (denoted monsoon 2017), in gen-
eral, a higher consistency with observations and a better re-
producibility of pollution features could be found in dia-
batic trajectory calculations back to cloud top altitudes us-
ing ERA5 compared to ERA-Interim (Bucci et al., 2020).
ERA5 improves, in general, the transport in the Asian mon-
soon 2017; however, upward transport in the region of the
Tibetan Plateau should be considered with caution (Legras
and Bucci, 2020). Considering the transport of air masses
contributing to the Asian Tropopause Aerosol Layer (ATAL)
measured in the region of the Asian monsoon anticyclone
during August 2016, ERA5 shows, in general, faster trans-
port of air from the ground to ATAL altitudes (up to≈ 410 K)
due to a better representation of convection. In addition,
more continental source regions contributing to the ATAL
are found in ERA5, whereas in ERA-Interim, more marine
sources are attributed to air at ATAL altitudes (Clemens et al.,
2023).

Using ERA-Interim compared to ERA5 reanalysis yields
different vertical velocities or ascent rates in the region of
the Asian monsoon anticyclone, which has consequences for
global transport simulations. To assess such global simula-
tions, it is essential to understand the strengths and weak-
nesses of the newest ECMWF product, ERA5, particularly
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in the Asian monsoon region. In this work, differences in
the transport of air in the regions of the Asian summer mon-
soon 2017 will be inferred using the Chemical Lagrangian
Model of the Stratosphere (CLaMS), driven by the three
data sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦). Model
results will be assessed using unique airborne measurements
up to ∼ 20 km during the Asian summer monsoon of 2017
conducted during the StratoClim aircraft campaign in Nepal
(Stroh and StratoClim-Team, 2023). Trajectory-based trans-
port times, origin of air at the Earth’s surface, mean effec-
tive ascent rates, transport time distribution and the mean
age of air from three-dimensional CLaMS simulations are
compared using the three data sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and
ERA5 1◦× 1◦). In addition, the simulated mean age of air
is compared to observation-based mean age of air inferred
from long-lived trace gases such as C2F6, HFC-125, SF6 and
N2O. In addition, C2F6 and HFC-125 are used to compare
observation-based mean ascent rates with those from differ-
ent reanalyses.

Further, a unique set of CO2 aircraft measurements fea-
turing high temporal and vertical resolutions up to ∼ 20 km
were obtained during the StratoClim aircraft campaign of
2017 (Stroh and StratoClim-Team, 2023). Measured CO2
profiles were successfully reconstructed using ground-based
measurements of CO2, mainly from Nainital (northern In-
dia), by Lagrangian model simulations using ERA5 reanal-
ysis, leading to an improved understanding of the vertical
structure of CO2 in the monsoon region (Vogel et al., 2023).
Here, we use the same CO2 reconstruction method as that
used in Vogel et al. (2023), but we focus on the differ-
ences between the three data sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and
ERA5 1◦×1◦). In general, our results show that using ERA5
reanalysis yields a better agreement with aircraft measure-
ments conducted over the Indian subcontinent in summer
2017 compared to ERA-Interim.

2 Measurements during the Asian summer
monsoon of 2017

In the frame of the StratoClim project funded by the Euro-
pean Commission, a measurement campaign using the Rus-
sian Geophysica, a high-altitude research aircraft, was con-
ducted in Kathmandu (Nepal) in summer 2017 (see Fig. 1)
to measure a variety of trace gases and aerosol character-
istics for the first time in the Asian monsoon anticyclone
up to 20 km altitude (corresponding to ∼ 55 hPa or ∼ 475 K
potential temperature) (Stroh and StratoClim-Team, 2023).
The StratoClim measurements constitute a unique data set
to characterise major processes which dominate particle and
trace gas transport from the northern Indian subcontinent,
one of the most polluted regions of the world, into the lower
stratosphere.

CO2 and N2O were detected using the multi-tracer in
situ instrument HAGAR (Werner et al., 2010; Homan et al.,

2010), operated by the University of Wuppertal. Apart from
CO2 and N2O, it also provides simultaneous in situ measure-
ments of CH4, CFC-12, CFC-11, H-1211, SF6 and H2. Ex-
cept for CO2, which is measured at a high time resolution
(3 to 5 s) by non-dispersive infrared absorption (NDIR), all
the other species were measured by gas chromatography with
electron capture detection (GC/ECD) every 90 s. The instru-
ment is calibrated every 7.5 min during flight with either of
the two standard gases, which are inter-calibrated in the lab-
oratory with standards provided by NOAA GML. For Strato-
Clim, the accuracy of CO2 was estimated to be about 0.2 ppm
and about 2 ppb for N2O (more details can be found in Vogel
et al., 2023).

The long-lived trace gases C2F6, HFC-125 and SF6 were
collected with the whole-air sampler of Utrecht University
operated on board the Geophysica research aircraft (e.g.
Laube et al., 2010a). Ambient air was compressed into evac-
uated stainless-steel canisters (2 L) using a metal bellows
pump that has been previously been shown not to impact
trace gas mixing ratios (e.g. Kaiser et al., 2006). The samples
were transported to the University of East Anglia (UEA) for
analysis on a high-sensitivity gas chromatograph–trisector
mass spectrometer system (Laube et al., 2010b). More details
on the whole-air sampler measurements during StratoClim
and the used analytical technique can be found in Adcock
et al. (2021).

3 Lagrangian transport simulations

3.1 CLaMS trajectory calculations

Back trajectory calculations were performed using the trajec-
tory module of the Chemical Lagrangian Model of the Strato-
sphere (CLaMS) (McKenna et al., 2002b, a; Pommrich et al.,
2014, and references therein), which was developed with the
aim of studying transport and chemical processes in the at-
mosphere in the presence of strong tracer gradients. Here,
CLaMS diabatic backward trajectories were started along the
complete flight tracks (every 1 s) of all eight StratoClim Geo-
physica research flights (F01-F08) conducted over the north-
eastern part of the Indian subcontinent. Depending on the
length of the flights, between 9000 and 16 000 back trajec-
tories are calculated per research flight, in total ∼ 110 000
back trajectories.

For comparison, the back trajectory calculations are driven
by three data sets, including two different reanalyses and one
of them in different resolution, provided by the European
Centre for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF):
ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦. The new ERA5 re-
analysis (Hersbach et al., 2020) is a high-resolution atmo-
spheric data set with 137 vertical levels up to 0.01 hPa, a hor-
izontal resolution of ∼ 31 km (TL 639) and an hourly time
resolution. We retrieved the data on a 0.3◦×0.3◦ horizon-
tal grid. The ECMWF’s prior reanalysis ERA-Interim (Dee
et al., 2011) has 60 vertical levels up to 0.01 hPa, a horizon-
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Figure 1. Regional map of the aircraft measurements over the Indian subcontinent. The flight paths of the eight local scientific flights (F01–
F08) by the high-altitude research aircraft Geophysica are shown. The scientific flights were carried out every second day from Kathmandu
(Nepal) between 27 July and 10 August 2017. In addition, the locations of the measurement sites for greenhouse gases in Nainital (NTL,
India) and Comilla (CLA, Bangladesh) used for CO2 reconstruction are indicated (figure adapted from Vogel et al. (2023)).

tal resolution of ∼ 79 km (TL 255) (corresponding to 1◦×1◦

horizontal grid) and a 6-hourly time resolution.
Further, we use a version of ERA5 with a lower resolution,

referred to as ERA5 1◦× 1◦ (similar to Ploeger et al., 2021;
Konopka et al., 2022; Clemens et al., 2023). ERA5 1◦× 1◦

data are directly provided by the ECMWF on a 1◦× 1◦ hori-
zontal grid after down-scaling the original data by truncation
of the spherical harmonics representation to a 1◦× 1◦ hori-
zontal grid (corresponding to TL 255). In addition, the time
resolution is down-sampled to every 6 h for better compara-
bility with ERA-Interim. However, the vertical resolution is
not changed and is the same as in the original ERA5 reanal-
ysis. ERA5 1◦× 1◦ data are a computing-time-saving alter-
native to the full-resolution ERA5 data and are particularly
suited for three-dimensional, global, multi-annual CLaMS
simulations.

In the CLaMS model, potential temperature is used as
the vertical coordinate when the pressure is less than about
300 hPa, (i.e. in the upper troposphere and in the strato-
sphere); when the pressure is greater than about 300 hPa
(more accurately, for pressure p exceeding a reference level
of p/psurface = 0.3), a pressure-based orography-following
hybrid coordinate (in units of K) is used (Pommrich et al.,
2014). In potential temperature levels above about 300 hPa,
the vertical velocity (i.e. d2/ dt) is determined solely by
the total heating rate (Pommrich et al., 2014; Ploeger et al.,
2021). Total diabatic heating rates including clear-sky radia-
tive heating, cloud radiation, latent heat release, and turbulent
and diffusive heat transport for the upper troposphere and
stratosphere are deduced from ECMWF reanalyses. How-
ever, in the first layers below the reference level, the vertical
coordinate is also still close to diabatic as the transition from

potential temperature to an orography-following vertical co-
ordinate occurs rather slowly (e.g. Pommrich et al., 2014).
Therefore, the vertical velocity includes information on con-
vective transport as resolved in the reanalysis vertical wind
and total diabatic heating rate (see Pommrich et al., 2014).

Trajectories are considered to end in the model boundary
layer, referred to as model BL, when they are located for
the first time below about 2–3 km above the surface consid-
ering orography (i.e. the vertical hybrid pressure–potential–
temperature coordinate (ζ ) fulfils ζ ≤ 120 K) (for details, see
e.g. Vogel et al., 2015, 2019).

The upward transport and convection in CLaMS (in both
trajectory calculations and three-dimensional simulations)
depend on the employed reanalysis data (ERA-Interim,
ERA5, ERA5 1◦×1◦), which differ strongly in the represen-
tation of convection (e.g. Hoffmann et al., 2019; Li et al.,
2020; Clemens et al., 2023). The differences between ERA5
and ERA-Interim are attributed to, among other issues, the
better spatial and temporal resolutions of the ERA5 reanal-
ysis, which allow for a better representation of convective
updrafts. Therefore, in ERA-Interim, convection over Asia
is underestimated compared to ERA5. In our study, no addi-
tional parameterisation for convection is used for the CLaMS
simulations; only the convection already included in the re-
analysis is considered.

3.2 Method for CO2 reconstruction

Vogel et al. (2023) demonstrated that high-resolution CO2
profiles measured in situ during the StratoClim campaign
in summer 2017 reflect the seasonal variability of CO2 at
ground level. In addition, CO2 is chemically inert in the tro-
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posphere and stratosphere and can be used as an age tracer
considering time periods of several months (e.g. Boering
et al., 1996; Andrews et al., 2001; Ray et al., 2022). There-
fore a reasonable reconstruction of vertical CO2 was con-
ducted successfully using CLaMS back trajectories driven
by ERA5 reanalysis using ground-based CO2 measurements
(Vogel et al., 2023). Following the approach by Vogel et al.
(2023), here, we apply the same method for CO2 reconstruc-
tion; however, the differences between ERA5 compared to
ERA-Interim and ERA5 1◦×1◦ will be analysed to infer pos-
sible differences in the transport of air masses between the
three data sets.

The method for CO2 reconstruction used in Vogel et al.
(2023) is briefly summarised hereafter. CO2 mixing ratios
from ground-based observations on the Indian subcontinent
(Fig. 2) measured during the time when the CLaMS back
trajectories reach the model BL are used for CO2 reconstruc-
tion. For that purpose, different CO2 ground-based observa-
tions (all shown in Fig. 3) available on different timescales
(monthly, weekly or daily) were interpolated in time on a
common daily grid to get a CO2 mixing ratio for every day
from each used measurement site for the CO2 reconstruction.
These calculated CO2 mixing ratios define CO2 in the model
boundary layer and are transported passively along the trajec-
tory to the location and time of the Geophysica flight path;
i.e. CO2 is treated as chemically inert over the time of the
back trajectory calculation.

As a second step, a regional mask was developed where
CO2 is prescribed in the model BL depending on different
geographical regions (see Fig. 3). In each of these geograph-
ical regions, referred to as the BL region, CO2 is prescribed
using one specific measurement site; e.g. trajectories ending
in the BL region marked in green and dark red (roughly the
Indian subcontinent and Tibetan Plateau) are prescribed us-
ing ground-based measurements from Nainital, and the BL
region marked in yellow (roughly Bangladesh) is prescribed
using ground-based measurements from Comilla. Unfortu-
nately the coverage of ground-based measurements of CO2
over the Indian subcontinent in 2016 to 2017 is sparse; there-
fore, only data from Nainital and Comilla are available. Ad-
ditional CO2 ground-based time series from other geograph-
ical regions influencing the Geophysica measurements pro-
vided by measurement sites for greenhouse gases in Mount
Waliguan (WLG, China), Bukit Kototabang (BKT, Indone-
sia), Mauna Loa (MLO, Hawaii) and Samoa (SMO, Cape
Matatula) are used for CO2 reconstruction (more details
about the used ground-based observations can be found in
Vogel et al., 2023).

