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Abstract  
The aim of this research was to better understand the dynamics of air pollutants and to forecast the air 
quality over regional areas in order to develop emission abatement strategies for air pollution and 
adverse health effects. To accomplish this objective, we developed and applied a high resolution  
Eulerian system named ARAMIS (A Regional Air Quality Modelling Integrated System) over the   
north-east of Spain (Catalonia), where several pollutants exceed threshold values for the protection of 
human health. The results indicate that the model reproduced reasonably well observed concentrations, 
as statistical values fell within Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) recommendations and European 
(EU) regulations. Nevertheless, some hourly O3 exceedances in summer and hourly peaks of NO2 in 
winter were underestimated. Concerning PM10 concentrations less accurate model levels were obtained 
with a moderate trend towards underestimation during the day.   
Key words: Air quality modelling; Model Evaluation; Pollutant exceedances; Regional scale. 
 

Aramis un modelo  regional para la gestión de la calidad del aire. Evaluación y 
validación 

Resumen 
El objetivo de este trabajo es desarrollar un modelo de predicción de la calidad del aire a escala regional  
con el fin de desarrollar estrategias de reducción de las emisiones y paliar los efectos adversos que los 
contaminantes ejercen sobre la salud. Para lograr este objetivo, se ha desarrollado y aplicado un modelo 
euleriano de alta resolución llamado ARAMIS  (A Regional Air Quality Modelling Integrated System). 
ARAMIS se ha aplicado y validado en el noreste de España (Cataluña), donde periódicamente la concen-
tración de algunos contaminantes superan los valores límite fijados para la protección de la salud humana. 
Los resultados de la validación indican que el modelo reproduce razonablemente bien las              
concentraciones observadas ya que los estadísticos caen dentro de los valores recomendados por la EPA 
y por la Comisión Europea, sin embargo, es importante destacar que el modelo subestima algunas 
superaciones de los valores máximos de la concentración de ozono en verano y concentraciones horarias 
máximas de dióxido de nitrógeno que se producen en invierno. En relación a la predicción de las   
concentraciones de partículas PM10, el modelo da peores resultados con una moderada tendencia a la 
subestimación durante el día.  
Palabras clave: Modelización de la calidad del aire; Validación; Escala regional. 
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1. Introduction 
Air pollution is harmful to human health and the environment. The need to deliver 
cleaner air has been recognized for several decades, with action having been taken at 
national and international level and also through active participation. Thus, the  
European Commission (EC) and the U.S. Environmental Agency (US-EPA) have 
promoted several actions focused on establishing minimum quality standards for 
ambient air and tackling the problems of exceedance of several pollutants at ground 
level. Nevertheless, despite the considerable efforts that have been made to reduce 
pollutant emissions in recent decades, there are still only modest signs of reduced 
concentration levels for some pollutants such as ozone, nitrogen oxides and        
particulate matter. The nonlinearity of atmospheric chemistry, together with the 
multiplicity of diffuse pollutant sources, including biogenic sources which can   
amplify concentrations, may partly explain this  behavior  (Vautard et al., 2007). 

As with air motion, air pollution occurs on a wide range of different spatial scales, 
from tiny eddies measuring centimeters or less in size to large air mass movements of 
continental dimensions, leading to adverse local, regional and trans-boundary    
environmental and health impacts. Nevertheless, local and regional emission      
contributions to air quality will remain dominant over the next decade, and countries 
and regions must continue their efforts to reduce primary pollutant emissions in a 
cost-effective manner.  

At the national and regional level, public administrations must promote or develop 
i) the technical knowledge and tools necessary for a long-term strategy and ii) an 
integrated policy on emission regulation in order to prevent the significant negative 
effects of air pollution (Cuvelier et al., 2007). One effective way to conduct a detailed 
evaluation of the impacts of air quality policies at the regional and local scale is 
through measurements, but the most common procedure is to use numerical models as 
they can provide a more complete deterministic description of the air quality problem, 
including analysis of factors and causes such as emission sources and meteorological 
processes (Daly and Zannetti, 2007). In addition, air quality models are also becom-
ing increasingly valuable tools for epidemiologists; many epidemiological studies 
have documented poor air quality as a risk factor for a variety of adverse human 
health outcomes.  

Against this background, we developed a new air quality modelling system named 
ARAMIS (A Regional Air Quality Modelling Integrated System), funded by the 
Catalonian Government, as a tool to assess and understand the dynamics of air    
pollutants, to forecast air quality and to develop emission abatement strategies for air 
pollution and adverse health effects.  ARAMIS is a high resolution system which 
integrates the Weather Research and Forecasting model (WRF) as a meteorological 
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model, the High Resolution Emission Model (HIREM) and the Models-3 Community 
Multiscale Air Quality Modelling System (Models-3/CMAQ) as a photochemical 
model. ARAMIS was developed to simulate air quality over north-east Spain at 
regional and local scales, since the southern Mediterranean regions as Catalonia and 
in particular the metropolitan area of Barcelona (BMA) (Figure 1) presents air   
pollution episodes. These areas exceed the air quality targets set by the European 
Union, specifically with regard to NO2, PM10 and ozone (Jiménez et al., 2006a; 
Arasa et al., 2010; 2012). Several studies have investigated air quality concerns over 
Spain and selected areas (Jiménez et al., 2006a; San José et al., 2007; Jiménez-
Guerrero et al., 2008; Vivanco et al., 2009; Baldasano et al., 2011) using numerical 
modelling, but they were conducted using different emission models. ARAMIS uses a 
3 km X 3 km cell resolution to simulate the Catalonian area and 1x1 km to simulate 
BMA. 

In this paper, we describe this new air quality system, and we evaluate its          
performance through comparisons with ground-based measurements obtained from 
the air pollution monitoring network belonging to the Environmental Department of 
Catalonia Government (http://www20.gencat.cat/portal/site/mediambient/). The 
model dynamics are assessed with the corresponding statistics, which are then    
compared to model performance goals and criteria. 
 
 
2. Modelling approach 
This section describes the models that comprise the ARAMIS modelling system 

 
2.1 Meteorological model 
Meteorological numerical simulations were performed using the Weather Research 
and Forecasting model (WRF-ARW), version 3.1.1 (Skamarock et al., 2008). The 
WRF-ARW model was configured using four nested domains with grids of 27, 9, 3 
and 1 km (Figure 1a). Domains are run in one-way nesting and the first 12 h are 
treated as spin-up. Fields are saved every 5 min. The outermost domain, D1, covered 
68 x 44 grid cells, while D2 covered 69 x 69 x 70 cells, D3 - corresponding to     
Catalonia - covered 93 x 93 grid cells and D4 - corresponding to the BMA - covered 
93 x 114 grid cells. Initial and boundary conditions are taken for the European Centre 
for Medium-Range Weather Forecast global model (ECMWF) with a 0.5º x 0.5º 
resolution, and the boundary conditions are forced every 6 h. The physics package 
included  the Eta surface layer scheme, which is based on Monin-Obukhov similarity 
theory (Monin and Obukhov, 1954), the YSU boundary layer scheme (Hong and Kim, 
2008), the rapid radiative transfer model (RRTM) longwave radiation scheme  
(Mlawer et al., 1997), the Dudhia shortwave radiation scheme (Dudhia, 1989), the 
new Thompson microphysical scheme (Thompson et al., 2008), the Kain-Fritsch 
cumulus scheme and the Noah Land Surface scheme (Chen and Dudhia, 2001). 
Vertical resolution included 32 levels, 20 below (approximately) 1500 m, with the 
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first level at approximately 15 m and the domain top at about 100 hPa. Domains are 
run in one way nesting and the temporal length of meteorological simulations was   
72 h, taking the first 24 h as spin-up time to minimise the effects of initial conditions. 
Fields are saved every 5 min and one-hour output time frequency was used in all 
domains and models.  
 

