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Abstract 

 

The DEIM's research group in collaboration with ENEA – C.R. Bologna, has performed the 

following activities: 

 

1. Analysis of models to study dry deposition processes of pollutants in atmosphere onto urban 

surface. 

 

2. Preliminary study of compatibility between ECMWF forecast data and CALMET model. 

 

Regarding the first activity, a dry deposition model, based on electrical analogy, is developed 

to analyze complex phenomena, such as inertial impact processes and wind turbulence effects, 

that influence the transport of pollutants in the interface between urban canopy and quasi-

laminar sublayer. 

The model allows the deposition rate assessment for particles with different diameters and 

various atmospheric conditions. A validation activity is performed by using some experimental 

data reported in literature for several Italian cities. 

With regard the second activity, the work is aimed to verify the compatibility of ECMWF 

forecast data with CALMET. 

This is a necessary step to build the CALMET data set input. Some empirical correlations as 

reported in literature as been identified to this purpose. 

It is to be noted that the ECMWF does not provide land use data and average cells height, 

required for CALMET modeling. Such data can be obtained through some pre-processors 

included in the CALMET software package. 
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1. Analysis of models to study dry deposition processes of pollutants in 

atmosphere onto urban surface. 

1.1.  Particle dry deposition velocity onto rough surfaces 

Interest in atmospheric deposition has increased over the past decade due to concern about the 

effects of the deposition material entering the environment and subsequent health effects. 

Because of urbanization and industrialization, the formation of pollutants is quite inevitable and 

pollutants would be deposited on trees, grasses, crops, water bodies, and buildings with 

ecological and non-ecological impacts. There have been several studies to assess the deposition 

of atmospheric pollutants upon buildings (Dloske, 1995) or natural water that causes to water 

quality degradation and may harm aquatic ecosystems (Zufall et al., 1998).  

In the nuclear field, if event of a severe accident and the release of radionuclides in the 

atmosphere occurs, certain key challenges arise, such as characterizing the specific types of 

release as well as studying the dispersion and deposition phenomena useful for defining 

effective mitigation measures and actions to protect the population. 

Dry deposition process is recognized an important pathway among the various removal 

processes of radioactive pollutants in atmosphere. There isn’t a single accepted theoretical 

description of the involved dry deposition phenomena because of the complexity of the fluid-

dynamic processes that influence the deposition flux, as well to lack of a complete experimental 

set of data covering all scenarios of interest.  

Various experimental campaigns, performed in different international laboratories, allowed 

evaluations of deposition velocities for different types of pollutants and deposition surfaces. 

Nevertheless, there is a difficulty of generalization since the velocity values differ by four 

orders of magnitude for gases and three orders for particles (Sehmel, 1980; Pryor et al., 2007; 

Guha, 2008; Petroff et al., 2008). These issues limit the possibility to study the dry deposition 

process with a single modelling approach. 

In this field research activities were focused to identify, among the models reported in literature, 

those approaches capable of representing dry deposition phenomena for several categories of 

pollutants and deposition surfaces (De Rosa et al., 1996; Ambrosio et al., 2015; Cervone et al. 

2016). On the basis of this study, a new schema for parameterization of particle dry deposition 

velocity onto rough surfaces such as urban condition is proposed. The main aim is to develop 
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an approach to be easy to implement within atmospheric dispersion modeling codes as well as 

capable of dealing efficiently with different deposition surfaces. 

The work involved comparisons with some experimental data reported in literature for different 

particle deposition scenario. The results shows that the proposed approach allows to catch, with 

good agreement, some aspects of phenomena involved in dry deposition processes for the 

examined environmental conditions and deposition surfaces. 

1.2.  Dry deposition process 

Dry deposition process refers to all phenomena of meteorological, chemical and biological 

nature that can influence a pollutant flux interacting with a ground surface, without involving 

the water into the atmosphere. The process is very complex and involves both gaseous 

pollutants and particulate of various granulometry and density, even if general 

phenomenological factors involving the two pollutant categories can be very different. The 

knowledge on particle dry deposition is far from being completely understood due to the 

complex dependences of deposition on particle size, density, terrain, vegetation, meteorological 

conditions and chemical species. 

The main phenomena, that are considered to influence the deposition process, are described as 

follows: 

transport due to atmospheric turbulence in the lower layer of the Planetary Boundary Layer 

(PBL), very near to the ground, called Surface Layer (SL). This process is independent of the 

physical and chemical nature of the pollutant and it depends only on the turbulence level; 

diffusion in the thin layer of air which overlooks the air-ground interface (named quasi-laminar 

sublayer resistance), where the dominant component becomes molecular diffusion for gasses, 

Brownian motion for particles and gravity for heavier particles; 

transfer to the ground that exhibits a pronounced dependence on surface type with which the 

pollutant interacts (i.e. urban context, grass, forest, etc.). 

