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Abstract we use 150 year preindustrial simulations of the Community Earth System Model to quantify the
impacts of the East Asian Monsoon strength on interannual variations of springtime dust concentrations over
China. The simulated interannual variations in March-April-May (MAM) dust column concentrations range
between 20-40% and 10-60% over eastern and western China, respectively. The dust concentrations over
eastern China correlate negatively with the East Asian Monsoon (EAM) index, which represents the strength of
monsoon, with a regionally averaged correlation coefficient of —0.64. Relative to the strongest EAM years,
MAM dust concentrations in the weakest EAM years are higher over China, with regional relative differences of
55.6%, 29.6%, and 13.9% in the run with emissions calculated interactively and of 33.8%, 10.3%, and 8.2% over
eastern, central, and western China, respectively, in the run with prescribed emissions. Both interactive run
and prescribed emission run show the similar pattern of climate change between the weakest and strongest
EAM years. Strong anomalous northwesterly and westerly winds over the Gobi and Taklamakan deserts
during the weakest EAM years result in larger transport fluxes, and thereby increase the dust concentrations
over China. These differences in dust concentrations between the weakest and strongest EAM years
(weakest-strongest) lead to the change in the net radiative forcing by up to —8 and —3 W m™2 at the surface,
compared to —2.4 and +1.2 W m 2 at the top of the atmosphere over eastern and western China, respectively.

1. Introduction

Dust is a prominent atmospheric aerosol that adversely affects human health, air quality, and atmospheric
visibility. Through scattering and absorbing shortwave (SW) and longwave (LW) radiation, dust can also
change the Earth’s energy balance [Carlson and Benjamin, 1980; Sokolik and Toon, 1996] and hence influence
the climate [Ahn et al., 2007; Jin et al., 2014; Bangalath and Stenchikov, 2015]. Asian dust mainly originates in
the arid and semiarid regions in northwestern China and deserts of Mongolia, with the largest production
during spring [Chen et al., 1999; Merrill et al., 1989; Sun et al., 2001; Xuan and Sokolik, 2002; Zhang et al.,
1996, 1997, 1998, 2003; Prijith et al., 2013]. Mineral dust is then transported over the Asian continent by
northwesterly winds near the surface and over the Pacific Ocean by westerly winds in the free troposphere
[Duce et al., 1980; Holzer et al., 2003; Husar et al., 1997, 2001; Uematsu et al., 1983; Uno et al., 2003]. High
concentrations of dust have been observed over many locations in China, with monthly mean concentrations
of 30-200 and 200-400 pg m~3 in spring over eastern and western China, respectively, with episodic dust
concentrations exceeding 500 and 1000 pugm™ [Wang et al., 2008; Li and Zhang, 2012; X. Y. Zhang
etal., 2012].

Previous observational and modeling studies have shown that variations in winds, temperature, soil moisture,
and precipitation can influence dust emissions, transport, and deposition, as well as dust concentrations in
East Asia [Xuan and Sokolik, 2002; Wang et al., 2004; Gong et al., 2006; Hara et al., 2006; Kimura, 2012; Tan
et al., 2012; Abulaiti et al., 2014] and in other parts of the world [e.g., Doherty et al., 2014; DeFlorio et al.,
2015]. The interannual variation of winds is known to be the most important factor that influences dust
concentrations over China. Hara et al. [2006] reported that the variation of dust days in the Gobi desert
region was controlled by the frequency of strong winds, based on the Regional Atmospheric Modeling
System/Chemical weather Forecasting System and visibility observations by Chinese and Japanese
Meteorological Agencies during spring from 1972 to 2004. Gong et al. [2006] analyzed the interannual
variability of spring Asian dust emissions, concentrations, deposition, transport, and budgets over the period
of 1960 to 2003 using the Northern Aerosol Regional Climate Model. They found that surface wind speed has
a more significant impact on dust production than precipitation and surface temperature. For other factors,
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previous studies suggested that the regional dust storms in northern China are negatively correlated
with prior winter temperature [Qian et al., 2004]. While precipitation reduces dust emissions mainly
through suppressing emission when snow covers the potential dust source areas and increasing soil
moisture when snow melts [Tanaka et al., 2011; Lee and Kim, 2012], precipitation also reduces dust
emissions in other seasons by impacting soil moisture and vegetation conditions over dust source regions
[Liu et al., 2004].

Spring winds show significant interannual variations over China [Zhao et al., 2007; Guo et al., 2011], which are
partially associated with the East Asian Monsoon (EAM). Gong et al. [2006] pointed out that the strength of the
East Asian Monsoon could not influence the dust production directly but could impact the dust transport.
Yumimoto and Takemura [2015] found that the dust outflow was negatively correlated with the East Asian
Monsoon index (EAMI). These previous studies have not systematically examined the impacts of the EAM
strength on interannual variations of springtime dust in China.

The interannual variations of dust can further influence the clear-sky radiative energy budget. Mineral dust
reduces the downward shortwave radiation at the surface through scattering and absorption of solar
flux [Miller and Tegen, 1998; Ahn et al., 2007; Shell and Somerville, 2007; Park et al., 2010], while the
impact of dust on solar radiation in the upper troposphere depends on the regional albedo [Liao and
Seinfeld, 1998; Satheesh et al., 2007; Yue et al, 2010]. Dust longwave radiative forcing was found to
increase the downward radiative flux at the surface [Cautenet et al., 1991; Markowicz et al., 2003] and reduce
the outgoing radiative flux at the top of the atmosphere [Ackerman and Chung, 1992; Haywood et dal.,
2005]. The net radiative forcing over China is in the range of —5 to —15Wm™2 at the surface and —5
to +5Wm~2 at the top of the atmosphere (TOA) during spring [Zhang et al, 2009], with a smaller
annual radiative forcing of —1 to —10Wm™2 and —3 to +2Wm™2, respectively [Yue et al., 2010;
Zhao et al., 2013].

The studies cited above were not able to isolate the effects of the EAM on Asian dust because causality could
not be demonstrated. The goal of this study is to systematically isolate the EAM impacts of wind fields on dust
concentrations over China using the Community Earth System Model (CESM). Considering the wind variation
as an annual cycle, we use a unified East Asian Monsoon index (EAMI) [Li and Zeng, 2002] to examine the
interannual variations in wind field that result from the competition between East Asian winter and summer
monsoon in spring. The EAM strength thus serves as a useful metric for the interannual variations of dust
concentrations and radiative effects in spring. The model description, numerical experiments, and method
for calculating EAMI are described in section 2. Section 3 presents simulated impacts of EAM strength on
interannual variations of dust concentrations, and section 4 examines the influence of changes in dust
concentrations on radiative forcing.

2, Method
2.1. Model Description

We simulate preindustrial conditions for 150 years using the Community Earth System Model (CESM), which is
composed of atmosphere, ocean, land surface, and sea ice components [Hurrell et al., 2013]. The atmospheric
model has a horizontal resolution of 1.9° latitude by 2.5° longitude and 30 vertical layers from the surface to
3.6 hPa. The ocean component using the Parallel Ocean Program version 2 [Smith et al., 2010] is coupled with
a three-dimensional active model. CESM includes the properties and processes of aerosol species (sulfate,
black carbon, primary organic matter, secondary organic matter, sea salt, and mineral dust) in the modal
aerosol module [Liu et al., 2012]. The aerosol size distribution is represented by a trimodal lognormal distribu-
tion for Aitken, accumulation, and coarse modes. The optical properties of aerosols are calculated as
described in Ghan and Zaveri [2007].

Mineral dust is emitted in both accumulation (0.1-1 pum) and coarse (1-10 um) modes following the treat-
ment of Zender et al. [2003]. Within a single mode, dust is assumed to be internally mixed with other aerosol
species. The bulk hygroscopicity and refractive index are calculated by volume-weighting hygroscopicities
and refractive indices of each individual aerosol species. Solar absorption by dust aerosol is enhanced by
coatings of sulfate, organics, and water. The hygroscopicity of mineral dust is assumed to be 0.068, while
the dust refractive indices are obtained from Optical Properties of Aerosols and Clouds (OPAC) [Hess et al.,
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1998]. Dust is transported by the vertical diffusion, resolved winds, and cumulus mass flux, as well as removed
by dry deposition, nucleation scavenging, and impact ion scavenging schemes in CAM5 as described by Liu
et al. [2012].

