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[1] Using 30 days of hourly geostationary satellite (GMS5 imager) data and discrete

ordinate radiative transfer (DISORT) calculations, aerosol optical thickness (AOT) at
0.67 mm was retrieved over the west Pacific Ocean (20N–45N, 110E–150E) during
the Aerosol Characterization Experiment (ACE-Asia) intensive observation period in
April 2001. Different from previous one-channel retrieval algorithms, we have developed
a strategy that utilizes in situ and ground measurements to characterize aerosol
properties that vary both in space and time. Using Mie calculations and bilognormal size
distribution parameters inferred from measurements, the relationship between Ångström
exponent (a) and the ratio of two volume lognormal modes (g) was obtained. On the basis
of spectral AOT values inferred from the Aerosol Robotic Network (AERONET) sites,
NASA Ames Airborne Sun photometers (AATS6 and AATS14) and a Sun photometer on
board a ship, a successive correction method (SCM) was used to infer the spatial
distribution of a in the study area. Comparisons between the satellite-retrieved AOT and
AERONET values over four sites show good agreement with linear coefficients (R) of
0.86, 0.85, 0.86, and 0.87. The satellite-derived AOTs are also in good agreement with
aircraft (R = 0.87) and ship measurements (R = 0.98). The average uncertainty in our AOT
retrievals is about 0.08 with a maximum value of 0.15 mainly due to the assumptions
in calibration (±0.05), surface reflectance (±0.01–±0.03), imaginary part of refractive
index (±0.05), and SCM-derived a values (±0.02). The monthly mean AOT spatial
distribution from GMS5 retrievals in April 2001 clearly shows the transport pattern of
aerosols with high AOT near the coast of east Asia and low AOT over the open ocean.
Using high temporal resolution satellite data, this paper demonstrates that the diurnal
variation in AOT can be retrieved by current generations of geostationary satellites. The
next generation of geostationary satellites with better spectral, spatial and radiometric
resolution will significantly improve our ability to monitor aerosols and quantify their
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[2] The significance of aerosols in the climate system has
been emphasized in many studies [Charlson et al., 1992;
Kiehl and Briegleb, 1993; Boucher and Anderson, 1995;
Schwartz, 1996; Hansen et al., 1997; Ramanathan et al.,
2001; Kaufman et al., 2002]. The aerosol radiative forcing
at the top of atmosphere (TOA) is comparable in magnitude
to current anthropogenic greenhouse gas forcing (2.5 ±
0.5 Wm2) but opposite in sign [Houghton et al., 1990].
Current estimates of aerosol forcing range from 0.5 to
4 Wm2, with uncertainties of at least ±100%, mainly
due to lack of adequate information on the diurnal and
spatial distribution of aerosols and their associated proper-
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ties [Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC),
2001].
[3] To reduce uncertainties in the estimation of aerosol
radiative forcing, one of the key parameters that must be
accurately quantified is aerosol optical thickness (AOT)
which is a measure of the aerosol extinction on radiative
transfer [Charlson et al., 1992; Chylek and Wong, 1995;
Russell et al., 1997]. Various methods have been used to
infer the distribution and magnitude of AOT including
ground-based Sun photometers (SP) [Holben et al., 1998],
lidar [Welton et al., 2002] and aircraft [Russell et al., 1999]
measurements. Satellite measurements and retrievals from
the AVHRR [e.g., Rao et al., 1989; Mishchenko et al., 1999;
Husar et al., 1997; Higurashi and Nakajima, 1999], TOMS
[Torres et al., 2002], SeaWiFS [Higurashi and Nakajima,
2002], POLDER [Deuze et al., 1999], MODIS [Kaufman et
al., 1997; Tanré et al., 1997] and MISR [Kahn et al., 1997]
are critical for studying the global aerosol effects on climate.
Although the AOT inferred from point measurements and
aircraft measurements are accurate, these observations are
limited in space and time. Satellite measurements, due to
their large spatial coverage (e.g, polar orbit satellite) and
high temporal resolution (e.g., geostationary satellite), provide a unique tool for quantifying aerosol properties and
spatial distributions. However, to reliably retrieve aerosol
properties from satellite measurements, ground and aircraft
measurements are needed to constrain the satellite retrieval
processes and validate the satellite results. This study
demonstrates such a strategy, with emphasis on estimating
the day-time diurnal change of aerosol radiative forcing, by
using geostationary satellite data and other measurements
during the ACE-Asia Intensive Observation Period (IOP),
1 – 30 April 2001 [Huebert et al., 2003].
[4] ACE-Asia was conducted off the coast of east
China, Korea, and Japan from late March to early May
2001. A detailed description of this campaign is given by
Huebert et al. [2003]. Observations show that dust aerosols from the Takla Makan and Gobi deserts in northwest
China can be transported to Korea [Chun et al., 2001a,
2001b], Japan [Murayama et al., 2001], and even across
the Pacific Ocean to the United States [Husar et al., 2001;
Herman et al., 1997] and Canada [McKendry et al., 2001].
Owing to rapid economic growth, the emission of industrial pollutants has increased in the east Asian regions
[Bergin et al., 2001]. The aerosols in this region include
sulfate, dust, soot and sea salt, in a highly mixed condition, producing a complex aerosol loading in the troposphere [Chun et al., 2001a; Bergin et al., 2001; Higurashi
and Nakajima, 2002]. Some studies have shown that
aerosols might be an important factor for the regional
cooling in the Sichuan basin in southern China [Luo et al.,
2001; Li et al., 1995] and drought in northern China
[Menon et al., 2002].
[5] The focus of this study is to retrieve the diurnal
change of AOT with special emphasis on characterizing
the aerosol optical properties (i.e., a combination of both the
chemical (composition and refractive index) and microphysical (size distribution) properties) by combining ground,
ship and aircraft measurements. In contrast with the timeinvariant aerosol models used in previous satellite retrieval
studies [e.g., Wang et al., 2003; Zhang et al., 2001; Rao et
al., 1989], aerosol properties are calculated as a function of

space and time (called the dynamic aerosol model) by
incorporating an aerosol climatology for East Asia as well
as observed aerosol properties from ground and in situ
measurements during ACE-Asia.