Furthermore, the efficiencies of capture for the particles is connected to captation processes, 

which depend on both the surface typology of the deposits and obstacle dimensions.  

In the case of gas, containment of a pollutant by a surface depends on the surface chemical 

property, which absorbs, dissolves or involves pollutant in chemical reactions; in case of 

particles the efficiency of pollutant capture is connected to resuspension and redeposition 

phenomena that depend both on the surface type and wind velocity. Moreover, the deposition 
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process changes quite a lot over the year, for example due to the seasonal variation of vegetation 

(with or without leaf) or over the day in connection with meteorological conditions (e.g. 

influence of temperature on leaf stoma). 

1.3.  Impaction processes and parameterization in the particle dry 

deposition  

Brownian diffusion and eddy turbulence effects are a major contribution to the total dry 

deposition velocity for particles in the size range from 0.01 m to approximately a few 

micrometers. It is assumed to dominate the diffusion processes in the quasi-laminar sublayer 

surface. For particles of intermediate diameter dp (in the range about of 0.1 to 1 m), the process 

strongly depends on atmospheric conditions, surface characteristics, and particle size. 

Above this range, the deposition is dominated by other phenomena as inertial impaction 

characterized by the following interaction mechanisms (Petroff et al., 2008): 

Inertial impaction. If the particle inertia is too large, the particle, transported by the flow towards 

an obstacle, cannot follow the flow deviation (particles may not be able to follow it as a result 

of inertia) and, consequently, can collide with the obstacle and remains on surface. 

Turbulent impaction. In this mechanism, the particle has a sufficiently high velocity that 

turbulent eddies can give a transverse “free fight velocity”. So particles possess sufficient 

momentum to reach the surface (Epstein, 1997; Almohammed and Breuer, 2016; Kor and 

Kharrat, 2016). 

The collection velocity for Brownian diffusion is classically related to Schmidt number 𝑆𝑐 =

𝜈𝑎/𝐷, being 𝜈𝑎 the cinematic viscosity of air and D Brownian diffusivity (Bott, 1995). 

The efficiency of collection by impaction is classically related to the Stokes number 𝑆𝑡 =

𝑣𝑠𝑢∗
2/𝑔 𝜈𝑎, where 𝑣𝑠 is the settling velocity, 𝑢∗ the friction velocity that represents the intensity 

of atmospheric turbulence, and 𝑔 the gravity acceleration. 

The parametrizations of deposition velocity, based on Schmidt and Stokes numbers, differ 

greatly between the models reported in literature, as described in the following sections.  

1.4.  Short review of dry deposition models for gas and particle 
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A key concept to study the dry deposition process is the deposition velocity vd [m/s] (i.e. the 

deposition velocity at a given height z) that links the pollutant vertical flux to the concentration 

measured at quota z [m] to the ground reference level: 

 

vd =
Fd

C(z)
 (1) 

 

with Fd [g/(m2s)] pollutant flux removed per unit area and C(z) [g/m3] the pollutant 

concentration at quota z. 

Considering that the reciprocal of vd is the overall resistance to mass transfer, the influence of 

the various phenomena on deposition velocity can be expressed in terms of an electric analogy. 

On the basis of analogy with electrical circuits, the resistance to the mass transfer is configured 

as resistances in parallel and series circuits to describe transfer factor between air and surface. 

For gaseous pollutant collection, as shown in Fig. 1, it is possible to write the following 

relationship: 

 

 |Fd| =
C3 − C2

ra
=

C2 − C1

rb
=

C1 − C0

rs

(2) 

 

where ra is the aerodynamic resistance which takes into account turbulence phenomenon in SL; 

rb is the quasi-laminar sublayer resistance related to diffusion phenomenon for gas and 

collisions due to Brownian motion for particles and rs is the surface resistance which depends 

on nature of the receptor ground. 

Based on the previous equation, the following relationship can be derived:  

 

C3 = (ra + rb + rs)|Fd| (3) 

 

Accordingly, the overall resistance formulation for gas can be given as follows: 

 

vd =
1

ra + rb + rs

(4) 
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Different studies are reported in literature (Wesely et al., 1985; Giorgi, 1986; Erisman et al., 

1994; Padro et al., 1991; Padro, 1996; Wesely et al., 2001; Zhang et al., 2003; Kor and Kharrat, 

2016) to evaluate parameters ra and rb. 

The calculation of the gas surface resistance rs depends on the primary pathways for uptake, 

such as diffusion through the leaf stomata and uptake through the leaf cuticular membrane. A 

revised parameterization, which includes a realistic treatment of the cuticle and ground 

resistance in winter (low temperature and snow-covered surfaces) as well the handling of 

seasonally-dependent input parameters, has been reported in (Zhang et al., 2003). 