2.2. 150 Year Simulations in Preindustrial Conditions

To identify the relative importance of variations in emission, transport, and deposition that influence dust
concentrations in different dynamical normalized seasonality monsoon years, we perform the following
simulations:

1. IRUN: The standard simulation for preindustrial conditions (all the greenhouse gases and anthropogenic
aerosol emissions are fixed at the level of the year 1850) uses interactive emissions and removal.

2. PRUN: Same as the IRUN simulation but with prescribed emissions for dust aerosols. Emissions of dust
aerosol are fixed to climatological monthly mean values of IRUN, which therefore eliminates interannual
variability of dust emissions in this simulation.

All simulations are initialized from a previous CESM simulation of 221 years with 1850 emissions, and no
changes other than prescribed emissions are introduced. Simulated global mean surface temperature
fluctuated between 276.2 K and 277.2 K during the 150 year simulation (Figure S1 in the supporting informa-
tion), reaching an equilibrium state. From the time series it is clear that the adjustment period at the start of
the simulation is quite short, namely, only a few years. Comparing results from these two simulations will
reveal the influence of interannual variations in emissions on the simulated dust distributions.

2.3. The Calculation of East Asian Monsoon Index (EAMI)

Due to the strong seasonal variation in wind over East Asia resulting from the monsoons [Webster and Yang,
1992], we use the East Asian Monsoon index (EAMI) to quantify the variations in wind fields, which is
defined by Li and Zeng [2002]. This index is based on the seasonal mean intensity of wind fields and has been
adopted as the real-time monsoon index for East Asia by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration ~ (NOAA,  http://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/products/Global_Monsoons/Asian_Monsoons/
monsoon_index.shtml). The index is also intensively used in analyzing ozone and aerosols [He et al., 2008;
Zhu et al, 2012; Zhou et al, 2013]. Since spring is the transitional season between the East Asian
winter and summer monsoon, the wind field over northeastern China is dominated by northwesterlies
in the lower troposphere during the winter monsoon [Zhou, 2011], while over southeastern China it is
dominated by southwesterlies during the summer monsoon [Yang et al, 2014]. The competition
between northwesterly and southwesterly winds impacts the dust emission and transport, indicating
that changes in transfer winds play an important role in affecting interannual variations of dust
concentrations.

For a given grid point (i, j) and pressure level, the EAMI on the mth month of the nth year is formulated as

PN HVW(I7J) - Vnm(iuj)H

Inm (i) VG| 2 m
whereV,, is the climatological mean wind vector in winter, V,,,, is the monthly wind vector on the mth month
of the nth year (here we use the mean of March-April-May for each year in the Northern Hemisphere and
September-October-November in the Southern Hemisphere to represent spring), and V = (VW + \75)/2 is
the climatological mean wind vector, where V; is the climatological mean wind vector in summer. We
assume Vy, = Vjanuary and V,, = Vyy in the Northern Hemisphere, whereas V,, = Vyuy and Vi = Vianuary
in the Southern Hemisphere. According to Li and Zeng [2002], the value 2 in formula (1) is the critical
value of significance of the quantity. In the Northern Hemisphere, for example, < 0 (or § > 0) represents
the angle between V,,,, and V,, less than (or larger than) 90° and characterized as winter (or summer)
monsoon.

The CESM long-term simulation of temperature, precipitation, and wind fields is similar to National Center for
Atmospheric Research/National Centers for Environmental Prediction (NCAR/NCEP) reanalyses (Figure S2)
[Small et al., 2014; Wang et al., 2015]. The CESM interannual variations of temperature, precipitation, and wind
fields in the same simulation [Yang et al., 2016a, 2016b] provide an illustration of the interannual variations in
EAM strength. The modeled EAMI is calculated from wind fields at the pressure level of 850 hPa using the
150 year simulations of IRUN and PRUN. We also calculate the EAMI using the NCEP/NCAR reanalysis data sets
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Figure 1. (a) Simulated MAM dust column burden (mg m_2) averaged
over 150 year IRUN simulation. (B) Standard deviation (SD, mg mfz)
and (c) relative standard deviation (RSD, %) calculated for 150 year IRUN
simulation.

during the period from 1948 to 2014 for
comparison. Negative values of EAMI
represent the winter monsoon, indicat-
ing weak EAM vyears, while positive
values represent the summer monsoon,
indicating strong EAM years. Physically,
weak (or strong) EAM over China during
springtime is characterized by strong
(or weak) westerlies and northerlies over
north China and by weak (or strong)
southerlies over south China.

3. Results

3.1. Simulated Interannual Variations
of Springtime Dust in China

Figure 1a shows the climatological mean
spatial distribution of March-April-May
(MAM) dust column burden southeast
Asia from the 150year IRUN simulation.
Simulated dust burden exhibits a
maximum value up to 1000mgm™2 in
western China, around the dust source
regions in Gobi and Taklamakan deserts.
The high dust concentrations in western
and central China are consistent with
previous observations and modeling
studies [Gong et al., 2003; Wang et al.,
2004, 2008; Zhao et al, 2006; Zhang
and Liao, 2016]. Over eastern China,
simulated dust burden values are
200-1000 mg m~2 in northeastern China
and 20-200mgm™2 in southeastern
China, with a surface-layer (the lowest
atmospheric layer in the model) dust
concentration of 50-300 and 5-50ug
m~3 (Figure $3). This pattern of higher
dust concentrations in northeastern
China relative to southeastern China is a
result of the regional-scale transport
dominated by surface level northwes-
terly winds associated with the East
Asian winter monsoon from the Gobi

desert [Zhao et al., 2006]. It should be noted that the dust concentrations in preindustrial conditions are larger
than those in the current climate. The simulated climatological annual mean surface-layer dust concentra-
tions in IRUN are 37% higher than observations compared to the measurements taken at 15 sites over a large
fraction of China during the period of 2006-2007 from X. Y. Zhang et al. [2012] (Figure S4). This result agrees
with Mahowald et al. [2006a, 2006b], who suggested that the globally averaged dust loadings in preindustrial
conditions are 31% larger than current conditions, due to the changes in dust source regions associated with

vegetation, precipitation, temperature, and cloudiness.

Figures 1b and 1c show the standard deviation (SD) and relative standard deviation (RSD) of dust column bur-
den during springtime. The pattern of SD of dust burden is similar to the climatological mean spatial distribu-
tion of dust, with higher SD values associated with the higher mean dust burden. The largest values exceed
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Figure 2. (a) Spatial distribution of the correlation coefficients between the EAMI and the dust burden anomaly in MAM
both calculated from IRUN and (c) the EAMI calculated from NCEP/NCAR reanalysis data sets and the TOMS Al anomaly.
The dotted areas indicate statistical significance with 95% (P value < 0.05) from a two-tailed Student’s t test. The normalized
time series of EAMI (blue bars, left y axis) and (b) the simulated averaged MAM dust burden anomaly (red line, right y axis,
mg m72) for 150 year simulations and (d) EAMI from NCEP/NCAR reanalysis data sets and averaged monthly TOMS Al
anomaly (red line, right y axis) in spring for years of 1979-1993.

300 mg m™2 over the Gobi and Taklamakan deserts. SD and RSD values of dust burden are in the range of
50-200 mgm 2 and 20-40% over northeastern China (north of 35°N) and 5-50 mgm 2 and 30-50% over
southeastern China (south of 35°N), respectively. These interannual variations of dust concentrations in
eastern China are significant compared to the changes in aerosol concentrations caused by anthropogenic
activities. For example, Yang et al. [2015] showed the outflow fluxes of sulfate from East Asia increased by
up to 50% due to both changes in meteorology and increased SO, emission (up to 100%) from 1986 to 2006.

3.2. Impacts of the EAM on Interannual Variations of Springtime Dust in China

In order to investigate the interannual variability of springtime wind field and its impact on dust aerosol
concentrations in China, we calculated the correlation coefficients between local EAMI and dust burden
during March-April-May for the 150 year interactive simulation (IRUN). As shown in Figure 2a, the simulated
dust burden anomaly correlates negatively with the EAMI over a large fraction of China, with maximum
negative correlation coefficients up to —0.7 over central China around the Gobi desert and with weak posi-
tive correlations up to 0.5 over central Mongolia and the Taklamakan desert. Over central and eastern China
(105°E-120°E, 25°N-45°N), the averaged correlation coefficient is —0.64, which is statistically significant with
95% confidence (P value < 0.05). This region with the largest negative correlation (black box in Figure 2a) is
chosen to calculate the averaged EAMI; the bars in Figure 2b are the time series of the normalized EAMI,
which represent the interannual variation of the strength of the EAM. A similar pattern was found in
Figure 2c when we calculated the correlation coefficients between EAMI (based on the NCEP reanalysis
data) and TOMS Al (Total Ozone Mapping Spectromenter Aerosol Index) anomaly, with a smaller averaged
correlation coefficient value of —0.25 over central and eastern China (Figure 2d) and +0.2 over Mongolia.
The difference between simulated and observed values may be partly due to the contribution from anthro-
pogenic aerosols, such as black carbon and brown carbon, which also contributes to Al values [Wang, 2013].
Although we choose the period between 1979 and 1993, which contained low anthropogenic emissions in
China, the concentrations of black carbon and brown carbon in these years are still much higher than the
preindustrial period that we simulated in this study. The negative correlation coefficient between the dust
transport flux over the western Pacific and EAMI is also reported by Yumimoto and Takemura [2015],
consistent with our results.

