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5 New aerosol scheme: GLOMAP-mode inIFS

Watch this space

6 Recent work has already highlighted differences between GLOMAP and mass-only aerosol schemes
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CCN response to DMS patch from GLOMAP and mass-only CCN sensitivities are vastly different; mass-only This can be explained by how GLOMAP and
scheme differ in magnitude and space. scheme predicts much higher CCN sensitivity. mass-only scheme treat increase in mass.
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