For particles pollutant, in SL region the turbulence acts on particles motion exactly like on gas, 

however the process is influenced also from gravity. Into the quasi-laminar sublayer, as above 

said, the deposition process is influenced especially from Brownian motion and gravity for 

heavier particles.  

 

 

 

Figure 1. Electrical analogy for the dry deposition of gaseous pollutants 

 

The resistance ra, rb and rs are considered in parallel to a second pathway-gravitational settling 

defined as the reciprocal of settling velocity (Slinn and Slinn, 1980; Hicks et al., 1985; Hicks et 

al., 1987; Hanna et al., 1991; Seinfeld and Pandis, 1998). 

Seinfeld and Pandis (1998) derived a dry deposition flux relationship based on the assumption 

that rs=0, and by equating the vertical fluxes in two layers over a surface to the total resistance 

as follows: 
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|Fd| =
C3 − C2

ra
+ vsc2 =

C2−C1

rb
+ vsc1 (5) 

 

The velocity vd can be obtained by resolving the above equation as reported below: 

vd = vs +
1

ra + rb + rarbvs

(6) 

 

where the product ra rb vs represents a virtual resistance. 

The settling velocity vs grows in proportion to the square of particle diameter, dp, according to 

the law of Stokes valid for particles with a diameter of up to 50 m:  

 

vs =
dp

2g(ρp − ρ𝑎)Cc

18𝑎

(7) 

 

where p is particle density, a air density, aair kinematic viscosity and Cc is the Cunningham 

factor (Seinfeld and Pandis, 1998): 

 

cc = 1 +
a

dp
(2,514 + 0,8 e

−0,55dp

a ) (8) 

 

with a the mean free path of air. 

As highlighted by Venkatram and Pleim (1999), the above expressions for dry deposition 

velocity of particles based on the electrical analogy are not consistent with the mass 

conservation equation. 

Vertical transport of particles can be modeled by assuming that turbulent transport and particle 

settling can be added together as follows (Csanady, 1973): 

 

𝑘
𝑑𝐶

𝑑𝑧
+ 𝑣𝑠C = F (9) 

 

where k is the eddy diffusivity for mass transfer of species with concentration, C. 
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By integrating the above equation, it is possible to obtain the expression of the deposition 

velocity as follows: 

 

𝑣𝑑 =
𝑣𝑠

[1 − 𝑒−𝑟(𝑧)𝑣𝑠]
(10) 

 

where vs is considered to be height invariant and r(z) is the total resistance to transport that can 

be computed as a function of dp. 

Note that, there might be little difference between the magnitudes of the dry deposition 

velocities estimated with Eq.s (6) and (10). 

1.5.  A modified approach for dry deposition as inferred from various 

parameterization schemes 

A new approach, based on the electrical analogy, is propose, to evaluate the resistance r in Eq. 

(10) for urban rough surfaces, as shown in Fig. 2.  

It is to be noted that in urban-scale dispersion models, the lowest portion of the boundary layer 

is often represented using surface layer similarity parameterizations as described below. 

Boundary layer formulations of this type are only applicable in the inertial sublayer well above 

the building tops, but not in the immediate vicinity of the urban canopy elements where the 

flow locally depends on the particular building arrangement and thus has a rather complex 

structure. 

As above said, interception and inertial forces may transport large particles across the viscous 

sublayer. A particle with a diameter greater than the sublayer height moving with the mean 

motion of the air will be deposited by interception when it collides with an obstacle. This occurs 

when the particle is traveling on an air streamline that passes within one particle radius of the 

obstacle. Inertial forces may lead to impaction and turbulent inertial deposition. Impaction 

occurs when the particle leaves the streamline since it cannot follow rapid changes in the air 

flow, and collides with an obstacle. Turbulent inertial deposition occurs when inertial energy 

derived from the component of air flow perpendicular to the surface (a turbulent eddy) carries 

a particle close to the surface (Zufall and Davidson, 1998). 

Once a particle has traversed the viscous sublayer, it will interact with the surface. Depending 

on the characteristics of the contaminant and surface, a particle may stick or bounce off. There 
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may also be subsequent chemical reactions. Particle deposition by any combination of these 

transport mechanisms largely depends on atmospheric, surface, and particle characteristics 

(Zufall and Davidson, 1998). 

The scheme of deposition processes upon the canopy of urban surfaces has been modified to 

include the particle rebound or resuspension phenomena together with Brownian diffusion, 

impaction process, and turbulent transfer.  

In the proposed approach the aerodynamic resistance ra (i.e. contribution to the deposition due 

to the atmospheric turbulence in the SL) is connected in series with the resistance rql across the 

quasi-laminar sublayer to take into account mechanisms of diffusion by Brownian motion and 

impaction phenomena (Fig. 2). The resistance rql is evaluated by considering two resistances in 

parallel, that is: the resistance rbd, which represents the Brownian diffusion, and the resistance 

ri, which allows to treat impaction processes. 