2. Data and the Area of Study
[6] This study utilizes the AOT inferred from different
platforms in the same study region including 12 groundbased Sun photometers (SP) at different AERONET sites;
6-channel Ames Airborne Tracking Sun photometer (AATS6)
on board the C130 aircraft [Redemann et al., 2003];
14-channel AATS (AATS14) on board the CIRPAS Twin
Otter aircraft [Schmid et al., 2003]; and a Sun photometer on
board the NOAA R/V Ron Brown (P. K. Quinn et al., Aerosol
optical properties measured on board the Ronald H. Brown
during ACE-Asia as a function of aerosol chemical composition and source region, submitted to Journal of Geophysical
Research, 2003, hereinafter referred to as Quinn et al.,
submitted manuscript, 2003). The aerosol size distribution
measured at the surface at the Gosan supersite, Cheju Island,
Korea is also used. The hourly GMS5 Visible and Infra-Red
Spin Scan Radiometer (VISSR) data are used to detect
aerosols and retrieve AOTs.
[7] Figure 1 shows the area of study and the location of the
AERONET sites. Twelve Sun photometers (SP) were used to
build the monthly mean aerosol properties in April. Nine of
these sites were operational during the ACE-Asia IOP 2001
(see Table 1), while the other three were operational in April
of other years. At each site, the SP measured direct solar
irradiance at 340 nm, 380 nm, 440 nm, 500 nm, 670 nm,
870 nm, and 1020 nm [Holben et al., 1998]. Using a cloud
screening process and an algorithm based on the BeerLambert-Bouguer law, the measured solar radiance is used
to infer the column AOT [Smirnov et al., 2000; Holben et al.,
1998]. The attenuation due to Rayleigh scattering and the
absorption of ozone are estimated and removed. The uncertainty in the retrieved AOT is on the order of 0.01 [Smirnov
et al., 2000]. This study also uses the AOT inferred from a
5-channel (380, 440, 500, 675, and 870 nm) hand held
Microtops Sun photometer on the R/V Ron Brown ship
(Quinn et al., submitted manuscript, 2003). The main cruise
route of the ship is shown as a dotted line in Figure 1. A
Matlab routine used by the NASA SIMBIOS program and
Brookhaven National Laboratory was used to convert the
Sun photometer raw signal voltages to AOT. Included in the
conversion is a correction for Rayleigh scattering, ozone
optical depth, and an air mass that accounts for Earth’s
curvature (Quinn et al., submitted manuscript, 2003). The
uncertainty in the Microtops Sun photometer AOT is less
than 0.01 (Quinn et al., submitted manuscript, 2003). The
AATS14 deployed on the Twin Otter and the AATS6 on the
C-130 continuously measured the column optical depth
between the aircraft and the top of the atmosphere (TOA)
during research flights. By subtracting the AOT due to
Rayleigh scattering of gas molecules and absorption by
O3, NO2, H2O, and O2-O2 [Redemann et al., 2003; Schmid
et al., 2003; Livingston et al., 2003], the AOT throughout the
column of air between the altitude of the aircraft and the
TOA is calculated. In this study, to compare with satellite
column retrievals, only the AOT values that were measured
near the surface were used (i.e., altitude below 100 m). Dry

WANG ET AL.: AEROSOL OPTICAL THICKNESS RETRIEVALS DURING ACE-ASIA

ACE

25 - 3

Figure 1. Study area and 12 Sun photometer (SP) sites used in this study. Also shown is the ship route
during 3– 16 April 2001. The filled circles are the sites where SP was operational during ACE-Asia. The
filled triangles are the sites where SP were operational during the period other than IOP and were used to
infer the aerosol climatology in this region.
aerosol size distributions at Gosan, Korea, measured with a
ground-based twin-scanning electrical mobility sizing
(TSEMS, 0.005 – 0.6 mm) system [Brechtel and Buzorius,
2001] and optical particle counters (OPC, 0.1 – 20 mm)
[Chun et al., 2001b] were used to constrain the input particle
distribution used by the retrieval algorithm.
[8] Hourly GMS5 VISSR data are used in this study. Table 2
lists the GMS5 daytime observation periods and the
number of GMS5 images in each corresponding time
period. The VISSR has four channels; channel 1 (ch1) with a
spectral range between 0.45 and 1.1 mm, ch2 between 10.1
and 11.5 mm, ch3 between 10.5 and 12.6 mm, and ch4
between 6.5 and 7.3 mm [MSC, 1997]. Although the visible
channel (ch1) covers a large wavelength range from 0.45 to
1.1 mm, its major spectral response (>85%) is centered at
0.75 mm with bandwidth from 0.6 to 0.9 mm [Meteorological
Satellite Center (MSC), 1997]. The VISSR has a spatial
resolution (at nadir) of 1.25  1.25 km2 in ch1, and 5 
5 km2 in other channels [MSC, 1997]. In our data archive, ch1
data was resampled to 5 km to match the spatial resolution of
other channels. Although the original GMS5 VISSR data has
a radiometric resolution of 6 bits, it is usually stretched to
8 bits (S-VISSR) and made available to the user community
[Marshall et al., 1999; MSC, 1997]. In this study, imager
data from ch1, ch2 and ch3 with radiometric resolution of
8 bits and with a spatial resolution of 5 km (i.e., S-VISSR
data) are used. The digitized data are converted into albedo

and brightness temperature using the International Satellite
Cloud Climatology Project (ISCCP) calibration coefficients
[Brest et al., 1997; Desormeaux et al., 1993]. The retrieval
errors in AOT due to calibration uncertainties are discussed
in section 5.