 
Figure 1. Model domains for WRF and ARAMIS model simulations (a). topographical  
features of Catalonia (domain D3) and location of measurement stations (b); black dots  
correspond to meteorological surface stations, while red, green and blue dots correspond to 
surface air quality stations (red measures both O3 and NO2 concentrations, green only NO2 and 
blue PM10. (c) Domain D4 including the BMA (in yellow), the road network in Barcelona and 
the main roads and highways considered in domain D4 and implemented in HIREM emission 
model. 
 
2.2 The HIREM emission model  
HIREM is the new and completely updated version of the MNEQA model         
(Numerical Emission Model for Air Quality) (Ortega et al., 2009; Arasa et al., 2012) 
developed by our research group. HIREM includes emissions from natural sources, 
such as dust particles from erosion and hydrocarbons emitted by vegetation, as well 
as several anthropogenic sources, such as domestic and commercial fossil fuel uses, 
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domestic and commercial solvent uses, power generation plants, industrial         
installations and road transport. Emission methodologies are often implemented in 
HIREM due to the ease with which they can be revised and updated; it is also easy to 
combine emissions from different sources in order to study the contribution of each 
sector or to perform a sensitivity analysis.   

The air pollutants classified as primary by HIREM are nitrogen oxide (NOx),    
methane (CH4) and non-methane volatile organic compounds (NMVOC), carbon 
monoxide (CO), carbon dioxide (CO2), nitrous oxide (N2O), sulphur dioxide (SO2), 
total suspended particles (TSP) and particulate matter (PM10 and PM2.5).  

As nested domains are commonly applied to air quality modelling HIREM    
methodology differed from one domain to another. For larger domains (D1 and D2), 
HIREM uses a top-down method, which incorporates pollutant emissions from 
EMEP/CORINAIR (2013) into the model. The top-down method consists of a   
disaggregation model based on Corine Land Class (CLC) 2009 soil uses, with 250-m 
resolution, coupled with different statistical functions, including socio-economic 
variables (Maes et al., 2009). 

For the smaller domains such as D3 and D4, HIREM uses a bottom-up technique 
to calculate pollutant emissions. This approach involves working on each type of 
source in a particular way using local information. HIREM incorporates the industrial 
emissions inventory from the Catalonian Department of the Environment and residen-
tial consumption emissions which are calculated by emission factors using different 
residential parameters and population distributions. Natural emissions are computed 
in HIREM using different parameterizations (Marticorena and Bergametti, 1995; 
Vautard et al., 2005), whilst biogenic emissions are incorporated via the method 
described by Guenther et al. (1994).  

One of the most important modules within the HIREM emission model is the road 
traffic emissions one, which includes hot, cold and evaporative emissions for some 
pollutants (CO, NOx and VOC's) and also estimates particulate matter emissions from 
brake abrasion, tyre wear and road surface. This module uses EEA-
EMEP/CORINAIR methodology based on a bottom-up approach and takes 72 vehicle 
categories represented by one emission factor depending on traffic speed. Principal 
and minor roads in Catalonia containing information about the Daily Average Traffic 
(DAT), length and mean velocity was provided by the Department of the            
Environment. In addition, the Catalonia’s vehicular fleet and the hourly number of 
vehicles per day in 2011 measured at 72 observation points located along the     
principal roads were also provided. With this information we calculated different 
temporal profiles (monthly, daily and hourly) for different types of roads (motorway 
or road). 

The methodology used to estimate urban emissions in Barcelona and the medium-
sized cities of Catalonia was similar as mentioned above using the corresponding road 
network and the vehicular urban fleet provided by the Barcelona City Council and the 
Department of the Environment. 
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2.3 The photochemical model 
The photochemical model used in this study to simulate pollutant dispersion was the 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) model-3/CMAQ model (Byun and 
Ching, 1999). From the CMAQ v4.7.1 chemical mechanisms, we use the CB-05 and 
associated EBI solver (Yarwood et al., 2005) including gas-phase reactions involving 
nitrogen pentoxide (N2O5) and water (H2O), and it removes obsolete mechanism 
combinations in gas, aerosol (solid or liquid) and aqueous phases. In addition, we use 
the aerosol module, AERO4 (Bhave et al., 2005; Shankar et al., 2005), with a    
preliminary treatment of sea salt emissions and chemistry. For treating clouds in the 
model, we used the asymmetric convective module, ACM (Pleim and Chang, 1992). 
Boundary conditions and initial values for domain D1 came from a vertical profile 
supplied by CMAQ itself, whilst boundary and initial conditions for domains D2 and 
D3 were supplied by domain D1 and D2, respectively. The model was executed for 
72 h, taking the first 24 h as spin-up time to minimize the effects of initial conditions. 
 
 
3. Air quality modelling system evaluation 
Models results were evaluated through comparison with a ground based measurement 
stations which are considered suitable to use if their data availability is at list higher 
or equal to 75%.  
 
3.1. Evaluation of the meteorological model performance 
Model results were evaluated from February to September 2013 by comparison with 
data from a set of 172 surface meteorological stations belonging to the Catalonian 
Meteorological Service and displayed in Figure 1b by black squares. The evaluation 
included several variables showed in Table 1. Temperature and humidity measured 
and modelled correspond to 1.5 m and 2 m a.g.l. respectively, while wind speed and 
direction measured and modelled correspond at 10 m a.g.l. The statistics selected for 
the evaluation were the root mean square error (RMSE), the mean absolute gross 
error (MAGE), the mean bias (MB) and the index of agreement (IOA). In order to 
establish a criterion for evaluating the performance of the meteorological model, we 
adopted the benchmarks suggested by Emery and Tai (2001) and Tesche et al., (2002) 
(see Table 1). Wind statistics and wind direction were calculated for wind speeds 
higher than 0.5 m s-1, as wind direction is not reliable for lower speeds following the 
method described in Lee and Fernando, (2004); Soler et al., (2011). 
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Table 1. Statistics corresponding to WRF model evaluation for the whole studied period for 
Catalonian domain and quantitative performance statistics for meteorological model results  
 
Meteorological variable Statistic 24-h Forecast 48-h Forecast Benchmark 
Wind speed RMSE (m s-1) 3.03 3.03     ≤ 2  

 MB (m s-1) 1.73 1.68     ≤ ± 0.5 
 IOA 0.64 0.63     ≥ 0.6 
Wind direction MAGE (deg) 47.28 49.14     ≤ 30  
 MB (deg) 2.42 2.77     ≤ ± 10  
Temperature MAGE (K) 1.73 1.79     ≤ 2 
 MB (K) 0.32 0.35     ≤ ± 0.5   
 IOA 0.98 0.98     ≥ 0.8 
Specific humidity MAGE (g Kg-1) 0.97 1.02     ≤ 2  