The resistance ri is evaluated by considering two resistances in series:  

resistance rii that takes into account the inertial impact condition,  

resistance rti that considers the effects resulting from turbulent impaction. 

These last assumptions allow to take into consideration effects on particle concentration coming 

from both the inertial and turbulent impaction (i.e. reciprocal influence of the two impact 

processes on dry deposition efficiency). 

Accordingly, the overall resistance r in eq. (10) can be evaluated by the using the following 

equations: 

 

r =  ra + rql (11) 

 

where rql is evaluated by using the following relationship: 

 

1

rql
  =

1

rbd
+

1

ri

(12) 

 

and ri is obtained as follows: 

 

ri = rii + rti (13) 

 

http://context.reverso.net/traduzione/inglese-italiano/reciprocal+influence
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Following the usual methods of micrometeorology for homogeneous terrain, the pollutant 

concentration flux can be expressed in terms of the local flux–gradient relationship (surface-

layer similarity theory) (e.g. Businger 1973). Therefore the resistance ra can be determined by 

using Monin–Obukhov similarity theory as follows (Hanna et al., 1991; Seinfeld and Pandis, 

1998; Baldocchi et al., 1995; Voldner et al., 1986; Wesely and Hicks 1977; Maryon et al., 1996; 

Hicks, 1982; Slinn et al., 1978): 

 

ra =
1

ku∗
[ln

z

zo
− Ψh] (14) 

 

being z0 the surface roughness height above the displacement plane and k the von Karman 

constant (generally equal to 0.4). 

Brandt et al. (2002) suggested the following relationship for calculating parameter Ψh in Eq. 

(15): 

 

Ψh = −5
z

L
  𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 

𝑧

𝐿
> 0 (𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒 𝑎𝑡𝑚𝑜𝑠𝑝ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑐 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑠) (15) 

 

Ψh = e
{0,598+0,390 ln(−

z
L

)−0,09[ln(−
z
L

)]
2

}
  𝑤𝑖𝑡ℎ 

𝑧

𝐿
< 0 (𝑢𝑛𝑠𝑡𝑎𝑏𝑙𝑒 𝑎𝑡𝑚𝑜𝑠𝑝ℎ𝑒𝑟𝑖𝑐 𝑐𝑜𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛𝑠)(16) 

 

where L is the Monin-Obukhov length computed as follows: 

 

L =
u∗

3cpρT̅

kgH
(17) 

 

with cp specific heat at constant pressure, T̅ average temperature in SL, and H sensible heat. 

For the resistance rbd various models predict a functional dependence on Sc number such that 

in general: 

 

rbd  =  
1

𝑢∗
c Scp (18) 

 

where c, and, p, are constant.  
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The parameter p usually lies between 1/2 and 2/3 with larger values for rougher surfaces. For 

example, 

Slinn and Slinn (1980) suggested a value of 1/2 for water surfaces. Slinn (1982) suggest a value 

of 2/3 for vegetated surfaces. Zhang et al. (2001) used values of p varying with land use 

categories. 

In this work it is assumed in Eq. (18) the following relationship: 

 

𝑟𝑑𝑏 =
1

u∗Sc−
2
3

(19) 

 

 

 

Figure 2. New schematization based on electrical analogy for  

parametrization of particles deposition velocity. 

 

The transport of particles by Brownian diffusion represented as function of Sc2/3 in eq. (19) is 

recommended in various works on the basis of theoretical and empirical results (Wesely and 

Hicks 1977; Paw, 1983, Hicks et al., 1987; Pryor et al., 2009; Kumar and Kumari, 2012). 

It is proposed to evaluate the resistance for inertial impact process rii in Eq. (13) by using the 

following relationships valid for rough surfaces: 

 

rii =
1

u∗ (
St2

St2 + 1
) R

(20)
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Various Author suggested this formula or similar for impaction efficiency as function of smooth 

surfaces and surfaces with roughness elements (Slinn, 1982; Giorgi, 1986; Peters and Eiden 

1992).  

Note that particle rebound is also included via the factor R (Giorgi, 1988; Zhang et al., 2001). 

Slinn (1982) suggested the following form for R: 

 

R =  𝑒(−𝑏√𝑆𝑡) (21) 

 

where b is an empirical constant, often assumed to be 1 (Giorgi, 1986; Zhang et al., 2001). In 

this work it is assumed b=2 as suggested in (Nemitz et al., 2002). For the calculation of 

resistance rti, general assumptions are reported below. 

