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Substantial Seasonal Contribution 
of Observed Biogenic Sulfate 
Particles to Cloud Condensation 
Nuclei
Kevin J. Sanchez1, Chia-Li Chen  1, Lynn M. Russell  1, Raghu Betha1, Jun Liu1, Derek J.  
Price  1,15, Paola Massoli2, Luke D. Ziemba3, Ewan C. Crosbie3,4, Richard H. Moore  3,  
Markus Müller  5, Sven A. Schiller5, Armin Wisthaler5,6, Alex K. Y. Lee7, Patricia K. Quinn8, 
Timothy S. Bates8,9, Jack Porter10, Thomas G. Bell  11,12, Eric S. Saltzman12, Robert D. 
Vaillancourt13 & Mike J. Behrenfeld14

Biogenic sources contribute to cloud condensation nuclei (CCN) in the clean marine atmosphere, but 
few measurements exist to constrain climate model simulations of their importance. The chemical 
composition of individual atmospheric aerosol particles showed two types of sulfate-containing 
particles in clean marine air masses in addition to mass-based Estimated Salt particles. Both types of 
sulfate particles lack combustion tracers and correlate, for some conditions, to atmospheric or seawater 
dimethyl sulfide (DMS) concentrations, which means their source was largely biogenic. The first type 
is identified as New Sulfate because their large sulfate mass fraction (63% sulfate) and association 
with entrainment conditions means they could have formed by nucleation in the free troposphere. The 
second type is Added Sulfate particles (38% sulfate), because they are preexisting particles onto which 
additional sulfate condensed. New Sulfate particles accounted for 31% (7 cm−3) and 33% (36 cm−3) CCN 
at 0.1% supersaturation in late-autumn and late-spring, respectively, whereas sea spray provided 55% 
(13 cm−3) in late-autumn but only 4% (4 cm−3) in late-spring. Our results show a clear seasonal difference 
in the marine CCN budget, which illustrates how important phytoplankton-produced DMS emissions 
are for CCN in the North Atlantic.

Cloud condensation nuclei (CCN) provide the sites on which droplets form, resulting in clouds with radia-
tive properties determined in part by CCN abundance and characteristics. The amount of water that is avail-
able to condense is described by the supersaturation, which is often 0.1% for the stratocumulus clouds that 
cover much of the ocean and reflect a large fraction of incoming sunlight1–4. The number and chemical com-
position of CCN in the marine atmosphere depend on their emission sources and the contributing atmos-
pheric growth processes. The ocean sources of submicron particles are sea spray, which is largely sea salt, and 
marine biogenic gases that can oxidize and condense, for which dimethyl sulfide (DMS)5–17 contributes the 
 most mass. Quantifying these sources for the marine boundary layer aerosol budget provides the framework 
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necessary for predicting how changing ocean conditions will affect marine clouds18–21. Model simulations that 
include parameterizations of marine sources and processes illustrate their effect on the budget of CCN over the 
remote open ocean. Combining parameterizations of DMS-derived sulfate22,23 and sea spray24 emission mod-
els to simulate CCN contributions showed that DMS-derived sulfate accounted for over 70% of CCN at low 
wind speeds (<6 m s−1) but that sea spray particles contributed more than 80% of CCN at high wind speeds 
(>12 m s−1)25. Adding primary marine sea spray particles to a sulfate-only global model increased CCN con-
centration by less than 20% over most of the North Atlantic, but up to 70% near Greenland (which is frequently 
influenced by Arctic air masses)26. The CCN fraction attributed to primary particles (mostly sea spray) in a global 
transport model accounted for most CCN at high latitudes but for less than 40% in the mid North Atlantic27. 
These model results reflect substantial uncertainty about what sources are most important for CCN because there 
are effectively no observations to constrain which model is correct.

The reason for this is that existing measurements provide only limited information about where individual 
particles come from. Most chemical characterization of aerosol particles over open oceans quantify the mass of 
different components in particles but not their number5,28–33. Because of this, indirect ways to estimate primary 
marine aerosol contributions have been developed34–36. For example, sea spray particles were shown to account 
for less than 35% of CCN (at 0.1% supersaturation) over most of the North Atlantic and as little as 8% in some 
regions36. However, sampling in clean Arctic air masses had as much as 75% of CCN attributed to sea salt parti-
cles35. The same number concentrations of sea salt particles accounted for up to 47% of CCN (at 0.1% supersatu-
ration) in clean polar air masses (with few continental sources and low biogenic DMS emissions) but only 8–25% 
in marine air masses at mid-latitudes (where continental sources contribute more particles and biological DMS 
sources are larger)35,37–39. These indirect approaches have both substantial uncertainty and limited information 
about particles other than sea spray.

Biogenic sulfate mass has been measured during many open ocean cruises in clean regions6,9,10,40–43, with 
observations in the North Atlantic of 0.06 ± 0.07 μg m−3 during winter and 0.45 ± 0.37 μg m−3 during summer44. 
In the northeastern Pacific under clean marine conditions45, a doubling of the non-sea salt sulfate mass was linked 
to a 40% increase in CCN concentration. Converting sulfate mass to CCN concentration requires assuming the 
size and sulfate mass fraction in the particles and does not separate the contributions of nucleation and conden-
sation46. There is little evidence of particle nucleation in the boundary layer6,47–50, but the conditions in the free 
troposphere are often more consistent with DMS-derived H2SO4 nucleation51,52. In other words, the cold free 
troposphere (and clean winter marine boundary layer) has few pre-existing particles and these typically have 
lower particle surface area than in the boundary layer, making them less likely to compete against nucleation for 
DMS products52,53. This may happen when buoyancy driven transport causes surface air to mix trace gases (such 
as DMS) throughout the marine boundary layer and sometimes penetrate the mixed layer inversion, transporting 
trace gases into the free troposphere54–56, which is supported by observations57–64.

In fact, observations to date indicate that high concentrations of newly formed sulfate particles (<10 nm in 
diameter) exist in outflow regions of clouds and are important in the nucleation of biogenic DMS products in the 
free troposphere50,56,65,66, where they grow and eventually become entrained in the marine boundary layer41,65,67–69 
to become an important new source of CCN69,70 if rates of entrainment and growth are sufficiently high70–73. 
Global models estimate that the nucleation of DMS products in the free troposphere and entrainment into the 
boundary layer contribute less than 10% of CCN in the North Atlantic annually73. However, direct observations 
confirming or refuting these modeling results are essentially non-existent. A primary challenge for field verifica-
tion is the time lag that exists between DMS emission, transport to the free troposphere, oxidation, nucleation, 
entrainment back down to the boundary layer, and condensational growth to CCN73–75. One potential solution to 
this problem is to use the chemical composition of individual particles in the marine boundary layer to identify 
CCN sources. Unfortunately, measurements to date have not quantified the sea salt, sulfate, and organic compo-
nents in individual particles11,12,76,77. The current study addresses this issue.