LOU ET AL.

IMPACTS OF MONSOON ON DUST 8141



@AG U Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres

10.1002/2016JD024758

(a) Diff. in dust column burden (mg m?)

IRUN

50N

40N

40N

(b) Diff. in dust column burden (mg m2) PRUN

7 FF

30N 30N
/’\A 20N "\ /’\A
- A3 .
90E 105E 120E 135E 150E 75E 90E 105E 120 135E 150E
-400 -300 -200 -100 0 100 200 300 400
(c) Diff. in dust column burden (%) IRUN (d) Diff. in dust column burden (%) PRUN
50N
—
40N
30N
N,
)
75E 90E 105E 120E 135E 150E 75E 90E 105E 120E 135E 150E
[ B B BN N
-100 -80 -60 -40 -20 0 20 40 60 80 100
(e) EOF 51.2% IRUN (f) EOF 32.5% PRUN

Z4 4

50N
40N

30N

=t

75E 90E 105E 120E 135E 150E 75E 90E 105E 120E 135E 150E
[ — [ | I I | [ —
-0.1 -0.05 0 0.05 0.1

Figure 3. Horizontal distributions of (a and b) absolute and (c and d) percentage differences in MAM dust column burden
between the weakest and strongest EAM years (weakest-strongest). (e and f) The leading mode EOF of spring anomalies
of dust column burden, with the variance explained by the leading mode EOF given at the upper right corner of the
bottom plot. Results of the left and right column are from IRUN and PRUN simulations, respectively, and the units used are
shown on top of each panel. The dotted areas indicate statistical significance with 95% (P value < 0.05) from a two-tailed
Student’s t test.

In order to quantify the impacts of EAM on dust concentrations over China, the absolute and percentage
differences between dust column burden averaged over the 10% weakest EAM years and those averaged
over the 10% strongest EAM years (follows the definition of extreme events from Intergovernmental Panel
on Climate Change [2013]) from IRUN simulation are calculated and shown in Figures 3a and 3c, respectively.
The weakest (or strongest) EAM years are selected within the 150 year simulation based on the 15 most nega-
tive (or positive) values of the normalized EAMI over eastern China as shown in Figure 2a. Relative to the
strongest EAM years, the dust column burden in the weakest EAM years is higher over a large fraction of
China, with the maximum value exceeding 300 mgm™2 over northern China around the high dust source
regions, and is slightly lower over Mongolia. Over eastern China (110°E-120°E, 20°N-45°N), the simulated dust
column burden averaged in the weakest EAM years is higher than that averaged in the strongest EAM years
by 50-250 mg m~2 (or 30-80%), with an averaged value of 171.0 mgm™2 (or 54.1%).

We also use an empirical orthogonal function (EOF) analysis of monthly anomalies of the simulated MAM dust
column burden to explore the interannual variations of spring dust burden from IRUN. The EOF analysis is
often used to reveal independent spatiotemporal modes of variability of a particular data field. The leading
EOF mode, which explains the largest variance of dust burden in MAM from IRUN, represents 51.2% of the
interannual variations of the simulated spring dust (Figure 3e). The leading EOF of dust in MAM shows a
positive pattern over the eastern and northern China but displays a weak negative pattern over Mongolia.
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Figure 4. Pressure-longitude cross sections averaged over 25-45°N for absolute differences in (a and b) accumulation
mode and (c and d) coarse mode of dust concentrations in MAM between the weakest and strongest EAM years

(weakest-strongest). Results of the left and right column are from IRUN and PRUN simulations, respectively, and the units
are pg m~>. The dotted areas indicate statistical significance with 95% (P value < 0.05) from a two-tailed Student's t test.

A similar pattern was found from the difference in dust between the weakest and strongest EAM years
(Figure 3a). The correlation coefficient between the leading EOF principal component and normalized EAM
over central and eastern China is found to be —0.54, indicating that the changes in wind field dominate
the interannual variations of dust in MAM.

Figures 3b and 3d show the absolute and percentage differences between dust column burden averaged
over the 10% weakest EAM years and those averaged over the 10% strongest EAM years from PRUN
simulation, respectively. The averaged differences in dust column burden for PRUN between the weakest
and strongest EAM years are simulated to be 67.9mgm 2 (or 32.5%) over eastern China, due to contribu-
tions from transport from dust source regions. A similar pattern of differences in dust column burden was
found when the dust emission was fixed in PRUN, indicating the sensitivity of interannual variations of dust
to wind direction. The leading EOF of spring dust burden in PRUN explains 32.5% of interannual variations,
with a positive pattern over eastern and northern China, and a strong negative pattern over Mongolia
(Figure 3b).

To see the vertical distribution of the EAM influence on dust, Figure 4 presents pressure-longitude plots of
the differences (weakest-strongest EAM) in accumulation (Figures 4a and 4b) and coarse (Figures 4c and
4d) mode dust concentration averaged over the latitude range 25-45°N from the IRUN and PRUN
simulations. As shown in Figures 4a and 4c, dust concentrations of accumulation mode and coarse mode
in the weakest EAM years are higher by up to 7 and 110 ugm™3, respectively, over 105-110°E near the
surface of the major Asian dust sources (Figure 5¢) and by up to 3 and 30 pgm™> over 120-125°E
further away from high dust source regions at 850 hPa, relative to the concentrations in the strongest
EAM years. Figures 4b and 4d show a similar pattern but with smaller values of 2-3.5 and 20-40 pgm >
over 105-110°E and of 1-2 and 10-20 pgm > over 120-125°, respectively. Considering the fixed dust
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Figure 5. The MAM mean for (left column) 150 year simulation and (right column) differences between weakest and
strongest EAM years (weakest-strongest) from IRUN in (a and b) horizontal winds at 850 hPa, (c and d) dust emissions,

(e and f) dust dry deposition, and (g and h) dust wet deposition, respectively. The dotted areas indicate statistical signifi-
cance with 95% (P value < 0.05) from a two-tailed Student’s t test.

emissions in the PRUN simulation, we conclude that these differences are mainly due to the changes in
transport and removal processes.

To understand the EAM impact on the dust mass budget, Table 1 shows the differences in dust burden, emis-
sion, and deposition between the weakest and strongest EAM years over China from the IRUN and PRUN
simulations. Relative to the average dust burden, the difference between the weakest and the strongest
EAM years over western China is 13.9% and 8.2% from the IRUN and PRUN, respectively. Considering the fixed
dust emissions in the PRUN, the large increase in dust concentrations in the weakest EAM years is mainly due
to the transport and deposition processes, which contribute 59% of the total difference (8.2% in PRUN
relative to 13.9% in IRUN). Dust emission changes by only 4.9% in IRUN between the weakest and strongest
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Table 1. Simulated MAM Dust Burden, Emissions, Deposition (Tg Season_1), Lifetime (Days), Dry and Wet Removal Rates (day_1) Over Eastern China (110°E-120°E,
20°N-45°N), Central China (100°E-110°E, 25°N-45°N), and Western China (75°E-100°E, 30°N-45°N) in the Weakest and Strongest EAM Years, as Well as the Absolute

and Relative Difference

IRUN PRUN
Mean Weak Strong Diff.? Mean Weak Strong Diff.?
Eastern China Dust burden 0.94 1.16 0.64 55.6% 0.61 0.69 0.48 33.8%
Emis. 23.90 28.62 19.59 37.8% - - -
Dep. 28.95 35.76 21.01 50.9% 23.65 2445 2117 18.1%
Life time 2.99 2.98 2.67 237 249 2.09
Dry remov 0.22 0.23 0.24 0.31 0.29 0.34
Wet remov 0.11 0.10 0.14 0.12 0.11 0.14
Central China Dust burden 0.96 1.07 0.79 29.6% 0.77 0.79 0.71 10.3%
Emis. 87.69 103.72 70.90 37.4% - - -
Dep. 44.40 50.52 37.97 28.2% 54.07 53.73 53.68 0.1%
Life time 1.99 1.95 1.91 131 135 1.22
Dry remov 0.39 0.41 0.39 0.66 0.64 0.69
Wet remov 0.11 0.10 0.13 0.10 0.10 0.13
Western China Dust burden 1.22 1.30 1.13 13.9% 1.22 1.26 1.16 8.2%
Emis. 120.97 122.90 116.93 4.9% - - -
Dep. 60.60 61.91 58.84 5.1% 73.05 73.62 73.21 5.5%
Life time 1.85 1.93 1.77 1.54 1.57 1.46
Dry remov 0.41 0.40 042 0.56 0.55 0.57
Wet remov 0.13 0.12 0.15 0.09 0.09 0.1

@Absolute difference (Tg seasonq) and relative difference (100% X (weakest-strongest)/average).