Ground-based CO2 values (provided by the World Data
Centre for Greenhouse Gases (WDCGG), https://gaw.kishou.
go.jp) measured in Mouna Loa (Hawaii) and in Cape Matat-
ula (Samoa) (Thoning et al., 2021), as well as their average
(dash-dotted black line), are also shown in Fig. 2 as a refer-
ence for the tropical background (e.g. Boering et al., 1996;
Andrews et al., 1999). The comparison of the different sea-

Figure 2. Temporal variability of ground-based CO2. The variabil-
ity of ground-based CO2 is shown at Nainital and Comilla (for ge-
ographical positions, see Fig. 1). In addition, the seasonal variabil-
ity of CO2 over the northern Indian subcontinent (mean value be-
tween 20–30◦ N and 75–95◦ E) at the lowest model level (975 hPa)
of the GOSAT-L4B product for comparison to ground-based CO2
measurements is shown. Further, ground-based CO2 measured in
Mouna Loa (Hawaii) and in Cape Matatula (Samoa), as well as
their averages (dash-dotted black line) as reference for the tropi-
cal background, are given. The pre-monsoon period (March–May)
when a seasonal CO2 maximum is expected is highlighted (light
grey), along with the period of the StratoClim aircraft campaign
during monsoon 2017 (dark grey).

sonal cycles of the ground-based CO2 measurements demon-
strates that the seasonal CO2 maximum over the Indian sub-
continent during pre-monsoon is much larger than the CO2
maximum of ground-based CO2 of the tropical background.

The definitions of the different model boundary layer re-
gions are adjusted according to the available measurement
sites. Case studies with different regional masks defining the
model boundary layer regions were performed, and the re-
gional mask was developed according to the best agreement
of reconstructed and measured vertical CO2 profiles. Further,
the local air mass transport influencing Nainital is taken into
account, as explained in Vogel et al. (2023).

The seasonal variability of CO2 over the northern Indian
subcontinent (mean value between 20–30◦ N and 75–95◦ E)
at the lowest model level, 975 hPa, of the GOSAT-L4B prod-
uct (Matsunaga and Maksyutov, 2018) is shown in Fig. 2
for comparison to ground-based CO2 measurements. The
GOSAT-L4B product is a model simulation using CO2 sur-
face fluxes inferred from column-averaged satellite measure-
ments (Maksyutov et al., 2013). The lowest model level of
GOSAT-L4B is closest to the inferred CO2 surface fluxes and
is not strongly influenced by the tracer transport of the un-
derlying transport model. GOSAT-L4B CO2 over the north-
ern Indian subcontinent has the same seasonality as ground-
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Figure 3. Regional mask for CO2 reconstruction using CO2 ground-based measurements at different sites in Asia and the Pacific. In each
model boundary layer (BL) region (marked by different colours), CO2 is prescribed from one specific measurement site: the tropical Southern
Hemisphere (tSH) by Samoa (SMO), the Indian subcontinent (India) by Nainital (NTL), Bangladesh (BGD) by Comilla (CLA), the Tibetan
Plateau (TIB) by Nainital (NTL), the marine Northern Hemisphere (mNH) by Mauna Loa (MLO), the continental Northern Hemisphere
(cNH) by Mount Waliguan (WLG) and the Warm Pool region (Wpool) by Bukit Kototabang (BKT) (figure adapted from Vogel et al. (2023)).

based CO2 over Nainital; however, the minimum and maxi-
mum values differ strongly, highlighting the need for ground-
based CO2 measurements over the Indian subcontinent in ad-
dition to satellite-based estimation of CO2 surface fluxes (a
more detailed discussion can be found in Vogel et al., 2023).

3.3 Mean age of air from three-dimensional CLaMS
simulations

Trajectory-based transport times are compared to the mean
age of air from global three-dimensional CLaMS chemistry
transport model simulations performed over a time period of
several decades to consider, in addition, the transport time of
aged air, which is not considered in our back trajectory cal-
culations ending on 1 June 2016. Global three-dimensional
CLaMS simulations are based on three-dimensional forward
trajectories and a parameterisation of small-scale mixing de-
pending on the shear in the large-scale flow (e.g. Pomm-
rich et al., 2014). The model simulations are driven with ei-
ther ERA5 1◦× 1◦ or ERA-Interim reanalysis winds and di-
abatic heating rates, as described in more detail by Ploeger
et al. (2021). Similarly to that for the CLaMS trajectory
calculations, convection resolved in the reanalysis vertical
winds and total diabatic heating rates are used for the three-
dimensional CLaMS simulation (see Sect. 3.1). Apart from
small-scale mixing, the vertical transport in CLaMS trajec-
tory calculations and in the three-dimensional CLaMS simu-
lations is treated in the same way.

Ploeger et al. (2021) performed global three-dimensional
CLaMS simulations to calculate the age spectrum of the air
and the distribution of transit times through the stratosphere
at each location in the stratosphere based on chemically inert
pulse tracers. In our study, the globally calculated mean age
of air by Ploeger et al. (2021) is interpolated along all Geo-
physica flights paths (F01–F08). Thus, a direct comparison

to the trajectory-based transport time is possible. In Ploeger
et al. (2021), 60 different tracer pulses are released at the
tropical surface (30◦ S–30◦ N), more specifically by a mixing
ratio boundary condition in the lowest model layer. The cho-
sen pulse frequency of 2 months allows a 2-month resolution
of the age spectrum along the transit time axis for 10 years of
transit time (more details in Ploeger et al., 2021). The mean
age of air is calculated in three different ways to enable an as-
sessment of the uncertainties arising from the method. First,
the mean age is calculated as the first moment (mean) of the
age spectrum. Second, this age-spectrum-based mean age is
corrected for its finite tail (truncated to 10 years) by apply-
ing an exponential correction fit. Third, the mean age is also
calculated from a clock tracer with a linear increase in the
entire lowest model layer. Due to the methodological differ-
ences, the age-spectrum-based mean age is expected to yield
the youngest estimate, the spectrum-based mean age includ-
ing the tail correction yields the oldest estimate, and the clock
tracer mean age values lie in between. The range between
these three different mean age estimates can be interpreted
as an estimate for methodological uncertainties arising from
the mean age calculation. Compared to the trajectory-based
transport times, all three mean age estimates are expected
to result in higher values as they include the effects of mix-
ing and recirculation of old stratospheric air into the tropics,
which is absent in the pure trajectory calculations ending on
1 June 2016.

4 Results

CLaMS diabatic backward trajectories driven by three data
sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦) were started
along all Geophysica flight tracks (F01–F08) to infer a
trajectory-based transport time from the location of the
measurement back to the time when the back trajectory
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Figure 4. Mean fraction of air from the model BL (a) and the
trajectory-based mean transport time (b) as calculated from all
backward trajectories started along the Geophysica flight tracks av-
eraged as the median in 2 K intervals and accumulated back to the
start times of the monsoon of 2017 (1 June 2017, dotted lines) and
the monsoon of 2016 (1 June 2016, solid lines). The trajectory cal-
culations are driven by three data sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and
ERA5 1◦× 1◦) indicated by different colours. The differences (1)
between ERA-Interim and ERA5 (red) as well as between ERA-
Interim and ERA5 1◦× 1◦ (grey) are shown in the right panels.

reached the model BL. The trajectories are calculated back to
1 June 2016 and are analysed within different time periods to
identify the source regions at the model BL depending on the
season (see Table 1). However, most back trajectories reach
the model BL much later than 1 June 2017, which implies
that air parcels probed during the Geophysica flights were
released at the model BL much later than 1 June 2017; e.g.
64 % (63 %) of all air parcels are from the monsoon season
of 2017 using ERA5 (ERA-Interim) reanalysis.

The higher the sampled air parcels are located, the longer
their simulated trajectory-based transport times are, which
is to be expected. However, there is also a strong variabil-
ity of transport times between individual air parcels at the
same level of potential temperature, indicating mixing of air

masses of different transport times (or different ages) and of
different origins.

4.1 Transport times and mean age of air

The mean fraction of air from the model BL and the
trajectory-based mean transport time are calculated from all
backward trajectories started along the Geophysica flight
tracks depending on flight height. Figure 4 shows the
trajectory-based mean transport time (averaged as the me-
dian in 2 K intervals) and the mean fraction of air from the
model BL depending on potential temperature and accumu-
lated back to the start times of the monsoon of 2017 and the
monsoon of 2016 using the three data sets. To calculate the
trajectory-based mean transport time, only the fraction of tra-
jectories from the model BL is considered; thus, older air
masses are neglected at first approximation.

All simulations show that considering a trajectory length
back to the start time of the monsoon of 2017 yields a bound-
ary layer fraction between 80 % and 100 % below 370 K;
above 370 K, the boundary layer fraction decreases rapidly
and reaches 0 % around 420 K (Fig. 4a). The transition at
∼ 370 K corresponds to the crossover level near 364 K found
in the Asian summer monsoon of 2017 by Legras and Bucci
(2020). The crossover level marks the separation between de-
scending and ascending motion and thus confirms that con-
vection as represented in the reanalysis data is included in
CLaMS backward trajectories. Our results show that a tra-
jectory length of about 2 months is too short for a compre-
hensive simulation of the chemical composition of the Asian
monsoon anticyclone because only very young air masses are
considered.

Using a trajectory length back to the start time of the mon-
soon of 2016 (≈ 10–14 months), a boundary layer fraction of
almost 100 % is reached up to 410 K. Above, the boundary
layer fraction is slowly decreased and depends strongly on
the used ECMWF reanalysis (Fig. 4a) and implicates differ-
ent mean transport times at these altitudes (Fig. 4b).

Below 410 K, convection in ERA5 yields faster transport
times (up to ≈ 20 d) and higher model boundary layer (BL)
fractions than in ERA-Interim. On the other hand, above
420 K, air masses have faster transport times by up to 2
months (≈ 60 d) from the model BL to the UTLS in ERA-
Interim compared to ERA5, corresponding to a 20 % higher
fraction from the model BL. Transport times inferred from
ERA5 1◦× 1◦ trajectories have, in principle, a similar be-
haviour to transport times based on ERA5; however, the vari-
ability is somewhat different, caused by the different tempo-
ral and horizontal resolutions.

Considering, in addition, aged air (older than 1 June 2016),
the mean age of air from a three-dimensional CLaMS sim-
ulation (Sect. 3.3) interpolated along the flight tracks (and
averaged as the median in 2 K intervals) is compared to the
trajectory-based mean transport times calculated from pure
back trajectory calculations (Fig. 5). The mean age of air
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Table 1. Time periods and the trajectory-based age of air of the considered seasons on the Indian subcontinent. The analysis of CLaMS back
trajectories is performed back until the start time of each season. For each season, air parcels that were released at the model boundary layer
(BL) are analysed. The longest simulation time is back until 1 June 2016 (∼ 1 year). Air parcels that are located in the free atmosphere on
1 June 2016 are considered to be aged air.

Season Time period Start time Age of air

Monsoon 2017 June–September 2017 1 June 2017 ∼ 2 months
Pre-monsoon 2017 March–May 2017 1 March 2017 ∼ 2–5 months
Winter 2016–2017 December 2016–February 2017 1 Dec 2016 ∼ 5–8 months
Post-monsoon 2016 October–November 2016 1 Oct 2016 ∼ 8–10 months
Monsoon 2016 June–September 2016 1 June 2016 ∼ 10–14 months
Aged air Older than 1 June 2016 > 14 months

Figure 5. Trajectory-based mean transport time back to the mon-
soon of 2016 (same as in Fig. 4a) and the clock tracer mean age of
air inferred from three-dimensional CLaMS simulations, both av-
eraged as medians in 2 K intervals. The trajectory calculations are
driven by three data sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦).
The mean age of air is only available for three-dimensional CLaMS
simulations driven by ERA-Interim and ERA5 1◦× 1◦. The time
differences (1 time) between the clock tracer mean age of air and
the trajectory-based mean transport time are shown in the right
panel. Methodological differences in calculating the mean age of air
(Sect. 3.3) are indicated as shading (in light blue and light grey). The
left envelope represents the age-spectrum-based mean age, and the
right envelope represents the spectrum-based mean age including
the tail correction (below 400 K, the difference between the three
methods is minor and therefore not shown).

is only available for three-dimensional CLaMS simulations
driven by ERA-Interim and ERA5 1◦× 1◦. The trajectory-
based mean transport times of ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦

in the lower stratosphere are very similar, as shown in
Fig. 4b; therefore, we assume that the mean ages of air from
three-dimensional CLaMS simulations driven by ERA5 and
ERA5 1◦× 1◦ would also be similar.

