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The aerosol-cloud interaction (hereafter ACI) has been recognized as one of the most uncertain pro-
cesses in the current climate system. In this paper, several observational studies using active satellite sen-
sors (CloudSat and CALIPSO) on ACI are introduced such as cloud behaviors, cloud classification, pre-
cipitation susceptibility, invigoration, buffer-system and cloud phase issues. Although the recent
understanding on ACI is advancing, invigoration-related problems are particularly elusive. Synergetic
efforts among observations, laboratory experiments and numerical modeling are strongly desired towards
the deeper understanding on ACI, especially for mixed-phase and ice clouds whose ACI mechanisms are
much more complicated than those of water clouds.
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1. ELBIC

EIHERKRIN O 60% DL LA B, HIRO T AV F—IE R RMBEOMERS: - BB, FARMERICKE EE
FTHIEBMONTVEY ., KAFEMK FTHLIT U NIE, ZO—BEEROMICELI NS, =
TRV OERLWEANEDLNE, EOMWEHEZEZ L0805, FFICZ 7R IUAE 725 FTERREAKN
OB, KBELEICET A BUFE 7S AV (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, IPCC) 12BWTd,
AEANOHRB X OB BB 2 ERLT 2 ETRO R 2 MEO—D> LTHM SR Tw Y.

Twomey (1977)212X 5% &, Z7 OV UBINNT % 2 & TREHH (Cloud Condensation Nuclei, CCN) %
WimL, ZREIMZ L. FHTE2KERBEP—ETHIUL, BREDHZ 2 LEREINSRY, &
R ORI RN T 2 O CEDO KGRI 2 2 CERIWET 7 0V LV odaid, HIZEZO K% TAs
%). COMPRIITOVNOE | FEBEDE (Twomey 814H) & LTHIONTE . FOEIZETVAREFR)
BEIIEND Z LB %\, F 72 Albrecht (1989) Y137 T VL ORI AL TERAE (10 pum DA — & —)
HINEL Y, BAKKT Umm Ot —F—) OKE ST CTHEMAEEZEL TRET % F TIIRH 2
MBI OIBEKRNEIETL, BLELTOFMPREL LLLEVITATATEREETVERIZE 5 TRL
7o T 7a vy Vol 2 fREME (Albrecht R1H), H2VIZEHFGHRLIFEN TS, Ihb T
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TaVIWEENBERTLIIELFEVITE— 7T O VI ESER (Aerosol-Cloud Interaction, LA 1% ACI & 3
%) EREBRENTWS.

ACLICBE$ A58 13 2 IICH % %%, A% T, CloudSat IZ#E# X M7z 94 GHz Z L — % Cloud Profiling
Radar (CPR, L% CloudSat L' — % & I %), Cloud- Aerosol Lidar and Infrared Pathfinder Satellite Observation
(CALIPSO) (Z## S N7z 532nm & 1064 nm D 2 P T A ¥ Cloud-Aerosol Lidar with Orthogonal Polarization
(CALIOP, LI CALIPSO 74 ¥ LIT5R) Lo 7o RIEBRORER L ¥, &5 VIZiEi o4 & Z8)
Bt YoM X s ACI O ZESHFlO—BE2 N 5. Bt 3L LTid, W~ RINRO B
#1 Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) X~ 4 7 Tt 7T Advanced Microwave Scanning
Radiometer for EOS (AMSR-E) 23T\ 5.

BEEBHTIEIZWIE— by v 7, PWHEOHEDTDIZTNITYY AL Z@T72H) M) — 3Nk
EEEH, MIBBRADFLET S, TAATELZIEREZFRICETHN - KEMICBITX, SEBEEN 2
WHERME—DT Iy b7+ —ATH5H. 2000 FRPAIF LD, FITZEAE L V¥ %2 H T ACI % AR D058
AHESE LT X7 (e.g., Nakajima et al. 2001, Bréon et al. 2002%). —f 12 A 55 0 1 SR 5 o FERE % % F1)
TEZEHL FIIEL LTV IVOREGA O LIRS 2 2 & HINICNEETH 578, BEE)T &~
POBYHZIEY, ZOMEZFIT L@ N, Lo LB £ v HIZERL T 7 0 VIV OSRE Lo
A BNTEX LD, Y7 FVORERTTII Y KI5y 5 —OB R 5, T2l hLiEsT
BUIIE S 3%y, CloudSat IZILEMEWER L L EEL I TE 525, CALIOP IZHWIKED72DICTE R
V. J¥Z CloudSat IZEF IS WEIIRE L LASH TH 525, CALIOP I LD WEEL R TE .
2006 412 A-Train 2 H % #K 3 % CloudSat % CALIPSO 2547 H L H 1, Aqua ICH##K & 7172 MODIS 7 —
R LIS F V=N A L ATbN T &z DU TR BRI 2 e 3560 % i3 5.