3. Methodology
[9] Our retrieval method is based on a lookup table
(LUT) approach [Christopher and Zhang, 2002; Wang et
al., 2003]. In noncloudy conditions, the reflectance at the
top of atmosphere (TOA) in the visible spectrum mainly is a
function of Sun-satellite geometries (i.e., solar zenith angle
q0, viewing zenith angle q, and relative azimuth angle f),
surface reflectance r0, AOT, and aerosol optical properties
(AOP). Since the Sun-satellite geometry is known for each
satellite pixel, and the reflectance of the ocean surface can
be obtained through analysis of satellite data [Wang et al.,
2003], the key aspect in satellite retrievals is to accurately
model the aerosol optical properties that are primarily
determined by the particle refractive index, size distribution
and shape. There are at least 3 major unknowns in the
retrieval algorithms, including the complex indices of refraction, size distribution and AOT. Traditional one-channel
retrieval algorithms can only retrieve one parameter (e.g.,
AOT), whereas all the other parameters must be known
priori [Mishchenko et al., 1999]. Multiple channels however

Table 1. Location of Nine AERONET Sites During ACE-Asia IOPa
Name

Anmyon

Beijing

Cheju

InnterMog

Noto

Okinawa

Shirahama

Taiwan

Xianhe

Latitude, N
Longitude, E
Total points

36.52
126.32
633

39.8
116.6
410

33
126
499

42.68
115.95
200

137.14
37.33
358

127.77
26.36
23

33.69
135.36
289

24.9
121.1
46

39.75
116.96
399

a

Also listed are the data points of each site during the GMS observation time period (see Table 2).
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Table 2. Summary of GMS-5 Data Used in This Study
Number of Images

Observation Time, UTC

22
24
22
19
23
23
20

0132
0232
0332
0425
0732
2225
2302

can provide more information on aerosol spectral characteristics, and therefore can retrieve more aerosol parameters
and improve the retrieval accuracy [Tanré et al., 1997;
Higurashi and Nakajima, 2002, 1999; Mishchenko et al.,
1999; Kaufman et al., 1997]. For example, in glint-free
ocean scenes, the MODIS with its multi spectral capabilities
simultaneously retrieves spectral AOT, effective radii and
the ratio between different size modes (e.g., fine versus
coarse) [Remer et al., 2002].
[10] The GMS5 has one visible channel and to retrieve
AOT, aerosol optical properties must be properly characterized. Several studies have used a fixed (i.e., spatial-temporal
independent) aerosol model [Wang et al., 2003; Zhang et
al., 2001; Christopher and Zhang, 2002; Moulin et al.,
1997; Ignatov et al., 1995] to infer the AOT information in
an environment dominated by one aerosol type. However,
due to the complexity of the aerosol in the east Asian

region, it is neither sufficient nor reasonable to use a fixed
aerosol model to calculate the aerosol optical properties.
Therefore we have developed a dynamical aerosol model
that can calculate the aerosol optical properties as a function
of space and time. This model is implemented into the
satellite retrieval algorithms to infer the AOT.
3.1. Dynamical Aerosol Model
[11] Remer and Kaufman [1998] built a dynamic model
for smoke aerosols in which aerosol properties (such as size
distribution and phase function) varied as a function of
aerosol optical thickness. However, this approach is not
suitable for this study, since our goal is to retrieve the AOT
from satellite observations. Therefore needed parameters
from measurements other than GMS-5 must be determined
and used to characterize the aerosol optical properties
dynamically. Reid et al. [1999] showed that the Ångström
exponent a was well correlated with the aerosol size
distributions, aerosol single scattering albedo and backscattering ratio, and proposed using a to estimate the variability
in aerosol properties (a = ln(t1/t2)/ln(l1/l2), where t1
and t2 are AOT at wavelength l1 and l2). The Ångström
exponent a is also an important parameter in the two
channel AHVRR retrieval algorithms [Mishchenko et al.,
1999; Higurashi and Nakajima, 1999] and is closely related
to relative importance of fine versus coarse aerosols in the
aerosol size distributions [Tomasi et al., 1983]. Therefore

Figure 2. Volume size distribution measured in Gosan, Korea, from 10 to 27 April 2001. Also shown is
the simulated bilognormal size distribution.
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this study employs Ångström exponent as an index to model
the variability of aerosol optical properties.
[12] The aerosol size distribution used in this study is
inferred from ground-based twin-scanning electrical mobility sizing (TSEMS) and optical particle counter (OPC)
measurements at Gosan, Korea [Chun et al., 2001b; Brechtel
and Buzorius, 2001]. Previous studies have demonstrated
that the aerosol size distribution can be simulated by
combining several lognormal size distributions [d’Almeida
et al., 1991]. Figure 2 shows the measured daily mean as
well as the 18-day mean volume size distribution at Gosan.
Figure 2 also shows a bilognormal pattern in the measured
size distribution. For a given day, particle volume distribution can be computed as:
"