N2O profiles measured during the StratoClim campaign
indicate strong mixing with older stratospheric air above
∼ 400 K (Fig. 6a; a more detailed discussion can be found in

(Vogel et al., 2023)). Halon-1211 (which has a shorter life-
time than N2O) measurements aboard Geophysica (see Fig. 2
in Adcock et al., 2021) indicate that, just below ∼ 400 K, a
minor impact of older air is found. This is in agreement with
the CLaMS backward trajectory calculations, which result in
a BL fraction of a few percent below 100 % at these levels
of potential temperature (Fig. 4a). Mixing with older strato-
spheric air above ∼ 400 K is evident in both the trajectory-
based mean transport time and the mean age of air inferred
from three-dimensional CLaMS simulations.

However, there is a strong difference between the used
ECMWF reanalyses, as already found in trajectory-based
mean transport times at potential temperatures higher than
410 K. ERA-Interim results in a mean age of about 2 years,
while using ERA5 1◦× 1◦ yields a mean age of more than
3 years at 470 K (Fig. 5). The differences from using ERA-
Interim and ERA5 1◦×1◦ are much larger than from method-
ological differences for calculating the mean age of air (the
clock tracer mean age, age-spectrum-based mean age and
spectrum-based mean age including the tail correction; see
Sect. 3.3).

Below 400 K potential temperature, there is a difference
between the trajectory-based mean transport time and the
mean age of air of ≈ 80 and ≈ 130 d using ERA-Interim or
ERA5 1◦×1◦, respectively. Moreover, trajectory-based trans-
port times are restricted to below about 1 year (1 June 2016),
which basically excludes the influence of downward trans-
port from the stratosphere. However, due to the calculation
of the mean value of the transport times of many single tra-
jectories, this statistical treatment represents mixing between
different air masses.

The three-dimensional CLaMS simulations (see Sect. 3.3)
used here to calculate the mean age of air also include pa-
rameterised small-scale mixing (dependent on the deforma-
tion rate in the large-scale flow), which causes an additional
ageing of air compared to the pure trajectory calculations
(e.g. Konopka et al., 2019). However, it is also the case that
differences in the treatment of the lower model boundary
could cause the difference between the trajectory-based mean
transport time and the mean age of air from global CLaMS
simulations below 400 K (see Fig. 5). The age of air tracer
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Figure 6. Airborne N2O measurements from the StratoClim campaign in Kathmandu (Nepal) during July and August 2017 (a). In addition,
the mean WMO tropopause using ERA5 (Hoffmann and Spang, 2022) and the lowest and highest tropopause (dashed grey lines) over
Kathmandu during the flight days are shown. Mean age versus N2O from Andrews et al. (2001) and Engel et al. (2002) adapted to the
year 2017 compared to clock tracer mean age of air derived from global three-dimensional CLaMS simulations driven by ERA-Interim and
and ERA5 1◦× 1◦ reanalysis (b). Only N2O measurements from the HAGAR instrument above 375 K potential temperature are shown.
Further, trajectory-based transport times using ERA5 and ERA-Interim (back to 1 June 2016) are added for potential temperature levels
between 375 and 400 K.

is released in the lowest model layer, whereas the trajectory-
based mean transport time is related to the top of the model
boundary layer (ζ=120 K ∼ 2–3 km above surface following
orography).

To validate the clock tracer mean age of air, as well as
trajectory-based transport times from CLAMS, we use N2O
measured by the HAGAR instrument during the StratoClim
research flights. We compute the mean age of air (0) from
measured N2O using 0 – N2O correlations by Andrews et al.
(2001) and Engel et al. (2002) based on aircraft and balloon
measurements. We use Eq. (3) by Andrews et al. (2001), de-
rived for N2O mixing ratios of the year 1997:

0 = 0.0566× (313−N2O[1997])− 0.000195

× (313−N2O[1997])2. (1)

This 0 – N2O correlation is adapted to N2O mixing ratios (in
ppb) for the year 2017 as follows:

N2O[1997] = N2O[2017]× (313/335). (2)

In addition, the mean age of air is calculated using a correla-
tion by Engel et al. (2002), which is based on measurements
from 1997 and 2000 and is also adapted to N2O mixing ratios
for the year 2017.

0 = 6.03− 0.0136×N2O[1997] + 8.5892× 10−5

×N2O[1997]2− 3.376968× 10−7
×N2O[1997]3 (3)

Figure 6b shows the 0 – N2O correlations (valid above
375 K) from Andrews et al. (2001) and Engel et al. (2002)
compared to the clock tracer mean age of air derived

from global three-dimensional CLaMS simulations driven
by ERA-Interim and ERA5 1◦× 1◦ reanalyses. In the Asian
monsoon region, the clock tracer mean age of air based
on ERA-Interim is lower than observation-based estimates,
while the mean age of air based on ERA5 1◦× 1◦ is some-
what older but a little closer to the observations. For N2O
larger than ∼ 310 ppb (between 380 and 410 K), the simu-
lated mean age of air for both ERA5 1◦×1◦ and ERA-Interim
is somewhat older than the observation-based mean age of
air, likely related to an underestimation of subgrid-scale con-
vective transport processes in the model (see Konopka et al.,
2019, and discussion above).

Measured N2O profiles indicate strong mixing with older
stratospheric air only above ∼ 400 K (Fig. 6a); therefore, we
can also compare trajectory-based transport times with the
observation-based mean age of air below 400 K. In Fig. 6b,
trajectory-based mean transport times (back to 1 June 2016)
for potential temperature levels between 375 and 400 K are
added. At these altitudes, a very good agreement between
the observation-based mean age of air and trajectory-based
transport times is found using both ERA-Interim and ERA5
to drive the trajectories. Therefore, CLaMS back trajectories
are very well suited to CO2 reconstruction, in particular be-
low 400 K (Sect. 4.4). The CLaMS mean age of air above
400 K will be further used for comparison to observation-
based mean ages from HFC-125 and C2F6, which are used
to derive ascent rates (Sect. 4.3) .
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4.2 Air mass origin and its vertical propagation

For a better source attribution of the StratoClim aircraft mea-
surements, it is important to identify the source regions at
the model BL. During the monsoon of 2017, most air parcels
were released in the northern part of the Indian subcontinent,
the Tibetan Plateau, the Bay of Bengal and eastern China
(Fig. 7); however, the details differ between the three data
sets. Using ERA-Interim, in general, more marine sources
are found in the western Pacific compared to ERA5 for the
monsoon of 2017. A cluster of air parcels at the model BL
is found over the western Pacific, caused by typhoon ac-
tivity at ∼ 20◦ N and 125◦ E influencing research flight F08
(Fig. A1) using ERA5 reanalysis (for details, see (Stroh and
StratoClim-Team, 2023)), whereas this typhoon signature is
not found using ERA-Interim and is only very weakly rep-
resented in ERA5 1◦× 1◦. Due to the better representation
of convection, a slightly higher fraction of air is transported
during the monsoon of 2017 from the model BL using ERA5
(64 %) compared to ERA-Interim (63 %) and ERA5 1◦× 1◦

(63 %). The frequency distributions for each research flight
(F01–F08) for the monsoon of 2017 using ERA5 are shown
in Fig. A1 in the Appendix.

During pre-monsoon 2017 the origins are shifted towards
the tropics to the northern Inter-Tropical Convergence Zone
(ITCZ), e.g. over the Indian Ocean and the western Pa-
cific (see Fig. A2 in the Appendix). For winter 2016–2017,
the origins move further to the south to the southern Inter-
Tropical Convergence Zone (ITCZ), mostly over the Warm
Pool region, northern Australia and western Pacific. The
contributions from post-monsoon 2016 and the monsoon
of 2016 are minor. Differences between ERA5 and ERA-
Interim are obvious in terms of transport time; e.g. during
pre-monsoon 2017 and winter 2016–2017, 25 % of air is
from the model BL using ERA-Interim, and only 20 % is
from the model BL using ERA5. Thus, faster ERA-Interim
vertical velocities in the UTLS (as already shown in Fig. 4)
have an impact on the spatial distribution of the air mass ori-
gin in the model BL and yield differences between ERA-
Interim and ERA5. During pre-monsoon 2017, the highest
frequency distributions using ERA5 are found in the Bay of
Bengal, whereas in ERA-Interim, high fractions are found in
continental Asia, the Bay of Bengal and the tropical western
Pacific.

Due to the different vertical velocities in ERA-Interim,
ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦ (Fig. 4), the propagation of air
masses from different model BL regions into the lower
stratosphere varies in the region of the Asian monsoon. To
infer these differences, the regional mask (Fig. 3) introduced
in Sect. 3.2 is applied. Figure 8 shows the fraction of air from
the model BL, split into the BL regions (Fig. 3), as well as
the fractions of the free atmosphere using three data sets.
The fractions of air are accumulated back to starting times of
different seasons: monsoon 2017 (a), pre-monsoon 2017 (b),
winter 2016–2017 (c), post-monsoon 2016 (d) and monsoon

2016 (e). The longer the trajectories, the higher the contribu-
tions from the model BL and the lower the fractions from the
free atmosphere. The quality of the reconstruction of CO2
depends on the trajectory length; therefore, it is important to
know the contributions from the model BL in each altitude.
The trajectory length can be too short (and thus miss contri-
butions from the model BL) or too long (resulting in higher
uncertainties) (for a detailed discussion on this issue see Vo-
gel et al., 2023).

Below 380 K, in general, the contribution from continental
regions (Indian subcontinent, Bangladesh, Tibetan Plateau
and the continental Northern Hemisphere) are higher us-
ing ERA5 compared to ERA-Interim (Fig. 9). While using
ERA-Interim, higher contributions from the marine North-
ern Hemisphere and the Warm Pool region are found in these
levels of potential temperature. Between 380 and 420 K, the
contributions are vice versa, and more marine sources (ma-
rine Northern Hemisphere, Warm Pool region) are found us-
ing ERA5 compared to using ERA-Interim. In particular,
above 430 K, the impact of the tropical Southern Hemisphere
is much stronger in ERA-Interim compared to ERA5 (Fig. 9).

Using ERA5 1◦× 1◦ data to drive the CLaMS trajectories
yields comparable results using ERA5 reanalysis (Figs. 8 and
9), and differences between ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦ are, in
general, much lower than 10 percentage points in contrast to
differences between ERA5 and ERA-Interim (∼ 20 percent-
age points).

Using cloud top altitudes from geostationary satellites to
identify convection which occurred 30 d before the Strato-
Clim measurements, Bucci et al. (2020) (see Fig. 10 therein)
found that, up to an altitude of 17 km (∼ 400 K), convec-
tive sources contribute more than 95 % to the composition
of the air probed during all flights. However, they calcu-
late back trajectories only back to cloud top altitudes. Never-
theless, in CLaMS trajectories, only the convection inherent
in the ERA5 and ERA-Interim reanalyses is included, and
therefore, small scale convection could be underestimated.
Further, in Bucci et al. (2020), only very young air masses
(younger than 30 d) are considered; therefore, contributions
from pre-monsoon 2017 and winter 2016–2017 are not cov-
ered. A more detailed comparison between the approach used
in Bucci et al. (2020) and our analysis can be found else-
where (Stroh and StratoClim-Team, 2023).

4.3 Effective ascent rates and transport time distribution

From CLaMS trajectories, effective ascent rates are calcu-
lated as the difference in potential temperature along the
backward trajectories for a time interval of 1 and 20 d be-
fore the time of the aircraft measurements. The effective as-
cent rate is an integrated quantity, depends on time and is
not an instantaneous ascent rate at a specific location in the
atmosphere. The effective ascent rates are calculated for the
three data sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦; see
Fig. 10). Negative effective ascent rates reflect the descent
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Figure 7. Frequency distribution (number of trajectories normalised by the total number of trajectories started along the flight path) of the
locations where air parcels were traced back to the model BL. Trajectories driven by ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦ reanalysis
were started along the complete flight tracks (every 1 s) of all eight Geophysica research flights. The frequency distributions are shown for
the monsoon of 2017 (a zoom of Asia marked with a grey box is shown right beside). The frequency distribution is calculated in latitude–
longitude bins of 1.5◦× 2.0◦. The percentages indicate the fraction of air parcels released at the model BL within the monsoon of 2017. In
summary, using ERA5 (ERA-Interim), 90 % (93 %) of the air parcels were released at the model BL after 1 June 2016, and the other 10 %
(7 %) originated from aged air. The detailed pattern of the frequency distribution depends on the used reanalyses.

of air masses just before the flight, such as descending air
from the lower stratosphere mixing into the air of the Asian
monsoon anticyclone.