To provide the direct observations of particle composition needed to constrain and evaluate model simu-
lations of CCN, we measured and categorized the chemical compositions of individual marine boundary 
layer particles and used correlations of particle types to tracers for natural marine (DMS, NaCl, and meth-
ane sulfonic acid or MSA) and non-marine (black carbon, radon, hydrocarbon fragment78 C4H9

+) emission 
sources to identify measured particle types. Our measurements were conducted during the second Western 
Atlantic Climate Study (WACS2) and the first and second cruises of the North Atlantic Aerosols and Marine 
Ecosystems Study (NAAMES1 and NAAMES2). Individual particle mass spectra collected with an Event-Trigger 
Aerosol-Mass-Spectrometer (ET-AMS) were grouped by k-means clustering into two distinct particle types that 
contained sulfate and organic components. The lack of markers for fossil fuel hydrocarbons in the mass spectra as 
well as their higher relative concentration in marine conditions rather than continental conditions indicated the 
particles were largely from natural marine sources. The centroid of the k-means cluster containing 63% sulfate 
likely comes from newly formed particles making them “New Sulfate” whereas those with only 38% sulfate are 
expected to be from existing particles onto which sulfate (or MSA) condensed as “Added Sulfate”. Supporting 
this attribution, boundary layer inversion strength (a proxy for entrainment rate) was used to distinguish sulfate 
condensing in the marine boundary layer (Added Sulfate) from sulfate that formed new particles after the lofting 
of DMS into the free troposphere and entraining back down into the marine boundary layer (New Sulfate). We 
also constrained sea salt particle number (Estimated Salt) using measured mass composition to get a complete 
accounting of particle sources for each study. Finally, we calculated the contributions of salt and sulfate particles 
to CCN using the size and composition of the different types of marine particles.

Results
The New Sulfate and Added Sulfate types are the most prevalent type of particles in all of the clean marine 
air masses that were sampled. For clean marine conditions, the Estimated Salt particles account for 57 ± 22% 
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of Condensation Nuclei (CN) greater than 180 nm in diameter (CN180) in November (NAAMES1) but only 
4 ± 3% in May-June (NAAMES2), respectively (Figs 1 and 2). The ambient particle concentrations of each meas-
ured type are calculated by scaling the measured fraction of each type to the measured particle size-distribution 
(from combined Differential Mobility Particle Sizer and Aerodynamic Particle Sizer distributions) after subtract-
ing the Estimated Salt distribution.

Marine Sulfate Sources of Atmospheric Particles. New Sulfate particles accounted for 25 ± 29% and 
28 ± 22% of CN180 for marine conditions during NAAMES1 and NAAMES2, respectively but less than 15% in 
continental conditions (Fig. 1). Classification of ambient air as marine or continental is based on the radon con-
centration, particle concentration, and back trajectories (Supplemental Note). Added Sulfate particles account for 
31 ± 20% of particles in NAAMES2 marine conditions but only 3 ± 3% of particles in NAAMES1 (Figs 1 and 2).  
While the marine measurements satisfy the “clean” criteria for radon, CN concentrations, and back trajecto-
ries, contributions from ship emissions and long-range continental transport to the measured sulfate cannot be 
entirely ruled out. However, the absence of hydrocarbon fragments (m/z 41, 55, 57) in the sulfate particle com-
position and the lack or negative correlation of the sulfate particle types with black carbon and hydrocarbon-like 
tracers make the contributions of non-biogenic sources small or unlikely. The continental air masses contain less 
than 10% Added Sulfate particles, consistent with Added Sulfate particles being of marine origin but still contrib-
uting a modicum of particles in polluted conditions. Overall these results provide strong evidence that the three 
most abundant particle types in the clean marine conditions (New Sulfate, Added Sulfate, and Estimated Salt) are 
produced by natural ocean sources.

Further support for the sulfate particles being not only marine but also biogenic is provided by their compo-
sition and their correlation to DMS and its products, which are known tracers of phytoplankton emissions. The 
New Sulfate particle cluster centroid consist of 63% sulfate by mass and the Added Sulfate particle cluster centroid 
has only 38% sulfate (Supplementary Table S3). The remaining mass is mostly organic (36% for New Sulfate and 
58% for Added Sulfate), but the organic fragments were not characteristic of combustion or other continen-
tal sources. Added Sulfate particle number fraction is correlated moderately with atmospheric DMS and MSA 
concentration during NAAMES2 (Supplementary Table S2, Fig. 3), indicating Added Sulfate particles are likely 
formed from the condensation of DMS products onto existing particles in the boundary layer. (Correlations are 
defined as weak for |r| > 0.25 and |r| < 0.50, moderate for |r| > = 0.50 and |r| < 0.80, and strong for |r| > = 0.8079). 
The organic (and sea salt) components in Added Sulfate particles (Supplementary Table S3) suggest that the 
source of the pre-existing smaller particles onto which sulfate is added could include continental, ship, and sea 
spray emissions, but the organic mass is too small and mixed to identify specific sources.

Interestingly, atmospheric DMS correlated weakly to New Sulfate particle fraction in NAAMES2 (r = 0.28) 
and did not correlate to any particle types in NAAMES1. This lack of correlation could result from the competi-
tion for DMS and its oxidation products with the competing sinks of condensation onto existing particles and ver-
tical transport to the free troposphere. In addition, the long time lag (12–24 hr) between emission, nucleation in 
the free troposphere, and entrainment to the marine boundary layer means that the time series of sulfate particles 

Figure 1. Relative (top) and absolute (bottom) contribution of particles with different chemical compositions 
measured by ET-AMS in NAAMES1 (November) and NAAMES2 (May-June) for air masses separated 
for continental (radon greater than 1000 mBq m−3) and marine (radon less than 500 mBq m−3 and CN 
concentrations less than 1000 cm−3) conditions. Contamination events from the ship stack are excluded. For 
marine conditions, the measured contributions are also corrected to include Estimated Salt particles (calculated 
from  Ion Chromatography sodium) and the distributions are integrated to calculate CCN. For the lower panel, 
the bars to the left of the dotted line correspond to the left axis, and the bars to the right of the dotted line 
correspond to the right axis. Labels for both plots are found at the top of the figure.
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may not correlate with DMS even if DMS is the source. For NAAMES1, we find a weak correlation between the 
New Sulfate particle fraction and seawater DMS (r = 0.37; Fig. 3, Supplementary Table S2), while no correlation 
was observed during NAAMES2. The observed correlation during NAAMES1 may indicate that the cold temper-
atures (10.7 ± 5.7 °C), low particle numbers (114 ± 116 cm−3), and low particle surface area (17.8 ± 9.6 µm2 cm−3) 
allowed new sulfate particles to form from DMS products in the boundary layer without requiring the lofting to 
the free troposphere that otherwise precludes a correlation in time. We investigated lagged correlations but found 
nothing significant, likely because the time lag is variable and the transport distances can be large73.