2. BB Y% E>7/ ACI OWMAES

21 HIEHEEEIELRBETOEDORD

Kubar et al. (2009)% 1%, CloudSat D475 F1FA & F2e WEEHIIC CloudSat L — % D7 — % % FlWCTKED
RERBYEIC OV TS L7z, 2 & BT 12 W O ORI, L — & OO R ME 2 B,
ZYHE e Ty P L2 A, ETOHEBTL —F RO KRENEZ 5L L HICETHEGE, =
REE, EABEIIBIINL, EREEEIIRIS LTV (Fig 1). L—F I 25 &L IC—ikICH
KEIIZ L e bizd, BENGHELSZ D, T AF LB RRTVTIREREITOIVEDS W E -
b BFIHTIE, MOHELRFIHEL D ERFITD S VIEREEEHSKE L, Twomey RIH % WL T
72, FERBERIIKRELS L S5TEY, Albrecht RpR%2ZFT AR E o 72,

Nakajima et al. (2010)” %> Suzuki et al. (2010)¥{%, CloudSat L — % & MODIS 2* 5 #5E X W72 E D1
JE & &=k %% T, Contoured Frequency by Optical Depth Diagram (CFODD) (W HINS 54 77T L%
&% L7, CFODD Ti&, Mz L — & g, #icEK S5 - 72 6% WE S 2 Y, BlE o 5 %
Ty b A ZEPSORFWESOREED D IZIE, MODIS 20 5 D4EONEINIE X & o Wi SR K
EEFNVEHVLG., COFAT7I0%, BRHEOKESTEIZHHELZODOMNFig. 2 ThHb (£5% )V L
WO R211E, MODIS D 2.1pum F% Y ANVOT— I POLIEESN-BERNFETHL I LE2EERTE). ZOX
no, FEWNSVHBEOERKEDOL V=200, FEFNKRZVGEOBKEDOL V=2, {HFEH1IE
BLTWEZED DAL, 2F ) BREOTIAVCANE S & L —F HEEO/NSWFIEI S, JFES
ELV—FRHEEOREVHEBICE 2 BORREMZIB L TWb 2 Ehb2 b, F722 0 CFODD OHIED
1 X R T ORI T 2 BMEEATBYY, BABEBRENOERINNEL2E5Z LA TE
%. MA T Takahashietal. (2017)21%, i LEEOHAELEEZLI DS FY XV (100um O+ — ¥ —OFk) ®
BEATE VT & % CFODD 12 & » TR L7z, Z O HIE EASAROM S O IE ) ZH TR BN
WHEOROTHHEWLNITHI LT, BABROWRESE~D X ) FECHERICEIKRL TW5.

Panetal. (2018)'01d, A4 ¥ FEHLLETHET V7 21412 CloudSat 7 — % A & 22 TH i i 2 22 i 25 2,
BRERBRIEEEE, ZRAL, CALIPSO 77— LR F A Moz 7 u VY Vo4 %2 KD, K
ZOEKERE, ENEEE, ZORFEOZE LT VIVIEEOREE LTEHIL:. FoME, 7o
VIVIBEEIIH T B ZHEOENRIIZESHL LB IFEML TN 2L E, T2 MEITOY VO
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Fig. 1 (Upper-left) Median cloud-top height, (upper-right) median effective particle radius, (lower-left) median

liquid water path and (lower-right) median droplet number concentration vs median maximum dBZ for

each of the eight regions6>
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Fig.2 CFODD over the global (upper panels) ocean and (lower panels) continent for the 2007 JJA season
grouped according to the effective particle radius into (a) 5-10, (b) 10-15, (¢) 15-20, (d) 20-25, and
(e) 25-30 pmg). The unit of color shading is % dBZ ™!
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SRTEHETE L REAUC IR L TV B Z L 2R L7z, 51225 D ACHIZHISN - FEINICIFEICZT) LT
By, ZORENZKEKELRET T 2 VOEFHD0 LT Tw 5.