The effective ascent rates calculated over 24 h just before
the aircraft measurements (1 d) reflect the short-term evolu-
tion of the sampled air mass and can be impacted by recent
convective events (e.g. Fig. 10b at 390 K) or stratospheric in-
trusions, i.e. mixing with older stratospheric air (Fig. 10b at
∼ 415 and ∼ 435 K). Therefore, strong differences between

the three data sets are found (Fig. 10a–c). Less impact by
convection and stratospheric intrusions is found in ERA-
Interim and in ERA5 1◦× 1◦. Below 360 K, effective ascent
rates over 1 d up to ∼ 50 K d−1 in ERA5, up to ∼ 30 K d−1

in ERA5 1◦× 1◦ and only up to ∼ 20 K d−1 are found (not
shown here).

The mean effective ascent rates over 20 d (Fig. 10d–f) re-
flect a time-averaged ascent rate which is impacted by (ver-
tical and horizontal) mixing of air masses of different ori-
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Figure 8. The fraction of air from the model boundary layer (BL) and the free atmosphere. The fraction from the model BL and from the free
atmosphere is calculated from all backward trajectories started along the Geophysica flight tracks averaged in 2 K intervals and accumulated
back to the start times of different seasons (rows), namely monsoon 2017, pre-monsoon 2017, winter 2016–2017, post-monsoon 2016 and
monsoon 2016 (detailed start times are listed in Table 1) and for three data sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦; columns). The
fraction of air for monsoon 2016 (last row), referred to as the free atmosphere, corresponds to the fraction of aged air defined in Table 1. The
fraction of air from the model BL is divided in the different BL regions as shown in Fig. 3.
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Figure 9. The difference in the fraction of air from the model boundary layer (BL) between back trajectories driven by ERA5 and ERA-
Interim (a), as well as between back trajectories driven by ERA5 and ERA5 1◦×1◦ (b), depending on potential temperature. The difference
is accumulated back to monsoon 2016 (1 June 2016), and fractions are averaged in 4 K intervals in contrast to Fig. 8 (last row, where 2 K
intervals are used) to highlight the main impact of the BL sources (however, the values of percentage points depends on the used averaging
interval). The model boundary layer regions (Fig. 3) are summarised into three regions: continental (India, BGD, TIB, cNH) and marine
regions (mNH, Wpool), mainly from the Northern Hemisphere and the tropical Southern Hemisphere (tSH).

gins and ages. In general, the mean effective ascent rates
inferred from ERA-Interim are higher compared to ERA5
and ERA5 1◦× 1◦. To evaluate the mean effective ascent
rates calculated from CLaMS back trajectories, mean ascent
rates from air samples collected with the whole-air sampler
(WAS) of Utrecht University are estimated using measure-
ments of the long-lived trace gases HFC-125 and C2F6. Both
trace gases are chemically inert in the troposphere and strato-
sphere and have been demonstrated to be suitable to derive
observation-based mean age ages of air as both have very
long atmospheric lifetimes (HFC-125 > 800 years (Leed-
ham Elvidge et al., 2018) and C2F6 ≈ 10 000 years Worton
et al., 2007). As the concept of age of air inferred from mea-
surements only works in the stratosphere, a reference level of
390 K (corresponding to a mean age of 0 as determined via
polynomial fit functions; Fig. 11) is used.

The observation-based mean age of air based on HFC-
125 and C2F6 at 470 K is about ∼ 2–2.5 years (Fig. 11); the
clock tracer mean age of air inferred from three-dimensional
CLaMS simulations driven by ERA-Interim is younger than
2 years and ∼ 2–3 years using ERA5 1◦× 1◦ at this altitude
(Fig. 11). The observation-based mean age of air inferred
from HFC-125 and C2F6 is based on a reference level of
390 K, while the clock tracer mean age of air is based on
Earth’s surface. From trajectory-based transport times, a time
lag of about 2–3 months between Earth’s surface and 390 K
can be estimated. Taking this time lag into account, the mean
age of air driven by ERA-Interim is too young at this altitude,
whereas the mean age of air from ERA5 1◦×1◦ is somewhat
too old at 470 K. Further, the observation-based mean age of
air based on SF6 is compared to the observation-based mean
age of air based on HFC-125 and C2F6 (Fig. 11); however,
the observation-based mean age of air based on SF6 is about
half a year older at 470 K compared to HFC-125 and C2F6, as
caused by SF6 sources in Asia (Adcock et al., 2021). There-

fore, SF6 is a rather unsuitable chemical age tracer for the
Asian monsoon region.

The mean ascent rate for each air sample is simply de-
rived from dividing the potential temperature difference in
relation to the reference level of 390 K by the age of air de-
rived from the two tracers (Fig. 11). The mean age of air re-
flects an integrated three-dimensional transit time, impacted
by vertical and horizontal transport, as well as mixing pro-
cesses. These processes are likely to be increasingly influ-
ential the further away the air is from the 390 K reference
surface, with a clear tendency to increase the observation-
based mean age of air because of the horizontal transport
(in-mixing) of aged stratospheric air. In the trajectory-based
mean effective ascent for 20 d, vertical and horizontal trans-
port, as well as mixing processes, are included and therefore
comparable with observation-based ascent rates.

Between 390 and 430 K, there is a variability of the mean
effective ascent rates derived from HFC-125 and C2F6 from
0.2 up to 2.3 K d−1. Above 430 K, the observation-based as-
cent rate converges to ∼ 0.2 K d−1. Here, the mean effec-
tive ascent rate derived from ERA5 (as well as ERA5 1◦×
1◦) back trajectories over a time interval of 20 d (∼ 0.2–
0.3 K d−1) is in good agreement with observation-based
mean ascent rates derived from air samples collected by the
whole-air sampler. Mean effective ascent rates derived from
ERA-Interim back trajectories are much faster (≈ 0.5 K d−1)
above 430 K.

Our analysis agrees with previous studies that found con-
sistently that, in general, the vertical velocities in ERA-
Interim are too fast in the tropics (Dee et al., 2011; Ploeger
et al., 2012; Schoeberl et al., 2012). In addition, our findings
show that the mean effective ascent rates of ∼ 0.2–0.3 K d−1

derived from ERA5 in the region of the Asian monsoon
in the lower stratosphere (430–480 K) agree very well with
observation-based mean ascent rates derived from long-lived
trace gases.
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Figure 10. Effective ascent rates calculated as difference in potential temperature along backward trajectories driven by three data sets
(ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦×1◦) to the time of the StratoClim measurements for a time interval of 1 d (a–c) and 20 d (d–f) and their
mean values in 2 K intervals. The ascent rates are calculated for all trajectories calculated for research flights F01–F08. Negative effective
ascent rates reflect the descent of air masses.

We show that the ascent rates along CLaMS backward tra-
jectories depend on the used ECMWF reanalyses. However,
they further depend on the considered altitude range. Thus,
in general, ERA-Interim in the UTLS is faster than ERA5.
However, due to a better representation of convection, air
masses can be uplifted faster, as well as up to higher levels of
potential temperature, by convection when using the ERA5
reanalysis compared to ERA-Interim. These differences have
an impact on the frequency distribution of the transport time
of backward trajectories from the main convective outflow to
the sample region (referred to as transport time distribution)
at different levels of potential temperature using the three
data sets.

Transport time distributions with a time resolution of 5 and
10 d using the three data sets (Fig. 12) reflect the faster verti-
cal velocities found in the UTLS using ERA-Interim; thus,
the maximum peak of the age spectrum is, in general, at
shorter transport times compared to ERA5 and ERA5 1◦×1◦.
However, at lower potential temperatures, the impact of con-
vection, which is different in the used reanalyses, has to be
taken into account. Thus, the better representation of convec-
tion (visible in the two peaks at 380 K for a time resolution of
5 d; black line) and slower vertical velocities found in ERA5
in the UTLS can result in a spectrum peak at similar transit
times compared to the maximum peak at a coarser resolu-
tion of convection and with faster vertical velocities found

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 317–343, 2024 https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-317-2024



B. Vogel et al.: StratoClim 331

Figure 11. Observation-based mean age of air (a) and observation-based mean ascent rates above 390 K (b) derived from trace gas mea-
surements of air samples collected with the whole-air sampler (WAS) of Utrecht University during the eight StratoClim research flights over
the Indian subcontinent in summer 2017. Note that negative observation-based mean ages of air (<−0.1 year) found below 390 K are not
shown. In addition, the clock tracer mean age of air for each air sample is shown derived from global three-dimensional CLaMS simulations
driven by the ERA-Interim and ERA5 1◦× 1◦ reanalysis (b).

Figure 12. Normalised frequency distribution of the transport time from 360 K (≈ the level of maximum convective outflow) to the location
of the aircraft measurement along the CLaMS backward trajectories (referred to as transport time distribution) using the three data sets (ERA-
Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦×1◦). The transport time distribution is shown for different levels of potential temperature (for 2 K intervals) for
a time resolution of 5 d (top) and 10 d (bottom). In the legend, the transport time to the maximum peak for each level of potential temperature
is given.
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in ERA-Interim. Therefore, the maximum peaks for 390 and
400 K using ERA-Interim are at similar transport times.

4.4 Reconstruction of CO2 from airborne
measurements

Airborne CO2 measurements from the StratoClim cam-
paign in Kathmandu (Nepal) during July and August 2017
are shown in Fig. 13. Each air parcel is coloured by the
trajectory-based transport time from the model BL to the
time of measurements inferred by Lagrangian back trajectory
calculations driven by ERA-Interim (Fig. 13a). Trajectory-
based transport times increase with the altitude of sampled
air parcels (as already shown in Fig. 4). However, there is
also a strong variability of transport times between individ-
ual air parcels at the same level of potential temperature,
indicating the mixing of air masses with different transport
times or of different ages (Fig. 13a). Moreover, differences
in the transport times of individual air parcels are found us-
ing ERA5 instead of ERA-Interim (Fig. 13b) reanalyses. In
the stratosphere, ERA-Interim has the tendency to be faster
(shorter transport times) than ERA5 (bluish data points).
In the UTLS, certain air masses are found to experience
faster upward transport by convection using ERA5 rather
than ERA-Interim (reddish points).

In addition, differences in the tropopause height (in partic-
ular for the local minimum and maximum) exist using ERA5
and ERA-Interim. Hoffmann and Spang (2022) found that
the standard deviations in the tropical tropopause height are
≈ 30 %–50 % higher in ERA5 (TL 639, high-resolution ver-
sion) compared to ERA-Interim, mostly related to explicitly
resolved gravity waves in ERA5, which are absent in ERA-
Interim due to its coarser spatial resolution. Tegtmeier et al.
(2020) attributed tropopause shifts between ERA-Interim
and ERA5 to the higher vertical resolution of ERA5, hav-
ing 3 times more levels in the tropical tropopause than ERA-
Interim.

For a reliable reconstruction of measured vertical CO2
profiles over the entire altitude range, both accurate back tra-
jectory calculations and precise CO2 concentrations at the
ground are required. For the latter purpose, a regional mask
was developed where CO2 is prescribed in the model BL de-
pending on different BL regions (Fig. 3).

To reconstruct vertical profiles of trace gases in the region
of the Asian monsoon up to 410 K potential temperature, the
fraction of air from the model BL has to be ∼ 100 %; oth-
erwise, mixing with aged air has to be taken into account.
In Sect. 4.1, it was shown that, using a trajectory length
back to the start time of monsoon 2016 (≈ 10–14 months),
a boundary layer fraction of about 100 % was reached up to
410 K. Above 410 K, mixing with older air masses succes-
sively occurred, and the fraction from the model BL rapidly
decreased.

Figure 14a–c shows reconstructed CO2 using three data
sets for back trajectory calculations until 1 June 2016, ne-

glecting the contributions from the free atmosphere (aged
air). The comparison with measured in situ CO2 profiles
shows a good overall agreement from the model BL up to
∼ 410 K for ERA5 trajectories. A reconstruction using ERA-
Interim shows a stronger dispersion between 390 and 420 K
because, here, ERA-Interim vertical velocities are faster than
ERA5. Further, below 370 K, the measured variability of
CO2 caused by convection (low CO2 at ≈ 360 K) is better
reproduced using ERA5 due to the better representation of
convection. A CO2 reconstruction using trajectories driven
by ERA5 1◦× 1◦ is somewhere between ERA-Interim and
ERA5.

Above ∼ 410 K, aged air has to be taken into account,
as discussed in Sect. 4.1. Figure 14d–f shows reconstructed
CO2 but using, in addition, GOSAT-L4B CO2 data for the
fraction of aged air. For back trajectories ending in the free
atmosphere, CO2 is reconstructed from GOSAT-L4B data
that provide CO2 values up to 10 hPa (for details, see Vo-
gel et al., 2023). Here, for each 1 K interval, the median of
all air parcels considering the fractions from both the model
BL and the aged air is calculated. This approach allows the
mixing of air at the top of the Asian monsoon anticyclone
between air from the boundary layer and air from the (strato-
spheric) background to be considered.

