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Objectives

 Understand why isthereadifferencein
previous parameterizations of Ni asa
function of T 7?7?77

« How good isthe Reff-T relationships???7?

e Can we closethe gap between the

previous Ni-T relationships and new
ones????
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Na and Ncn versus T
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2DP Ni-T
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NI-T and Ni-Reff
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Ni based on Reff-T relationships
and previous parameterizations
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COMPARISONS

Based on previous parameterizations:

NI Isoverestimated for T<-25C
NI Isunderestimated for T>-25C

Based on Reff-T relationships:

NI IS over estimated
NI distributions ar e found different
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CONCLUSIONS

No significant relationship isfound between Ni and T.

Reff versus T relationshipsresult in large differencesin Ni;
underestimation at T>-25C and overestimation at T<-25C.

Significant differences exist between Ni (IN)-T relationships.

PARAMETERSPROCESSES
AFFECTING RESULTS

eSmall ice crystal number concentration???
eSupersaturation environments ???
| ce multiplication/aggr egation processes???
eAssumption of Ni~Ncn???
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