 MB (g Kg-1) -0.12 -0.18     ≤ ± 1  
 IOA 0.96 0.95     ≥ 0.6 

 
Meteorological prediction accuracy is also presented in Table 1. The results show 

that statistical values corresponding to specific humidity and temperature fell within 
recommendations; however, wind speed was overestimated by the model, whilst wind 
direction statistics showed a greater dispersion as MAGE values exceeded the 
benchmark value of 30º. Examining these results in greater depth, we calculated 
hourly evolution of the statistics corresponding to all variables evaluated. Results are 
presented in Figure 2. For wind speed (Figure 2a), IOA values presented very low 
diurnal variation, with a constant value close to 0.6, whereas MB and RMSE showed 
lower values during the day and higher values at night. The reason of this behaviour 
could be attributed to the meteorology of this area, usually characterized in late spring, 
summer and early autumn by antyciclonic situations with a slight pressure gradient, 
favouring the development of mesoscale circulations such as a sea-breeze regime on 
the coast and mountain winds inland. The wind speed associated with these        
circulation patterns was reproduced quite well by the model, although it tended to 
overestimate wind speed, albeit to a lesser extent during the day, with MB values 
between 1.0 and 2.0 m s-1 (Figure 2a). The hourly evolution of MAGE and MB values 
for wind direction is shown in Figure 2b. During diurnal hours, MAGE values   
decreased to values of 40 degrees, higher than the corresponding benchmark (30º); 
however, at night, the model did not reproduce very weak winds accurately, with 
MAGE values increasing to 50-60 degrees. These systematic biases in wind velocity 
and direction in complex topography areas have been related, at least in part, to the 
model's relatively smooth topography, and therefore, the effects produced by the 
topographic features are not well resolved in the model, producing an additional drag 
to that generated by vegetation. If their effects are not considered, such as is the case 
for WRF, it can lead to an overestimation of the wind speed and high biases in wind 
directions (Jiménez et al., 2010) In addition, there are other reasons responsible for 
the model biases that must be mentioned as i) potential errors at the synoptic scale 
occurring during the initialization may introduce important deviations from the   
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observed wind behaviour, since uncertainties at the synoptic scale can propagate to 
the regional scale being responsible for large misrepresentations (Jimenez et al, 2010); 
ii) random turbulent processes that cannot be simulated by models or to sub-grid 
variations in terrain and land use. 

For air temperature (Figure 2c), daily evolutions are given for MAGE, MB and 
IOA. For most of the period studied, the MAGE value was lower than 2 degrees, 
whilst MB was between 1 and -1 degrees and IOA was close to 1 for the entire period. 
These results highlight the tendency of the WRF model to underestimate the air 
temperature at a height of 1.5 m during diurnal hours (Figure 2c). At night, the model 
slightly overestimated the temperature, resulting in a positive MB value for the entire 
period. This behaviour can be related to the pattern found by wind velocity, their 
overestimation during day time reduce air surface heating while during night time 
reduce air surface cooling. Lastly, Figure 2d shows hourly evolutions of MB, MAGE 
and IOA for specific humidity. All statistics showed scarce diurnal variation, with 
values of IOA close to 1 whilst MAGE and MB were close to 1 and 0.1 g kg-1,   
respectively. This was the best variable simulated by the meteorological model. 

 

 
Figure 2. Time evolution of hourly statistics corresponding to: (a) wind speed measured at 
10m (a.g.l.), (b) wind direction measured at 10m (a.g.l.), (c) air temperature at 1.5m (a.g.l.),  
(d) specific humidity at 1.5m (a.g.l.) over all measurement stations located in domain D3     
(Catalonia). 
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The results for meteorological model performance agree with several previous 
studies of meteorological applications for air quality modelling, especially those 
based on the same area of study (Jiménez et al., 2006a; Borge et al., 2008), where 
classical statistics for surface fields have been reported. Meteorological predictions 
over complex terrain require high horizontal and vertical resolution for resolving 
complex mesoscale circulation patterns, especially at night where turbulent mixing is 
greatly reduced or even completely suppressed, or becomes intermittent             
(Cuxart et al., 2000; Mahrt and Vickers, 2002; Poulos et al., 2002). In addition, this 
stable stratification in a non-uniform terrain induces local circulations, such as drain-
age flows (Soler et al., 2003), and leads to several phenomena such as gravity waves, 
density currents (Terradellas et al., 2005; Udina et al., 2013; Ferreres et al., 2013; 
Soler et al., 2014), intrusions and meandering, with the frequent presence of low-level 
jets (Conangla and Cuxart, 2006). The misrepresentation of these effects and the local 
physiographical features can lead to incorrect estimations of several degrees in the 
temperature, in the moisture levels and errors in the wind speed and wind direction 
(Bravo et al., 2008).  
 
3.2. Evaluation of the photochemical model performance 
The air quality model is evaluated for the same period as before and the assessment is 
focused on hourly O3, NO2 forecast and hourly and daily PM10 predictions. Data was 
provided by a network of air quality surface stations: 48 measuring ozone, 67 NO2 
and 67 PM10 (31 automatic and 36 manual providing hourly and daily data        
respectively). All stations are displayed in Figure 1b represented by different symbols, 
red dots correspond to stations measuring both O3 and NO2 concentrations, green only 
NO2 and blue PM10.   

Different statistical indicators have been identified as being the most appropriate 
for evaluating an air quality modelling system and quantifying its performance. The 
most common are those proposed and recommended by the U.S.-EPA (1991, 2007), 
Boylan and Russell (2006) and Denby et al., (2010). In addition to those previously 
mentioned, we included the maximum relative directive error (MRDE) (European 
Commission, 2008), which is the maximum value of the RDE found at 90% of the 
available stations (Denby et al., 2010), the mean normalized bias error (MNBE), the 
mean normalized gross error (MNGE), the mean fractional bias (MFB), and the mean 
fractional error (MFE) (Yu et al., 2006). These two last metrics have been found to be 
statistically robust measures, as they are symmetric and avoid any inflation that might 
be caused by low values of the observed quantities. For these statistics, it is necessary 
to define the performance criteria goals (the level of accuracy that is considered to be 
close to the best a model can be expected to achieve) and the performance criteria (the 
level of accuracy that is considered to be acceptable for modelling applications). The 
performance criteria and the performance criteria goal in brackets used in this study 
are presented in Table 2.    
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Table 2. The performance criteria and the performance criteria goal in brackets 
for O3, NO2 and PM10     
    

 O3 NO2 PM10 
MFB ≤ ±30% (15%) ≤ ±30% ≤ ±60% (30%) 
MFE ≤ 45% (30%) — ≤ 75% (50%) 
MNBE ≤ ±15% ≤ ±15% ≤ ±15% 
MNGE ≤ 35% ≤ 35% ≤ 35% 
MRDE ≤ 50% ≤ 50% ≤ 50% 
UPA ≤ ±20% ≤ ±20% ≤ ±20% 

 
 
3.2.1. Ozone  
The evaluation comprised a total of 48 stations measuring ozone. Statistical       
parameters were applied to both 1-h maximum ozone surface concentrations and 
maximum daily 8-h mean ozone surface concentrations (henceforth 1-h and 8-h 
maximum ozone concentrations). Observation–prediction pairs were often excluded 
from the analysis if the observed concentration was below a certain cut-off point 
(Russell and Dennis, 2000; Baldasano et al., 2011); since cut-off levels vary from 
study to study, we set a level of 40 g m-3, thus removing the influence of low    
concentrations such as night-time values. 

The statistics compiled in Table 3 corresponding to 1-h and 8-h maximum ozone 
concentrations show that all statistics met the recommended performance criteria and 
in some cases the performance criteria goal, therefore ARAMIS model can be used 
for ozone modelling applications.   