Caused by too-fast vertical velocity in the UTLS in ERA-
Interim (according to effective ascent rates inferred from
whole-air sampler measurements), higher CO2 from the
model BL is found in the lower stratosphere. Even including
the contribution of aged air from GOSAT-L4B data yields
slightly higher reconstructed CO2 above 420 K using ERA-
Interim compared to the measurements. Using ERA5 and
ERA5 1◦×1◦ yields slightly lower reconstructed CO2 above
420 K. However, above 410 K, the quality of the GOSAT-
L4B also needs to be taken into account for an assessment of
the quality of CO2 reconstruction. GOSAT-L4B data depend
on CO2 fluxes at the Earth’s surface (GOSAT-L4A data), on
model resolution and on vertical transport in the used atmo-
spheric transport model, which could have a too-fast trans-
port in the lower stratosphere, similarly to ERA-Interim.

In summary, there are differences in CO2 reconstruction
using the three data sets, whereby the statistical variability
of the CO2 reconstruction is in the range of the measure-
ments. A CO2 reconstruction using ERA5 agrees best with
the measured vertical CO2 profile up to 410 K, although there
is only a slight difference when using ERA-Interim reanaly-
sis. It should be noted that the used CO2 reconstruction tech-
nique has limitations because of the very low number of sites
measuring ground-based CO2 over the Indian subcontinent
in 2016–2017. The UTLS is a very sensitive region with re-
gard to the interplay between deep convection and vertical
velocities in the lower stratosphere influencing the vertical
transport of CO2 and thus the CO2 reconstruction using tra-
jectory calculations.
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Figure 13. Airborne CO2 measurements from the StratoClim campaign in Kathmandu (Nepal) during July and August 2017. Each air parcel
is coloured by the trajectory-based transport time from the model boundary layer (BL) in relation to the time of measurements inferred by
Lagrangian back trajectory calculations driven by ERA-Interim (a). Air parcels located in the model BL are not shown. Aged air (air located
in the free atmosphere on 1 June 2016) is marked in black. Further, the differences in the trajectory-based transport time between ERA-Interim
and ERA5 (b) are shown from back trajectories reaching the model BL. In addition, the mean WMO tropopause (Hoffmann and Spang, 2022)
and the lowest and highest tropopause (dashed grey lines) over Kathmandu during the aircraft campaign (27 July–10 August 2017) are added
using ERA-Interim (a) and ERA5 (b) reanalysis.

5 Conclusions

It was reported previously that, because of a better spatial
and temporal resolution, the ERA5 reanalysis yields a bet-
ter representation of convection than the predecessor, ERA-
Interim (e.g. Hoffmann et al., 2019; Li et al., 2020; Legras
and Bucci, 2020; Malakar et al., 2020). Further, it was shown
that the vertical transport in ERA-Interim is too fast in the
tropical UTLS (Dee et al., 2011; Ploeger et al., 2012; Schoe-
berl et al., 2012; Tegtmeier and Krüger, 2022). At higher
northern-hemispheric stratospheric levels above the tropi-
cal tropopause layer, it was reported that ERA5 transport is
likely too slow (Ploeger et al., 2021). In general, our find-
ings confirm these results; however, in our study, we focus in
detail on the Asian summer monsoon region.

Differences in the transport of air in the region of the
Asian summer monsoon of 2017 were inferred using the
Chemical Lagrangian Model of the Stratosphere (CLaMS)
driven by three data sets, namely two ECMWF reanal-
yses with different resolutions (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and
ERA5 1◦×1◦). The model results were assessed using unique
airborne measurements up to ∼ 20 km (∼ 475 K) during the
Asian summer monsoon of 2017, conducted with the Geo-
physica aircraft during the StratoClim campaign in Nepal
(Stroh and StratoClim-Team, 2023). CLaMS diabatic back-
ward trajectories were calculated for all Geophysica research

flights (F01–F08) performed over the Indian subcontinent.
Trajectory-based transport times, the origin of air at the
Earth’s surface, mean effective ascent rates, transport time
distributions and the mean age of air from three-dimensional
CLaMS simulations were compared using the three data sets.

Below 410 K, convection as represented in ERA5 yields
faster trajectory-based upward transport (up to ≈ 20 d) than
ERA-Interim. On the other hand, air masses above 420 K
show trajectory-based transport times that are up to 2 months
(≈ 60 d) shorter from the model BL to the UTLS in ERA-
Interim compared to ERA5. A better representation of con-
vection and slower vertical velocities above the convection
found in ERA5 can yield similar transport times up to the
UTLS (∼ 380–390 K) compared to a coarser resolution of
convection and faster vertical velocities as found in ERA-
Interim. Therefore, the frequency distribution of the trans-
port time from the level of maximum convective outflow
(∼ 360 K) to different levels of the aircraft measurement
based on back trajectories (denoted as transport time distri-
bution) are very sensitive to the three data sets.

Below 380 K, contributions from continental regions (In-
dian subcontinent, Bangladesh, Tibetan Plateau and the
continental Northern Hemisphere) to air masses along the
flight paths of all eight local research flights (F01–F08)
are higher using ERA5 compared to ERA-Interim, while in
ERA-Interim, higher contributions from the marine Northern
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Figure 14. Reconstructed CO2 using back trajectory calculations until 1 June 2016 driven by three data sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and
ERA5 1◦×1◦) compared to HAGAR CO2 airborne measurements. Reconstructed CO2 is shown using the regional mask shown in Fig. 3 for
the fraction of trajectories ending in the model BL driven by the three data sets (a–c). Reconstructed CO2 is shown as the median calculated
from all trajectories until 1 June 2016 in 1 K intervals for research flights F01–F08. Reconstructed CO2 is shown using, in addition, GOSAT-
L4B CO2 data for the fraction of trajectories ending in the free atmosphere, mainly from stratospheric background (d–f). Bars indicate the
range between the 25th and 75th percentiles.

Hemisphere and the Warm Pool region are found. Although
using ERA-Interim for back trajectory calculations generally
allows for more marine sources at these altitudes to be iden-
tified, the signal from typhoon activity in the western Pacific
(in particular during research flight F08 on 10 August 2017)
is not visible when using ERA-Interim. Above 380 K, it is the
other way round, and more marine sources are found using
ERA5, and a stronger impact of the tropical Southern Hemi-
sphere is found using ERA-Interim.

Above 430 K, the mean effective ascent rates derived from
ERA5 back trajectories over a time interval of 20 d (≈ 0.2–
0.3 K d−1) are in good agreement with the observation-based
mean ascent rates inferred from long-lived trace gases such
as C2F6 and HFC-125 derived from air samples collected
by the whole-air sampler aboard Geophysica. Mean effec-
tive ascent rates derived from ERA-Interim back trajectories

are much faster (≈ 0.5 K d−1) than observation-based mean
ascent rates at these altitudes. Caused by the difference in
the mean effective ascent rates when using two ECMWF re-
analyses, a different mean age of air is calculated at higher
altitudes. At 470 K, a mean age of air of younger than 2 years
is calculated using three-dimensional CLaMS simulations
driven by ERA-Interim, while using ERA5 1◦× 1◦ results
in a mean age between 2 and 3 years being calculated (a
three-dimensional CLaMS simulation driven by ERA5 is not
yet available). At these altitudes, the observation-based age
of air from C2F6 and HFC-125 is up to ∼ 2–2.5 years. In
the monsoon region, above 430 K, the mean age of air us-
ing the ERA-Interim mean age is, in general, too young,
while ERA5 1◦× 1◦ is somewhat too old but closer to the
observation-based age of air derived from N2O compared to
using ERA-Interim. Thus uncertainties regarding the correct
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simulation of the mean age of air in the lower stratosphere
(430–480 K) still remain.

Trajectory-based transport times inferred from ERA5 1◦×
1◦ trajectories have, in principle, a similar behaviour com-
pared to the times obtained using ERA5; however, the vari-
ability is somewhat different, caused by the reduced tempo-
ral and horizontal resolutions in ERA5 1◦× 1◦. Details in
simulated transport, e.g. air mass origin, impact of tropical
cyclones, transport time distribution and the vertical disper-
sion, are different when employing ERA5 and ERA5 1◦×1◦.
For long-term simulations over several years or decades,
ERA5 1◦× 1◦ appears to be an acceptable (computing-time-
saving) data set; however, for detailed transport calculations
in the Asian monsoon region (e.g. analysing aircraft or bal-
loon measurements), the full-resolution ERA5 reanalysis re-
solves more small-scale features and variability.

Further, high-resolution CO2 profiles measured aboard
Geophysica were reconstructed using ground-based mea-
surements of CO2 mainly from Nainital (northern India)
from Lagrangian model simulations using three data sets
(ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦), leading to an im-
proved understanding of the vertical structure of CO2 in the
monsoon region. A reliable reconstruction (simulation) of
vertical CO2 profiles during the Asian monsoon is a chal-
lenge for model simulations because the seasonal variabil-
ity of CO2 at the ground, mixing with aged stratospheric air
and the vertical velocities (including convection and verti-
cal ascent caused by diabatic heating in the UTLS) have to
be simulated accurately. Our analysis shows that, by using
the ERA5 reanalysis for CO2 reconstruction, a slightly bet-
ter agreement with high-resolution in situ aircraft CO2 mea-
surements is obtained compared to using ERA-Interim. How-
ever, at higher altitudes (above 410 K), uncertainties remain
in the used reconstruction approach, mainly caused by the
limitations of the GOSAT-L4B CO2 data used for character-
ising aged stratospheric air, demonstrating the need for better
global CO2 simulations. Further, a sufficiently dense cover-
age of continuous quality-controlled ground-based monitor-
ing of CO2 over the Indian subcontinent is a prerequisite for
a reliable simulation of vertical CO2 profiles in the region of
the Asian summer monsoon.

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-317-2024 Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 317–343, 2024



336 B. Vogel et al.: StratoClim

Appendix A: Air mass origin and trajectory-based
transport time

Figure A1. Frequency distribution (fd) of the air mass origins at the model boundary layer (BL) for each research flight (F01–F08) using
ERA5 reanalysis for the monsoon season of 2017.
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Figure A2. Frequency distribution (fd) of the air mass origins at the model boundary layer (BL), similarly to Fig. 7 but for pre-monsoon 2017,
winter 2016–2017, post-monsoon 2016 and monsoon 2016. The percentages indicate the fraction of air parcels released at the model BL
within a certain season. The detailed patterns of the frequency distribution depend strongly on the considered season, as well as on used three
data sets (ERA-Interim, ERA5 and ERA5 1◦× 1◦).
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Figure A3. Airborne CO2 measurements from the StratoClim campaign in Kathmandu (Nepal) and trajectory-based transport time for each
research flight (F01–F08) using ERA5 reanalysis (similarly to Fig. 13 but for single flights). Each air parcel is coloured by the trajectory-
based transport time from the model boundary layer (BL) to the time of measurements. Air parcels located in the model BL are not shown.
Aged air (air located in the free atmosphere on 1 June 2016) is marked in black. In addition, the mean WMO tropopause (Hoffmann and
Spang, 2022) and the lowest and highest tropopause (grey dashed lines) over Kathmandu on the day of the measurement are shown inferred
from ERA5.

Code and data availability. The StratoClim data can be down-
loaded from the HALO database at https://halo-db.pa.op.dlr.de/
mission/101 (Deutsches Zentrum für Luft- und Raumfahrt, HALO
Database, 2024). For more details on the measurements, please
contact C. Michael Volk (m.volk@uni-wuppertal.de) for HAGAR
N2O and CO2 and Johannes Laube (j.laube@fz-juelich.de) for
C2F6 and HFC-125 whole-air sampler measurements. Ground-
based CO2 from Nainital and Comilla were provided by the Na-
tional Institute for Environmental Research (NIES), available un-
der https://doi.org/10.17595/20220301.002 (Terao et al., 2022a)
and https://doi.org/10.17595/20220301.001 (Terao et al., 2022b).
Ground-based CO2 measurements from other sites can be down-
loaded from the World Data Centre for Greenhouse Gases (WD-
CGG) (https://gaw.kishou.go.jp, World Data Centre for Green-
house Gases, 2022) and GOSAT-L4B CO2 data under https://data2.
gosat.nies.go.jp/index_en.html (GOSAT Data Archive Service,
2022). The ERA-Interim and ERA5 tropopause data are available
under https://doi.org/10.26165/JUELICH-DATA/UBNGI2, (Hoff-
mann and Spang, 2021).

The CLaMS trajectory code is available on a GitLab server at https:
//jugit.fz-juelich.de/clams/CLaMS (Müller et al., 2024).
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profiles. JL was responsible for the observation-based mean age
and ascent rates, and FP was responsible for the age of air from
three-dimensional CLaMS simulations. LH provided tropopause al-
titudes. FP, GG, JC, JG and LH helped with provisioning of the
ECMWF reanalyses. CLaMS trajectory calculations and CO2 re-
constructions were performed by BV. The study was conceived by
BV, CMV and RM, and the results were discussed by all the co-
authors. The paper was written by BV with contributions from all
the co-authors.