As well known, empirical relations of turbulent deposition are typically presented in terms of 

the dimensionless particle relaxation time +: 

 

𝜏+ = 𝜏
𝑢∗

2


(22) 

 

where  is the particle relaxation time defined, for a spherical particle, as follows: 

 

𝜏 =
𝑑𝑝

2𝜌𝑝𝐶𝑐

18𝜇
(23) 

 

Various models predict a functional dependence of resistance turbulent impact phenomena rti 

on + as follows: 

 

rti =
1

𝑢∗m+
𝑛 𝑅

   𝑎𝑙𝑙 𝑠𝑢𝑟𝑓𝑎𝑐𝑒𝑠 (24) 

 

For turbulent deposition in pipe flows, the following regimes have been observed (Guha, 1997, 

2008): 
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Regime with about +<0.1 (very small particles); Brownian diffusion becomes significant and 

deposition is affected by a combination of Brownian and eddy diffusion. For the Brownian 

regime the deposition velocity is function of the Schmidt number; 

Regime with about 0.1<+<30; particle motion is strongly dependent on turbulent fluctuation 

in the fluid flow and the deposition velocity increases with +. For larger particles the deposition 

velocity can be considered proportional to a second power of +.  

Regime with about +>30; the particles have large inertia and the effect of turbulence on particle 

motion is significantly reduced and the gravity effect is dominant. 

For most trace gases, the uncertainty associated with the value of exponent n is not critical, but 

for very slowly diffusing quantities such as aerosol particles, the uncertainties become large. 

This remains a subject for research. 

It is to be noted that in Eq. (24) there is the correction factor R related to the collection efficiency 

for rebound evaluated by Eq. (21). This allows to take into account the functional dependence 

of rebound phenomena on turbulent impact conditions.  

The constants m and n in Eq. (24) have been evaluated by fitting some data reported in literature 

for urban surfaces. The result was for m and n the values of 0.05 and 0.75, respectively. 

 

1.6.  Comparison with experimental data  

The new approach for computing deposition velocity vd is validated by comparison with 

experimental data reported in literature for several meteorological conditions and deposition 

urban surfaces.   

Figures 3 through 6 show  experimental data for urban area in terms of deposition velocity as 

function of frictional velocity u* (Donateo and Contini, 2014). The datasets were taken in 

different experimental campaigns over a wide range of surface roughness conditions, from 

almost smooth surfaces (i.e., iced surfaces in Antarctica) to surfaces with different degrees of 

complexity: urban background, urban canopy, and industrial district (in Italy) or Venice lagoon 

surface (Italy). Summary of experimental sites  in terms of  measurement height (z), and 

roughness height zo are reported  in Table 1. 

In all figures the vertical bars present errors of 30%. 

On the whole, a good agreement between the prediction trend obtained by using the proposed 

model and the examined experimental data is found.  
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In particular, it can be observed good predictions  for u* values above about 0.3 m/s. Only 

limited effect of stability is observed with a slight reduction of the deposition velocities at fixed  

in stable conditions. This aspect is captured by the proposed approach. 

 

Table 1. Summary of experimental sites and instruments used in aerosol 

 sampling reported in (Donateo and Contini, 2014). 

  

Site Height z (m) Roughness length zo (m) 

Bologna 10 0.35 ± 0.02 

Lecce  10 0.53 ± 0.02 

Maglie 10 0.52 ± 0.02 

Venice lagoon 9.6 0.11 ± 0.03 land 

0.01 ± 0.03 water 

1.7.  Conclusion – first activity 

The ATMES (Atmospheric Transport Model Evaluation Study) report, relevant to study of 

models for the evaluation of radioactive pollutants disperse in the ambient atmosphere, 

highlighted that the highest uncertainties are in the parametrization of source terms and dry and 

wet deposition velocities (Klug et al. 1992).  

In literature there are several models, but no one is able to treat exhaustively most of 

phenomenologies related to pollutants deposition because of many complex involved processes. 

A review of the existing mechanistic models emphasizes the wide variety of ways that captation 

can take place, however, a comparison of two similar scenarios provides large discrepancies 

each other, which can reach two orders of values for same particle diameter. 

As highlighted by Sehmel (1980), the measurements of deposition velocity carried out by 

different international laboratories don’t allow to draw general conclusions due to experimental 

uncertainness.  

The bibliographical study of experimental tests performed to evaluate dry deposition velocities 

for vegetative canopy (i.e. experiment in situ), or derived by wind tunnel measurements, 

demonstrates a substantial number of differences that are more pronounced for forest canopies 

or in the accumulation range.  
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For the same typology of pollutant, experimental data shows that, for gas, the values of 

deposition velocity differ even by four order of magnitude and, for particles, by up to three 

order of magnitude. 

The main aim of our research activity was to develop an approach to be easy to implement 

within atmospheric dispersion modeling codes as well as an approach capable of dealing 

efficiently with different deposition surfaces for several radioactive pollutants. Some 

parametrizations reported in literature can be applied for multiple size classes (i.e. particle 

diameter), or they are based upon a number of assumption which may be frequently be violated 

in practice (Pryor et al., 2007), or even they are strongly dependent by a number of parameters 

combination as land use classification and seasonal categories. 