 #
2
X
dV
1 log10 r  log10 rvn 2
;
Cn exp 
¼
log10 sn
d log10 r n¼1
2

ð1Þ

where subscript n indicates the mode number; and rvn, sn
and Cn are the volume median radius, standard deviation
and the peak of nth mode, respectively. In this study, rvn
value of 0.18 mm and 1.74 mm, sn of 2.16 and 1.78 were
derived by fitting equation (1) to the 18-days mean size
distribution (Figure 2) to represent the first and second
mode, respectively.
[13] To use a as an index to model the variation of
aerosol size distributions, a relationship between a and
the size distribution must be established. Several studies
have shown that a is closely related to the aerosol size
distributions [e.g., Tomasi et al., 1983; Reid et al., 1999].
By assuming that aerosols have a Junge distribution
dN/dln(r) = rn [Junge, 1955], we can show that a = n  2
[Liou, 2002]. However, the relationship between a and the
size distribution may vary if aerosol size distribution does
not follow a Junge size distribution [Tomasi et al., 1983].
Figure 2 shows that the measured aerosol size distribution
has a distinct bilognormal pattern where the mode parameters (i.e., rvn, sn) have little day-to-day variations, but the
mode peaks (C1 and C2) show day-to-day changes. It is
therefore reasonable to use a peak ratio g (defined as C2/C1
in equation (1)) to describe observed variations in aerosol
size distribution. The mode peak ratio g, which quantifies
the relative abundance of two modes, has also been used for
aerosol retrievals from satellites [e.g., Mishchenko et al., 1999;
Higurashi and Nakajima,1999]. Higurashi and Nakajima
[1999] (hereinafter referred to as HN99) and Mishchenko
et al. [1999] used a bilognormal size distribution with rv1 of
0.17 mm and rv2 of 3.14 mm in their two-channel AVHRR
global aerosol retrieval algorithms, and showed a polynomial
relationship between g and a. Both studies [Mishchenko et
al., 1999; HN99] show that the relationship between g and a
can be established through Mie calculations if the parameters
of two size mode (e.g., ri and si) and refractive indices are
known.
[14] The refractive index is highly variable depending on
the chemical compositions of aerosols [d’Almeida et al.,
1991]. Large differences in reported aerosol refractive
indices also exist even for the same type of aerosol, for
example dust [d’Almeida, 1987; Sokolik et al., 1993; Kaufman
et al., 2001]. The aerosols in the study area are complex and
are generally a mixture of several types of aerosols
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including sulfate, dust, sea salt and soot [Higurashi and
Nakajima, 2002]. However the one-channel satellite retrieval algorithms characterize the column aerosol properties using a fixed effective refractive index [Rao et al.,
1989; Ignatov et al., 1995; Wagener et al., 1997; Zhang et
al., 2001; Christopher and Zhang, 2002; Wang et al.,
2003]. (Effective refractive index does not refer to any
specific aerosol type, but is suitable to quantify the
composite radiative properties of all aerosols in an atmospheric column.) While the real part of the effective
refractive index (i.e., 1.50 – 1.55) is consistent in the
reported literature, the imaginary component of refractive
index shows large variations. For example, the imaginary
component of the refractive index at AVHRR ch1 wavelength (0.6 mm) varies from nonabsorbing [Rao et al.,
1989; Wagener et al., 1997] to values considered absorbing
0.003– 0.005i [Geogdzhayev et al., 2002; Mishchenko et
al., 1999; HN99]. Recently a survey of aerosol properties
from worldwide AERONET sites implied that the imaginary part of the refractive index of desert dust and oceanic
aerosols range from 0.0015 to 0.0007 and the single
scattering albedo varied from 0.95 to 0.98 at 0.67 mm
[Dubovik et al., 2002]. Those single scattering values
derived from Sun and sky measurements using a robust
inversion technique [Dubovik et al., 2000; Dubovik and
King, 2000], represent the effective aerosol properties in
the atmospheric column and are suitable for satellite remote
sensing retrievals algorithms. Dubovik et al. [2002] found
that dust aerosols have similar real part of refractive index
when compared to values reported by Patterson et al. [1977]
for dust, while the imaginary part of refractive index was
smaller, more consistent with the analysis of Kaufman et al
[2001]. Although there is expected to be some amount of
soot loading in our study area [Higurashi and Nakajima,
2002], the soot content and its effect on the column aerosol
properties is still unknown. Therefore in this study, we use
the real part of refractive index from Patterson et al. [1977]
but reduce the imaginary part refractive index by 70% to be
consistent with AERONET retrievals [Dubovik et al., 2002].
We use the wavelength-dependent refractive index from
Patterson et al. [1977] in the radiative transfer model
calculation to create the LUT (section 3.2). The refractive
index used in this study at 0.67 mm is 1.53– 0.002i.
[15] Using the above refractive index and the derived
bilognormal distribution, we establish the relationship between a and g through Mie calculations (Figure 3). Also
shown in Figure 3 is the single scattering albedo (w0) as a
function of g and the values used by [cf. HN99, Figure 3].
For the same g, the w0 values in the east Asian regions are
larger than those in HN99 mainly because of the difference
in the imaginary part of the refractive index (0.002i versus
0.005i). Using Figure 3, the Ångström exponent a can be
used to derive g, which can then be used together with
derived size distribution mode parameters and refractive
indices in Mie calculations to infer aerosol optical properties. In the HN99 global retrieval algorithms, the pair of
(t, a) is simultaneously retrieved from the two channel
AVHRR algorithm by using a LUT in which TOA reflectance is a function of q0, q, f, r0, t, a. In this study, similar
calculations are performed using a discrete ordinate radiative transfer model [Ricchiazzi et al., 1998] to create the
LUT. However, since the GMS5 only has one visible
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Figure 3. The Ångström exponent and single scattering albedo as a function of peak ratio of bimodal
size distribution in ACE-Asia and the comparison with global mean [Higurashi and Nakajima, 1999].
channel, the (t, a) pair cannot be retrieved simultaneously.
Therefore, for each GMS5 pixel, the a values must be
calculated from other sources. To achieve this, a successive
correction method (SCM) is used to dynamically infer a
from the ship, AERONET, and aircraft measurements
(Appendix A). The SCM [Koch et al., 1983] is a relatively
simple and widely used interpolation method that merges
irregular point data from observation sites onto regular grids
(Appendix A). In this study, we use this method to interpolate the Ångström exponent a inferred from the ground
measurements (e.g., Sun photometers at different AERONET
sites, Figure 1), ship measurement (e.g., Sun photometer on
board NOAA R/V Ron Brown) and aircraft measurements
(e.g., AATS6 on board C-130 and AATS14 on Twin Otter)
into regularly spaced grids in the study area.

Moulin et al., 1997]. Cloudy pixels are judged based on the
IR temperature, spatial coherence (standard deviation) of the
3  3 pixel array in ch2 and ch3 images and the contrast of
diurnal temperature (from infrared channels, ch2, and ch3)
[Wang et al., 2003]. To further reduce cloud contamination,
the spatial coherence of the 3  3 pixel array in ch1 images
is used. Further details of this method can be found in the
work of Wang et al [2003]. At this stage, for each aerosol
pixel, the a value is available from the computed spatial
distribution of Ångström exponent (Appendix A). The AOT
is retrieved by finding the best match between the satellite
reflectance and precalculated reflectance from the LUTs
which is a function of q0, q, f, r0, t, a.