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 317–343, 2024 https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-317-2024

https://halo-db.pa.op.dlr.de/mission/101
https://halo-db.pa.op.dlr.de/mission/101
https://doi.org/10.17595/20220301.002
https://doi.org/10.17595/20220301.001
https://gaw.kishou.go.jp
https://data2.gosat.nies.go.jp/index_en.html
https://data2.gosat.nies.go.jp/index_en.html
https://doi.org/10.26165/JUELICH-DATA/UBNGI2
https://jugit.fz-juelich.de/clams/CLaMS
https://jugit.fz-juelich.de/clams/CLaMS


B. Vogel et al.: StratoClim 339

Competing interests. At least one of the (co-)authors is a mem-
ber of the editorial board of Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics.
The peer-review process was guided by an independent editor, and
the authors also have no other competing interests to declare.

Disclaimer. Publisher’s note: Copernicus Publications remains
neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims made in the text, pub-
lished maps, institutional affiliations, or any other geographical rep-
resentation in this paper. While Copernicus Publications makes ev-
ery effort to include appropriate place names, the final responsibility
lies with the authors.

Special issue statement. This article is part of the special issue
“StratoClim stratospheric and upper tropospheric processes for bet-
ter climate predictions (ACP/AMT inter-journal SI)”. It is not asso-
ciated with a conference.

Acknowledgements. The authors are indebted to many local in-
stitutions, authorities and individuals for making the StratoClim air-
craft field campaign a success. We are especially grateful to the
Nepalese, Indian and Bangladeshi authorities for granting clear-
ances, as well as the Kathmandu airport authorities for their lo-
cal support. Strong support by several local science partners is
highly appreciated. We thank the Geophysica aircraft crews and
pilots. The European Commission has granted and funded the
StratoClim project within Framework Programme 7, grant agree-
ment no. 603557. The HAGAR operations and data analysis were
supported by Thorben Beckert from University Wuppertal and
were partly funded by the German Helmholtz Association within
the Helmholtz-CAS Joint Research Group No. 307. The Naini-
tal and Comilla measurements were performed by Manish Naja
from the Aryabhatta Research Institute of Observational Sciences;
M. Kawser Ahmed from the University of Dhaka; and Shohei No-
mura, Toshinobu Machida and Motoki Sasakawa Hitoshi Mukai
from NIES and were supported by the Environment Research and
Technology Development Fund (grant nos. JPMEERF20152002,
20182002 and 21S20800) of the Environmental Restoration and
Conservation Agency of Japan. Further, the authors gratefully ac-
knowledge the World Data Centre for Greenhouse Gases (WD-
CGG) for providing CO2 ground-based measurements; in partic-
ular, we thank Yong Zhang from the China Meteorological Admin-
istration, Beijing, China, and Kirk Thoning, Pieter Tans, Ed Dlugo-
kencky and Xin Lan from the Earth System Research Laboratory
(NOAA), Boulder, US. Further, we would like to thank the Japan
Aerospace Exploration Agency (JAXA), the National Institute for
Environmental Studies (NIES) and the Ministry of the Environment
(MOE) for providing the GOSAT L4B data product; in particu-
lar, we thank Shamil Maksyutov. We thank the European Centre
for Medium-Range Weather Forecasts (ECMWF) for providing the
ERA-Interim and the ERA5 reanalyses and the Jülich Supercom-
puting Centre (JSC; Research Centre Jülich, Germany) for the com-
puting time on the supercomputer JUWELS (project CLaMS-ESM)
and for the storage resources on the meteocloud data archive. JCL
received funding from the European Research Council (ERC) under
the grant agreement no. 678904. Finally, we acknowledge our col-
leagues from IEK-7 (Research Centre Jülich), Mohamadou Diallo,

Paul Konopka, Nicole Spelten and Nicole Thomas, for the support
and discussions.

Financial support. The article processing charges for this open-
access publication were covered by the Forschungszentrum Jülich.

Review statement. This paper was edited by Bernd Funke and
reviewed by Bernard Legras and one anonymous referee.

References

Adcock, K. E., Fraser, P. J., Hall, B. D., Langenfelds, R. L., Lee,
G., Montzka, S. A., Oram, D. E., Röckmann, T., Stroh, F.,
Sturges, W. T., Vogel, B., and Laube, J. C.: Aircraft-Based Ob-
servations of Ozone-Depleting Substances in the Upper Tro-
posphere and Lower Stratosphere in and Above the Asian
Summer Monsoon, J. Geophys. Res., 126, e2020JD033137,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2020JD033137, 2021.

Andrews, A. E., Boering, K. A., Daube, B. C., Wofsy, S. C., Hintsa,
E. J., Weinstock, E. M., and Bui, T. B.: Empirical age spectra for
the lower tropical stratosphere from in situ observations of CO2:
Implications for stratospheric transport, J. Geophys. Res., 104,
26581–26595, 1999.

Andrews, A. E., Boering, K. A., Daube, B. C., Wofsy, S. C.,
Loewenstein, M., H., Podolske, J. R., Webster, C. R., Herman,
R. L., Scott, D. C., Flesch, G. J., Moyer, E. J., Elkins, J. W., Dut-
ton, G. S., Hurst, D. F., Moore, F. L., Ray, E. A., Romashkin,
P. A., and Strahan, S. E.: Mean age of stratospheric air derived
from in situ observations of CO2, CH4 and N2O, J. Geophys.
Res., 106, 32295–32314, 2001.

Appel, O., Köllner, F., Dragoneas, A., Hünig, A., Molleker, S.,
Schlager, H., Mahnke, C., Weigel, R., Port, M., Schulz, C.,
Drewnick, F., Vogel, B., Stroh, F., and Borrmann, S.: Chemi-
cal analysis of the Asian tropopause aerosol layer (ATAL) with
emphasis on secondary aerosol particles using aircraft-based in
situ aerosol mass spectrometry, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 22, 13607–
13630, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-13607-2022, 2022.

Bergman, J. W., Fierli, F., Jensen, E. J., Honomichl, S., and Pan,
L. L.: Boundary layer sources for the Asian anticyclone: Re-
gional contributions to a vertical conduit, J. Geophys. Res., 118,
2560–2575, https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50142, 2013.

Bian, J., Li, D., Bai, Z., Li, Q., Lyu, D., and Zhou, X.: Trans-
port of Asian surface pollutants to the global stratosphere from
the Tibetan Plateau region during the Asian summer monsoon,
Nat. Sci. Rev., 7, 516–533, https://doi.org/10.1093/nsr/nwaa005,
2020.

Boering, K. A., Wofsy, S. C., Daube, B. C., Schneider, H. R.,
Loewenstein, M., Podolske, J. R., and Conway, T. J.: Strato-
spheric Mean Ages and transport rates from observations of car-
bon dioxide and nitrous oxide, Science, 274, 1340–1343, 1996.

Brinkop, S. and Jöckel, P.: ATTILA 4.0: Lagrangian advec-
tive and convective transport of passive tracers within the
ECHAM5/MESSy (2.53.0) chemistry–climate model, Geosci.
Model Dev., 12, 1991–2008, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-
1991-2019, 2019.

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-317-2024 Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 317–343, 2024

https://doi.org/10.1029/2020JD033137
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-13607-2022
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50142
https://doi.org/10.1093/nsr/nwaa005
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-1991-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-1991-2019


340 B. Vogel et al.: StratoClim

Brunamonti, S., Jorge, T., Oelsner, P., Hanumanthu, S., Singh,
B. B., Kumar, K. R., Sonbawne, S., Meier, S., Singh, D.,
Wienhold, F. G., Luo, B. P., Boettcher, M., Poltera, Y., Jauhi-
ainen, H., Kayastha, R., Karmacharya, J., Dirksen, R., Naja, M.,
Rex, M., Fadnavis, S., and Peter, T.: Balloon-borne measure-
ments of temperature, water vapor, ozone and aerosol backscat-
ter on the southern slopes of the Himalayas during Stra-
toClim 2016–2017, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 15937–15957,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-15937-2018, 2018.

Bucci, S., Legras, B., Sellitto, P., D’Amato, F., Viciani, S., Montori,
A., Chiarugi, A., Ravegnani, F., Ulanovsky, A., Cairo, F., and
Stroh, F.: Deep-convective influence on the upper troposphere–
lower stratosphere composition in the Asian monsoon anticy-
clone region: 2017 StratoClim campaign results, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 20, 12193–12210, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-12193-
2020, 2020.

Clemens, J., Vogel, B., Hoffmann, L., Griessbach, S., Thomas, N.,
Fadnavis, S., Müller, R., Peter, T., and Ploeger, F.: Identifica-
tion of source regions of the Asian Tropopause Aerosol Layer on
the Indian subcontinent in August 2016, EGUsphere [preprint],
https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-1462, 2023.

Dee, D. P., Uppala, S. M., Simmons, A. J., Berrisford, P., Poli,
P., Kobayashi, S., Andrae, U., Balmaseda, M. A., Balsamo, G.,
Bauer, P., Bechtold, P., Beljaars, A. C. M., van de Berg, L., Bid-
lot, J., Bormann, N., Delsol, C., Dragani, R., Fuentes, M., Geer,
A. J., Haimberger, L., Healy, S. B., Hersbach, H., Hólm, E. V.,
Isaksen, L., Kållberg, P., Köhler, M., Matricardi, M., McNally,
A. P., Monge-Sanz, B. M., Morcrette, J.-J., Park, B.-K., Peubey,
C., de Rosnay, P., Tavolato, C., Thépaut, J.-N., and Vitart, F.: The
ERA-Interim reanalysis: configuration and performance of the
data assimilation system, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 137, 553–597,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.828, 2011.

Deutsches Zentrum für Luft- und Raumfahrt, HALO Database:
Mission: STRATOCLIM, https://halo-db.pa.op.dlr.de/mission/
101, last access: 4 January 2024.

Engel, A., Strunk, M., Müller, M., Haase, H., Poss, C., Levin, I., and
Schmidt, U.: Temporal development of total chlorine in the high-
latitude stratosphere based on reference distributions of mean
age derived from CO2 and SF6, J. Geophys. Res., 107, 4136,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD000584, 2002.

Fadnavis, S., Müller, R., Kalita, G., Rowlinson, M., Rap, A., Li,
J.-L. F., Gasparini, B., and Laakso, A.: The impact of recent
changes in Asian anthropogenic emissions of SO2 on sulfate
loading in the upper troposphere and lower stratosphere and the
associated radiative changes, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 19, 9989–
10008, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-19-9989-2019, 2019.

Friedlingstein, P., Jones, M. W., O’Sullivan, M., Andrew, R. M.,
Hauck, J., Peters, G. P., Peters, W., Pongratz, J., Sitch, S., Le
Quéré, C., Bakker, D. C. E., Canadell, J. G., Ciais, P., Jack-
son, R. B., Anthoni, P., Barbero, L., Bastos, A., Bastrikov, V.,
Becker, M., Bopp, L., Buitenhuis, E., Chandra, N., Chevallier,
F., Chini, L. P., Currie, K. I., Feely, R. A., Gehlen, M., Gilfillan,
D., Gkritzalis, T., Goll, D. S., Gruber, N., Gutekunst, S., Har-
ris, I., Haverd, V., Houghton, R. A., Hurtt, G., Ilyina, T., Jain,
A. K., Joetzjer, E., Kaplan, J. O., Kato, E., Klein Goldewijk, K.,
Korsbakken, J. I., Landschützer, P., Lauvset, S. K., Lefèvre, N.,
Lenton, A., Lienert, S., Lombardozzi, D., Marland, G., McGuire,
P. C., Melton, J. R., Metzl, N., Munro, D. R., Nabel, J. E. M. S.,
Nakaoka, S.-I., Neill, C., Omar, A. M., Ono, T., Peregon, A.,

Pierrot, D., Poulter, B., Rehder, G., Resplandy, L., Robertson, E.,
Rödenbeck, C., Séférian, R., Schwinger, J., Smith, N., Tans, P. P.,
Tian, H., Tilbrook, B., Tubiello, F. N., van der Werf, G. R., Wilt-
shire, A. J., and Zaehle, S.: Global Carbon Budget 2019, Earth
Syst. Sci. Data, 11, 1783–1838, https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-11-
1783-2019, 2019.