EAM years because of the small variation in wind speed over the Taklamakan desert (TD) in western China
(Figure 5b). Dry and wet deposition in IRUN increase over south of TD with increased dust concentrations
in weak EAM years (Figures 5f and 5h) but decrease over north of TD because of the changes in emission
region and less precipitation, respectively. The total dust deposition increases by 5.1% (IRUN) and 5.5%
(PRUN) in the weakest EAM years than those in the strongest EAM years, respectively. We also follow
Textor et al. [2006] to calculate the regional residence time for dustbyz = % and the effective removal

massfluxginki

— X }, where i is the number of sinks
(massfluxsink/)

rate coefficients for dry and wet deposition by k; = Z

considered and massflux_sink; represents the regional mass flux of individual sink i. Over western China,
the residence time for dust is about 2 days in IRUN, which is shorter than the global model average of about
4 days, but falls within the range of 16 AeroCom models given in Textor et al. [2006]. The simulated shorter
lifetime of dust is because of the large magnitude of dry deposition near the source region, with a larger
dry removal rate coefficient of 0.41day™" in IRUN compared to that of 0.23day ™" in Textor et al. [2006].
The effective removal rates for both dry and wet scavenging in IRUN are always lower in the weakest
EAM years than those in the strongest years, partially due to the smaller wet deposition (Figure 5h). The
lower removal rates indicate a longer lifetime of dust during the weakest EAM years in western China.

In central China, the difference in dust burden between the weakest and strongest EAM years is found to be
29.6% in IRUN. The difference in dust concentration is mainly due to the variations in dust emissions by up to
37.4% relative to the regional mean value. The transport and deposition processes lead to a 10.3% difference
between the weakest and strongest EAM years. The effective removal rates for wet scavenging are also lower
in weak EAM years compared to strong EAM years, with values of 0.10 and 0.13 day ™", respectively. However,
the effective removal rate for dry deposition is higher in weak EAM years, because of large gravitational
settling near the dust source region (Figure 5f). It should be noted that the difference in total deposition
processes between the weakest and strongest EAM years is only 0.1% in the PRUN, suggesting that the
deposition does not play an important role in central China.

The difference in dust burden between the weakest and strongest EAM years over eastern China is found to
be 55.6% in the IRUN relative to the regional mean value, with a 33.8% contribution from the stronger trans-
port of dust associated with strong northwesterly winds (Figure 5b) and deposition processes in the PRUN,
which contributes 60.7% of the total difference. Relative to the mean value, the change in dust emissions
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Figure 6. Comparisons of (left column) simulated dust optical depth (AOD) with (right column) the MISR AOD. The top plot
averaged MAM AOD for (a) 150 year simulation and (b) years 2000-2014. The bottom plot shows (c) the differences in AOD
between the weakest and strongest EAM years (weakest-strongest), and (d) the differences between year 2011 (weakest)
and 2003 (strongest). The dotted areas indicate statistical significance with 95% (P value < 0.05) from a two-tailed Student’s
t test. The simulated AOD are from IRUN.

in IRUN over eastern China between the weakest and strongest EAM years is 37.8%, highlighting the contri-
bution from the variations in wind speed. Over eastern China, the residence time for dust is about 3 days in
IRUN; the simulated shorter lifetime of dust is because of the large magnitude of wet scavenging downwind
of high source regions, with a larger wet removal rate coefficient of 0.11 day ™" in IRUN compared to that of
0.08day ™' in Textor et al. [2006]. The effective removal rates in IRUN for both dry and wet scavenging are also
lower in the weakest EAM years over eastern China, with values of 0.23 and 0.10 day ', relative to the values
of 0.24 and 0.14 day ', respectively, in the strongest EAM years.

4, Discussion

Figure 6a shows the simulated mean MAM dust aerosol optical depth (AOD) in the IRUN simulation. The simu-
lated mean dust AOD values are in the range of 0.05-0.3 over a large fraction of China, with maximum values
of up to 1.1 over the Gobi and Taklamakan deserts. The mean MAM distributions of AODs retrieved from the
Multiangle Imaging Spectroradiometer (MISR) during 2000-2012 are shown in Figure 6b, with larger AODs in
the range of 0.3-0.7 over eastern China than those in the IRUN as a result of the high concentrations of
anthropogenic aerosols in this region [X. Y. Zhang et al., 2012; Lou et al., 2014], which we did not included
in the simulation. Although the MISR also captures the pattern of large AOD values over western and central
north China, the AOD values are much smaller around dust source regions, with values in the range of 0.3-0.7.
The high biases of simulated AOD in dust source regions can be explained by the overestimation of dust aero-
sol burdens in that region because of the large changes in dust source area associated with vegetation, pre-
cipitation, temperature, and cloudiness due to the anthropogenic activities [Mahowald et al., 2006a, 2006b;
Gu et al., 2010; Jiang et al., 2015], as well as a higher relative humidity over the Gobi desert in the preindustrial
scenario (Figure S5) relative to the current days.

The impacts of variations in wind field on dust AOD are evaluated by examining the difference in AOD
between the weakest and strongest EAM years (weakest-strongest) (Figure 6c). Relative to the strongest
EAM years, the AOD is higher by up to 0.20, 0.28, and 0.16 over eastern, central, and western China in the
weakest EAM years, respectively, which is in agreement with the largest increment in dust aerosol concentra-
tions (Figure 3a). The differences in MISR AOD values between year 2011 and 2003 (weakest and strongest
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Figure 7. The direct radiative forcing differences in (a and b) solar flux, (c and d) long-wave flux, and (e and f) total flux by
dust between the weakest and strongest EAM years (weakest-strongest) in the IRUN. Left column shows changes at the top
of the atmosphere, and right column shows changes at the surface. The dotted areas indicate statistical significance with
95% (P value < 0.05) from a two-tailed Student's t test. Positive (negative) value refers to net downward (upward) flux.

EAM year) show even larger increases in AOD of up to 0.3 over eastern China (Figure 6d), partially due to the
increase in anthropogenic emissions in recent decades [Q. Zhang et al., 2012]. Without impacts from anthro-
pogenic aerosols, the differences in MISR AOD values over western China have a similar pattern to simulated
AOD, indicating increased dust concentrations in weak EAM years.