3.2. Retrieval Method
[16] The retrieval process has three major steps. Using
the SCM technique, the first step is to create the daily
spatial distribution of the Ångström exponent in the study
region using ship, AERONET and aircraft measurements
(Appendix A). The second step is to generate a background
(clear sky) reflectance map and detect aerosols over the
study area. Then the Ångström exponent is obtained for
each aerosol pixel as identified by the GMS imager from
step 1. The a value is then used to retrieve the AOT of each
aerosol pixel from the previously computed LUT.
[17] This study uses the technique described in the work
of Wang et al. [2003] to derive the background ocean
reflectance and to detect aerosol pixels. Using a minimum
composite method, the spatial distribution of background or
‘‘clear sky’’ reflectance is obtained for each hourly GMS5
observation time [Wang et al., 2003; Zhang et al., 2001;

[18] In this section, we first present the monthly mean
distribution of GMS5 retrieved AOT during April 2001
(Figure 4a), followed by detailed analysis of the retrieval
results and the comparison with ground and in situ
AOT measurements. The monthly mean GMS5 AOT map
(Figure 4a) demonstrates the transport pattern of aerosols
with high AOT near the coast of east China and low AOT over
the open ocean. The monthly mean AOT in the study area
(Figure 4a) is 0.33. There are two distinct aerosol features, as
illustrated in Figure 4a, one from the northern coast of China
(37N, 125E) extending to Korea and another from the
eastern coast of China (32N, 125E) extending to southern
Japan. This is consistent with previous studies [Prospero et
al., 2002; Chun et al., 2001b; Murayama et al., 2001; Husar
et al., 2001; Zhou et al., 2002] which showed that depending
on meteorological conditions, the dust aerosols from northwest China can be transported either to Korea or further south

4. Results
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Figure 4. (a) Monthly mean GMS5 AOT and the comparison of GMS5 AOT with the AOT inferred
from SP at (b) Anmyon and (c) Cheju, (d) Noto and (e) Shirahama as well as AOT inferred from
(f ) AATS6 and AATS14 and (g) ship SP. Letters b – e in Figure 4a shows the location of four AERONET
sites Anmyon, Cheju, Noto, and Shirahama, respectively. Dotted line is the one-to-one correspondence
and the solid line is the best fit to the points. See color version of this figure at back of this issue.
(e.g., Yangze River, around 30N), moving eastward to
southern Japan. Note that the GMS5 retrievals in this study
show a coastal effect, which is due to the high surface
reflectance near the coastal areas. This effect is also apparent
in other retrievals such as AVHRR [Husar et al., 1997], and
GOES8 [Wang et al., 2003]. The retrieval uncertainty due to
surface reflectance is discussed in section 5.
[19] To validate the satellite retrievals, we compared the
GMS retrievals with the AOT inferred from AERONET,
ship and aircraft measurements. While the Sun photometer
measures the direct solar irradiance at specific wavelengths
with narrow fields of view to infer the aerosols optical
thickness, the satellite imager measures the upwelling
radiance at larger spatial resolutions. Several papers have
discussed the difference between the satellite and AERONET
measurements and have proposed different methods for
comparing the two data sets [Zhao et al., 2002; Ichoku et
al., 2002; Zhang et al., 2001; Wang et al., 2003]. The basic
procedure is to use spatial quantities from satellite retrievals

(e.g, mean and standard deviation) and compare them with
the temporal variation of Sun photometer measurements.
The size of the spatiotemporal window can be carefully
chosen so that the difference due to high temporal and
spatial variations can be minimized. A spatial window of
9  9 GMS5 pixels was chosen over the ocean area nearest to
each ground Sun photometer along the east-west direction.
To avoid coastal effects, the spatial window is 3 pixels away
from the each Sun photometer site [Wang et al., 2003; Tanré
et al., 1997]. The temporal window of the Sun photometer
measurements is ±30 min centered at each GMS observation
time period to correspond with the hourly GMS data. On
the basis of TOMS data, Ichoku et al. [2002] showed that
the speed of an aerosol front is on the order of 50 km h1.
Hence the size of the chosen GMS5 spatial window in this
study (i.e., 9  9 GMS pixels, about 45  45 km) is
consistent with other studies [e.g., Ichoku et al., 2002].
[20] Figures 4b, 4c, 4d, and 4e shows the comparisons
between the GMS and AERONET aerosol optical thickness
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Table 3. Statistics of the Comparison Between GMS5 AOT and AERONET AOT for Four Locationsa
Station/Instrument

Ncp/Ntp

Nsp/Ntsp

R

Linear Fit Equation

Anmyon
Cheju
Noto
Shirahama
AATSb
Ship

77/117
56/86
63/87
25/36
23/24
11/11

241/363
213/315
188/268
113/153
4135/4193
86/86

0.86
0.85
0.86
0.87
0.82
0.98

Y = 0.87X + 0.03
Y = 1.03X – 0.01
Y = 0.93X + 0.02
Y = 0.94X + 0.07
Y = 1.19X + 0.0
Y = 0.85X + 0.07

SP, m ± s
0.35
0.35
0.32
0.21
0.23
0.32

±
±
±
±
±
±

0.24
0.17
0.19
0.15
0.11
0.25

GMS, m ± s

RMSE

Bias

0.33 ± 0.24
0.35 ± 0.20
0.32 ± 0.19
0.26 ± 0.16
0.27 ± 015
0.34 ± 0.21

0.12
0.10
0.09
0.09
0.10
0.06

0.02
0.0
0.0
0.05
0.04
0.03

a
Ntp and Ncp denote total collocated GMS and AERONET pairs within the temporal-spatio criteria window (see text), and the actual pairs used in the
comparison, respectively. Owing to the differences between Sun photometer and GMS retrieval algorithms and spatial resolutions, there are cases where SP
reported AOT values whereas the GMS identified these points as being cloud-contaminated. Ntsp and Nsp denote total and actual number of AERONET
points used in the comparison. Note that there could be several SP points within one hour that is used to create this value. The mean and standard deviation
(m ± s), root mean square error (RMSE) and bias (mean of GMS-AERONET AOT) as well as linear fit equation and linear correlation coefficient (R)
between GMS and AERONET AOT are also shown.
b
AATS includes AATS6 and AATS14.