 
Table 3. Statistics obtained with ARAMIS over domain D3 at the Catalonian stations     
corresponding to 1-h and 8-h maximum ozone concentrations. 
 

Filter: 40 µg/m³  
 1-h maximum ozone concentrations 8-h maximum ozone concentrations 

24-h Forecast 48-h Forecast 24-h Forecast 48-h forecast 
IOA 0.66 0.66 0.62 0.63 
MAGE (µg/m³) 16.90 17.15 15.14 15.51 
MB (µg/m³) -3.33 1.10 -2.28 1.82 
RMSE (µg/m³) 22.23 22.67 19.43 19.84 
MNBE (%) 0.14 4.50 1.17 5.62 
MNGE (%) 16.81 17.59 16.74 17.74 
MRDE (%) – – 26.70 23.64 
MFB (%) -2.21 1.96 -1.11 3.09 
MFE(%) 16.65 16.61 16.45 16.64 
UPA (%) -0.17 16.40 -5.66 6.33 
 

Beside the statistical analysis, Figure 3a displays the time evolution of average 
hourly ozone concentrations provided by the ARAMIS model at the measurement 
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stations, where it can be seen that the model overestimated the ozone concentration 
during the night and slightly underestimated it during the day. This diurnal         
underestimation could be caused by: (1) sea-breeze and land-breeze circulations that 
are difficult to reproduce, associated with the important role of circulation patterns in 
photochemical simulations (Pirovano et al., 2007), (2) a tendency to underestimate 
ozone precursors (nitrogen oxides, carbon monoxide and volatile organic compounds) 
in air quality modelling systems (Russell and Dennis, 2000) and (3) uncertainty in the 
emissions coming from the HIREM model and in their temporal distribution. Three 
main sources of nocturnal overestimation might be: (1) the model does not represent 
nocturnal physic-chemical processes accurately enough (Jiménez et al., 2006b),       
(2) the HIREM emission model may not calculate night-time emissions properly, and 
(3) meteorological parameters, such as wind speed, wind direction and vertical  
mixing, are not well reproduced by the model when the synoptic forcing is weak and 
the ambient winds are light and variable (Bravo et al., 2008; Schürmann et al., 2009).    

Time series of daily maximum 1-h and 8-h maximum ozone concentrations were 
presented in Figures 3b and 3c, corresponding only to today’s concentration forecast 
as the time series corresponding to tomorrow’s forecast was similar. Results show 
that although the mean variability and the peaks were quite well reproduced in the 
model, daily peaks in summer, mainly in July, were underestimated. Modelled and 
measured discontinuities observed in these figures are due to problems in model 
execution or in data availability respectively.  
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Figure 3. Modelled (blue line) and measured (black line of: (a) time evolution of averaged 
hourly ozone concentrations, (b) time series of daily maximum (1-h)  and (c) 8-h  maximum 
O3 concentrations over all measurements stations located in domain D3 (Catalonia). 
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To end this subsection, we display the spatial distribution patterns of the average 

modelled 1-h and 8-h maximum ozone concentrations in Figures 4a and 4b, which are 
labelled in a different way according to their maximum hourly limit value or      
according to their 8-h maximum values. Results show that the highest mean       
concentrations were located inland and also over the Mediterranean Sea. The first 
pattern was due to the development of a sea-breeze front affecting the coastal     
meteorology on a daily basis, leading to low-level convergence of air pollutants over 
the land during the daytime, and divergence of air pollutants over the land during the 
night time. Therefore, the overall effect of land/ sea breeze is to enhance the air 
stagnant in the vertical over the coastal land (Wang et al., 2013). In Catalonia area sea 
breeze transports ozone and precursors (mainly NOx) from the BMA and several 
industries and motorways located on the coast to inland areas (Soler et al., 2011). The 
strength of this on-shore flow and the complex topography of the north-west      
Mediterranean coast produce several pollutant injections due to topographic forcing. 
As the sea-breeze front advances inland and reaches the mountain ranges located 
nearly parallel to the coast, topographic injections occur at different altitudes      
(Soler et al., 2011). A number of studies have shown that during summertime,   
layering and accumulation of pollutants such as ozone and aerosols take place 
throughout eastern Spain (Pérez et al., 2004). This situation is intensified during 
persistent subsidence situations over the region (Millan, 2000; Jiménez et al., 2006b), 
intense solar radiation and high air temperatures (Ortega et al., 2011).  Concerning to 
the second pattern, the main processes that could contribute to an increase in ozone 
concentration over the Mediterranean Sea include local generation due to the high 
amount of nitrogen oxides emitted from sea transport (Baldasano et al., 2011), low 
wet and dry ozone deposition, persistent subsidence over the region and             
photochemically aged air masses with high concentrations of O3 and poor in      
photochemical precursors. These air masses are transported towards the              
Mediterranean area, where they sink within the anticyclone located over the Western 
Mediterranean Sea (Gangoiti et al., 2001). 
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Figure 4. Averaged simulated concentrations from February to September 2013, over     
Catalonian domain (D3) of : (a) maximum 1-h O3 concentrations, (b) 8-h  maximum O3 
concentrations, (c) maximum 1-h NO2 concentrations, (d) hourly NO2 mean concentrations,  
(e) hourly PM10 mean concentrations.    
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 3.2.2 Nitrogen Dioxide 
The evaluation comprises 67 stations measuring NO2 over the Catalonia area, and 22 
of them are located in the BMA. In years 2012 and 2013 nine and seven stations 
respectively did not meet the annual threshold as they exceeded the annual limit of 40 
g m-3, therefore, the evaluation for NO2 concentrations was conducted for domains 
D3 and D4, corresponding to Catalonia and the BMA respectively. In the statistical 
evaluation, parameters were applied to 1 hour maximum NO2 surface concentrations. 
The statistics compiled in Table 4 shows that, as in the case of ozone evaluation, they 
met the recommended performance criteria, although less accurate values are     
obtained.  

 
Table 4. . Statistics obtained with ARAMIS for NO2 over domains D3 and D4 and for PM10 
over domain D3  
 

 

  1-h maximum NO2 
concentrations (D3) 

1-h maximum NO2 
concentrations (D4) 

Averaged daily PM10 
concentrations (D3). 

24-h 
forecast 

24-h 
forecast 

24-h 
forecast 

48-h 
forecast 

24 h-
forecast 

48-h 
forecast 

IOA 0.73 0,. 2 0.71 0.64 0.52 0.54 
MAGE (µg/m³) 21.82 22.86 23.24 26.46 7.31 7.18 
MB (µg/m³) 1.25 2.24 5.32 0.15 -2.25 -1.93 
RMSE (µg/m³) 27.99 29.23 29.48 35.78 9,12 8.98 
MNBE (%) 9.83 11.66 9.93 4.45 -2.17 -0.53 
MNGE (%) 39.62 41.79 33.02 34.70 39.73 39.31 
MRDE (%) 36.66 40.44 20.14 26.90 49.34 50.01 
MFB (%) -1.82 -0.99 1.06 -6.0 -13.99 -12.02 
MFE (%) 36.89 38.20 28.25 32.09 40.86 39.82 
UPA (%) -17.85 -15.77 6.94 -8.15 -40.03 -32.90 
 

For the D3 domain, the time evolution of average hourly NO2 concentrations   
provided by the ARAMIS model at the measurement stations is given in Figure 5a.  