ACIIZEICBWT, CCNEORFEL LT GRERERTH L) T 7V IVONENES 2/ 2 & DA
CATONTWS., L2 LRAEROTLT eV VONFENES L CCNRIE, Z7aVVHRLneE 25 TlE—
BICIEOMB 2R T VA, LD XS IEE LBEETRAEIREVY. 2070 L To ACIOBiEE R
b 246, 7V IVONFNES L EREE LK 2 & A MR UL ENEAH 5. 2 2T Paine-
mal etal. (2020)'¥13 MODIS %S> ZHEEEZPEL, ZOEHEEENLTFTOE S TOLT OV VIR O
B4 i (CALIPSO 722 S ¥fEsE) %, MODIS 22 S SN ERBHEE L K L. ZOME, =7e Lo
NFHE S LR L72HEICHRTHBP L DR 2o/ 2 L 2R L TV 5.

22 BERATDRE

RO 2Dy 7T VERCZEY L TOH LW EEDREIN TS, Yuter and Houze
(1995) W1, Bz L — & [, MEMCmEZ Y, WES L 0L — 5 R ROHE % EBLT % Con-
toured Frequency by Altitude Diagram (CFAD) Z3#%& L, JAL fibNTE 72 Chenetal. (2016)'51%, AZH
T REIG G A3 7 BTG % X 202, CloudSat © L — & [Uit=e & fivs T CFAD 2R L7-. =71Vl
THEENZRUTOL = FREHHFEIZ, BORCEETRHE Z2oTwa, TFORHWEERIEE, H#w
HMETIERE LS Lo T0bZ Db, %HibT25EDIEMAL (invigoration) & DRI HIRIE S 7z,

s}, Unglaub et al. (2020)'91% CALIPSO, CloudSat, MODIS 40 57— % % JI\C, KEZZEHEEOARY
B OREREEERD 22012500, $72300ZRFEELZEALTIt6 2Dy 4 FIZXG L. 20k
HCHE LN R, BEREBEIROEIZOWT, #WLEEELOR, Ria2EEOROEILEN S0
WHEERLTWwa.

COEHT, ZHREL L H25IFHONGEVWENOME T OMHERICE > TESY A T OH LB Rk
A HBIC e > TV 5.

2.3 Susceptibility

ACIL Z % #\FET, [EbL)RT &, BEKS] 2RI 5 susceptibility & VI RS LI LITEA S
TWh. Twomey (1991) 713, ZR A1 B Z 2B EICZDOT VAN FRENIEEZLT 2052 BT 5
cloud susceptibility Z$&fE L7z, S DF 2 #FEIC, ERAS LY 2 2HE B KESENIEZIEEILT 50 %
£33 5 Precipitation susceptibility 253H5 S 72 ZOfEE, 7OV VOZIH LT (1) EBAEED
B VEIRDBETHL, —HRICHEKEHE IR SLv. (2) BRREISHHREDOEITD - & DRIRMY
WCBEKICEET . (3) ZRREDPZ VEZIBIR ST, BELREROIZONBINERIFEAT 55
DS o> Twb. LA L Precipitation Susceptibility Dfitiid, FFERFICHE S 77— % v M X o TRHE
EVEAH B T ENMONT VD, ZOERILD 72012 Bai et al. (2018) 1”13 CALIPSO % CloudSat, MODIS,
AMSRE % EOBHOmE L o Ty s R WT, WSO IKED Precipitation Susceptibility @ 7 52
WCBLT, ZRKREBRPKRALCEDOESV, B ANVEROBIN L EhHFHMICHERL TV,

2.4 Invigoration & Buffered-system

Koren et al. (2005)201%, JLEBATEHIHO MODIS 7 — ¥ Zf#HT L T 7 10 V)L OIGFIIE & L i Z Ok
HOMEEZIY, =72V UAINEEIEL 22 1N TEEREKS (BESENEL) 252 Lrll
WL, TOAHZALELTUTFEZBRTWES, Z7 OV NVENPLWOICEREINS R, e
PEEDPEINAEH LT %A LT, RETOBEIEL 5. D720 FRERILLIED VI OIEE D E
NN O R 5. EORE, EHEOEBRDOMIND H-> T EAXRKI WL RY, ZOLAKKICL > TE
THEEEE < %% (nvigoration). W EARMICL > TEHIIHL LIPS/ E R TIE LV BVEE
THY, TOFETIHEINIZBERIZLOFRALDIRD LN L.