The average (standard deviation) sea salt fraction of sulfate (ss-sulfate) mass on the three cruises varied by 
a factor of nearly 8, with 12 (15%) for WACS2, 52 (28%) for NAAMES1, and 7 (28%) for NAAMES2 (Table 1). 
NAAMES1 had considerably lower particle concentrations (particle concentrations <50 cm−3) and frequent 
northerly winds as well as some periods with significant ss-sulfate mass fractions. The fraction of ss-sulfate cor-
relates moderately and negatively with particle concentration in NAAMES1 (r = −0.71; Fig. S4), showing that 
primary marine sea spray particles are a relatively large source in clean Arctic air but a small fraction of higher 
particle concentrations. The average wind speed was 2.5 m s−1 higher during NAAMES1 than NAAMES2, con-
tributing to the higher sea salt mass concentrations in NAAMES1 (Table 1). During NAAMES2 and WACS2, 
the highest fractions of ss-sulfate mass were during or just after periods of elevated precipitation rates (Fig. S5), 

Figure 2. Contributions of seven particle types to (a,b) CN180 and (c,d) CCN (at 0.1% supersaturation) fraction 
from clean marine ET-AMS measurements during NAAMES1 and NAAMES2. The histogram frequency 
represents the number of hours that each particle type accounted for a given number fraction of observed CN180 
and calculated CCN. WACS2 is excluded because the LS-AMS cut off diameter is 400 nm.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

5SCIENTIfIC REPORTS |  (2018) 8:3235  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-21590-9

Figure 3. Correlations of NAAMES1 (November) and NAAMES2 (May-June) Added Sulfate and New Sulfate 
non-refractory particle number fraction to (a,c) atmospheric DMS, (b,d) seawater DMS, and (e) particle 
MSA. WACS2 measurements are too few to include. Pearson’s coefficients of correlation are 0.50 and 0.28 
for atmospheric DMS to Added Sulfate and New Sulfate particles in NAAMES2, respectively (p < 0.01), 0.37 
(p < 0.01) for seawater DMS to NAAMES1 New Sulfate particles, and 0.60 (p = 0.03) for MSA to NAAMES2 
Added Sulfate particles. The other relationships show no correlation (r < 0.25).

WACS2 NAAMES1 NAAMES2

180–550 nm1

  Sulfate (μg m−3) 0.34 ± 0.12 0.07 ± 0.10 0.31 ± 0.14

  Sea salt (μg m−3) 0.05 ± 0.02 0.25 ± 0.15 0.17 ± 0.14

  Sulfate/Sea salt 7.30 ± 3.65 0.25 ± 0.25 3.85 ± 3.66

Sub-1.1 µm1

  Sulfate (μg m−3) 0.45 ± 0.15 0.14 ± 0.15 0.46 ± 0.22

  Sea salt (μg m−3) 0.13 ± 0.09 0.99 ± 0.63 0.23 ± 0.20

  Sulfate/Sea salt 11.6 ± 16.8 0.39 ± 0.89 3.82 ± 3.35

CN (cm−3) 421 ± 127 116 ± 114 423 ± 239

CN180 (cm−3)2 — 22 ± 14 110 ± 81

CCN (cm−3)3 — 22 ± 12 71 ± 38

Calculated CCN (cm−3)3 — 26 ± 22 90 ± 54

Table 1. Observed Ion Chromography (IC) sea salt and sulfate concentrations and Condensation Nuclei (CN) 
and Cloud Condensation Nuclei (CCN) concentrations (at 0.1% supersaturation) for clean marine ambient 
periods during WACS2, NAAMES1, and NAAMES2. 1Only IC measurements that are in clean marine air >75% 
of the time are included in the mean and standard deviation calculation. 2CN greater than 180 nm (CN180) are 
calculated from Differential Mobility Particle Sizer (DMPS) and Aerodynamic Particle Sizer (APS) combined 
distributions. 3Averaged CCN and Calculated CCN are from clean marine periods where CCN, IC, DMPS, and 
Event-Trigger Aerosol-Mass-Spectrometer (ET-AMS) measurements are all available.
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likely due to scavenging of particles by precipitation. Scavenging removes all particle types, but sea salt particles 
are replenished more quickly because sea spray produces particles locally and on shorter time scales than marine 
biogenic secondary particle production. In summary, these results suggest that the higher ss-sulfate fraction for 
NAAMES1, relative to NAAMES2, is mostly due the significantly lower biogenic sulfate during NAAMES1.

Entrainment of Particles into the Boundary Layer. Sources of particles measured at the surface in 
marine conditions include emissions in the boundary layer itself and transport from the free troposphere. To dis-
tinguish particles formed in the boundary layer from those entrained from the free troposphere, the strength of 
the boundary layer inversion (as indicated by Convective Inhibition or CIN, Supplemental Note) was compared 
to the number fraction of measured particle types identified by Light-Scattering AMS (LS-AMS) and ET-AMS 
(Fig. 4). We find that the New Sulfate particle fraction has a moderate and strong negative correlation to inversion 
strength for NAAMES1 and NAAMES2, respectively, but that the non-marine particle fractions have weak to 
strong positive correlations. The stronger negative correlation of New Sulfate particle fraction to CIN (r = −0.76) 
indicates that the New Sulfate number fraction is highest when the boundary layer inversion is weak (indicated 
by low CIN), providing evidence that New Sulfate particles are frequently entrained from the free troposphere 
(Fig. 4). Low CIN may also allow increased mixing of DMS up to the free troposphere, providing the source of 
sulfate62.

To investigate further these results, we evaluated results from airborne (NASA C-130 aircraft) atmospheric 
measurements conducted on 20 May 2016 almost directly above the ship (R/V Atlantis). These aircraft data indi-
cated surface and free troposphere dry particle size distributions with a mode at approximately 25 nm (Fig. 5a,b). 
This particle mode is characteristic of recently formed particles since they have a short lifetime and are too small 
for combustion or other transported primary emissions80. Furthermore, we find that these particles are associ-
ated with elevated DMS concentrations in the lower free troposphere (Fig. 5d) and give peak concentrations at 
25 nm that are almost three times higher at 1–1.5 km than at the surface (measured both on the aircraft and the 
ship). This finding provides evidence that the source of these particles is the free troposphere and that they were 
entrained down into the boundary layer (Fig. 5a,b and Supplementary Note). At 25 nm diameter, such particles 
are not large enough to be active as CCN, but condensational growth from volatile organic compounds and DMS 
oxidation products can grow them into CCN-sized particles. This process would be consistent with an increase 
to larger sized particles over time and the observed increase in concentration of the 150 nm mode. For particles 
with the average chemical composition of New Sulfate (Supplementary Tables S3 and S6), the minimum (or 
activation) diameter of CCN at 0.1% supersaturation is 156 nm81,82. Size distributions of particle Time-of-Flight 
AMS (pToF-AMS) mass and ET-AMS number show that the accumulation mode consisted largely of sulfate mass 
and, specifically, of New Sulfate particles (Fig. 5c). This finding provides additional evidence that the entrained 
particles formed from lofted and oxidized DMS continue to grow to CCN sizes.