The model gave quite accurate reproduction of the hourly variability, although  
under estimated NO2 concentrations during the day and overestimated them at night. 
This behaviour was probably related to an underestimation of the emission inventory 
in addition to other meteorological and chemical factors. Besides, the overestimation 
of modelled NO2 concentrations could be due to two main reasons: the end of the 
traffic activity period was not well forecasted by HIREM emission model, and   
probably the boundary layer height estimated by WRF model was too low. This last 
result is often observed in air quality models and could be due to the uncertainty of 
mesoscale modelling as regards accurately estimating the unstable to stable boundary 
layer transition (including length of time and amplitude).  
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Figure 5. Modelled (blue line) and measured (black line of: (a) time evolution of averaged 
hourly NO2 concentrations over all measurements stations located in domain D3 (Catalonia), 
(b) time series of daily (1-h) maximum NO2 concentrations, (c) time evolution of average 
hourly NO2 concentrations over all measurements stations located in domain D4 (BMA). 
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Figure 5b displays time series of today’s daily maximum 1-h NO2 concentrations 

forecasts, as the corresponding values for tomorrow’s was similar. Results show that 
the model generally captured daily 1-h maximum concentration variations well; 
however, daily peaks with higher values in winter and spring related to air pollution 
events were underestimated. Usually, this maximum values were associated to     
high-pressure conditions favouring the development of local re-circulations         
associated with stagnant air masses. 

Like the ozone analysis, the spatial distribution patterns of the average modelled  
1-h maximum and hourly NO2 concentrations are shown in Figures 4c and 4d, which 
are labelled in a different way according to their maximum hourly limit value or 
according to their mean hourly maximum values. Results show where the detailed 
emission implemented in the HIREM model indicates that on road traffic (Figure 1c) 
constituted the main source of this pollutant in the BMA, although emissions coming 
from industrial sources represented in Figure 4d by small dots                   
of maxima concentrations were also noticeable.  

Barcelona and the main part of the medium-sized cities are located within the  
domain corresponding to BMA (D4), therefore a new validation and the time     
evolution of average hourly NO2 concentrations was therefore performed for this 
domain. The results are given in Table 4, and Figure 5c showing that the statistics met 
also the recommended performance criteria, and the model reproduced daily      
variability quite well, although it overestimated peak values. 
 
3.2.3 Particulate Matter (PM10) 
The evaluation of PM10 was performed using a total of 67 stations, 36 were manual 
and 31 automatic. The statistical evaluation parameters applied on a daily basis was 
compiled in Table 4. Results show that they almost met the recommended          
performance criteria, although some values ranged near or above the criteria for 
acceptable model performance. Besides, if we compare these results with the same 
statistics used to evaluate the model performance criteria for 1-h maximum NO2 and 
O3 concentrations and 8-h maximum O3 concentrations, less accurate model levels are 
obtained for the PM10 concentration forecast. These results agree with those found in 
many studies, which have reported that models are not very accurate when simulating 
particulate matter over different areas (Mathias, 2008; Pay et al., 2010;               
Baldasano et al., 2011; Basart et al., 2012).  

The time evolution of average hourly PM10 concentrations provided by the 
ARAMIS model at the automatic measurement stations is displayed in Figure 6a. The 
results show that the model tended to slightly overestimate nocturnal values and to 
underestimate day-time values. In addition, time series of daily average              
concentrations forecasted by the model shown in Figure 6b indicates quite poor 
reproduction of daily variability and a persistent underestimation of modelled    
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concentrations during summer time. As before, modelled discontinuities observed in 
this figure are due to problems in model execution.  

 

 
Figure 6.  Modelled (blue line) and measured (black line) of: (a) time evolution of average 
hourly PM10 concentrations, (b) time series of daily mean PM10 concentrations  over all 
measurements stations located in domain D3 (Catalonia). 
 

Several factors could contribute to the underestimation of total particulate matter 
concentrations, of which the most important are: i) The model do not capture     
emission sources with high temporal variability, emissions are a key source of errors 
(Ritter et al., 2013); ii) a lack of fugitive dust and re-suspended matter emissions 
(Vautard et al., 2005; 2007), iii) a possible underestimation of primary carbonaceous 
particles (Schaap et al., 2004; Tsyro, 2005), iv) the inaccuracy of secondary organic 
aerosol (SOA) formation (Simpson et al., 2007), since much research and           
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development is still needed to improve secondary organic aerosol formation in    
chemistry transport models, v) difficulties in representing primary PM emissions such 
as wood burning, the building trade and other sources not considered in the emission 
model (Baldasano et al., 2011) and finally vi) a fraction of coarse particles is      
underestimated in the emission model or  the assumptions and the chemical treatment 
in the CMAQ  model  aerosol module needs to be improved. Overall, a more in-depth 
knowledge of aerosol processes, removal, dispersion and transport processes would 
be necessary to improve the model’s particulate matter forecast. In addition, in    
Mediterranean areas the parameterization of emission rates due to mineral dust must 
be taken into account (Büns et al., 2012). Currently this emission rates are not    
considered in ARAMIS but in a near future it will be incorporated to improve the 
simulation results. 

To conclude the analysis, the spatial distribution pattern of the average modelled 
hourly concentrations was given in Figure 4e. Results show that as with NO2     
distribution, the highest concentrations were located in the BMA, where on-road 
traffic (Figure 1c) constituted the main source of this pollutant. 
 
 
4. Conclusions  
In this paper, we have described the evaluation and assessment of ARAMIS 
(WRF/HIREM/CMAQ) used to forecast air quality over regional areas in order to 
develop emission abatement strategies for air pollution and adverse health effects. 
ARAMIS was applied with high resolution over north-east Spain (Catalonia) from 
February to September 2013. Evaluation of the modelling results was mainly focused 
on the capacity of ARAMIS to reproduce the time evolution of average hourly O3, 
NO2 and particulate matter (PM10) concentrations as well as its capacity to forecast 
1-h and 8-h for O3 maximum concentrations, 1-h maximum concentration for NO2 
and daily average PM10 concentrations. 

The evaluation was performed for both the WRF meteorological model and the 
CMAQ photochemical model using the classic approach. The results showed a good 
performance for WRF forecasts related to humidity and temperature, whilst worst 
performance was found for wind velocity, and mainly for wind direction. This result 
can primarily be attributed to the complex topography of the area studied which is 
misrepresented in the model, to random turbulent processes or to sub-grid variations 
in terrain and land use that cannot be simulated by the models.  

To drive the evaluation of the air quality modelling system and to quantify its   
performance, we used the statistics and criteria proposed by the United States    
Environmental Protection Agency (U.S.-EPA) and European regulations. The results 
for O3, NO2 and PM10 showed that all statistics met the recommended performance 
criteria; the best results were found for simulated O3 concentrations and the worst for 
PM10.  
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The time evolution of average hourly O3, NO2 and PM10 concentrations provided 
by the ARAMIS model at the measurement stations showed quite a good            
reproduction of hourly variability; however, the model tended to overestimate    
night-time concentrations and underestimate day-time ones, especially NO2        
concentrations. This behaviour has been attributed to different causes: i) the model 
does not represent nocturnal physico-chemical processes accurately enough, ii) the 
HIREM emission model may not calculate night-time emissions properly, and          
iii) meteorological parameters, such as wind speed, wind direction, vertical mixing 
and boundary layer transition were not well reproduced by the model.  