Z D% Rosenfeld et al. (2008)213, ZOHFGAEL %5 2L T, HHMEOETIE EEADKGOHi%AH
BEIML, SR5ICHED) WO EAWAERE 5 2 L THOKEABEZ 2 EIR_RE L (BEmMIEME L), L
AL Fan et al. (2013)221%, BIIFINEMHALO X 4 = X X IZEO LB TIRBERT 290 Lk v, =
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Fig. 3 Ice water content weighted altitude centroid of convective clouds for
smoke aerosol (gray line), dust aerosol (blue line) and polluted continen-
tal aerosol (red line) as a function of aerosol optical thickness for South
America (top panel), Central Africa (middle panel) and Southeast Asia
(lower panel) =

DRAEFERTHBEFEIC CTERLEERE, Z0E S Z2HL 30 3BWIAMNEEL (IhE<oXh/hswn
EROFEIZLD) THLHEFIRL.

X 5|2 Jiangetal. (2018) BT A Y A, HRT 7Y A, WHT VT OWFOEVIHIEE % #4512 CloudSat
L—% & CALIPSO 54 ¥ 7= & lwT, =7 a/ VHENONRFNESOBEME LT, EXROEEOEHA
EOFEOB IR L. FoOME, FHITHRIZAE—7 TidIHl s h, HRIhKREEDT
U/wfi@ﬁwéné &, FAMNIEL L6 PRBGINIKFELTEY, =70V VoOREE

2& o TR OMHEUL 2 IEAL A F 5 2 L Ab A o7z (Fig. 3).

Invigoration ®\FEEL L TINFE TIIE LK DT U LANEZ LNTWEY, LDk L LTk, Douglas
and L'Ecuyer (2021) % 2S&ERiEE EORE (ZABRIZ 150 55 200 g/m? (ZPE) % %412 CloudSat L —
FhO/ROoNTEIT a7 7 A VOIERE E2HWT, ANEERTGY: S N2 BE TIERREOR EZ T BRI
BREHTOLY PLA YA AHOZRKOMY AR) OHEPFE LS A LERLTVS
Invigoration IZOoWTIE, BT VAT Altaratz et al. (2014) D 2VBREM AL E 2 —@ e RoTHBY, Eﬂ\i“ﬂi@

LHEIIBRI N,

i 7= Stevens and Feingold (2009) 2913 buffered-system & \ 9 BE 2% #2018 L 7=, ACI 5B IHEO &5

LHMBREAAEZRET, REALBESEDLHEDTA =Ny 22372567, ZOLOREEROELL LTI
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HBENTNEL BT, FHiiT % O0FEFIZHE L. Invigoration d buffered-system (CBWTHELTED,
Z O buffered-system &\ E 2 Jik, REENTHLIDI0KEITE, BEOT7 4 — NNy 7 2Rt d 55
DEELRIA VLT MIhoTWnA.

25 I7OYVIEEZHOBER

ITaYINIE, ZOLFEG 7% I L o> TENOBKIZ L RTINS R - T A, Bl 2 XTI L AHHRIE 72
EIECON & 7o TER (K) ZEWT L, FA RN AT 70V 7% S0k (Ice Nuclei; IN)
Lo ORE (BME) 2T 5. TNETCON IOV TIERFL KRS TEZDS, INIZB L TldAMmM

DEGHL T —T5, B OKIEDIRED) EEOBUEEICRE CBBLY, BAHEICE >TO®
EARBRO-D, EMOTEMEIRIIBIROBEINE 2 LS TARDLZOICATRTH S,

§ A ML S A BKEEE LTHORTEYY, ¥ A PORLKEOHGIZOVTIO 104FIZL
WRT— 5 MO THRS5NTWA. Choietal. (2010)1, 77, Bk, dtk, I—wvsx, 77
71, BMIE T &2 CALIOP 7— ¥ L SN HIEZEOF G EZREICH LT 7ey M L7 (Fig.4). £
OFEE, MURETH->TD, BHHEOHASIIT IV TRET AV A TIHEL, MBI TIEE -7, flz
E-25CTRT7T VT TIE20% 13ETH LA, MBI TIINS0% bdbolz. TOZLRF A RELTOY
W W TIOKE DT SN TTRENREW L 2RIEBELTWS