Since the New Sulfate particles formed by nucleation of H2SO4 in the free troposphere are initially smaller 
than 3 nm41,83, condensation of secondary inorganic or organic compounds is needed to grow them to sufficiently 
large diameters to have lifetimes long enough to be entrained in the boundary layer and to potentially serve as 
CCN84,85. Substantial contributions from organic components would explain why the New Sulfate particles have 
a significant fraction of organic mass (36%) (Fig. 6 and Supplementary Table S3). Furthermore, we suggest that 
condensation of secondary organic components onto the New Sulfate particles accounts for the New Sulfate 
particle organic mass fraction, similar to evidence provided by the diurnal cycle of organic components (Fig. S6).

CCN Source Contributions. Natural marine particle sources can affect atmospheric radiative properties 
indirectly by modifying cloud properties20,21,36. To quantify these radiative effects accurately, climate models need 
to be able to correctly simulate natural particle number and CCN budgets. The challenge here is that particle 
budgets are not uniform across oceans or seasons because marine particle sources are controlled by both physical 

Figure 4. Dependence of WACS2 LS-AMS and NAAMES1 and NAAMES2 ET-AMS non-refractory particle 
number fractions during clean marine conditions on CIN calculated from radiosonde measurements. Pearson 
correlation coefficients for NAAMES1 and NAAMES2 for CIN are, (a) 0.03 for the Added Sulfate type, and (b) 
−0.76 for the New Sulfate type (N = 24, p < 0.01).
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Figure 5. Free troposphere (a) and near-surface (b,c) particle size distributions collected on the NASA 
C-130 aircraft and R/V Atlantis on 20 May 2016 during NAAMES2 (times shown are UTC). The composition 
of surface measured ET-AMS size distributions are compared to lognormal fits of the sulfate and organic 
pToF-AMS mass distributions and SEMS mass distributions (c). SEMS number distribution was converted 
to mass using the campaign average density (1.3 g cm−3). Vertical profiles (d) show temperature, CN from the 
Condensation Particle Counter (CPC), and DMS concentrations from the Proton-Transfer-Reaction Time-
of-Flight Mass Spectrometer (PTR-MS). The two lowest-altitude CN and DMS values in (d) were collected 
on board the R/V Atlantis. Particle concentrations have been corrected to cm−3 volumes at STP. In-cloud 
measurements of CN are excluded.



www.nature.com/scientificreports/

8SCIENTIfIC REPORTS |  (2018) 8:3235  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-21590-9

conditions (wind and sea state) and biological processes (DMS emission) (Fig. 6). In other words, variations in 
meteorology and ecosystem properties produce different contributions from each of the particle sources. The 
fraction of those particles that are CCN further depends on particle size and composition-dependent water 
uptake properties (or hygroscopicity).

We calculated the CCN concentration at 0.1% supersaturation by integrating the number of particles of 
each type that are larger than the activation diameter of that type (Supplementary Note and Fig. S7). The hygro-
scopicity parameter (κ) that is needed for calculating the minimum activation diameter of each particle type 
(Supplementary Table S6) was estimated from the chemical composition as a volume-weighted average of the 
density and component-specific hygroscopicity of the organic, sulfate, nitrate, and sea salt mass (Supplementary 
Table S5)82,86. We find that the activation diameters at 0.1% supersaturation for Added Sulfate, New Sulfate, and 
Estimated Salt particles have similar values, ranging from 130 to 183 nm (Supplementary Table S6). For CCN 
spectra collected at 0.1% intervals, the activation diameter differs by 50 to 68 nm between 0.1% and 0.2%36,87. 
What this means is that all three particle types activate in the same supersaturation bin, thus giving a sharp step 
change in spectra despite their differing chemical compositions. Our calculated CCN concentrations are on aver-
age within 16% and 22% of measured CCN concentrations for NAAMES1 and NAAMES2, respectively (Figs 1 
and 2).

From a seasonal perspective, we find that Estimated Salt particles account for 57 ± 22% of CCN in November 
(NAAMES1), but only 4 ± 3% during the clean marine conditions sampled in May-June (NAAMES2). Since 
the Estimated Salt particles account for a smaller mass fraction at smaller diameters (<100 nm)6, these particles 
would account for fewer CCN at supersaturations higher than 0.1%34. Excluding the organic component from 
the Estimated Salt type had no effect on the Estimated Salt CCN concentration because the increase in particle 
hygroscopicity offsets the decrease in particle size. The significance of these findings is that clouds with higher 
updraft velocities (such as cumulus) would have larger fractions of New Sulfate and Added Sulfate.

New Sulfate particles accounted for an average of 33 ± 24% of CCN (at 0.1% supersaturation) during 
NAAMES2 clean marine sampling and for an even greater percentage (55 ± 19%) at times when the boundary 
layer inversion was weak. For NAAMES1, the New Sulfate particles accounted for 31 ± 37% of CCN for all clean 
marine air masses and only slightly more (36 ± 24%) during weak boundary layer inversions. Since the New 
Sulfate particles are small when formed by nucleation, they could frequently represent a larger fraction of par-
ticles smaller than the ET-AMS cutoff diameter (145–180 nm, Supplementary Fig. S2 and Table S4). What these 
findings suggest is that New Sulfate particles would represent more than 31% and 33% of CCN at supersaturations 
higher than 0.1% for NAAMES1 and NAAMES2, respectively. Finally, we found that Added Sulfate particles 
account for 32 ± 20% of CCN (Figs 1 and 2) and, at higher atmospheric DMS concentrations (>500 ppt), they 
account for the majority of CCN for NAAMES2. This same class of particles only accounted for 3 ± 3% of CCN 
during NAAMES1.