Time series of daily maximum 1-h O3, 8-h O3 and 1-h NO2 concentrations forecast 
by the model showed that mean variability was quite well reproduced by the model. 
However, daily ozone peaks in summer, mainly during July, and NO2 peaks in winter 
and spring were underestimated. The model yielded worst results for forecast PM10 
concentrations, showing quite poor reproduction of the mean daily values. As    
mentioned previously chemical lateral boundary conditions (LBCs) for domain D1 
came from a vertical profile supplied by CMAQ itself, we believe that one way to 
improve pollutants variability predictions, especially ozone, would be to use a time 
and space variant chemical LBCs from a chemistry-climate model as showed 
Akritidis et al., (2013). 

Results for the spatial distribution patterns of the average modelled 1-h and 8-h 
maximum ozone concentrations, averaged modelled 1-h maximum and hourly NO2 
concentrations and averaged modelled hourly PM10 concentrations showed that the 
pattern was mainly dominated by traffic emissions and therefore subject to temporal 
emission variations for NO2 and PM10, whilst for O3, in addition to precursor    
emission and low deposition, the pattern distribution was dominated by              
meteorological synoptic and mesoscale situations. Both conditions force persistent 
subsidence over the region and the development of local winds such as the sea breeze 
contributes to increasing inland ozone concentrations.  

Global results of the ARAMIS evaluation showed that there are still several areas 
for improvement in the model, mainly related to traffic emissions, especially  in small 
cities where these are not well characterised. However, the accurate performance of 
ARAMIS for O3 and NO2 demonstrates that the system can be implemented and 
evaluated operationally.  
 



Soler et al. ARAMIS a regional air quality model for air pollution management… 

Física de la Tierra 
Vol. 27 (2015) 111-136 

131

Acknowledgements 
This research was supported by the Spanish Ministry of Economy and                
Competitiveness through the project CGL2012-37416-C04-04 and by the Catalonian 
Environmental Department. The authors gratefully acknowledge the assistance of the 
technicians for providing information regarding the emissions inventory and air 
quality measurements. Thanks are also extended to the Catalonian Meteorological 
Service for providing the initial and boundary meteorological fields for executing the 
WRF-ARW model. 
 
 
References 
AKRITIDIS, D., ZANIS, P.,  KATRAGKOU, E., SCHULTZ, M.G., TEGOULIAS, I., 

POUPKOU, A., MARKAKIS, K., PYTHAROULIS, K. & T.H. KARACOSTAS 
(2013). Evaluating the impact of chemical boundary conditions on near surface 
ozone in regional climate–air quality simulations over Europe. Atmos. Res.234, 
116-130.  

ARASA, R., SOLER, M.R., ORTEGA, S., OLID, M. & M. MERINO (2010). A 
performance evaluation of MM5/MNEQA/CMAQ air quality modelling system to 
forecast ozone concentrations in Catalonia. Tethys, 7, 11-22.  

ARASA, R., SOLER, M.R. & M. OLID (2012). Evaluating the Performance of a 
Regional-Scale Photochemical Modelling System: Part I—Ozone Predictions. 
ISRN Meteorol. 2012, 1–22, ID 860234, doi:10.5402/2012/860234 

BALDASANO, J.M., PAY, M.T., JORBA, O., GASSÓ, S. & P. JIMÉNEZ-
GUERRERO (2011). An annual assessment of air quality with the CALIOPE 
modeling system over Spain. Sci. Total Environ. 409, 2163–2178. 

BASART, S., PÉREZ, C., NICKOVIC, S., CUEVAS, E. & J.M. BALSASANO 
(2012). Development and evaluation of the BSC-DREAM dust regional model 
over Northern Africa, the Mediterranean and the Middle East. Tellus Series B – 
Chem. and Phys. Meteorol. 64, 1-23.  

BHAVE, P., NOLTE, C., PLEIM, J., SCHWEDE, D. & S. ROSELLE (2005). Recent 
Developments in the CMAQ Model Aerosol Module. In: the 2005 Models-3 Users 
Workshop, Chapel Hill, NC, 
http://www.cmascenter.org/conference/2005/ppt/p17.pdf 5 

BORGE, R., ALEXANDROV, V., JOSE, J., LUMBRERAS, J. & E. RODRIGUEZ 
(2008). A comprehensive sensitivity analysis of the WRF model for air quality ap-
plications over the Iberian Peninsula. Atmos. Environ. 42, 8560-8574. 

BOYLAN, J.W. & A.G. RUSSELL (2006). PM and light extinction model perfor-
mance metrics, goals, and criteria for three-dimensional air quality models. Atmos. 
Environ. 40, 4946–4959. 

BRAVO, M., MIRA, T., SOLER, M.R. & J. CUXART (2008). Intercomparison and 
evaluation of MM5 and Meso-NH mesoscale models in the stable boundary layer. 
Bound.-Layer Meteor. 128, 77–101. 



Soler et al. ARAMIS a regional air quality model for air pollution management… 

Física de la Tierra 
Vol. 27 (2015) 111-136 

132

BÜNS, C., KLEMM, O., WURZLER, S., HEBBINGHAUS, H., STECKELBACH, I., 
FRIESEL, J., EBEL, A., FRIESE, E., JAKOBS, H. & M. MEMMESHEIMER 
(2012). Comparison of four years of air pollution data with a mesoscale model. 
Atmos. Res. 118, 404-417. 

BYUN, D.W. &  J.K.S CHING (1999). Science algorithms of the EPA Models-3 
Community Multiscale Air Quality (CMAQ) modeling system. National Exposure 
Research Laboratory, US Environmental Protection Agency, Research Triangle 
Park, NC: Atmospheric Modelling Division; 27711. 

CHEN, F & J. DUDHIA 2001. Coupling an Advanced Land Surface–Hydrology 
Model with the Penn State–NCAR MM5 Modeling System. Part I: Model         
Implementation and Sensitivity. Mon. Wea. Rev. 129, 569–585. 

CONANGLA, L. & J. CUXART (2006). On the turbulence in the upper part of the 
low-level jet: an experimental and numerical study. Bound.-Layer Meteor. 118, 
379–400. 

CUVELIER, C., THUNIS, P., VAUTARD, R., AMANN, M., BESSAGNET, B., 
BEDOGNI, M., BERKOWICZ, R., BRANDT, J., BROCHETON, F. & P. 
BUILTJES (2007). CityDelta: A model intercomparison study to explore the im-
pact of emission reductions in European cities in 2010. Atmos. Environ. 41, 189–
207. 

CUXART, J., YAGÜE, C., MORALES, G., TERRADELLAS, E., ORBE, J., 
CALVO, J., FERNÁNDEZ, A., SOLER, M.R., INFANTE, C., BUENESTADO, 
P., et al., (2000). Stable atmospheric boundary-layer experiment in Spain 
(SABLES 98): a report. Bound.-Layer Meteor. 96, 337–370. 

DALY, A. & P. ZANNETTI (2007). Air Pollution Modeling – An Overview. Chapter 
2 of AMBIENT AIR POLLUTION (P. Zannetti, D. Al-Ajmi, and S. Al-Rashied, 
Editors). Published by The Arab School for Science and Technology (ASST) 
(http://www.arabschool.org.sy) and The Enviro Comp Institute 
(http://www.envirocomp.org/). 

DENBY B, LARSSEN S, GUERREIRO C, LI L, DOUROS J, MOUSSIOPOULOS 
N, et al., (2010). Guidance on the use of models for the European Air Quality    
Directive. A working document of the Forum for Air Quality Modelling in Europe, 
FAIRMODE. In: Denby B, editor. Technical Report Version 4.2ETC/ACC report. 