Tan et al. (2014)3"13 relative aerosol frequency & V> 9 54 % Ji]\> T Choi et al. (2010)°7 &[4k % f##T % 17
W, I7 OV ORERERES VI AIOKEOE SR E N L ER L7 F D% Kawamoto et al. (2020)32)
1%, relative aerosol frequency @ & 9 AR HFRIEE CTld R <, ¥ X POHBREE VI YHEL H W T&ART

A Supercooled cloud fraction at —20°C (June 2006—May 2007), Mean = 52% <%
" = T = ] 4 y — =z —
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Fig.4 (A) Annual mean (June 2006-May 2007) supercooled cloud fraction
at —20C isotherm®”. (B) Annual mean supercooled cloud fraction
with respect to temperature over the selected regions in (A): Asia,
South America, North America, Europe, Africa, and the Antarctic3? .
The error bar corresponds to a standard error of 3.
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Fig. 5 Relationships between (left) ice cloud fraction and temperature with six dust extinction coefficient bins,
and between (right) ice cloud fraction and dust extinction coefficient with six temperature bins?.

EIOKREEER L. FORE, FLEER T ¥ A b OEBRESE W TARGEHETEHNIE, 20
IR ZE 7255 235 KA & KDEITTH S 273 K ORI K 5o 250 K E TR b HHFHE TH
b ENbhotz (Fig.5). TNHOEMIETIX, CALIPSO 74 ¥ DOF = AR E R TV,

3. HhYIC

AFHTIEZNZE T CloudSat L'— %, CALIPSO 7 4 ¥ & Hul & L 7-fir R AEEREI L & > 12 X 5 ACTBF%E
DHEFUIOVWTHALTE 2. TO10BER, WRET—F7uy 7 PoEfibEATEY, #12I1X Cloud-
Sat 7—% 707 M, FA—2AR=VIZELOYHESF7  u—FLRTWERICFLDOLN TV,
DL THENZEDZBEOFRMEENEED, #RT—F 2o/ 2 L0 o 12W5EHE R FE SV Ih
B, LT—HFOREHRILHI;>T 5.

F 724# @ The Earth, Clouds, Aerosols and Radiation Explore (EarthCARE) %5+t > ¥ % i 5 72 f##r 0 72
DI, JAXAIZ X 5 T ATrain Ot v 3% ffio7- 705 7 MH [EarthCARE Af %8 A-Train 70 ¥ 7 M E=% |
(https://www.eorc.jaxa.jp/EARTHCARE/research_product/ecare_monitorhtml) & L TR INTWS. KD
E-Z7aYNTOT T PR TWIETEHINTEY, T—HFIZ& > THEAKE V., Kawamoto et
al. 20202k ZD7ay s FEZ S STy RIEL .

—77, ACLIZHET 2 S0k AAIEHITE L, B T7aV VOMWIEEORTRL, T - %%
EOMBRLICOBERT2MD THMRRTH D, T0720, BMOA»S ACI ZEHT 5 2 L IEAT R
ThY, EBERPHHETVEMo/T7 7u—F 2 HT 52 L bMRDOLNS.

¥ 72 2023 4EFEICHT B B P SE D EarthCARE?IZIE, 95GHZz DEL — ¥, EANXYZ MVGRT 4 &, 7]
B~FINETOL W EA A=V v, IRBBHFPERINTEY, FICEL-FEFy 77 —#ELZFHIT
E57-0, BRNOHHEBEZHRLEVI)RELFEEZRF-TWD, TOX) RERELE L HITKELD EE
BREIERETHHREMERKEN 2 L0 T, ACLOHEZ S SIS E TV LERH L. X512
2018 SE DA KELET A 7 I — 12 X B HERBIMIZBI§ % Decadal Survey DI F %), =70V IVICET S
FEEAR R - AR, EOT7 4 — PNy 7 RxiiE, RAKBEOBEZEMNEEZ IR L, NASA (37 2B
I v ¥ 3~ ACCP (Aerosol and Cloud, Convection and Precipitation) 3> % [il# L 7=, 5% L LC, me@)%
VN A TR R 0tET & EOMZBROMA G DRV EN T L. I TOMEBNOBEEZT]
EHEZTE T 2020 EARKDITS LIFBFESNTEY, 2030 FROZT TV - E - BKIIZEEZY — F 55
WRIvYarvD 1205 THA).
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