Discussion
One important finding of this study was that sea spray particles are a large fraction (>50%) of a very small num-
ber (25 cm−3) of natural marine CCN at 0.1% supersaturation in November (NAAMES1), largely because the low 
phytoplankton productivity emits little DMS and consequently few New or Added Sulfate particles. In contrast, 
the phytoplankton bloom conditions of May-June (NAAMES2) in the North Atlantic provide three times more 

Figure 6. Diagram illustrating the three marine sources of particles, namely primary sea salt (Estimated Salt) 
from bubble bursting, condensation of DMS oxidation products onto existing particles (Added Sulfate particles) 
in the boundary layer, and nucleation of DMS oxidation products in the free troposphere before entrainment 
down to the boundary layer (New Sulfate particles). CCN contributions for NAAMES1 (November 2015) and 
NAAMES2 (May-June 2016) illustrate the substantial seasonal differences.
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CCN (90 cm−3), of which less than 5% are from sea spray (Fig. 1, Table 1). Nearly one-third of these CCN (32%) 
in May-June are produced from DMS oxidation products that nucleate New Sulfate particles, and another third 
(31%) is from Added Sulfate on pre-existing particles. These substantial seasonal differences in number concen-
trations provide constraints for models to test their process parameterizations.

An interesting consequence of measuring specific marine particle types is the new evidence for nucleation of 
DMS products in the free troposphere that is provided by the negative correlation of New Sulfate particles to weak 
boundary layer inversions (low CIN). This result provides substantial evidence for particle nucleation occurring 
after lofting DMS to the free troposphere. Going further on this point, the weaker correlation to seawater DMS 
in NAAMES1 suggests that the colder temperatures and lower particle concentrations of November may have 
supported nucleation of DMS-derived H2SO4 in the boundary layer rather than the free troposphere. This pos-
sibility could also explain the small number (3%) of Added Sulfate particles because New Sulfate formation is a 
faster sink of DMS oxidation products if transport to the free troposphere is not required. If this interpretation is 
further substantiated by future studies, it provides strong evidence for the biogenic contribution to cloud radiative 
properties.

Based on these results, we can also consider what would happen if DMS emissions from phytoplankton were 
decreased. Removing the DMS oxidation products that nucleate would eliminate all New Sulfate particles to lower 
CCN by more than 30% in both November and May-June, with the expectation that the organic components 
would redistribute and condense onto existing particles without increasing CCN. We find that removing the 
sulfate mass from the Added Sulfate particles (using densities in Supplementary Table S5) results in 60% fewer 
Added Sulfate CCN at 0.1% supersaturation, indicating that without the condensation of DMS oxidation products 
there would be 19% fewer CCN in May-June (NAAMES2) but little change (2%) in November (NAAMES1). The 
summed effects of removing DMS contributions to both Added Sulfate and New Sulfate particles eliminates an 
average of 9 cm−3 CCN (33%) in November (NAAMES1) and 47 cm−3 CCN (52%) in May-June (NAAMES2). 
Alternatively, if we double the biogenic sulfate in November as a hypothetical response to warmer temperatures 
and more productive phytoplankton, CCN would increase by 33%.

These DMS-driven changes in CCN concentration are expected to influence cloud droplet concentrations, 
but cloud processes can buffer their impact on cloud properties88. For example, increased CCN concentrations 
could reduce precipitation, which could increase or decrease cloud lifetime89,90. But if we consider only the initial 
changes in cloud drop number concentration associated with the CCN differences for an idealized cloud (100 m 
thick, 283 K, 0.3 g/kg liquid water at cloud top) that activates all CCN at 0.1%, then the increase in albedo from 
adding 50% more DMS-related CCN is 13% in November but eliminating biogenic DMS decreases the albedo 
by 52% in May-June. These results provide the most direct evidence to date of the proposed link between greater 
DMS emissions and more CCN20,21. Moreover the results provide season-specific constraints on the magnitude 
of its impact on CCN that could be used to evaluate the fidelity of global simulations of CCN from DMS and sea 
spray25–27,73,91–96. Toward this end, simulations that track CCN from Sea Spray in addition to Added Sulfate and 
New Sulfate as separate particle types would enable quantitative evaluation of the new particle formation rates 
used.

Methods
WACS2, NAAMES1, and NAAMES2 included comprehensive chemical and physical characterization of atmos-
pheric aerosol particles. WACS2 sampled in the northwestern Atlantic aboard the R/V Knorr from 20 May to 5 
June 2014 between 33°N and 42°N and between 61°W and 71°W. NAAMES1 and NAAMES2 sampled in the 
North Atlantic from 6 November to 1 December 2015 and 11 May to 5 June 2016, respectively. During NAAMES1 
the R/V Atlantis transited approximately to the northeast until 55°N at 40°W then headed southward to 40.5°N, 
40°W. For NAAMES2, the R/V Atlantis followed a similar track, from 56.5°N, 47°W to 44°N, 43°W.

Aerosol Particle Measurements. On all three cruises, ambient particles were collected with a 
temperature-controlled isokinetic inlet at approximately 18 m above sea level and dried in diffusion driers before 
being transported to the instruments reported here. Supermicron particles were removed by a 1.0 µm sharp cut 
cyclone (SCC 2.229, BGI Inc. US). A Condensation Particle Counter (CPC 3010, TSI Inc., St. Paul, MN) was 
used to identify contamination from ship exhaust. Submicron particles were analyzed with a high-resolution 
time-of-flight aerosol mass spectrometer (AMS, Aerodyne Research Inc., Billerica, MA)97 that measures 
non-refractory inorganic (sulfate, ammonium, nitrate, chloride) and organic components.

During WACS2, the AMS included LS-AMS mode to analyze the composition of individual particles98 for 
particles with mobility diameter greater than 400 nm99. During NAAMES1 and NAAMES2, the AMS included 
the ET-AMS mode, which extracted mass spectra for individual particles that had ion signals exceeding pre-set 
thresholds for three m/z regions100. NAAMES1 ET-AMS thresholds were typically set to 4.5 ions/extraction at 
m/z 55–79, 6 ions/extraction at m/z 48–150, and 4 ions/extraction at m/z 43 or 2.5 ions/extraction at m/z 48. 
NAAMES2 used the same m/z regions (excluding m/z 48) but with trigger levels of 8, 9, and 3.5 ions/extraction. 
Higher trigger levels were chosen for NAAMES2 to account for the higher single ion baseline and air beam inten-
sity associated with the higher particle concentrations. The thresholds were determined using particle-free air. 
The LS-AMS and ET-AMS measurements were processed by Sparrow software version 1.04E and Tofware version 
2.5.3.b (TOFWERK and Aerodyne Research, Inc.). The pre-processed data were clustered using the clustering 
input preparation panel (CIPP) v1.2 and the clustering analysis panel (CAP) v1.2 (developed by A. Lee, National 
University of Singapore, and M. Willis, University of Toronto), which applies a k-means clustering algorithm to 
the mass spectra of the particles101,102. Only particles with mass spectra signal-to-noise ratio of greater than 5 
were used in the clustering analysis (Table S4). WACS2 also included a second AMS with a soot-particle module 
(SP-AMS, Aerodyne Research Inc., Billerica, MA) operated in standard AMS mode (with tungsten vaporizer on 
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and laser vaporizer off) to evaluate the effect of volatility temperature on salt detection. All diameters from the 
ET-AMS, LS-AMS and pToF-AMS were converted to mobility diameter using a shape factor of 1 and campaign 
average particle type densities (Fig. S2).