To determine the radiative forcing by the changes in the dust distributions, we have calculated the EAM dust
direct radiative forcing as the difference in the direct radiative forcing of all aerosol between weak and strong
EAM years. The direct radiative forcing of all aerosol is diagnosed from the difference between the radiative
flux calculated with all aerosol and with no aerosol, for the same clouds, water vapor, and temperature
distributions [Ghan, 2013]. Figure 7 shows the EAM dust direct radiative forcing for the solar flux, long-wave
flux, and net flux at the top of the atmosphere (TOA; Figure 7, left column) and at the surface (Figure 7, right
column) in the IRUN. Over eastern China, the differences in short-wave radiative forcing (SWRF) at both the
TOA and surface are mostly negative, with values of up to —35Wm™2 (TOA) and —14W m™2 (surface) in
the area downwind of source regions, resulting from the increased AOD (dust concentrations) of up to 0.2
(210mgm™3), due to the dominant contribution of reflection in the short-wave spectrum [Shell and
Somerville, 2007]. Our results are consistent with the changes in total dust radiative forcing with dust AOD
or dust concentrations of Zhang et al. [2009] and Park et al. [2010]. Zhang et al. [2009] found that the dust
aerosol SWRF at the TOA and at the surface are in the range of —2.5 to —5Wm2and —5to —10Wm™2,
respectively, with dust AOD values of 0.1-0.2 over eastern China during February-March-April-May, based
on a 10year simulation with the Regional Climate Model RegCM version 3 model. Park et al. [2010] reported
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Figure 8. The same as Figure 7 but in the prescribed emission run (PRUN).

the SW forcing at the surface between —10 and —20 W m ™ over eastern China due to dust column concen-
trations in the range of 200-1000mgm™2 on 19 March 2002, using the MM5 model and the Asian Dust
Aerosol Model. It should be noted that the differences in SWRF between the weakest and strongest EAM
years over western China are still negative at the surface due to the scattering and absorption of sunlight
by mineral dust, but positive at the TOA over the Taklamakan desert because of the relatively high albedo
(Figures 7a and 7b), with maximum values of —8 and +1 W m™2, in agreement with previous studies [Liao
and Seinfeld, 1998; Yue et al., 2010]. The differences in SWRF at the TOA and surface by dust aerosol in the
PRUN between the weakest and strongest EAM years show a similar pattern (Figures 8a and 8b), with values
ofupto —2W m~2 (TOA) and —8 W m~2 (surface) in the area downwind of source regions, smaller than those
in the IRUN. These results indicate that the interannual variations in dust emissions enhance the impact of
EAM on SWRF over eastern China by about 43%. Excluding the effects of the differences in dust size distribu-
tions between IRUN and PRUN would make the impact of EAM on SWRF even larger.

Relative to the strongest EAM years, the long-wave radiative forcing (LWRF) is larger in the weakest EAM
years over a large fraction of China in the IRUN (Figures 7c and 7d) because of the large increase in dust
column burden (Figure 3a), with the largest LWRF values of +1.2 and +7Wm™2 over the Gobi desert at
the TOA and at the surface, respectively. Over western China, the LWRF increases by +0.6 and +4 W m ™2
over the Taklamakan desert resulting from the increment of dust AOD by up to 0.16. The increased
LWRF between the weakest and strongest EAM years is found to be even larger with prescribed dust emis-
sions over western China (Figures 8c and 8d) than that in the IRUN, suggesting that the interannual varia-
tions in dust emissions offset the impact of EAM on LWRF over western China because of the changes in
dust source regions (Figure 5d).
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The results from the differences in net RF between the weakest and strongest EAM years indicate cooling at
the surface in the weakest EAM years. At the TOA, there is still cooling over eastern China, but warming over
the dust source region in central and western China in the weakest EAM years compared to the strongest
EAM vyears. The cooling due to the net RF is in the range of —0.4 to —2.4Wm™ at the TOA and of —1 to
—9Wm~2 at the surface, while the warming is in the range of +0.4 to +1.2Wm ™2 and +0.8 to +2.4 W m >
at the TOA over the Taklamakan and Gobi deserts, respectively. This pattern in net RF agrees with that found
by Liao et al. [2004] and Zhang et al. [2009]. Compared to the PRUN (Figures 8e and 8f), the interannual varia-
tions in dust emissions significantly enhance the impact of EAM on net RF over eastern China both at the TOA
and surface by about 40%, but slightly offset the influence over western China.

It should be noted that the OPAC overestimates the dust absorption at both shortwave and longwave spec-
tral ranges compared to measurements of Saharan mineral dust and over the Mediterranean [Di Biagio et al.,
2014; Denjean et al., 2016]. Since dust absorption is overestimated, the direct radiative forcing induced by
dust aerosol over eastern China simulated by the model is larger at the surface but smaller at the TOA than
it should be. Moreover, anthropogenic aerosols have been shown to increase surface temperature, precipita-
tion over northwestern China, and also weaken the northwesterly winds from Gobi desert to eastern China in
spring [Gu et al., 2010; Jiang et al., 2015], all of which would reduce both dust emissions and the transported
mass flux of dust. Therefore, the change in direct radiative forcing due to changes in dust is reduced when
anthropogenic aerosols are also included in the model.

5. Conclusions

We consider the wind variation as an annual cycle and examine the impacts of the East Asian Monsoon (EAM)
on interannual variations of springtime dust concentrations over China using the Community Earth System
Model (CESM). The interannual variations of dust concentrations are quantified by values of standard devia-
tion (SD) and relative standard deviation (RSD) based on 150 year simulations. The SD values of dust column
burden are in the range of 20-200 mg m ™2 over a large fraction of China, with the largest values exceeding
300mgm ™2 around the Gobi and Taklamakan deserts. The RSD values of MAM dust concentrations
are 20-40% in northeastern China, 10-20% in northwestern China, 30-50% in southeastern China, and
50-70% over the Tibetan Plateau.

Both simulated MAM dust concentrations and Total Ozone Mapping Spectromenter Aerosol Index (TOMS
Al) show a strong negative correlation with the East Asian Monsoon Index (EAMI) over a large fraction of
China, with regional averaged correlation coefficients of —0.64 and —0.25 over eastern China (105-120°E,
25-40°N), respectively, indicating that the changes in dust burden result from the internanual variations
of the wind field. The MAM dust concentrations are higher (or lower) in weaker (or stronger) EAM years over
almost all of China. The regional mean dust burden in the weakest EAM years is higher than those in the
strongest EAM years by 55.6%, 29.6%, and 13.9% in the interactive simulation in eastern, central, and
western China, respectively, and by 33.8%, 10.3%, and 8.2% with prescribed dust emissions in PRUN simu-
lation. These results indicate that the transport and deposition processes contribute about 60% of the total
difference in dust burden, while the variation in dust emissions contributes about 40%. The anomalously
high northwesterly winds through the Gobi desert and westerly winds through the Taklamakan desert lead
to significant changes in both dust emissions and transport flux, which cause variations in dust concentra-
tions in China.

Both simulated dust AOD and those from the Multiangle Imaging Spectroradiometer (MISR) show larger AOD
values in weak EAM years than in strong EAM years over a large fraction of China. The increase in AOD by up
to 0.2 changes shortwave radiative forcing (SWRF) by up to —16 and —8 Wm ™ at the surface and —4 and
+1 W m™2 at the TOA over eastern and western China, respectively. Simulated differences in longwave radia-
tive forcing (LWRF) between the weakest and strongest EAM years are +6 and +4 W m ™~ at the surface and +1
and +0.6 W m~2 at the TOA over eastern and western China, respectively. The net RF is always negative in
eastern China, with maximum values of —9 and —2.4 W m ™2 at the surface and TOA, respectively, and is posi-
tive in western China at TOA, by up to +1.2W m~2 The interannual variations in dust emissions enhance the
impact of EAM on SWRF by about 43% over eastern China but offset the impact of EAM on LWRF over western
China. Therefore, the impact of EAM on net RF over eastern China is enhanced by about 40% but is slightly
offset over western China due to the interactive dust emissions.

LOU ET AL.

IMPACTS OF MONSOON ON DUST 8149



@AG U Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres

10.1002/2016JD024758

Acknowledgments

This research was supported by
National Science Foundation
AGS1048995 and by DOE
DE-SC0006679 as part of the U.S.
Department of Energy, Office of
Science, Biological, and Environmental
Research, Decadal and Regional Climate
Prediction using Earth System Models
program. The Pacific Northwest
National Laboratory is operated for the
DOE by Battelle Memorial Institute
under contract DE-AC05-76RLO 1830.
NCEP Reanalysis data sets are provided
by the NOAA/OAR/ESRL PSD, Boulder,
Colorado, USA, from their Web site at
http://www.esrl.noaa.gov/psd/. The
satellite-derived Total Ozone Mapping
Spectromenter Aerosol Index (TOMS Al)
monthly data sets are obtained from the
Web site at http://www.ouce.ox.ac.uk/
~clivar/tomsai/aiinput.html. Multiangle
Imaging Spectroradiometer (MISR) data
sets are provided by NASA's Jet
Propulsion Laboratory, Pasadena,
California, from their Web site at https://
eosweb.larc.nasa.gov/project/misr/.
This research used resources of the
National Energy Research Scientific
Computing Center under contract
DE-AC02-05CH11231. The data and
codes for these results are posted at
http://portal.nersc.gov/project/m1374/
EAM_DUST.

References

Abulaiti, A, R. Kimura, M. Shinoda, Y. Kurosaki, M. Mikami, M. Ishizuka, Y. Yamada, E. Nishihara, and B. Gantsetseg (2014), An observational
study of saltation and dust emission in a hotspot of Mongolia, Aeolian Res., 15, 169-176.