at four locations and relevant statistics are shown in Table 3.
There is good agreement between the AOT values derived
from GMS and Sun photometer measurements, although the
best fit line is not the same for different locations. As an
example, GMS AOT retrievals underestimate AERONET
AOTs at Anmyon by 0.02 (Figure 4b and Table 3), but
overestimate the SP AOTs at Shirahama by 0.05 (Figure 4e
and Table 3). This is possibly due to high spatiotemporal
variations of aerosol properties as well as the uncertainties in
the retrieval algorithms (section 5). Figure 4 also shows that
large discrepancies between GMS AOT and AERONET
AOT are always accompanied by large spatial and temporal
variations of AOTs, demonstrating that subpixel cloud
contamination and the complexity (e.g., inhomogeneity) of
aerosol properties within the GMS window (e.g., about
45 km  45 km) is possible. Nevertheless, Figure 4 and
Table 3 shows that there are no systematic errors in the
GMS5 retrievals, implying that both the surface reflectance
and aerosol optical properties are well characterized in
retrieval algorithms. However, further improvement would
be possible if the spatial and radiometric resolution of GMS5
were increased and more observation data points could be
obtained for derivation of the spatial distribution of the
Ångström exponent. Overall, the mean root mean square
error (RMSE) of the AOTs from the GMS retrievals are
within 0.1, and the differences between GMS aerosol optical
thickness and the collocated AERONET values for the entire
month are within 0.05 (see the last column of Table 3).
[21] Figures 4f and 4g shows the AOT comparisons
between the GMS5 and AATS6/AATS14 and ship measurements, respectively. The GMS5 AOT is a column value,
while the AATS6 and AATS14 emphasize measurements of
aerosol profiles. Comparison is only made on days when the
AATS6/AATS14 profiles are available over the ocean; less
than 100 m above the surface and within ±30 min of GMS5
observation times. The GMS5 has a temporal resolution of
one hour, while the AATS6/AATS14 can measure AOT at
much higher temporal resolution (on the order of minutes),
the spatial quantities from satellite retrievals (e.g, mean and
standard deviation) are used to compare the temporal quantities of AATS6/AATS14 AOT. In each comparison, we first
calculate the range of a GMS5 box that bounds the AATS
route in one hour. The mean and standard deviation of the
GMS5 AOTs in that box is used for the comparison.
Depending on the flight, the size of the box may vary.
Totally twenty four pairs of intercomparison data between
GMS5 and AATS6/AATS14 are found; only 23 pairs are

used because the GMS5 classified one point as being cloud
contaminated. The AATS6 does not have a wavelength
centered 0.67 mm, therefore the AATS6 AOT at this wavelength is derived by fitting the Ångström AOT wavelengthdependent relationship [Redemann et al., 2003] (tl1 =
tl2(l1/l2)a, where tl1, tl2 are AOT values at l1, l2,
respectively, and a is Ångström exponent). The relevant
statistics are shown in the last row of Table 3. When
compared to the AERONET measurements, the AOT inferred from aircraft and ship measurements are less influenced by coastal effects and therefore they are important to
estimate the robustness of the satellite retrieval algorithms.
As shown in Figures 4f and 4g, there is good agreement
between GMS5 AOT and ship inferred AOT as well as
aircraft values except for one point in Figure 4e where both
GMS5 AOT and AATS AOT show relatively large variations. Since GMS5 has a pixel resolution of 5  5 km2, its
retrieval accuracy will be decreased if there is a subpixel
cloud and the large subpixel variations of aerosol distributions and properties.
[22] Several studies have shown that aerosols could have
large diurnal variations on the timescale of hours, especially
during an aerosol episode [Levin et al., 1980; Christopher et
al., 2003; Wang et al., 2003]. In this section, we examine the
potential of GMS5 to estimate the daytime diurnal variation
of AOT. To illustrate the time sequence of diurnal change of
AOT over the four Sun photometer locations, we chose a
typical aerosol event at each observation site (Figure 5).
Figure 5 shows that GMS5 AOT can generally capture the
peak values of aerosol AOT during the aerosol event and
can describe the phase of AOT diurnal changes during the
GMS5 observation time period. The largest change is found
at the Anmyon site, which is not surprising since this site is
nearest to the Asian continent. The AOT at the Anmyon site
on 23 April 2001 was about 0.2; increased to 0.5 on the next
day, and increased further to 1.2 on 25 April 2001. The dust
layer passed the Anmyon site on 25 April and AOT
decreased to 0.2 on 26 April. This event is well documented
by the GMS5 retrievals during the available observation
time period. Without the high temporal resolution of geostationary instruments, these peak values may not be captured by satellite instruments that obtain measurements only
at one time of the day. However, there are also several
points where the GMS5 did not capture the peak AOT,
although the daily mean AOT matches the SP AOT values
(e.g., 10– 11 April 2001 at Noto). The next generation of
geostationary imagers (e.g., Meteosat Second Generation
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Figure 5. A time sequence of SP AOT and GMS-5 AOT in different AERONET sites for selected days
when large diurnal change accompanying dust event occurred.
(MSG) [Schmetz et al., 2002]) with improved spectral,
spatial and radiometric resolutions along with an increased
number of visible channels will significantly improve the
accuracy of aerosol retrievals.

5. Uncertainty Analysis
[23] The key sources of uncertainty can be divided into
four categories, including surface conditions, aerosol models, aerosol detection method, and sensor calibration. Compared to land surfaces, the ocean is relatively dark and
homogeneous. Wang et al. [2003] discuss the variations of
ocean surface reflectance due to several factors such as near
surface ocean wind speed and its consequent white cap
effects, the residual Sun glint contamination effect, the
chlorophyll content and high turbulence coastal waters,
and found that that the overall variations in surface reflectance is relatively small, about 0.2%– 0.4% under normal
conditions (i.e., wind speed about 7 ms1) and could be
large as 1% in some extreme conditions (e.g., sea wind
speed higher than 15 ms1). In this study, we found that a
0.2% – 0.4% change in surface reflectance (r0) will result in
an average uncertainty of 0.01 – 0.03 in AOT retrievals.
[24] The GMS5 was launched on 18 March 1995. The
visible channel of the GMS VISSR imager does not have an
onboard calibration. Geostationary satellites typically undergo degradation during the operation period due to the
accumulation of materials on the scanning mirror [Ellrod et
al., 1998]. The sensor calibration is very important for the
retrievals of accurate AOTs [Wang et al., 2003; Zhang et al.,
2001; Geogdzhayev et al., 2002]. We first evaluate the
ability of VISSR to detect aerosols in terms of the sensor
detection limit, defined as the minimal AOT (t) required to
produce an increment of one digital count (DC) for noncloudy areas over an ocean background (i.e., dt/dDC)