Mass spectra of ambient single particles with diameters greater than 180 nm from the Event-Trigger AMS 
(ET-AMS) during NAAMES1 (in November 2015) and NAAMES2 (in May and June 2016) were grouped by 
k-means clustering to identify three types of spectra, all of which are similar to spectra identified by AMS ensem-
ble (non-single-particle) mode measurements: hydrocarbon-like organic aerosols (HOA), oxygenated organic 
aerosols (OOA), and sulfate-containing particles99,102–106 (Fig. 1, Supplementary Note, Tables S2, S3 and S6, and 
Figs S1 and S2). WACS2 particle type fractions from the Light-Scattering Aerosol-Mass-Spectrometer (LS-AMS) 
are shown separately (Fig. S3) for particles greater than 400 nm diameter. The collection efficiency of the AMS 
sea salt (CESS) is calculated as 3.26*Na+, which account for the mass of sodium chloride, magnesium sulfate and 
other inorganic salts present in seawater, where Na+ is the sodium concentration from Ion Chromatography (IC) 
measurements. Non-marine particles are described in the Supplementary Note. The refractory sea salt particles 
missed by the HR-AMS are calculated as Estimated Salt particle number concentration from the ET-AMS num-
ber size distribution scaled to the collection-efficiency-corrected AMS sea salt mass (Figs 1, 2 and Supplemental 
Note). Sea salt (ss) sulfate is calculated by dividing the amount of sulfate associated with sea salt (7.7% of sea salt 
mass)107 from the total sulfate mass measured by IC (Table 1).

On all three cruises, ambient particles were collected on pre-scanned 37 mm Teflon filters (Pall Inc., 1 µm pore 
size) for 4 to 24 hr for Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) spectroscopy (Tensor 27 spectrometer, Bruker, Billerica, 
MA). The particles were dried in diffusion driers and passed through either a 1 µm sharp cut cyclone (SCC 2.229 
BGI Inc., U.S.) or a 1.1 µm cut Berner impactor. The FTIR spectrum from each filter was baselined and inte-
grated at specific peak locations to determine the peak areas of the organic functional groups using an automated 
algorithm108–110. Ambient particles were also collected on Millipore Fluoropore filters with a 1.1 µm cut Berner 
impactor for extraction and IC for sodium, chloride, sulfate, nitrate, and ammonium mass40.

On all three cruises, a Differential Mobility Particle Sizer (DMPS, University of Vienna111) was used to measure 
the number size distribution of dry submicron (0.02–0.8 µm diameter) ambient particles112. Supermicron particle 
size distributions were measured using an Aerodynamic Particle Sizer (APS 3321,TSI Inc., 0.5 < Dp < 20 µm). 
Radon was measured with a dual-flow-loop two-filter 103 radon detector113. During NAAMES1 and NAAMES2, 
a Scanning Electrical Mobility Sizer (SEMS, Model 138, 2002, BMI, Hayward, CA) measured particle size distribu-
tions and a Single-Particle Soot Photometers (SP2, DMT, Boulder, CO) measured refractory black carbon number 
and mass concentration114. Continuous DMS measurements were made by atmospheric pressure chemical ioniza-
tion mass spectrometers115,116. One instrument was dedicated to air measurements and the other analyzed gas that 
had been equilibrated with seawater. During NAAMES1 and NAAMES2, a Cloud Condensation Nuclei Counter 
(CCNC, DMT, Boulder, CO) measured ambient CCN concentrations at 0.1% supersaturation117.

Aircraft and Balloon Microphysical and Meteorological Measurements. The NASA C-130 aircraft 
collected aerosol particle measurements between 100 m and 3000 m near the location of the R/V Atlantis dur-
ing NAAMES1 and NAAMES2. A Scanning Mobility Particle Sizer (SMPS, TSI Inc., Shoreview, MN) measured 
ambient aerosol number size distribution (0.01 to 0.3 µm diameter) at multiple heights. A Condensation Particle 
Counter (CPC 3772, TSI Inc., St. Paul, MN) measured the particle concentration. Both SMPS and CPC measure-
ments are reported at standard temperature and pressure (T = 0 °C, P = 1013 mb). A Proton-Transfer-Reaction 
Time-of-Flight Mass Spectrometer (PTR- MS)118 was used to measure volatile organic compounds including 
DMS.

Radiosondes (iMet-1) were launched twice daily typically between 1000 and 1200 UTC and between 1800 and 
2000 UTC for NAAMES1, NAAMES2 and WACS2. The radiosondes directly measure temperature, pressure, and 
relative humidity, which were used to calculate the inversion strength at the top of the marine boundary layer 
(Supplementary Note)119,120. The inversion strength is useful because it has been shown to be correlated negatively 
to the entrainment rate121–123.

Data Availability. The datasets generated during and analyzed for the WACS2 study are available in the 
UCSD Library Digital Collection repository, https://doi.org/10.6075/J0M61HFH and PMEL repository, https://
saga.pmel.noaa.gov/data/PrePlot.php?cruise=WACS2014.

The datasets generated during and analyzed for the NAAMES1 and NAAMES2 studies are available in the 
UCSD Library Digital Collection repository, https://doi.org/10.6075/J04T6GJ6, in the PMEL repository, https://
saga.pmel.noaa.gov/data/download.php?cruise=NAAMES1 and https://saga.pmel.noaa.gov/data/download.
php?cruise=NAAMES2, and the NASA repository, https://www-air.larc.nasa.gov/missions/naames/index.html.

References
 1. Hudson, J. G., Noble, S. & Jha, V. Stratus cloud supersaturations. Geophysical Research Letters 37, https://doi.

org/10.1029/2010gl045197 (2010).
 2. Hoppel, W. A., Frick, G. M. & Fitzgerald, J. W. Deducing droplet concentration and supersaturation in marine boundary layer 

clouds from surface aerosol measurements. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 101, 26553–26565, https://doi.
org/10.1029/96jd02243 (1996).

 3. Sanchez, K. J. et al. Meteorological and aerosol effects on marine cloud microphysical properties. Journal of Geophysical Research-
Atmospheres 121, 4142–4161, https://doi.org/10.1002/2015jd024595 (2016).

 4. Leaitch, W. R. et al. Physical and chemical observations in marine stratus during the 1993 North Atlantic Regional Experiment: 
Factors controlling cloud droplet number concentrations. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 101, 29123–29135, https://
doi.org/10.1029/96jd01228 (1996).