After the study of the main phenomenologies involved in dry deposition processes (Ambrosio 

et al., 2015; Cervone et al., 2016) different models, which use several parametrizations for 

variables defining deposition process and for dimensionless factors employed for modelling, 

were examined.  

On the basis this study, a new scheme for particles deposition velocity based on electrical 

analogy is propose, to evaluate the resistances for urban rough surfaces.  

It is worth to note that the correlation obtained with the new schematization is based on the 

hypothesis that the impact phenomena in the quasi-laminar sublayer can be affected by specific 

local features of the mutual influence of inertial impact processes, and turbulent impact 

phenomena. The proposed approach is further modified to take in consideration the rebound 

phenomena. 

The validation work, carried out by using some experimental data from literature, allowed to 

verify the goodness of the proposed approach.  

Research works concerning further validation activities of deposition processes onto urban 

surfaces are in progress. 
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Figure 3. Deposition velocity predictions as functional dependence from friction velocity 𝑢∗ and 

comparison with measurement datasets relevant to Bologna city, as reported in (Donateo and Contini, 

2014). The vertical bars present errors of 30%. 

 

 

 

Figure 4. Deposition velocity predictions as functional dependence from friction velocity 𝑢∗ and 

comparison with measurement datasets relevant to Lecce city, as reported in (Donateo and Contini, 

2014). The vertical bars present errors of 30%. 
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Figure 5. Deposition velocity predictions as functional dependence from friction velocity 𝑢∗ and 

comparison with measurement datasets relevant to Maglie city, as reported in (Donateo and Contini, 

2014). The vertical bars present errors of 30%. 

 

 

Figure 6. Deposition velocity predictions as functional dependence from friction velocity 𝑢∗ and 

comparison with measurement datasets relevant to Venice city, as reported in (Donateo and Contini, 

2014). The vertical bars present errors of 30%. 
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2. Preliminary study of compatibility between ECMWF forecast data and 

CALMET model. 

2.1.  Introduction – second activity 

As of today, the study of pollutant dispersion in atmosphere, as the estimation of productivity 

of sites for the production of wind energy [1, 2], represents an example of application that 

require an accurate reconstruction of the three-dimensional wind filed or, more in general, of 

the meteorological fields that characterize the site. 

Such studies, especially with complex orography, in order to produce highly accurate results 

must be conducted with a high resolution (~100m).  

For this purpose, many authors have selected the diagnostic model CALMET as promising in 

order to determine the meteorological fields on the local scale starting from forecast data on the 

regional scale. Until today, the work have been carried on using forecast data that can be directly 

interfaced with the CALMET model, as the one produced by the meteorological MM5 or WRF 

[3-5]. 

Furthermore, in principle this approach can be used to analyze pollutant dispersion on forecast 

data. 

The attraction to the possibility of working on this aspect and the availability of provisional 

data at high resolution produced by the European Centre Medium-Range Weather Forecast 

(ECMWF) lead to a verification of the formal compatibility of the provisional data with the 

input data required by CALMET as a first evaluation of compatibility. This approach would 

allow for an high resolution reconstruction of the meteorological data that are required to deploy 

forecast simulations of pollutant dispersion in atmosphere in almost real time, for a short range 

(72-90 hours). 

 

2.2. Technical notes of interest on the forecast model of ECMWF 

ECMWF is an independent inter-govern organization founded in 1975 and today it is 

maintained by the European Union with some additional contributors. Its purpose is to provide 

medium-term (15 days) global weather forecast to member states, contributors and all parties 

that who have subscribed to their service. Furthermore, it promotes and carries on research in 
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the field of weather forecast and implements the MARS database, the biggest archive of weather 

data in the world as of today. 

The ECMWF forecast system is built on many components: 

- general atmospheric circulation model; 

- oceanic wave model; 

- Earth surface model; 

- general oceanic circulation model; 

- side models for data acquisition and previous forecast storage. 

  

Figure 7. A sigma-p coordinate system representation [7]. 

The general atmospheric circulation model is coupled to the oceanic wave model to obtain a 

global model for Earth’s atmosphere. Its formulation is based on two different set of equations, 

a diagnostic one and a prognostic one. The first set describes the pressure, density, temperature 
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and height fields, while the second describes the horizontal components of the wind field, 

surface pressure, temperature and moisture content. 

An additional set of equations determines hydrometric variations such as rain, snow, liquid 

water and ice inside clouds, etc. 

The various models are coupled bi-directionally in order to take into account for the relative 

interactions. In this way the general model can account for energy (wind, heat, etc.) and mass 

(precipitation and evaporation) exchanges among the different environment components. 