Friedlingstein, P., Jones, M. W., O’Sullivan, M., Andrew, R. M.,
Bakker, D. C. E., Hauck, J., Le Quéré, C., Peters, G. P., Peters,
W., Pongratz, J., Sitch, S., Canadell, J. G., Ciais, P., Jackson,
R. B., Alin, S. R., Anthoni, P., Bates, N. R., Becker, M., Bel-
louin, N., Bopp, L., Chau, T. T. T., Chevallier, F., Chini, L. P.,
Cronin, M., Currie, K. I., Decharme, B., Djeutchouang, L. M.,
Dou, X., Evans, W., Feely, R. A., Feng, L., Gasser, T., Gilfil-
lan, D., Gkritzalis, T., Grassi, G., Gregor, L., Gruber, N., Gürses,
Ö., Harris, I., Houghton, R. A., Hurtt, G. C., Iida, Y., Ilyina,
T., Luijkx, I. T., Jain, A., Jones, S. D., Kato, E., Kennedy, D.,
Klein Goldewijk, K., Knauer, J., Korsbakken, J. I., Körtzinger,
A., Landschützer, P., Lauvset, S. K., Lefèvre, N., Lienert, S.,
Liu, J., Marland, G., McGuire, P. C., Melton, J. R., Munro, D.
R., Nabel, J. E. M. S., Nakaoka, S.-I., Niwa, Y., Ono, T., Pier-
rot, D., Poulter, B., Rehder, G., Resplandy, L., Robertson, E.,
Rödenbeck, C., Rosan, T. M., Schwinger, J., Schwingshackl,
C., Séférian, R., Sutton, A. J., Sweeney, C., Tanhua, T., Tans,
P. P., Tian, H., Tilbrook, B., Tubiello, F., van der Werf, G. R.,
Vuichard, N., Wada, C., Wanninkhof, R., Watson, A. J., Willis,
D., Wiltshire, A. J., Yuan, W., Yue, C., Yue, X., Zaehle, S., and
Zeng, J.: Global Carbon Budget 2021, Earth Syst. Sci. Data, 14,
1917–2005, https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-14-1917-2022, 2022.

Hanumanthu, S., Vogel, B., Müller, R., Brunamonti, S., Fadnavis,
S., Li, D., Ölsner, P., Naja, M., Singh, B. B., Kumar, K. R.,
Sonbawne, S., Jauhiainen, H., Vömel, H., Luo, B., Jorge, T.,
Wienhold, F. G., Dirkson, R., and Peter, T.: Strong day-to-
day variability of the Asian Tropopause Aerosol Layer (ATAL)
in August 2016 at the Himalayan foothills, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 20, 14273–14302, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-14273-
2020, 2020.

GOSAT Data Archive Service (GDAS): GOSAT-L4B CO2 data,
https://data2.gosat.nies.go.jp/index_en.html, last access: 13 Jan-
uary 2022.

Hersbach, H., Bell, B., Berrisford, P., Hirahara, S., Horànyi, A.,
Muñoz Sabater, J., Nicolas, J., Peubey, C., Radu, R., Schepers,
D., Simmons, A., Soci, C., Abdalla, S., Abellan, X., Balsamo,
G., Bechtold, P., Biavati, G., Bidlot, J., Bonavita, M., De Chiara,
G., Dahlgren, P., Dee, D., Diamantakis, M., Dragani, R., Flem-
ming, J., Forbes, R., Fuentes, M., Geer, A., Haimberger, L.,
Healy, S., Hogan, R. J., Hólm, E., Janiskovà, M., Keeley, S.,
Laloyaux, P., Lopez, P., Lupu, C., Radnoti, G., de Rosnay, P.,
Rozum, I., Vamborg, F., Villaume, S., and Thépaut, J.-N.: The
ERA5 global reanalysis, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 146, 1999–
2049, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3803, 2020.

Hoffmann, L. and Spang, R.: Reanalysis Tropopause
Data Repository, Jülich Forschungszentrum [data set],
https://doi.org/10.26165/JUELICH-DATA/UBNGI2, 2021.

Hoffmann, L. and Spang, R.: An assessment of tropopause
characteristics of the ERA5 and ERA-Interim meteoro-
logical reanalyses, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 22, 4019–4046,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-4019-2022, 2022.

Hoffmann, L., Günther, G., Li, D., Stein, O., Wu, X., Griess-
bach, S., Heng, Y., Konopka, P., Müller, R., Vogel, B., and

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 317–343, 2024 https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-317-2024

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-15937-2018
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-12193-2020
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-12193-2020
https://doi.org/10.5194/egusphere-2022-1462
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.828
https://halo-db.pa.op.dlr.de/mission/101
https://halo-db.pa.op.dlr.de/mission/101
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD000584
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-19-9989-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-11-1783-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-11-1783-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-14-1917-2022
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-14273-2020
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-14273-2020
https://data2.gosat.nies.go.jp/index_en.html
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3803
https://doi.org/10.26165/JUELICH-DATA/UBNGI2
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-4019-2022


B. Vogel et al.: StratoClim 341

Wright, J. S.: From ERA-Interim to ERA5: the considerable
impact of ECMWF’s next-generation reanalysis on Lagrangian
transport simulations, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 19, 3097–3124,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-19-3097-2019, 2019.

Hoffmann, L., Baumeister, P. F., Cai, Z., Clemens, J., Griess-
bach, S., Günther, G., Heng, Y., Liu, M., Haghighi Mood,
K., Stein, O., Thomas, N., Vogel, B., Wu, X., and Zou, L.:
Massive-Parallel Trajectory Calculations version 2.2 (MPTRAC-
2.2): Lagrangian transport simulations on graphics process-
ing units (GPUs), Geosci. Model Dev., 15, 2731–2762,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-15-2731-2022, 2022.

Hoffmann, L., Konopka, P., Clemens, J., and Vogel, B.: Lagrangian
transport simulations using the extreme convection parame-
terization: an assessment for the ECMWF reanalyses, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 23, 7589–7609, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-23-
7589-2023, 2023.

Homan, C. D., Volk, C. M., Kuhn, A. C., Werner, A., Baehr, J., Vi-
ciani, S., Ulanovski, A., and Ravegnani, F.: Tracer measurements
in the tropical tropopause layer during the AMMA/SCOUT-
O3 aircraft campaign, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 3615–3627,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-3615-2010, 2010.

Kaiser, J., Engel, A., Borchers, R., and Röckmann, T.: Prob-
ing stratospheric transport and chemistry with new balloon
and aircraft observations of the meridional and vertical N2O
isotope distribution, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 6, 3535–3556,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-6-3535-2006, 2006.

Konopka, P., Tao, M., Ploeger, F., Diallo, M., and Riese, M.: Tro-
pospheric mixing and parametrization of unresolved convective
updrafts as implemented in the Chemical Lagrangian Model of
the Stratosphere (CLaMS v2.0), Geosci. Model Dev., 12, 2441–
2462, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-2441-2019, 2019.

Konopka, P., Tao, M., von Hobe, M., Hoffmann, L., Kloss, C.,
Ravegnani, F., Volk, C. M., Lauther, V., Zahn, A., Hoor, P.,
and Ploeger, F.: Tropospheric transport and unresolved convec-
tion: numerical experiments with CLaMS 2.0/MESSy, Geosci.
Model Dev., 15, 7471–7487, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-15-
7471-2022, 2022.

Laube, J. C., Engel, A., Bönisch, H., Möbius, T., Sturges,
W. T., Braß, M., and Röckmann, T.: Fractional release fac-
tors of long-lived halogenated organic compounds in the
tropical stratosphere, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 1093–1103,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-1093-2010, 2010a.

Laube, J. C., Martinerie, P., Witrant, E., Blunier, T., Schwander, J.,
Brenninkmeijer, C. A. M., Schuck, T. J., Bolder, M., Röckmann,
T., van der Veen, C., Bönisch, H., Engel, A., Mills, G. P., New-
land, M. J., Oram, D. E., Reeves, C. E., and Sturges, W. T.: Accel-
erating growth of HFC-227ea (1,1,1,2,3,3,3-heptafluoropropane)
in the atmosphere, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 5903–5910,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-5903-2010, 2010b.

Lauther, V., Vogel, B., Wintel, J., Rau, A., Hoor, P., Bense, V.,
Müller, R., and Volk, C. M.: In situ observations of CH2Cl2
and CHCl3 show efficient transport pathways for very short-lived
species into the lower stratosphere via the Asian and the North
American summer monsoon, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 22, 2049–
2077, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-2049-2022, 2022.

Leedham Elvidge, E. C., Bönisch, H., Brenninkmeijer, C. A. M.,
Engel, A., Fraser, P. J., Gallacher, E., Langenfelds, R., Mühle, J.,
Oram, D. E., Ray, E. A., Ridley, A. R., Röckmann, T., Sturges, W.
T., Weiss, R. F., and Laube, J. C.: Evaluation of stratospheric age

of air from CF4, C2F6, C3F8, CHF3, HFC-125, HFC-227ea and
SF6; implications for the calculations of halocarbon lifetimes,
fractional release factors and ozone depletion potentials, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 18, 3369–3385, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
18-3369-2018, 2018.

Legras, B. and Bucci, S.: Confinement of air in the Asian monsoon
anticyclone and pathways of convective air to the stratosphere
during the summer season, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 20, 11045–
11064, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-11045-2020, 2020.

Li, D., Vogel, B., Müller, R., Bian, J., Günther, G., Ploeger, F.,
Li, Q., Zhang, J., Bai, Z., Vömel, H., and Riese, M.: Dehy-
dration and low ozone in the tropopause layer over the Asian
monsoon caused by tropical cyclones: Lagrangian transport cal-
culations using ERA-Interim and ERA5 reanalysis data, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 20, 4133–4152, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
20-4133-2020, 2020.

Maksyutov, S., Takagi, H., Valsala, V. K., Saito, M., Oda, T.,
Saeki, T., Belikov, D. A., Saito, R., Ito, A., Yoshida, Y., Morino,
I., Uchino, O., Andres, R. J., and Yokota, T.: Regional CO2
flux estimates for 2009–2010 based on GOSAT and ground-
based CO2 observations, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 9351–9373,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-9351-2013, 2013.

Malakar, P., Kesarkar, A., Bhate, J., Singh, V., and De-
shamukhya, A.: Comparison of Reanalysis Data Sets to
Comprehend the Evolution of Tropical Cyclones Over
North Indian Ocean, Earth Space Sci., 7, e2019EA000978,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019EA000978, 2020.

Mason, R. B. and Anderson, C. E.: The development and decay
of the 100-mb. summertime anticyclone over southern Asia,
Mon. Weather Rev., 91, 3–12, https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-
0493(1963)091<0003:TDADOT>2.3.CO;2, 1963.

Matsunaga, T. and Maksyutov, S. (Eds.): A Guidebook on the
Use of Satellite Greenhouse Gases Observation Data to Evalu-
ate and Improve Greenhouse Gas Emission Inventories, Satel-
lite Observation Center, National Institute for Environmental
Studies, Japan, https://www.nies.go.jp/soc/doc/GHG_Satellite_
Guidebook_1st_12d.pdf (last access: 4 January 2024), 2018.

McKenna, D. S., Grooß, J.-U., Günther, G., Konopka, P., Müller,
R., Carver, G., and Sasano, Y.: A new Chemical Lagrangian
Model of the Stratosphere (CLaMS): 2. Formulation of chem-
istry scheme and initialization, J. Geophys. Res., 107, 4256,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JD000113, 2002a.

McKenna, D. S., Konopka, P., Grooß, J.-U., Günther, G., Müller,
R., Spang, R., Offermann, D., and Orsolini, Y.: A new Chemi-
cal Lagrangian Model of the Stratosphere (CLaMS): 1. Formu-
lation of advection and mixing, J. Geophys. Res., 107, 4309,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JD000114, 2002b.

Müller, R. and the CLaMS team: Chemical Lagrangian Model of the
Stratosphere (CLaMS) code repository, https://jugit.fz-juelich.
de/clams/CLaMS (last access: 4 January 2024), 2024.

Müller, S., Hoor, P., Bozem, H., Gute, E., Vogel, B., Zahn, A.,
Bönisch, H., Keber, T., Krämer, M., Rolf, C., Riese, M., Schlager,
H., and Engel, A.: Impact of the Asian monsoon on the extrat-
ropical lower stratosphere: trace gas observations during TACTS
over Europe 2012, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 16, 10573–10589,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-10573-2016, 2016.

Pan, L. L., Honomichl, S. B., Kinnison, D. E., Abalos,
M., Randel, W. J., Bergman, J. W., and Bian, J.: Trans-
port of chemical tracers from the boundary layer to strato-

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-317-2024 Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 317–343, 2024

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-19-3097-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-15-2731-2022
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-23-7589-2023
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-23-7589-2023
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-3615-2010
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-6-3535-2006
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-2441-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-15-7471-2022
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-15-7471-2022
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-1093-2010
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-5903-2010
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-2049-2022
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-3369-2018
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-3369-2018
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-11045-2020
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-4133-2020
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-4133-2020
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-9351-2013
https://doi.org/10.1029/2019EA000978
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1963)091<0003:TDADOT>2.3.CO;2
https://doi.org/10.1175/1520-0493(1963)091<0003:TDADOT>2.3.CO;2
https://www.nies.go.jp/soc/doc/GHG_Satellite_Guidebook_1st_12d.pdf
https://www.nies.go.jp/soc/doc/GHG_Satellite_Guidebook_1st_12d.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JD000113
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000JD000114
https://jugit.fz-juelich.de/clams/CLaMS
https://jugit.fz-juelich.de/clams/CLaMS
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-10573-2016


342 B. Vogel et al.: StratoClim

sphere associated with the dynamics of the Asian sum-
mer monsoon, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 121, 14159–14174,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JD025616, 2016.