DUDHIA, J. (1989) Numerical Study of Convection Observed during the Winter 
Monsoon Experiment Using a Mesoscale Two-Dimensional Model. J. Atmos. Sci. 
46, 3077-3107. 

EUROPEAN COMMISSION (2008). Directive 2008/50/EC of the European     
Parliament and of the Council of 21 May 2008 on ambient air quality and cleaner 
air for Europe. Technical Report 2008/50/EC, L152Off. J. Eur. Comm. 

EMERY C. & E. TAI (2001). Enhanced Meteorological Modeling and Performance 
Evaluation for Two Texas Ozone Episodes. Final report submitted to Texas     
Natural Resources Conservation Commission, prepared by ENVIRON,              
International Corp, Novato, CA.  



Soler et al. ARAMIS a regional air quality model for air pollution management… 

Física de la Tierra 
Vol. 27 (2015) 111-136 

133

EUROPEAN ENVIRONMENTAL AGENCY, EMEP/CORINAIR, (2013). 
FERRERES, E., SOLER, M.R.& M. UDINA (2013). Analysis of turbulent exchange 

and coherent structures in the stable atmospheric boundary layer based on tower 
observations. Dynam. Atmos. Oceans, 64, 62-78. 

GANGOITI, G., MILLÁN, M., SALVADOR, R. & E. MANTILLA (2001).         
Long-range transport and re-circulation of pollutants in the western Mediterranean 
during the project Regional Cycles of Air Pollution in the West-central           
Mediterranean Area.  Atmos. Environ. 35, 6267-6276. 

GUENTHER, A., ZIMMERMAN, P. & M. WILDERMUTH (1994). Natural volatile 
organic compound emission rate estimates for U.S. woodland landscapes. Atmos. 
Environ. 28, 1197–1210. 

HONG, S.Y. & S.W. KIM (2008). Stable Boundary Layer Mixing in a Vertical 
Diffusion scheme. . 9thWRF Users' Workshop, NCAR, Boulder, Colorado, June 
23 – 27. 

JIMÉNEZ, P., JORBA, O., PARRA, R. & J.M. BALDASANO (2006a). Evaluation 
of MM5-EMICAT2000-CMAQ performance and sensitivity in complex terrain: 
High-resolution application to the Northeastern Iberian Peninsula. Atmos. Environ. 
40, 5056-5072. 

JIMÉNEZ, P., LELIEVELD, J. & J.M. BALDASANO (2006b). Multiscale modeling 
of air pollutants dynamics in the northwestern Mediterranean basin during a       
typical summertime episode. J. Geophys. Res. 111, D18306. 

JIMÉNEZ-GUERRERO, P., JORBA, O., BALDASANO, J.M. & S. GASSÓ (2008). 
The use of a modelling system as a tool for air quality management: annual    
high-resolution simulations and evaluation. Sci. Total Environ. 390, 323–340. 

JIMÉNEZ, P.A, GONZÁLEZ-ROUCO JF, GARCÍA-BUSTAMANTE E, et al., 
(2010). Surface wind regionalization over complex terrain: Evaluation and     
analysis of a high-resolution WRF simulation. J. Appl. Meteorol. Climatol. 49, 
268–287. 

LEE, S. & H.J.S. FERNANDO (2004). Evaluation of Meteorological Models MM5 
and HOTMAC using PAFEX-I Data.  J. Appl. Meteorol.  43, 1133-1148 

MAES, J., VLIEGEN, J., VAN DE VEL, K., JANSSEN, S., DEUTSCH, F., DE 
RIDDER, K. & C. MENSINK (2009). Spatial surrogates for the disaggregation of 
CORINAIR emission inventories. Atmos. Environ. 43, 1246–1254. 

MAHRT, L. & D. VICKERS (2002). Contrasting vertical structures of nocturnal 
boundary layers. Bound.-Layer Meteor. 105, 351-383. 

MARTICORENA, B. & G.  BERGAMETTI (1995). Modelling the atmospheric dust 
cycle: 1. Design of a soil-derived dust emissions scheme. J. Geophys. Res.100, D8, 
16415-30. 

MATTHIAS, V.(2008). The aerosol distribution in Europe derived with the Commu-
nity Multiscale Air Quality ( CMAQ ) model: comparison to near surface in situ 
and sunphotometer measurements Atmos. Chem. Phys. 8, 5077–5097. 



Soler et al. ARAMIS a regional air quality model for air pollution management… 

Física de la Tierra 
Vol. 27 (2015) 111-136 

134

MILLÁN, M., MANTILLA, E., SALVADOR, R., CARRATALA, A., SAINZ,  J.M., 
ALONSO, L., GANGOITI, G. & M. NAVAZO (2000). Ozone cycles in the west-
ern Mediterranean basin: Interpretation of monitoring data in complex coastal ter-
rain, J. Appl. Meteor.39, 2000, 487-508. 

MLAWER EJ, TAUBMAN SJ, BROWN P.D., et al. 1997. Radiative transfer for 
inhomogeneous atmospheres: RRTM, a validated correlated-k model for the long 
wave. J. Geophys. Res. 102, 16616–16663. 

MONIN, A. S. & A. M. OBUKHOV (1954). Basic laws of turbulent mixing in the 
surface layer of the atmosphere. Contrib Geophys Inst Acad Sci USSR 151:163–
187 (in Russian) 

ORTEGA, S.,SOLER, M.R. ALARCÓN, M. & R. ARASA (2009). MNEQA: An 
emissions model for photochemical simulations. Atmos. Environ..43, 3670-3681. 

ORTEGA, S., SOLER, M.R., ALARCÓN, M. & R. ARASA (2011). The role of 
temperature in tropospheric ozone. Int. J. Environ. Pollut. 44, 2011, 261-270. 

PAY, M.T., PIOT, M., JORBA, O., GASSÓ, S., GONÇALVES, M., BASART, S., 
DABDUB, D., JIMÉNEZ-GUERRERO, P. & J.M. BALDASANO (2010). A full 
year evaluation of the CALIOPE-EU air quality modeling system over Europe for 
2004. Atmos. Environ. 44, 3322–3342. 

PÉREZ, C., SICARD, M., JORBA, O., COMERÓN, A, & J.M. BALDASANO 
(2004). Summertime re-circulations of air pollutants over the north-eastern Iberian 
coast observed from systematic EARLINET lidar measurements in Barcelona. 
Atmos. Environ. 38, 3983–4000. 

PIROVANO, G., COLL, I., BEDOGNI, M., ALESSANDRINI, S., COSTA, M.P., 
GABUSI, V., LASRY, F., MENUT, L. & R. VAUTARD (2007). On the influence 
of meteorological input on photochemical modelling of a severe episode over a 
coastal area. Atmos. Environ. 41, 6445–6464. 

PLEIM, J.E. & J.S. CHANG (1992). A non-local closure model for vertical mixing in 
the convective boundary layer. Atmos. Environ. 26A, 965–981. 

POULOS, G.S., BLUMEN, W., FRITTS, D., LUNDQUIST, J., SUN, J. &                 
S. BURNS (2002). “CASES99: A comprehensive investigation of the Stable   
Nocturnal Boundary Layer,” Bull.  Am. Meteorol.  Soc., 83, 555-581. 