[Wang et al., 2003; Moulin et al., 1997], and then examine
the AOT retrieval uncertainty due to GMS5 calibrations.
Figure 6 shows the collocated GMS5 S-VISSR digital count
(in 8 bits) versus collocated SP AOT at 0732 UTC (q0 = 51
and q = 31) during different days at Cheju, Gosan. Compared to other AERONET sites during ACE-Asia IOP,
Cheju is a small island isolated from the continent, with a
relatively homogenous dark background. Hence it provides
an ideal place to evaluate the aerosol signature on the GMS5
image. Figure 6 shows a positive correlation between AOT

Figure 6. Scatterplot of GMS S-VISSR digital count (DC)
versus collocated SP AOT over Cheju AERONET site at
0732 UTC during different days. Right side shows the
corresponding VISSR digital count (in 6 bits) (SZA = 51,
VZA = 31).
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and the GMS5 S-VISSR digital count, with a linear coefficient of 0.94 and a best fit equation:
DC ¼ 50t þ 34:6;

dt
¼ 0:02:
dDC

ð2Þ

[25] It is important to note that the digital count (8 bits) of
S-VISSR used in this study has been stretched from VISSR
raw digital count (6 bits). Hence, based on equation (2), we
estimated that the VISSR aerosol detection limit is 0.08, which
is larger than that of GOES8 (0.043) [Wang et al., 2003] and
similar to that of Meteosat2 (0.06) [Moulin et al., 1997]. In
other words, GOES8 is better suited for aerosol detection due
to the higher radiometric resolution (10 bits) compared to
GMS5 (6 bits) and Meteosat2 (6 bits). METEOSAT4
and METEOSAT5 have 8 bits radiometric resolution and
consequently have a lower detection limit (less than 0.06)
[Moulin et al., 1997]. However, with the stretched technique,
S-VISSR data might enhance the aerosol signature and could
have a detection limit similar to GOES8. We emphasize that
this is only an approximate analysis, and the conclusions
may be affected by other factors such as the aerosol single
scattering albedo and phase function [Knapp and Vonder
Haar, 2000].
[26] In this study, the ISCCP calibration coefficients are
used for converting the GMS5 digital counts to reflectance.
The calibration coefficients are derived by comparing
GMS5 and polar orbiting satellites with the same viewing
geometry for coincident scenes such as homogenous cloud
over the ocean and bright desert [Desormeaux et al., 1993].
This procedure was recently refined to reduce the artifacts in
the calibrations associated with the changes in the polar
orbiting satellite orbits as well as localized anomalies
related to occasional errors in the geostationary satellites
[Brest et al., 1997]. The uncertainty of the ISCCP absolute
calibration for visible channel is within 10% [Brest et al.,
1997]. There are several studies that proposed different
methods to vicariously calibrate the geostationary satellites
[e.g., Marshall et al., 1999; Fraser and Kaufman, 1985;
Moulin et al., 1996]. However, direct comparison among
these studies is difficult due to the different sensors and
different time periods examined. Nevertheless, if the calibration uncertainty is within 10%, our calculations show
there will be an uncertainty of 10% in the AOT retrievals.
The monthly mean AOT value at 0.67 mm varies in different
AERONET sites (see Table 3) from 0.23 to 0.35, therefore
we estimate that for an upper limit in AOT of 0.5, the
uncertainty will be less than 0.05.
[27] In this study, the aerosol optical properties are
characterized by using a dynamical model in which both
the aerosol size distribution and the Ångström exponent are
inferred from observations. Hence the major uncertainty in
this dynamical model is from the assumed aerosol refractive
indices and the derived a values. As shown in Appendix A,
the uncertainty in a calculated from the SCM method is
within 0.15. Figure 7 shows the simulated TOA reflectance
as a function of a and AOT for a given solar zenith angle
(q0 = 40), viewing zenith angle (q = 40), relative azimuth
angle (f = 80) and surface reflectance (r0 = 0.04). Figure 7
shows different pairs of (AOT, a) may have the same effect
(e.g., same reflectance) at the top of atmosphere. The
contour of TOA reflectance is skewed toward the larger

Figure 7. Contour plot of simulated TOA reflectance (%)
as a function of AOT and Ångström from exponent for solar
zenith angle (q0 = 40), viewing zenith angle (q = 40),
relative azimuth angle f = 80o) and surface reflectance (r0 =
0.04).
AOT (positive y axis direction) when a decreases, implying
that the decrease of a, hence the decrease of single
scattering albedo (cf. Figure 3), can be compensated by
an increase of AOT, resulting in the same TOA reflectance.
Therefore, for a GMS5 pixel with a specific reflectance,
the slope (dAOT/da) in Figure 7 actually describes how the
AOT retrievals change due to a change in a value. On the
basis of Figure 7, dAOT/da is small (<0.1) for a > 0.3 and
AOT < 0.5, and becomes larger when AOT becomes larger
and a becomes smaller. dAOT/da could be as large as 0.3
(cf. contour line of 16.43) in Figure 7. We conclude that the
dAOT/da is smaller than 0.1 during the retrievals as most
pixels have an AOT smaller than 0.5 (cf., Table 3). Hence a
change of 0.15 in the Ångström exponent will result in an
uncertainty of about 0.02 in AOT retrievals.
[28] To evaluate the effect of the imaginary part of
refractive index (Ri) on retrievals, we changed the assumed Ri value of 0.002 from 0.004 to zero, while
keeping other parameters the same to recreate the LUT.
Our calculations show that AOT would increase by 0.04
if Ri decreases by 0.002. A change in Ri from 0.004 to
zero leads to a change in single scattering albedo from
0.02 to 0.02 for different size ratios g (cf. Figure 3). If
we define the sensitivity of the retrieved AOT (t) to Ri as
(t/t)/(Ri/Ri) [Wang et al., 2003], we find that the
sensitivity could be 40% for t less than 0.1 and 8% for t
around 0.5, implying that the uncertainty in AOT associated with the imaginary part of refractive index might
result in significant retrieval errors in situations with low
aerosol loadings [Wang et al., 2003; Mishchenko et al.,
1999]. We estimate that the uncertainty in retrievals due
to uncertainties in the imaginary part of the refractive
index is within 0.05.
[29] Through the analysis above, we conclude that the
average uncertainty in our retrievals of AOT is about 0.08
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with a maximum uncertainty of 0.15 mainly due to the
assumptions in calibration (±0.05), surface reflectance
(±0.01 – ±0.03), imaginary part of the refractive index Ri
(±0.05) and assumptions in the dynamic aerosol model
(±0.02). These uncertainties could also offset each other
[Wagener et al., 1997; Mishchenko et al., 1999; Ignatov et
al., 1995], thereby making it a challenge to define one
specific uncertainty value for the comparison between
satellite retrievals and ground/in situ measurements.