Park, M., Randel, W. J., Gettleman, A., Massie, S. T.,
and Jiang, J. H.: Transport above the Asian summer
monsoon anticyclone inferred from Aura Microwave
Limb Sounder tracers, J. Geophys. Res., 112, D16309,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD008294, 2007.

Ploeger, F., Konopka, P., Müller, R., Fueglistaler, S., Schmidt, T.,
Manners, J. C., Grooß, J.-U., Günther, G., Forster, P. M., and
Riese, M.: Horizontal transport affecting trace gas seasonality
in the Tropical Tropopause Layer (TTL), J. Geophys. Res., 117,
D09303, https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD017267, 2012.

Ploeger, F., Günther, G., Konopka, P., Fueglistaler, S., Müller, R.,
Hoppe, C., Kunz, A., Spang, R., Grooß, J.-U., and Riese, M.:
Horizontal water vapor transport in the lower stratosphere from
subtropics to high latitudes during boreal summer, J. Geophys.
Res., 118, 8111–8127, https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50636, 2013.

Ploeger, F., Konopka, P., Walker, K., and Riese, M.: Quantifying
pollution transport from the Asian monsoon anticyclone into
the lower stratosphere, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 7055–7066,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-7055-2017, 2017.

Konopka, P., Tao, M., Ploeger, F., Diallo, M., and Riese, M.: Tro-
pospheric mixing and parametrization of unresolved convective
updrafts as implemented in the Chemical Lagrangian Model of
the Stratosphere (CLaMS v2.0), Geosci. Model Dev., 12, 2441–
2462, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-2441-2019, 2019.

Ploeger, F., Diallo, M., Charlesworth, E., Konopka, P., Legras, B.,
Laube, J. C., Grooß, J.-U., Günther, G., Engel, A., and Riese, M.:
The stratospheric Brewer–Dobson circulation inferred from age
of air in the ERA5 reanalysis, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 21, 8393–
8412, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-8393-2021, 2021.

Pommrich, R., Müller, R., Grooß, J.-U., Konopka, P., Ploeger,
F., Vogel, B., Tao, M., Hoppe, C. M., Günther, G., Spelten,
N., Hoffmann, L., Pumphrey, H.-C., Viciani, S., D’Amato, F.,
Volk, C. M., Hoor, P., Schlager, H., and Riese, M.: Tropical
troposphere to stratosphere transport of carbon monoxide and
long-lived trace species in the Chemical Lagrangian Model of
the Stratosphere (CLaMS), Geosci. Model Dev., 7, 2895–2916,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-7-2895-2014, 2014.

Randel, W. J. and Park, M.: Deep convective influence
on the Asian summer monsoon anticyclone and asso-
ciated tracer variability observed with Atmospheric In-
frared Sounder (AIRS), J. Geophys. Res., 111, D12314,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006490, 2006.

Ray, E. A., Atlas, E. L., Schauffler, S., Chelpon, S., Pan, L.,
Bönisch, H., and Rosenlof, K. H.: Age spectra and other
transport diagnostics in the North American monsoon UTLS
from SEAC4RS in situ trace gas measurements, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 22, 6539–6558, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-
6539-2022, 2022.

Riese, M., Ploeger, F., Rap, A., Vogel, B., Konopka, P.,
Dameris, M., and Forster, P.: Impact of uncertainties in
atmospheric mixing on simulated UTLS composition and
related radiative effects, J. Geophys. Res., 117, D16305,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012JD017751, 2012.

Rolf, C., Vogel, B., Hoor, P., Afchine, A., Günther, G., Krämer,
M., Müller, R., Müller, S., Spelten, N., and Riese, M.: Water
vapor increase in the lower stratosphere of the Northern Hemi-

sphere due to the Asian monsoon anticyclone observed during
the TACTS/ESMVal campaigns, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 18, 2973–
2983, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-2973-2018, 2018.

Schoeberl, M. R., Dessler, A. E., and Wang, T.: Simulation of
stratospheric water vapor and trends using three reanalyses, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 12, 6475–6487, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
12-6475-2012, 2012.

Stenke, A., Dameris, M., Grewe, V., and Garny, H.: Implica-
tions of Lagrangian transport for simulations with a coupled
chemistry-climate model, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 9, 5489–5504,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-5489-2009, 2009.

Stroh, F. and StratoClim-Team: First detailed airborne and balloon
measurements of microphysical, dynamical, and chemical pro-
cesses in the Asian Summer Monsoon Anticyclone: overview
and selected results of the 2016/2017 StratoClim field cam-
paigns, Atmos. Chem. Phys., in preparation, 2023.

Tao, M., Konopka, P., Ploeger, F., Yan, X., Wright, J. S., Diallo,
M., Fueglistaler, S., and Riese, M.: Multitimescale variations
in modeled stratospheric water vapor derived from three mod-
ern reanalysis products, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 19, 6509–6534,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-19-6509-2019, 2019.

Tegtmeier, S. and Krüger, K.: Tropical Tropopause Layer, in:
SPARC, 2022: SPARC Reanalysis Intercomparison Project (S-
RIP) Final Report, edited by Fujiwara, M., Manney, G. L., Gray,
L. J., and Wright, J. S., SPARC Report No. 10, chap. 08, WCRP-
6/2021, https://doi.org/10.17874/800dee57d13, 2022.

Tegtmeier, S., Anstey, J., Davis, S., Dragani, R., Harada, Y., Ivan-
ciu, I., Pilch Kedzierski, R., Krüger, K., Legras, B., Long,
C., Wang, J. S., Wargan, K., and Wright, J. S.: Tempera-
ture and tropopause characteristics from reanalyses data in the
tropical tropopause layer, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 20, 753–770,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-753-2020, 2020.

Terao, Y., Nomura, S., Mukai, H., Machida, T., Sasakawa, M.,
Ahmed, M. K., and Patra, P. K.: Atmospheric carbon dioxide
dry air mole fraction at Comilla, Bangladesh, NIES [data set],
https://doi.org/10.17595/20220301.002, 2022a.

Terao, Y., Nomura, S., Mukai, H., Machida, T., Sasakawa,
M., and Naja, M.: Atmospheric carbon dioxide dry
air mole fraction at Nainital, India, NIES [data set],
https://doi.org/10.17595/20220301.001, 2022b.

Thoning, K. W., Crotwell, A. M., and Mund, J. W.: Atmo-
spheric Carbon Dioxide Dry Air Mole Fractions from contin-
uous measurements at Mauna Loa, Hawaii, Barrow, Alaska,
American Samoa and South Pole. 1973–2019, Version 2021-
02 National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Global Monitoring Laboratory (GML), Boulder, Colorado, USA,
https://doi.org/10.15138/yaf1-bk21, 2021.

Vernier, J. P., Fairlie, T. D., Natarajan, M., Wienhold, F. G.,
Bian, J., Martinsson, B. G., Crumeyrolle, S., Thomason,
L. W., and Bedka, K. M.: Increase in upper tropospheric and
lower stratospheric aerosol levels and its potential connec-
tion with Asian pollution, J. Geophys. Res., 120, 1608–1619,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JD022372, 2015.

Vogel, B., Günther, G., Müller, R., Grooß, J.-U., and Riese, M.:
Impact of different Asian source regions on the composition of
the Asian monsoon anticyclone and of the extratropical low-
ermost stratosphere, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 15, 13699–13716,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-13699-2015, 2015.

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 317–343, 2024 https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-317-2024

https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JD025616
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD008294
https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD017267
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrd.50636
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-7055-2017
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-2441-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-8393-2021
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-7-2895-2014
https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006490
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-6539-2022
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-22-6539-2022
https://doi.org/10.1029/2012JD017751
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-18-2973-2018
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-6475-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-6475-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-5489-2009
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-19-6509-2019
https://doi.org/10.17874/800dee57d13
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-20-753-2020
https://doi.org/10.17595/20220301.002
https://doi.org/10.17595/20220301.001
https://doi.org/10.15138/yaf1-bk21
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JD022372
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-13699-2015


B. Vogel et al.: StratoClim 343

Vogel, B., Günther, G., Müller, R., Grooß, J.-U., Afchine, A.,
Bozem, H., Hoor, P., Krämer, M., Müller, S., Riese, M., Rolf, C.,
Spelten, N., Stiller, G. P., Ungermann, J., and Zahn, A.: Long-
range transport pathways of tropospheric source gases originat-
ing in Asia into the northern lower stratosphere during the Asian
monsoon season 2012, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 16, 15301–15325,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-15301-2016, 2016.

Vogel, B., Müller, R., Günther, G., Spang, R., Hanumanthu, S., Li,
D., Riese, M., and Stiller, G. P.: Lagrangian simulations of the
transport of young air masses to the top of the Asian monsoon
anticyclone and into the tropical pipe, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 19,
6007–6034, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-19-6007-2019, 2019.

Vogel, B., Volk, C. M., Wintel, J., Lauther, V., Müller, R., Patra,
P. K., Riese, M., Terao, Y., and Stroh, F.: Reconstructing high-
resolution in-situ vertical carbon dioxide profiles in the sparsely
monitored Asian monsoon region, Commun. Earth Environ, 4,
72, https://doi.org/10.1038/s43247-023-00725-5, 2023.

von Hobe, M., Ploeger, F., Konopka, P., Kloss, C., Ulanowski, A.,
Yushkov, V., Ravegnani, F., Volk, C. M., Pan, L. L., Honomichl,
S. B., Tilmes, S., Kinnison, D. E., Garcia, R. R., and Wright, J.
S.: Upward transport into and within the Asian monsoon anti-
cyclone as inferred from StratoClim trace gas observations, At-
mos. Chem. Phys., 21, 1267–1285, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-
21-1267-2021, 2021.

Werner, A., Volk, C. M., Ivanova, E. V., Wetter, T., Schiller, C.,
Schlager, H., and Konopka, P.: Quantifying transport into the
Arctic lowermost stratosphere, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 11623–
11639, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-11623-2010, 2010.

Wohltmann, I., Lehmann, R., Gottwald, G. A., Peters, K., Pro-
tat, A., Louf, V., Williams, C., Feng, W., and Rex, M.: A La-
grangian convective transport scheme including a simulation of
the time air parcels spend in updrafts (LaConTra v1.0), Geosci.
Model Dev., 12, 4387–4407, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-
4387-2019, 2019.

World Data Centre for Greenhouse Gases: Ground-based CO2
measurements, https://gaw.kishou.go.jp, last access: 10 Febru-
ary 2022.

Worton, D. R., Sturges, W. T., Gohar, L. K., Shine, K. P., Mar-
tinerie, P., Oram, D. E., Humphrey, S. P., Begley, P., Gunn,
L., Barnola, J.-M., Schwander, J., and Mulvaney, R.: Atmo-
spheric Trends and Radiative Forcings of CF4 and C2F6 In-
ferred from Firn Air, Environ. Sci. Technol., 41, 2184–2189,
https://doi.org/10.1021/es061710t, 2007.

Yu, P., Rosenlof, K. H., Liu, S., Telg, H., Thornberry, T. D., Rollins,
A. W., Portmann, R. W., Bai, Z., Ray, E. A., Duan, Y., Pan, L. L.,
Toon, O. B., Bian, J., and Gao, R.-S.: Efficient transport of tro-
pospheric aerosol into the stratosphere via the Asian summer
monsoon anticyclone, P. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA, 114, 6972–6977,
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1701170114, 2017.

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-24-317-2024 Atmos. Chem. Phys., 24, 317–343, 2024

https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-15301-2016
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-19-6007-2019
https://doi.org/10.1038/s43247-023-00725-5
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-1267-2021
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-21-1267-2021
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-11623-2010
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-4387-2019
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-12-4387-2019
https://gaw.kishou.go.jp
https://doi.org/10.1021/es061710t
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1701170114

	Abstract
	Introduction
	Measurements during the Asian summer monsoon of 2017
	Lagrangian transport simulations
	CLaMS trajectory calculations
	Method for CO2 reconstruction
	Mean age of air from three-dimensional CLaMS simulations

	Results
	Transport times and mean age of air
	Air mass origin and its vertical propagation
	Effective ascent rates and transport time distribution
	Reconstruction of CO2 from airborne measurements

	Conclusions
	Appendix A: Air mass origin and trajectory-based transport time 
	Code and data availability
	Author contributions
	Competing interests
	Disclaimer
	Special issue statement
	Acknowledgements
	Financial support
	Review statement
	References