Ackerman, S. A, and H. Chung (1992), Radiative effects of airborne dust on regional energy budgets at the top of the atmosphere, J. Appl.
Meteorol., 31(2), 223-233, doi:10.1175/1520-0450(1992)031 <0223:REOADO>2.0.CO;2.

Ahn, H.-J,, S.-U. Park, and L.-S. Chang (2007), Effect of direct radiative forcing of Asian dust on the meteorological fields in East Asia during an
Asian dust event period, J. Appl. Meteorol. Climatol., 46, 1655-1681.

Bangalath, H. K., and G. Stenchikov (2015), Role of dust direct radiative effect on the tropical rain belt over Middle East and North Africa: A
high-resolution AGCM study, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 120, 4564-4584, doi:10.1002/2015JD023122.

Carlson, T. N., and S. G. Benjamin (1980), Radiative heating rates for Saharan dust, J. Atmos. Sci., 37, 193-213.

Cautenet, G., M. Legrand, S. Cautenet, B. Bonnel, and G. Brogniez (1991), Thermal impact of Saharan dust over land. Part I: Simulation, J. Appl.
Meteorol., 31, 166-180, doi:10.1175/1520-0450(1992)031<0166:TIOSDO>2.0.CO;2.

Chen, W., D. W. Fryrear, and Z. Yang (1999), Dust fall in the Taklamakan desert of China, Phys. Geogr., 20, 189-224.

DeFlorio, M. J,, I. D. Goodwin, D. R. Cayan, A. J. Miller, S. J. Ghan, D. W. Pierce, L. M. Russell, and B. Singh (2015), Interannual modulation of
subtropical Atlantic boreal summer dust variability by ENSO, Clim. Dyn., doi:10.1007/s00382-015-2600-7.

Denjean, C, et al. (2016), Size distribution and optical properties of mineral dust aerosols transported in the western Mediterranean, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 16, 1081-1104, doi:10.5194/acp-16-1081-2016.

Di Biagio, C. D., H. Boucher, S. Caquineau, S. Chevaillier, J. Cuesta, and P. Formenti (2014), Variability of the infrared complex refractive index
of African mineral dust: Experimental estimation and implications for radiative transfer and satellite remote sensing, Atmos. Chem. Phys.,
14,11,093-11,116, doi:10.5194/acp-14-11093-2014.

Doherty, O. M., N. Riemer, and S. Hameed (2014), Control of Saharan mineral dust transport to Barbados in winter by the Intertropical
Convergence Zone over West Africa, Tellus B., doi:10.3402/tellusb.v66.23191.

Duce, R. A, C. K. Unni, B. J. Ray, J. M. Prospero, and J. T. Merrill (1980), Long-range atmospheric transport of soil dust from Asia to the tropical
North Pacific: Temporal variability, Science, 209, 1522-1524.

Ghan, S. J. (2013), Technical note: Estimating aerosol effects on cloud radiative forcing, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 9971-9974, doi:10.5194/
acp-13-9971-2013.

Ghan, S.J,, and R. A. Zaveri (2007), Parameterization of optical properties for hydrated internally mixed aerosol, J. Geophys. Res., 112, D10201,
doi:10.1029/2006JD007927.

Gong, S. L, X. Y. Zhang, T. L. Zhao, I. G. McKendry, D. A. Jaffe, and N. M. Lu (2003), Characterization of soil dust aerosol in China and its
transport and distribution during 2001 ACE-Asia: 2. Model simulation and validation, J. Geophys. Res., 108(D9), 4262, doi:10.1029/
2002JD002633.

Gong, S.L., X.Y.Zhang, T. L. Zhao, X. B. Zhang, L. A. Barrie, I. G. McKendry, and C. S. Zhao (2006), A simulated climatology of Asian dust aerosol
and its trans-Pacific transport. Part II: Interannual variability and climate connections, J. Clim., 19, 104-122, doi:10.1175/JCLI3606.1.

Gu, Y., K. N. Liou, W. Chen, and H. Liao (2010), Direct climate effect of black carbon in China and its impact on dust storms, J. Geophys. Res.,
115, DOOK14, doi:10.1029/2009JD013427.

Guo, H., M. Xu, and Q. Hu (2011), Changes in near-surface wind speed in China: 1969-2005, Int. J. Climatol., 31,349-358, doi:10.1002/joc.2091.

Hara, Y., I. Uno, and Z. Wang (2006), Long-term variation of Asian dust and related climate factors, Atmos. Environ., 40, 6730-6740.

Haywood, J. M., R. P. Allan, I. Culverwell, T. Slingo, S. Milton, J. Edwards, and N. Clerbaux (2005), Can desert dust explain the outgoing
longwave radiation anomaly over the Sahara during July 2003? J. Geophys. Res., 110, D05105, doi:10.1029/2004JD005232.

He,Y.J, 1.Uno, Z.F.Wang, P.Pochanart, J. Li,and H. Akimoto (2008), Significantimpact of the East Asian Monsoon on ozone seasonal behaviorin
the boundary layer of Eastern China and the west Pacific region, Atomos. Chem. Phys., 8, 7543-7555, doi:10.5194/acp-8-7543-2008.

Hess, M., P. Koepke, and |. Schult (1998), Optical properties of aerosols and clouds: The software package OPAC, Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 79(5), 831-844.

Holzer, M., I. G. McKendry, and D. A. Jaffe (2003), Springtime trans-Pacific atmospheric transport from east Asia: A transit-time probability
density function approach, J. Geophys. Res., 108(D22), 4708, doi:10.1029/2003JD003558.

Hurrell, J. W, et al. (2013), The Community Earth System Model: A framework for collaborative research, Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 94,
1339-1360, doi:10.1175/BAMS-D-12-00121.1.

Husar, R. B, J. M. Prospero, and L. L. Stowe (1997), Characterization of tropospheric aerosols over the oceans with the NOAA advanced very
high resolution radiometer optical thickness operational product, J. Geophys. Res., 102, 16,889-16,909, doi:10.1029/96JD04009.

Husar, R. B, et al. (2001), Asian dust event of April 1998, J. Geophys. Res., 106, 18,317-18,330, doi:10.1029/2000JD900788.

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (2013), Climate change 2013: The physical science biasis, in Contribution of Working Group | to
the Fifth Assessment Report of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change, edited by T. F. Stocker et al., pp. 1-1535, Cambridge Univ.
Press, Cambridge, U. K., and New York.

Jiang, Y., X. Yang, and X. Liu (2015), Seasonality in anthropogenic aerosol effects on East Asian climate simulated with CAMS5, J. Geophys. Res.
Atmos., 120, 10,837-10,861, doi:10.1002/2015JD023451.

Jin, Q. J. Wei, and Z-L. Yang (2014), Positive response of Indian summer rainfall to Middle East dust, Geophys. Res. Lett., 41, 4068-4074,
doi:10.1002/2014GL059980.

Kimura, R. (2012), Effect of strong wind and land cover in dust source regions on the Asian dust event over Japan from 2000 to 2011, SOLA, 8,
77-80, doi:10.2151/s0la.2012-020.

Lee, J.-J,, and C.-H. Kim (2012), Roles of surface wind, NDVI and snow cover in the recent changes in Asian dust storm occurrence frequency,
Atmos. Envorn., 59, 366-375, doi:10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.05.022.

Li, J, and Q. Zeng (2002), A unified monsoon index, Geophys. Res. Lett., 29(8), 1274, doi:10.1029/2001GL013874.

Li, X, and H. Zhang (2012), Seasonal variations in dust concentration and dust emission observed over Horgin Sandy Land area in China from
December 2010 to November 2011, Atmos. Environ., 61, 56-65, doi:10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.07.007.

Liao, H., and J. H. Seinfeld (1998), Radiative forcing by mineral dust aerosols: Sensitivity to key variables, J. Geophys. Res., 103, 31,637-31,645,
doi:10.1029/1998JD200036.

Liao, H., J. H. Seinfeld, P. J. Adams, and L. J. Mickley (2004), Global radiative forcing of coupled tropospheric ozone and aerosols in a unified
general circulation model, J. Geophys. Res., 109, D16207, doi:10.1029/2003JD004456.

Liu, X,, Z.-Y. Yin, X. Zhang, and X. Yang (2004), Analyses of the spring dust storm frequency of northern China in relation to antecedent and
concurrent wind, precipitation, vegetation, and soil moisture conditions, J. Geophys. Res., 109, D16210, doi:10.1029/2004JD004615.