About the three-dimensional representation of the fields, the model is based on a reduced 

Gaussian grid to represent surface quantities and a sigma-level or sigma-p system of coordinates 

for vertical quantities (Fig. 7). The Gaussian grid can take into account for the deformation 

generated by the convergence of the meridians: going from the tropics towards the poles, in 

order to maintain the distance between two points of the grid, their number is reduced. 

From the horizontal point of view the forecast in lat/lon coordinates can reach a resolution of 

0.125° (that corresponds to a distance along the meridians of about 13.5 km in the south 

direction); in the future it is expected to reach a resolution of ~9/5 km. On the vertical side, the 

model is subdivided in 137 levels. The sigma-p vertical system of coordinates has been 

developed in such a way to have an higher resolution on the lower troposphere, following the  

Shape of the Earth’s crust, while having a lower resolution towards the stratosphere, where the 

variations to be reproduced are smaller. 

Forecasts are delivered from ECMWF two times a day, at 00:00 and 12:00 (Universal 

Coordinated Time – UTC). Forecast of the approaching 144 hours are available at 03:00 and 

15:00, while the remaining forecasts (up to 240 hours) are available at 06:00 and 18:00. All the 

quantities, for the first 90 hours, are available with a temporal resolution of one hour. 

The forecasts are released with different types of representations, i.e. with the 137 level 

atmospheric model, pressure level model, etc. Meteorological fields are available on the 

representation that is selected. 

2.3.  Technical notes of interest on the CALMET model 

The CALMET model is a diagnostic interpolator that builds three-dimensional fields of 

meteorological quantities. In order to produce its analysis it requires as input many files with 

meteorological and geophysics data along with a control variable file. 
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Figure 8. An example of the 3D.DAT file header for CALMET.  
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Figure 9. An example of the 3D.DAT file for a generic cell for CALMET 

In particular, among the many options available in the control file we are interested in the 

IPROG variable, in group 5, that enables the use of prognostic data. This variable accepts 6 

options: 3 of them (3, 4, 5) are reserved to the direct use of the output of MM4 and MM5 

models, while the remaining 3 (13, 14, 15) can be selected to use the output form MM4, MM5, 

NAM (ETA), RUC or RAMS, WRF that must be reformatted with the proper preprocessor 

(CALMM5, CALAETA, CALRUC, CALRUMS). Since in general the output are formatted in 

ASCII format in a file with a well-defined structure (3D.DAT), it is possible to reformat the 

ECMWF data in the same manner. 
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Figure 10. Weather data available in the 3D.DAT file and MM4.DAT file. 

As we can see in Fig. 8, at the beginning of the file are reported the variables that describe the 

features of the forecast data, including the temporal range, the geographic domain and the 

parameters of the grid. The file continues (Fig. 9) with the repetition, as many times as the 

number of cells in the grid, of data blocks with meteorological data of the single cell. Among 

the surface quantities, we can find the surface pressure, rain amount e cloud coverage, while 

for the vertical levels we can find pressure, height, temperature, wind velocity and direction. 
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To the default variables at each level there can be some additional optional ones such as vertical 

wind velocity, relative humidity, vapor mixing ratio, cloud and rain mixing ratio, ice and snow 

mixing ratio and the groupel mixing ratio. 

 

 

Figure 11. Horizontal and vertical geographic reference for the quantities in 3D.DAT [7]. 

The full list of the quantities inside the 3D.DAT file and the format of the different information 

blocks are available in the literature given with the CALMET code [7] (Figs. 10-11). 

2.4.  Preliminary evaluation on the compatibility of the ECMWF data with 

the CALMET model 

Considering the fact that CALMET is able to work with prognostic data that are properly 

formatted, we evaluated the possibility of using the forecast data generated by ECMWF. 
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Among the various model that are available, we find of use the model that describes the surface 

weather quantities and the vertical one that is based on the sigma-p coordinate (137 levels, 

standard atmosphere ICAO-1976). The forecast up to 90 hours is of particular interest since it 

has a time step of 1 hour. 

The ECMWF weather data are distributed in the GRIB format, that is not directly compatible 

with CALMET that required ASCII data as input. It is therefore necessary to use some tools 

(i.e. CDO) to convert the format and extract the weather data that is required for CALMET. 

On the majority of cases the weather data from ECMWF are compatible with the data required 

by CALMET, with some simple conversion of units of measures. However in some cases it is 

required to obtain some derivative quantities using empiric or semi-empiric correlations 

available in literature [8-10]. 

A synthesis of the useful ECMWF data and corresponding CALMET equivalents is available 

in Tab. 2 for the surface data and in Tab. 3 for the vertical data. 

Table 2. weather surface data form ECMWF and corresponding CALMET variable. 