 5. Frossard, A. A. et al. Sources and composition of submicron organic mass in marine aerosol particles. Journal of Geophysical 
Research-Atmospheres 119, 12977–13003, https://doi.org/10.1002/2014jd021913 (2014).

http://dx.doi.org/10.6075/J0M61HFH
https://saga.pmel.noaa.gov/data/PrePlot.php?cruise=WACS2014
https://saga.pmel.noaa.gov/data/PrePlot.php?cruise=WACS2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.6075/J04T6GJ6
https://saga.pmel.noaa.gov/data/download.php?cruise=NAAMES1
https://saga.pmel.noaa.gov/data/download.php?cruise=NAAMES1
https://saga.pmel.noaa.gov/data/download.php?cruise=NAAMES2
https://saga.pmel.noaa.gov/data/download.php?cruise=NAAMES2
https://www-air.larc.nasa.gov/missions/naames/index.html
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2010gl045197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2010gl045197
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/96jd02243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/96jd02243
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2015jd024595
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/96jd01228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/96jd01228
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014jd021913


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 1SCIENTIfIC REPORTS |  (2018) 8:3235  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-21590-9

 6. Quinn, P. K. et al. Contribution of sea surface carbon pool to organic matter enrichment in sea spray aerosol. Nature Geoscience 7, 
228–232, https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo2092 (2014).

 7. Sievering, H. et al. Removal of Sulfur From The Marine Boundary-Layer By Ozone Oxidation In Sea-Salt Aerosols. Nature 360, 
571–573, https://doi.org/10.1038/360571a0 (1992).

 8. Sievering, H. et al. O-3 oxidation of SO2 in sea-salt aerosol water: Size distribution of non-sea-salt sulfate during the First Aerosol 
Characterization Experiment (ACE 1). Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 104, 21707–21717, https://doi.
org/10.1029/1998jd100086 (1999).

 9. Quinn, P. K. et al. Surface submicron aerosol chemical composition: What fraction is not sulfate? Journal of Geophysical Research-
Atmospheres 105, 6785–6805, https://doi.org/10.1029/1999jd901034 (2000).

 10. Bates, T. S. et al. Processes controlling the distribution of aerosol particles in the lower marine boundary layer during the First 
Aerosol Characterization Experiment (ACE 1). Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 103, 16369–16383, https://doi.
org/10.1029/97jd03720 (1998).

 11. Middlebrook, A. M., Murphy, D. M. & Thomson, D. S. Observations of organic material in individual marine particles at Cape 
Grim during the First Aerosol Characterization Experiment (ACE 1). Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 103, 
16475–16483, https://doi.org/10.1029/97jd03719 (1998).

 12. Murphy, D. M., Thomson, D. S., Middlebrook, A. M. & Schein, M. E. In situ single-particle characterization at Cape Grim. Journal 
of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 103, 16485–16491, https://doi.org/10.1029/97jd03281 (1998).

 13. Bates, T. S. et al. Measurements of ocean derived aerosol off the coast of California. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 
117, 13, https://doi.org/10.1029/2012jd017588 (2012).

 14. Pirjola, L., O’Dowd, C. D., Brooks, I. M. & Kulmala, M. Can new particle formation occur in the clean marine boundary layer? 
Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 105, 26531–26546, https://doi.org/10.1029/2000jd900310 (2000).

 15. Warren, D. R. & Seinfeld, J. H. Prediction Of Aerosol Concentrations Resulting From A Burst Of Nucleation. Journal of Colloid and 
Interface Science 105, 136–142, https://doi.org/10.1016/0021-9797(85)90356-x (1985).

 16. Rinaldi, M. et al. Primary and Secondary Organic Marine Aerosol and Oceanic Biological Activity: Recent Results and New 
Perspectives for FutureStudies. Advances in Meteorology, https://doi.org/10.1155/2010/310682 (2010).

 17. Covert, D. S., Kapustin, V. N., Quinn, P. K. & Bates, T. S. New Particle Formation in The Marine Boundary-Layer. Journal of 
Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 97, 20581–20589, https://doi.org/10.1029/92jd02074 (1992).

 18. Wood, R. et al. Clouds, Aerosols, and Precipitation in The Marine Boundary Layer an ARM Mobile Facility Deployment. Bulletin 
of the American Meteorological Society 96, 419–439, https://doi.org/10.1175/bams-d-13-00180.1 (2015).

 19. Keene, W. C. et al. Chemical and physical characteristics of nascent aerosols produced by bursting bubbles at a model air-sea 
interface. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 112, https://doi.org/10.1029/2007jd008464 (2007).

 20. Shaw, G. E. bio-controlled thermostasis involving the sulfur cycle. Climatic Change 5, 297–303, https://doi.org/10.1007/bf02423524 
(1983).

 21. Charlson, R. J., Lovelock, J. E., Andreae, M. O. & Warren, S. G. Oceanic Phytoplankton, Atmospheric Sulfur, Cloud Albedo and 
Climate. Nature 326, 655–661, https://doi.org/10.1038/326655a0 (1987).

 22. Pandis, S. N., Russell, L. M. & Seinfeld, J. H. The Relationship Between Dms Flux and Ccn Concentration in Remote Marine 
Regions. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 99, 16945–16957, https://doi.org/10.1029/94jd01119 (1994).

 23. Russell, L. M., Pandis, S. N. & Seinfeld, J. H. Aerosol Production and Growth in The Marine Boundary-Layer. Journal of Geophysical 
Research-Atmospheres 99, 20989–21003, https://doi.org/10.1029/94jd01932 (1994).

 24. Odowd, C. D., Smith, M. H., Consterdine, I. E. & Lowe, J. A. Marine aerosol, sea-salt, and the marine sulphur cycle: A short review. 
Atmospheric Environment 31, 73–80 (1997).

 25. Yoon, Y. J. & Brimblecombe, P. Modelling the contribution of sea salt and dimethyl sulfide derived aerosol to marine CCN. 
Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 2, 17–30 (2002).

 26. Pierce, J. R. & Adams, P. J. Global evaluation of CCN formation by direct emission of sea salt and growth of ultrafine sea salt. 
Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 111, https://doi.org/10.1029/2005jd006186 (2006).

 27. Yu, F. & Luo, G. Simulation of particle size distribution with a global aerosol model: contribution of nucleation to aerosol and CCN 
number concentrations. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 9, 7691–7710 (2009).

 28. Quinn, P. K. & Bates, T. S. Regional aerosol properties: Comparisons of boundary layer measurements from ACE 1, ACE 2, 
aerosols99, INDOEX, ACE asia, TARFOX, and NEAQS. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 110, https://doi.
org/10.1029/2004jd004755 (2005).