Liu, X,, et al. (2012), Toward a minimal representation of aerosols in climate models: Description and evaluation in the Community
Atmosphere Model CAM5, Geosci. Model Dev., 5, 709-739, doi:10.5194/gmd-5-709-2012.

LOU ET AL.

IMPACTS OF MONSOON ON DUST 8150


http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1992)031%3c0223:REOADO%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1992)031%3c0223:REOADO%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1992)031%3c0223:REOADO%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1992)031%3c0166:TIOSDO%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1992)031%3c0166:TIOSDO%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0450(1992)031%3c0166:TIOSDO%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-015-2600-7
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-1081-2016
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-11093-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.3402/tellusb.v66.23191
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-9971-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-9971-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007927
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002633
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JCLI3606.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009JD013427
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/joc.2091
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005232
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-8-7543-2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2003JD003558
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-12-00121.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/96JD04009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2000JD900788
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JD023451
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014GL059980
http://dx.doi.org/10.2151/sola.2012-020
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.05.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2001GL013874
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.07.007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/1998JD200036
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2003JD004456
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004JD004615
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/gmd-5-709-2012
http://www.esrl.noaa.gov/psd/
http://www.ouce.ox.ac.uk/~clivar/tomsai/aiinput.html
http://www.ouce.ox.ac.uk/~clivar/tomsai/aiinput.html
https://eosweb.larc.nasa.gov/project/misr/
https://eosweb.larc.nasa.gov/project/misr/
http://portal.nersc.gov/project/m1374/EAM_DUST
http://portal.nersc.gov/project/m1374/EAM_DUST

@AG U Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres 10.1002/2016JD024758

Lou, S., H. Liao, and B. Zhu (2014), Impacts of aerosols on surface-layer ozone concentrations in China through heterogeneous reactions and
changes in photolysis rates, Atmos. Environ., 85, 123-138, doi:10.1016/j.atmosenv.2013.12.004.

Mahowald, N., D. R. Muhs, S. Levis, P. J. Rasch, M. Yoshioka, C. S. Zender, and C. Luo (2006a), Change in atmospheric mineral aerosols in
response to climate: Last glacial period, preindustrial, modern, and doubled carbon dioxide climates, J. Geophys. Res., 111, D10202,
doi:10.1029/2005JD006653.

Mahowald, N., M. Yoshioka, W. Collins, A. Conley, D. Fillmore, and D. Coleman (2006b), Climate response and radiative forcing from mineral
aerosols during the last glacial maximum, pre-industrial and doubled-carbon dioxide climates, Geophys. Res. Lett., 33,1.20705, doi:10.1029/
2006GL026126.

Markowicz, K. M., P. J. Flatau, A. M. Vogelmann, P. K. Quinn, and E. J. Welton (2003), Clear-sky infrared aerosol radiative forcing at the surface
and the top of the atmosphere, Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc., 129(594), 2927-2947, doi:10.1256/qj.02.224.

Merrill, J. T., M. Uematsu, and R. Bleck (1989), Meteorological analysis of long range transport of mineral aerosols over the North Pacific,

J. Geophys. Res., 94, 8584-8598, doi:10.1029/JD094iD06p08584.

Miller, R. L, and I. Tegen (1998), Climate response to soil dust aerosols, J. Clim., 11(12), 3247-3267, doi:10.1175/1520-0442(1998)011<3247:
CRTSDA>2.0.CO;2.

Park, S.-U., H.-J. Ahn, and M.-S. Park (2010), Direct shortwave radiative forcing of the Asian dust aerosol on dust emission, Theor. Appl.
Climatol., 101, 179-190, doi:10.1007/500704-009-0245-3.

Prijith, S. S., M. Aloysius, and M. Mohan (2013), Global aerosol source/sink map, Atmos. Environ., 80, 533-539, doi:10.1016/j.
atmosenv.2013.08.038.

Qian, W., X. Tang, and L. Quan (2004), Regional characteristics of dust storms in China, Atmos. Environ., 38, 4895-4907, doi:10.1016/j.
atmosenv.2004.05.038.

Satheesh, S. K., C. B. S. Dutt, J. Srinivasan, and U. R. Rao (2007), Atmospheric warming due to the dust absorption over Afro-Asian regions,
Geophys. Res. Lett., 34,L.04805, doi:10.1029/2006GL028623.

Shell, K. M., and R. C. J. Somerville (2007), Direct radiative effect of mineral dust and volcanic aerosols in a simple aerosol climate model,
J. Geophys. Res., 112, D03206, doi:10.1029/2006JD007198.

Small, R. J,, et al. (2014), A new synoptic scale resolving global climate simulation using the Community Earth System Model, J. Adv. Mod.
Earth Systems, 6, 1065-1094, doi:10.1002/2014MS000363.

Smith R, et al. (2010), The Parallel Ocean Program (POP) reference manual, Tech. Rep. LAUR-10-01853, Los Alamos Natl. Lab.

Sokolik, I. N., and O. B. Toon (1996), Direct radiative forcing by anthropogenic airborne mineral aerosols, Nature, 381, 681-683, doi:10.1038/
381681a0.

Sun, J., M. Zhang, and T. Liu (2001), Spatial and temporal characteristics of dust storms in China and its surrounding regions, 1960-1999:
Relations to source area and climate, J. Geophys. Res., 106, 10,325-10,333, doi:10.1029/2000JD900665.

Tan, S.-C., G.-Y. Shi, and H. Wang (2012), Long-range transport of spring dust storms in Inner Mongolia and impact on the China seas, Atmos.
Environ., 46, 299-308, doi:10.1016/j.atmosenv.2011.09.058.

Tanaka, T. Y., T. T. Sekiyama, T. Maki, and M. Mikami (2011), The effects of snow cover and soil moisture on Asian dust: I. A numerical
sensitivity study, SOAL, 7A, 36-39, doi:10.2151/sola.7A-010.

Textor, C,, et al. (2006), Analysis and quantification of the diversities of aerosol life cycles within AeroCom, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 6, 1777-1813,
doi:10.5194/acp-6-1777-2006.

Uematsu, M., R. A. Duce, J. M. Prospero, L. Chen, J. T. Merrill, and R. L. McDonald (1983), Transport of mineral aerosol from Asia over the North
Pacific Ocean, J. Geophys. Res., 88, 5343-5352, doi:10.1029/JC088iC09p05343.

Uno, |, et al. (2003), Regional chemical weather forecasting system CFORS: Model descriptions and analysis of surface observations at
Japanese island stations during the ACE-Asia experiment, J. Geophys. Res., 108, 8668, doi: 10.1029/2002JD002845.

Wang, C. (2013), Impact of anthropogenic absorbing aerosols on clouds and precipitation: A review of recent progresses, Atmos. Res.,
122(D23), 237-249, doi:10.1016/j.atmosres.2012.11.005.

Wang, Y. Q. X. Y. Zhang, R. Arimoto, J. J. Cao, and Z. X. Shen (2004), The transport pathways and sources of PM10 pollution in Beijing during
spring 2001, 2002 and 2003, Geophys. Res. Lett., 31, L14110, doi:10.1029/2004GL019732.

Wang, Y. Q. X. Y. Zhang, S. L. Gong, C. H. Zhou, X. Q. Huy, H. L. Liu, T. Niu, and Y. Q. Yang (2008), Surface observation of sand and dust storm in
East Asia and its application in CUACE/Dust, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 8, 545-553, doi:10.5194/acp-8-545-2008.

Wang, Z., Y. Li, B. Liu, and J. Liu (2015), Global climate internal variability in a 2000-year control simulation with Community Earth System
Model (CESM), Chinese Geogr. Sci., 25, 263-273, doi:10.1007/511769-015-0754-1.

Webster, P. J., and S. Yang (1992), Monsoon and ENSO: Selectively interactive systems, Q. J. R. Meteorol. Soc., 118, 877-926.

Xuan, J,, and I. N. Sokolik (2002), Characterization of sources and emission rates of mineral dust in Northern China, Atmos. Environ., 36,
4863-4876, doi:10.1016/51352-2310(02)00585-X.

Yang, Y., H. Liao, and J. Li (2014), Impacts of the East Asian summer monsoon on interannual variations of summertime surface-layer ozone
concentrations over China, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 14, 6867-6879, doi:10.5194/acp-14-6867-2014.

Yang, Y., H. Liao, and S. Lou (2015), Decadal trend and interannual variation of outflow of aerosols from East Asia: Roles of variations in
meteorological parameters and emissions, Atmos. Environ., 100, 141-153, doi:10.1016/j.atmosenv.2014.11.004.