ECMWF parameter CALMET parameter  

Cod. name U.M

. 

name U.M. conversion 

167.128 2 metre temperature K Air temperature at 2 m K no 

034.128 Sea surface temperature K Sea surface temperature K no 

151.128 Mean sea level pressure Pa Sea level pressure hPa yes 

134.128 Surface pressure Pa Pressure hPa yes 

228.128 Total precipitation m  Total hourly rainfall  cm yes 

169.128 Downward surface solar 

radiation 

J m-2 Short wave radiation at 

surface 

W m-2 yes 

165.128 10 metre eastward wind 

component 

m s-1 Wind Speed of 10-m wind 

& 

Wind direction of 10-m wind 

m s-1 yes 

166.128 10 metre northward wind 

component 

m s-1 m s-1 yes 

168.128 2 metre dewpoint 

temperature 

K Specific Humidity at 2 m g/kg yes 

 

From a comparison of the documentation of the CALMET model and the ECMWF forecast, 

the quantities 2 metre temperature and sea surface temperature can be used as-is, without any 

conversion. For the quantities mean sea level, surface pressure and total precipitation, they only 

require a change of scale. The conversion of the downward surface solar radiation is simple, 

since we need only to convert from deposited energy to incoming power, and similarly for the 

wind components, for which we need to convert from the eastward and northward components 
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to the wind direction and speed, as required by CALMET. Finally, the 2 metre dew point 

temperature is used to compute the specific humidity at 2 metre [8 - p. 38]. 

Table 3. Weather vertical data form ECMWF and corresponding CALMET variable. 

ECMWF parameter CALMET parameter  

Cod. name U.M. name U.M. conversion 

130 Temperature K Temperature K no 

131 Eastward wind 

component 

m s-1 Wind Speed 

& 

Wind direction 

m s-1 yes 

132 Northward wind 

component 

m s-1 m s-1 yes 

133 Specific Humidity kg kg-1 Relative Humidity % yes 

135 Vertical velocity Pa s-1 Vertical velocity m s-1 yes 

 

From the vertical model we can use the five quantities that are given in Tab. 2. As in the 

previous case, the temperature of the level does not require any conversion, and the conversion 

for the wind components is the same as the previous case. For the humidity, the ECMWF data 

set includes the specific humidity, while CALMET requires the relative humidity. The 

conversion between these two variables can be carried out through a semi-empirical correlation 

among the relative humidity, the specific humidity, the pressure and the saturation pressure of 

the level [8 – p. 38, 9 – p. 113-114]. Finally, the vertical velocity is given in Pa/s, so it must be 

converted in m/s in order to use it in CALMET [10 – p. 4-5]. 

Furthermore, standing that the ECMWF is a complete set of data, there is no data about land 

use and average cell height. These quantities are required to build the 3D.DAT file, but they 

can be generated from different CALMET preprocessors using different data sources (NOAA, 

Corine Land Cover, etc.), keeping in mind to guarantee the correct geolocalization. 

2.5.  Conclusions – second activity 

This activity has been focused on the verification of the availability of weather data required 

by the prognostic input in the CALMET model from the weather data available in the forecast 

data generated by the ECMWF. 

It has been verified that a large section of the ECMWF data are compatible with the CALMET 

model, while others can be deduced using empirical and semi-empirical correlations. 

Furthermore, it has been verified that, even in its completeness, the ECMWF model does not 

provide land use information and average cell heights, data that is required by CALMET. This 
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data can however be obtained from other preprocessors already available in the 

CALMET/CALPUFF software suite, that start from different sources such as NOAA, Corine 

Land Cover, etc. 
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Notations 

C pollutant concentration [g/m3]  

Cc  Cunningham slip correction factor [–] 

D  Brownian diffusivity (m2/s) 

dp  particle diameter [m] 

g  gravity acceleration [m/s2] 

K  von Karman constant [–] 

L  Obhukov length [m] 

m  non-dimensional number [–] 

n  non-dimensional number [–] 

QLS Quasi-Laminar Sublayer [–] 

ra  aerodynamic resistance [s/m] 

rdb  Brownian diffusion resistance [s/m] 

rii  inertial impact resistance [s/m] 

rql  quasi-laminar sublayer resistance [s/m] 

rti  turbulent impact resistance [s/m] 

Sc  Schmidt number [–] 

SL Surface Layer [–] 

St  Stokes number [–] 

T  temperature [K] 

u  horizontal mean flow velocity [m s−1] 

𝑢∗  friction velocity [m s−1] 

vd  deposition velocity [m s−1] 

vs  settling velocity [m s−1] 

z  quota to the ground reference level [m] 

zo  roughness length [m] 

zo+   non-dimensional roughness length [–] 

𝑡𝑝
+  non-dimensional particle relaxation time [–] 

𝑡𝑝  particle relaxation time [s] 

a  density of air [kg/m3] 

μa  air dynamic viscosity μa =1.89×10−5 [kgm−1 s−1] 

a  air kinematic viscosity a =1.57×10−5 [m2 s−1] 

a  mean free path of air a = 0.067×10−6 [m] 
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