RITTER, M., MATHIAS D. MÜLLER, M.D.,TSAI, M-Y. & E. PARLOW (2013). 
Air pollution modelling over very complex terrain: An evaluation of WRF-Chem 
over Switzerland for two 1-year periods. Atmos. Res. 132-133, 209-222. 

RUSSELL A. & R. DENNIS (2000). NARSTO critical review of photochemical 
models and modelling, Atmos. Environ. 34, 2283-2324. 

SAN JOSÉ, R., PÉREZ, J.L.  R.M. GONZÁLEZ (2007). An operational real-time 
modelling  system for industrial plants. Environ. Model. Softw., 22, 297-307. 

SCHAAP, M., VAN LOON, M., TEN BRINK, H.M., DENTENER, F.J. &          
P.J.H. BUILTJES (2004). Secondary inorganic aerosol simulations for Europe 
with special attention to nitrate. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 4, 857–874. 



Soler et al. ARAMIS a regional air quality model for air pollution management… 

Física de la Tierra 
Vol. 27 (2015) 111-136 

135

SCHÜRMANN, G.J., ALGIERI, A., HEDGECOCK, I.M., MANNA, G., PIRRONE, 
N. & F. SPROVIERI (2009). Modelling local and synoptic scale influences on 
ozone concentrations in a topographically complex region of Southern Italy.    
Atmos. Environ. 43, 4424–4434. 

SHANKAR, U., BHAVE, P.M., VUKOVICH, J.M. & J.S. ROSELLE (2005).   
Implementation and initial applications of sea salt aerosol emissions and chemistry 
algorithms in the CMAQv4.5 – AERO4 module,” In: The  Models-3 Users    
Workshop, Chapell Hill, NC;. 

SIMPSON, D., YTTRI, K.E., KLIMONT, Z., KUPIAINEN, K., CASEIRO, A., 
GELENCSÉR, A., PIO, C., PUXBAUM, H. & M. LEGRAND (2007). Modeling 
carbonaceous aerosol over Europe: Analysis of the CARBOSOL and EMEP 
EC/OC campaigns. J. Geophys. Res. 112, D23S14. 

SKAMAROCK, W.C., KLEMP, J.B., GILL, D.O., BARKER, D.M. & J.G. POWERS 
(2008). A description of the advanced research WRF version 3. NCAR. Tech.   
Note NCAR/TN-468+STR, 88pp. NCAR: Boulder, Colorado, USA. 

SOLER, M.R., HINOJOSA, J., BRAVO, M., PINO, D. & J. VILA-GUERAU DE 
ARELLANO (2003). Analyzing the basic features of different complex terrain 
flows by means of a Doppler Sodar and a numerical model: Some implications for 
air pollution problems. Meteorol. Atmos. Phys. 85, 141-154. 

SOLER, M.R., ARASA, A., MERINO, M., OLID, M. & S. ORTEGA (2011). High 
vertical resolution numerical simulation of the sea-breeze flow in Catalonia.     
Implications to spatial and temporal variability of ozone and PM10 levels.   
Bound.-Layer Meteor. 140, 37-56. 

SOLER, M.R.,, UDINA, M., FERRERES, E., (2014). Observational and Numerical 
Simulation Study of a Sequence of Eight Atmospheric Density Currents in    
Northern Spain. Bound.-Layer Meteor, 64, 1-22. 

TSYRO, S.G. (2005). To What Extent can Aerosol Water Explain the Discrepancy 
between model calculated and Gravimetric PM10 and PM2.5. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 
5: 515–532. 

TERRADELLAS, E., SOLER, M.R., FERRERES, E. & M. BRAVO (2005).     
Analysis of oscillations in the stable atmospheric boundary layer using wavelet 
methods. Bound.-Layer Meteor. 114, 489–518. 

TESCHE, T. W., MCNALLY, D.E. & C. TREMBACK (2002). Operational       
Evaluation of the MM5 Meteorological Model Over the Continental United States: 
Protocol for Annual and Episodic Evaluation,” Prepared for US EPA by Alpine 
Geophysics, LLC, Ft. Wright, KY, and ATMET, Inc., Boulder, CO. 
http://www.epa.gov/scram001/reports/tesche_2002_evaluation_protocol.pdf 

THOMPSON, G., FIELD, P.R., RASMUSSEN, R.M. & W.D. HALL (2008). Explicit 
Forecasts of Winter Precipitation Using an Improved Bulk Microphysics Scheme. 
Part II: Implementation of a New Snow Parameterization. Mon. Wea. Rev. 136, 
5095–5115. 



Soler et al. ARAMIS a regional air quality model for air pollution management… 

Física de la Tierra 
Vol. 27 (2015) 111-136 

136

UDINA, M., SOLER, M.R., VIANA, S. & C. YAGÜE (2013). Model simulation of 
gravity waves triggered by a density current. Q J Roy Meteorol Soc 139:701-714. 

US-EPA (1991). Guideline for regulatory application of the urban airshed model. 
Technical Report. EPA-450/4-91-013. Research Triangle Park, NC: U.S. Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency, Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards. 

US-EPA (2007). AP-42. 5th Edition, Volume VI, Chapter 13, Section 13.2.1. Paved 
Roads.Technical Report. U.S.-Environmental Protection Agency. US-EPA, 2007. 
Guidance on the Use of Models and Other Analyses for Demonstrating              
Attaintment of Air Quality Goals for Ozone, PM2.5, and Regional Haze.       
Technical Report. EPA-454/B-07-002. U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
Office of Air Quality Planning and Standards: Research Triangle Park, NC. 

VAUTARD, R., BESSAGNET, B., CHIN, M. & L. MENUT (2005). On the      
contribution of natural Aeolian sources to particulate matter concentrations in   
Europe: Testing hypotheses with a modelling approach,” Atmos. Environ. 39, 
3291-3203. 

VAUTARD R., BUILTJES P. H. J., THUNIS P., CUVELIER C., BEDOGNI M., 
BESSAGNET B., HONORÉ C., MOUSSIOPOULOS N., PIROVANO G., 
SCHAAP M., STERN R., TARASSON L. & P. WIND (2007). Evaluation and   
intercomparison of Ozone and PM10 simulations by several chemistry transport 
models over four European cities within the CityDelta project. Atmos. Environ. 41, 
173-188.  

VIVANCO M.G., PALOMINO, I., GARRIDO, J.L.  GONZÁLEZ, A., ALONSO, G. 
& F. MARTÍN (2009). Multi-Year Assessment of Photo-chemical Air Quality 
Simulation over Spain. Environ. Model. Softw. 24, 63-73.  

WANG, J., GE, C., YANG, Z., HYER, E.J., JEFFREY S., REID, J.S., CHEW, B-N., 
MAHMUD, M., ZHANG, Y. & M. ZHANG (2013). Mesoscale modeling of 
smoke transport over the Southeast Asian Maritime Continent: Interplay of sea 
breeze, trade wind, typhoon, and topography Atmos. Res. 122, 486-503. 

YARWOOD, G., RAO, S., YOCKE, M. & G.Z. WHITTEN (2005): Updates to the 
Carbon Bond Mechanism: CB05. US EPA Final Report, 161 pp. Available at: 
http://www.camx.com/publ/pdfs/CB05_Final_Report_120805.pdf  

YU, S., EDER, B., DENNIS, R., CHU, S.-H. & S.E. SCHWARTZ (2006). New 
unbiased symmetric metrics for evaluation of air quality models. Atmos. Sci. Lett. 
7, 26–34. 

 




