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1. Introduction

There have been intensive studies on our earth's climate system with satellite remote
sensing techniques, motivated by: the global warming issue due to increasing greenhouse
gases. The WCRP/ISCCP (the International Satellite Cloud Climatology Project) and
SRB (Surface Radiation Budget) projects, among many satellite projects, have made great
contributions by finding many important scientific facts to understanding of potential climate
changes. Ship track phenomenon found in the ISCCP/FIRE (First ISCCP Regional
Experiment) (Coakley et al., 1987) has triggered many on-going projects of studying aerosol
effects on the climate. The hypothesis of cirrus thermostat effect to stabilize the SST of
tropical ocean (Ramanathan and Collins, 1991) is another topic attracting scientists for
understanding the role of cirrus clouds maintaining our climate. Many field experiments,
such as Japanese WCRP/WENPEX, and European ICE/EUCREX, have made many
findings to understand the physical features of the cloud system (Hayasaka et al., 1995;
Raschke, 1994).

In spite of such findings we still have some lack of knowledge on our climate system
for improving our understanding on climate change mechanism. Many evidences of cloud-
aerosol interaction have been indirectly depicted by a cloud field change with some
exceptional cases of large aerosol concentration in which we can detect aerosols interacting
with clouds from satellites (Kaufman and Nakajima, 1993). The value of aerosol optical
thickness is less than 0.05 for most cases of important region of cloud-aerosol interaction
in marine environment. This is below the detection limit of NOAA operational product of
aerosol optical thickness. We also don't have good statistics of ice water content, which is
necessary for better simulation of cirrus effects on climate.

Many of the above mentioned problems are related with an inability of current satellite
instruments to sense the detailed vertical structure of cloud and aerosol fields. In this
paper, we propose a three dimensional cloud and aerosol radiation experiment using active



satellite sensors to monitor our earth's environment.
2. A 3D cloud and aerosol radiation experiment

Effectiveness of the 94 GHz Cloud Profiling Radar (CPR) has been studied by
several authors (GEWEX, 1993). According to the studies, more than 90 % of cloud
cover can be detected with some exceptions of very thick deep convective clouds and very
thin cirrus clouds. Recently Lite experiment has shown very impressive images of aerosol
and cloud lidar signal field showing Mie Lidar (Lidar) is useful to detect cloud and aerosol
field. Such impressive improvement in active sensor technology will make us ambitious
to imagine a coupling of the two powerful active sensors, CPR and Lidar, in the space.

Figures 1-3 show simulated received power (W/m2) of CPR and Lidar for remote
sensing of particulate constituents (water clouds, ice clouds, and aerosols) in the atmosphere
as a function of particle content' w (cm*/cm?) and particle radius r (um). The Lidar can
cover some region which CPR cannot measure. Especially the detection of small cloud
particles and aerosols will be very important to understand the strength of cloud-aerosol
interaction. The detection limit of thin clouds by CPR is around -30 dB or 0.1 g/m’ for
nadir looking CPR with 1 km x 5 km resolution with 400 m height. This corresponds to
the cloud optical thickness of 1.5, whereas the lidar can detect the cloud layer with optical
thickness less than 3. Therefore, the combination of CPR and Lidar is very reasonable for

whole range cloud detection and simultaneous aerosol detection.
3. Discussion

Combining two active sensors has many merits even for other than cloud coverage
detection. The detection of cloud particle size profile is promising, since the CPR and
Lidar signal have the following size dependence:
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where N is the number concentration (/cm3). As shown in Figs. 1 and 2, we can detect the
particle radius as a function of height if we have both data from CPR and Lidar. This is
important advantage of CPR+Lidar experiment, since the particle radius depends on height
in realistic cloud and aerosol layers. Reduction of particle size, observed through aerosol-
cloud interaction, will also depend on the height, since the anthropogenic aerosol source is
near the surface. Especially quenching drizzle mode particles radius is an important



phenomena to observe. We will see clearer signals of those processes from the CPR+Lidar
experiment.

4. Conclusion

We have discussed scientific importance of an active sensing mission of aerosol and cloud
constituents. A coupling of CPR and Lidar gives us useful information, such as lager
coverage of cloud and aerosol detection and cloud particle size statistics.
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Water clouds with the top at 4km
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Fig. 1 CPR and Lidar signals for water clouds with 1 km thickness and layer top height of
4 km. as a function of volume content (cm*cm?) and particle radius (um) Upper and lower
panels show signals from layer top and bottom, respectively.



Ice clouds with the top at 10km
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Fig. 2 Same as Fig. 1 but for ice clouds with 1 km thickness and layer top height of 10 km.



Aerosol layers with the top at 1km
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Fig. 3 Same as Fig. 1 but for aerosols with 1 km thickness and layer top height of 1 km.
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% Global warming issues
¢ CPR + Lidar experiment (ATMOS-B1 mission)

Global warming issues
for the CPR + Lidar experiment

1. Aerosol direct forcing
Atg,, =0.04, AF=-13W/m’ (Charlson et al., 1992)
2. Aerosol-cloud interaction
N/N,=1.15, AF=-1.0W/m* (Charlson et al., 1992)
—03W/m*~—-1.5W/m’
3. Cloud top/base height AT, T, AT, T ?
4. Upper cloud amount/phase  nTl?, w,, T1?
* Those issues will need statistics first.

Climate effects of cirrus clouds
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Fig. 3 Volume spectra of cloud particle polydispersion at flight distance of 32,
40 and 55 km along the center of the images shown in Fig. 2.
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Figure 4. Values of ice water content (IWC) and reflectivity computed
from cirrus ice particle size spectra observed by the Meteorological Office C-

130 jaircrate. [+ data for two vertical profiles; 0 data for level runs on
different days] .
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