6. Summary and Conclusions
[30] Using bilognormal size distributions inferred from
measurements during ACE-Asia in April 2001, and a
refractive index value of 1.53 – 0.002i at 0.67 mm in
Mie calculations, a relationship between Ångström exponent (a) and mode ratio (g) is first established. A look-up
table is then constructed by using Mie results in the
DISORT calculations for different pairs of AOT (t) and
Ångström exponent (a). Using Sun photometer measurements from 12 AERONET sites, aircraft measurements
(AATS6/AATS14) and a Sun photometer on a ship, the
spatial distribution of Ångström exponent with a resolution of 2.5  2.5 in latitude-longitude is created. During
retrievals, the Ångström exponent (a) of each GMS5
pixel was dynamically defined using a daily Ångström
map. The AOT of a given GMS5 pixel is then calculated
by fitting the GMS5 reflectance with the simulated TOA
reflectance. Our results show there is good agreement
between GMS5 retrievals and AOT measured by Sun
photometer on the ship (with linear coefficient R = 0.98),
AATS6/14 on aircraft (R = 0.82) and the Sun photometers
from four AERONET sites (R = 0.86, 0.85, 0.86 0.87 for
Anmyon, Cheju, Noto and Shiraham, respectively). Our
uncertainty analysis shows that the average uncertainty in
satellite retrievals is about 0.08 with maximum of 0.15
mainly due to assumptions in calibration (±0.05), surface
(±0.01 – ±0.03), imaginary part of refractive index Ri
(±0.05) and the dynamic aerosol model (±0.02). These
results indicate that geostationary satellite retrievals play a
complementary role to polar orbiting retrievals and can
provide critical information on the diurnal variation of
aerosols.
[31] In summary we emphasize that the retrieval algorithms developed in this study are built upon intensive
ground and aircraft observations during the ACE-Asia
IOP. Although ground and aircraft observations usually
are accurate they are limited in space and time. Therefore
using ground and aircraft information in satellite retrievals
is a necessary step to improve retrievals and estimations of
aerosol forcing. For this purpose, the Ångström exponent
inferred from in situ and ground observations were used in
the retrieved algorithms. However, caution must be exercised in situations where the Ångström exponent cannot be
reliably inferred. The good agreement between GMS5 and
Sun photometer inferred AOT in this study implies the
usefulness of this approach and good utilization of valuable
information in ground and aircraft observations. With more
visible channels in the next generation of geostationary
imagers such as MSG [Schmetz et al., 2002], both Ångström factor and AOT can be retrieved simultaneously.
Hence it is expected that the next generation of geostation-
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ary imagers will significantly improve our capability to
monitor aerosols and provide accurate estimates of the
effect of aerosols on the radiation balance of the Earthatmosphere system.

Appendix A: Application of the Successive
Correction Method (SCM)
[32] The SCM method was originally designed to interpolate the normal meteorological data in irregularly located
observation sites onto the regular grid points that can be
used in numerical models [Koch et al., 1983]. In this study,
we use this method to interpolate the Ångström exponent a
inferred from the ground measurements (e.g., SP at different
AERONET sites, Figure 1), ship measurement (e.g., SP on
board NOAA R/V Ron Brown) and aircraft measurements
(e.g., AATS6 on board C-130 and AATS14 on Twin Otter)
into regularly spaced grids in the study area. The study area
(Figure 1) is first segmented into 14  12 grids with a
resolution of 2.5  2.5. The a value at each grid is
calculated using the following equation [Koch et al., 1983]:
K
P

a0i ¼ abi

;

anþ1
¼ ani þ k¼1
i



wnik a0k  ank
K
P
k¼1

;

ðA1Þ

wnik

where subscript i and k represents the grid point and
observation site, respectively. K denotes total number of
observation sites. aib is the background (first guess) value
at i; ani is the n-th iteration estimate at i; ak0 is the
observation at k; akn is the nth iteration value at observation
site k; wikn is the weight of observation point k to the grid
point i:


r2
wik ¼ exp  ik2 ;
2Rn

ðA2Þ

where rik is the distance between i and k; Rn is the radius of
2
=
influence which is changed in each iteration by Rn+1
2
bRn . By choosing proper values of b and R0, only 2 – 4
iterations are needed to converge jain  an+1
i j to the
desired accuracy. The background value (abi ) is assumed to
be the same as the monthly mean a at the nearest
AERONET site. The akn can be estimated from four
surrounding grid points ain before the n + 1 iteration starts
[Koch et al., 1983]. On the basis of equation (A1), by
assuming the daily mean a inferred from each AERONET
site as ak0, the daily map of a with a spatial resolution
2.5  2.5 can be produced. To incorporate the information
from aircraft and the ship measurements, the data are first
mapped to the 2.5  2.5 grid box, and the daily mean a is
calculated from the data points on the grid. The number (k)
and locations of ak0 is changeable depending on the
operations of ship and aircraft in each day.
[33] There are several methods for measuring the accuracy
of the SCM method. In the first method, the field-averaged
root mean square difference (rmsd) between the interpolated
and observed values can be compared [Koch et al., 1983]. In
the second method, several observation points are first
selected as validation points and are not used in the iterations
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Figure 4. (a) Monthly mean GMS5 AOT and the comparison of GMS5 AOT with the AOT inferred from SP at
(b) Anmyon and (c) Cheju, (d) Noto and (e) Shirahama as well as AOT inferred from (f ) AATS6 and AATS14 and (g) ship
SP. Letters b – e in Figure 4a shows the location of four AERONET sites Anmyon, Cheju, Noto, and Shirahama,
respectively. Dotted line is the one-to-one correspondence and the solid line is the best fit to the points.
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