Yang, Y., et al. (2016a), Impacts of ENSO events on cloud radiative effects in preindustrial conditions: Changes in cloud fraction and their
dependence on interactive aerosol emissions and concentrations, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 121, 6321-6335, doi:10.1002/2015JD024503.

Yang, Y., L. M. Russell, S. Lou, Y. Liu, B. Singh, and S. J. Ghan (2016b), Rain-aerosol relationships influenced by wind speed, Geophys. Res. Lett.,
43, 2267-2274, doi:10.1002/2016GL067770.

Yue, X., H. Wang, H. Liao, and K. Fan (2010), Simulation of dust aerosol radiative feedback using the GMOD: 2. Dust-climate interactions,
J. Geophys. Res., 115, D04201, doi:10.1029/2009JD012063.

Yumimoto, K., and T. Takemura (2015), Long-term inverse modeling of Asian dust: Interannual variations of its emission, transport, deposi-
tion, and radiative forcing, J. Geophys. Res. Atmos., 120, 1582-1607, doi:10.1002/2014JD022390.

Zender, C. S., H. Bian, and D. L. Newman (2003), The mineral dust entrainment and deposition (DEAD) model: Description and 1990s dust
climatology, J. Geophys. Res., 108(D14), 4416, doi:10.1029/2002JD002775.

Zhang, D.F,, A.S. Zakey, X. J. Gao, F. Giorgi, and F. Solmon (2009), Simulation of dust aerosol and its regional feedbacks over East Asia using a
regional climate model, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 9, 1095-1110, doi:10.5194/acp-9-1095-2009.

Zhang, Q. G. Geng, S. Wang, A. Richter, and K. He (2012), Satellite remote sensing of changes in NOy emissions over China during 1996-2010,
Chinese Sci. Bull., 57, 2857-2864, doi:10.1007/511434-012-5015-4.

Zhang, T-H., and H. Liao (2016), Aerosol absorption optical depth of fine-mode mineral dust in eastern China, Atmos. Ocea. Sci. Lett., 9(1),
7-14.

LOU ET AL.

IMPACTS OF MONSOON ON DUST 8151


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2013.12.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2005JD006653
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006GL026126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006GL026126
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.02.224
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JD094iD06p08584
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0442(1998)011%3c3247:CRTSDA%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0442(1998)011%3c3247:CRTSDA%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0442(1998)011%3c3247:CRTSDA%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0442(1998)011%3c3247:CRTSDA%3e2.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00704-009-0245-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2013.08.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2013.08.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2004.05.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2004.05.038
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006GL028623
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007198
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014MS000363
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/381681a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/381681a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2000JD900665
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2011.09.058
http://dx.doi.org/10.2151/sola.7A-010
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-6-1777-2006
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JC088iC09p05343
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002845
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2012.11.005
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004GL019732
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-8-545-2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11769-015-0754-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1352-2310(02)00585-X
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-6867-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2014.11.004
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015JD024503
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2016GL067770
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009JD012063
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JD022390
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002775
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-1095-2009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s11434-012-5015-4

@AG U Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres 10.1002/2016JD024758

Zhang, X., Z. Shen, G. Zhang, T. Chen, and H. Liu (1996), Remote mineral aerosol in westerlies and their contributions to Chinese loess, Sci.
China, 39D, 67-76.

Zhang, X., R. Arimoto, and Z. S. An (1997), Dust emission from Chinese desert sources linked to variations in atmospheric circulation,

J. Geophys. Res., 102, 28,041-28,047, doi:10.1029/97JD02300.

Zhang, X., R. Arimoto, G. H. Zhu, T. Chen, and G. Y. Zhang (1998), Concentration, size-distribution and deposition of mineral aerosol over
Chinese desert regions, Tellus B, 50, 317-330, doi:10.1034/j.1600-0889.1998.t01-3-0001.x.

Zhang, X,, S. L. Gong, T. L. Zhao, R. Arimoto, Y. Q. Wang, and Z. J. Zhou (2003), Sources of Asian dust and role of climate change evrsus
desertification in Asian dust emission, Geophys. Res. Lett., 30(24), 2272, doi:10.1029/2003GL018206.

Zhang, X. Y., Y. Q. Wang, T. Niu, X. C. Zhang, S. L. Gong, Y. M. Zhang, and J. Y. Sun (2012), Atmospheric aerosol compositions in China:
Spatial/temporal variability, chemical signature, regional haze distribution and comparisons with global aerosols, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 12,
779-799, doi:10.5194/acp-12-779-2012.

Zhao, C,, S. Chen, L. R. Leung, Y. Qian, J. F. Kok, R. A. Zaveri, and J. Huang (2013), Uncertainty in modeling dust mass balance and radiative
forcing from size parameterization, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 10,733-10,753, doi:10.5194/acp-13-10733-2013.

Zhao, P., R. Zhang, J. Liu, X. Zhou, and J. He (2007), Onset of southwesterly wind over eastern China and associated atmospheric circulation
and rainfall, Clim. Dyn., 28, 797-811, doi:10.1007/500382-006-0212-y.

Zhao, T. L., S. L. Gong, X. Y. Zhang, J.-P. Blanchet, I. G. McKendry, and Z. J. Zhou (2006), A simulated climatology of Asian dust aerosol and its
trans-pacific transport. Part I: Mean climate and validation, J. Clim., 19, 88-103, doi:10.1175/JCLI3605.1.

Zhou, D., et al. (2013), Impacts of the East Asian Monsoon on lower tropospheric ozone over coastal South China, Environ. Res. Lett., 8, 044011,
7, doi:10.1088/1748-9326/8/4/044011.

Zhou, L. T. (2011), Impact of East Asian winter monsoon on rainfall over southeastern China and its dynamical process, Int. J. Climatol., 31,
677-686, doi:10.1002/joc.2101.

Zhu, J., H. Liao, and J. Li (2012), Increases in aerosol concentrations over eastern China due to the decadal-scale weakening of the East Asian
summer monsoon, Geophys. Res. Lett., 39, L09809, doi:10.1029/2012GL051428.

LOU ET AL.

IMPACTS OF MONSOON ON DUST 8152


http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97JD02300
http://dx.doi.org/10.1034/j.1600-0889.1998.t01-3-0001.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2003GL018206
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-779-2012
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-10733-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00382-006-0212-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/JCLI3605.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/8/4/044011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/joc.2101
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012GL051428


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (None)
  /CalRGBProfile (ECI-RGB.icc)
  /CalCMYKProfile (Photoshop 5 Default CMYK)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.6
  /CompressObjects /Off
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends false
  /DetectCurves 0.1000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /sRGB
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 524288
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo false
  /PreserveFlatness false
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Preserve
  /UCRandBGInfo /Remove
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
    /Courier
    /Courier-Bold
    /Courier-BoldOblique
    /Courier-Oblique
    /Helvetica
    /Helvetica-Bold
    /Helvetica-BoldOblique
    /Helvetica-Oblique
    /Symbol
    /Times-Bold
    /Times-BoldItalic
    /Times-Italic
    /Times-Roman
    /ZapfDingbats
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages false
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages false
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.76
    /HSamples [2 1 1 2] /VSamples [2 1 1 2]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 15
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages false
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 400
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.00000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects true
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile (None)
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<
    /ENU ()
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AllowImageBreaks true
      /AllowTableBreaks true
      /ExpandPage false
      /HonorBaseURL true
      /HonorRolloverEffect false
      /IgnoreHTMLPageBreaks false
      /IncludeHeaderFooter false
      /MarginOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetadataAuthor ()
      /MetadataKeywords ()
      /MetadataSubject ()
      /MetadataTitle ()
      /MetricPageSize [
        0
        0
      ]
      /MetricUnit /inch
      /MobileCompatible 0
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (GoLive)
        (8.0)
      ]
      /OpenZoomToHTMLFontSize false
      /PageOrientation /Portrait
      /RemoveBackground false
      /ShrinkContent true
      /TreatColorsAs /MainMonitorColors
      /UseEmbeddedProfiles false
      /UseHTMLTitleAsMetadata true
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /BleedOffset [
        0
        0
        0
        0
      ]
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToRGB
      /DestinationProfileName (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
      /DestinationProfileSelector /UseName
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements true
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles true
      /MarksOffset 6
      /MarksWeight 0.250000
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PageMarksFile /RomanDefault
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [600 600]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