 29. Zhang, X. L., Massoli, P., Quinn, P. K., Bates, T. S. & Cappa, C. D. Hygroscopic growth of submicron and supermicron aerosols in 
the marine boundary layer. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 119, https://doi.org/10.1002/2013jd021213 (2014).

 30. Massling, A. et al. Hygroscopic properties of different aerosol types over the Atlantic and Indian Oceans. Atmospheric Chemistry 
and Physics 3, 1377–1397, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-3-1377-2003 (2003).

 31. Grythe, H., Strom, J., Krejci, R., Quinn, P. & Stohl, A. A review of sea-spray aerosol source functions using a large global set of sea 
salt aerosol concentration measurements. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 14, 1277–1297, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-1277-
2014 (2014).

 32. Kim, G. et al. Comparison of Hygroscopicity, Volatility, and Mixing State of Subnnicrometer Particles between Cruises over the 
Arctic Ocean and the Pacific Ocean. Environmental Science & Technology 49, 12024–12035, https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.
est.5b01505 (2015).

 33. Wood, R. et al. The VAMOS Ocean-Cloud-Atmosphere-Land Study Regional Experiment (VOCALS-REx): goals, platforms, and 
field operations. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 11, 627–654, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-627-2011 (2011).

 34. Modini, R. L. et al. Primary marine aerosol-cloud interactions off the coast of California. Journal of Geophysical Research-
Atmospheres 120, 4282–4303, https://doi.org/10.1002/2014jd022963 (2015).

 35. Odowd, C. D. & Smith, M. H. Physicochemical Properties of Aerosols over The Northeast Atlantic - Evidence For Wind-Speed-
Related Submicron Sea-Salt Aerosol Production. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 98, 1137–1149, https://doi.
org/10.1029/92jd02302 (1993).

 36. Quinn, P. K., Coffman, D. J., Johnson, J. E., Upchurch, L. M. & Bates, T. S. Small fraction of marine cloud condensation nuclei made 
up of sea spray aerosol. Nature Geoscience. https://doi.org/10.1038/ngeo3003 (2017).

 37. Quinn, P. K., Collins, D. B., Grassian, V. H., Prather, K. A. & Bates, T. S. Chemistry and Related Properties of Freshly Emitted Sea 
Spray Aerosol. Chemical Reviews 115, 4383–4399, https://doi.org/10.1021/cr5007139 (2015).

 38. de Leeuw, G. et al. Production Flux of Sea Spray AerosoL. Reviews of Geophysics 49, https://doi.org/10.1029/2010rg000349 (2011).
 39. Warneck, P. Chemistry of the natural atmosphere: International geophysical series. Vol. 41 (Academic Press, 1988).
 40. Quinn, P. K., Coffman, D. J., Kapustin, V. N., Bates, T. S. & Covert, D. S. Aerosol optical properties in the marine boundary layer 

during the First Aerosol Characterization Experiment (ACE 1) and the underlying chemical and physical aerosol properties. 
Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 103, 16547–16563, https://doi.org/10.1029/97jd02345 (1998).

 41. Reus, M. et al. Aerosol production and growth in the upper free troposphere. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 105, 
24751–24762, https://doi.org/10.1029/2000jd900382 (2000).

 42. Quinn, P. K. 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. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 109, https://doi.org/10.1029/2003jd004010 
(2004).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo2092
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/360571a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/1998jd100086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/1998jd100086
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/1999jd901034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97jd03720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97jd03720
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97jd03719
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97jd03281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2012jd017588
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2000jd900310
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0021-9797(85)90356-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1155/2010/310682
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/92jd02074
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/bams-d-13-00180.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007jd008464
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/bf02423524
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/326655a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/94jd01119
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/94jd01932
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2005jd006186
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004jd004755
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004jd004755
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013jd021213
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-3-1377-2003
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-1277-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-1277-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b01505
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.5b01505
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-627-2011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014jd022963
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/92jd02302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/92jd02302
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/ngeo3003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/cr5007139
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2010rg000349
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97jd02345
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2000jd900382
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2003jd004010


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 2SCIENTIfIC REPORTS |  (2018) 8:3235  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-21590-9

 43. Quinn, P. K. & Bates, T. S. The case against climate regulation via oceanic phytoplankton sulphur emissions. Nature 480, 51–56, 
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature10580 (2011).

 44. Ovadnevaite, J. et al. Submicron NE Atlantic marine aerosol chemical composition and abundance: Seasonal trends and air mass 
categorization. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 119, 11850–11863, https://doi.org/10.1002/2013jd021330 (2014).

 45. Quinn, P. K. et al. Dimethylsulfide Cloud Condensation Nuclei Climate System - Relevant Size-Resolved Measurements of The 
Chemical And Physical-Properties of Atmospheric Aerosol-Particles. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 98, 
10411–10427, https://doi.org/10.1029/93jd00467 (1993).

 46. Kuang, C., McMurry, P. H. & McCormick, A. V. Determination of cloud condensation nuclei production from measured new 
particle formation events. Geophysical Research Letters 36, https://doi.org/10.1029/2009gl037584 (2009).

 47. Hegg, D. A., Ferek, R. J., Hobbs, P. V. & Radke, L. F. Dimethyl Sulfide and Cloud Condensation Nucleus Correlations in The 
Northeast Pacific-Ocean. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 96, 13189–13191, https://doi.org/10.1029/91jd01309 
(1991).

 48. Ayers, G. P. & Gras, J. L. Seasonal Relationship Between Cloud Condensation Nuclei and Aerosol Methanesulfonate in Marine Air. 
Nature 353, 834–835, https://doi.org/10.1038/353834a0 (1991).

 49. Andreae, M. O., Elbert, W. & Demora, S. J. Biogenic sulfur emissions and aerosols over the tropical south-atlantic.3. Atmospheric 
dimethylsulfide, aerosols and cloud condensation nuclei. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 100, 11335–11356, https://
doi.org/10.1029/94jd02828 (1995).

 50. Hegg, D. A., Radke, L. F. & Hobbs, P. V. Particle-Production Associated With Marine Clouds. Journal of Geophysical Research-
Atmospheres 95, 13917–13926, https://doi.org/10.1029/JD095iD09p13917 (1990).

 51. Clarke, A. D. Atmospheric Nuclei in The Pacific Midtroposphere - Their Nature, Concentration, and Evolution. Journal of 
Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 98, 20633–20647, https://doi.org/10.1029/93jd00797 (1993).

 52. Raes, F., VanDingenen, R., Cuevas, E., VanVelthoven, P. F. J. & Prospero, J. M. Observations of aerosols in the free troposphere and 
marine boundary layer of the subtropical Northeast Atlantic: Discussion of processes determining their size distribution. Journal 
of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 102, 21315–21328, https://doi.org/10.1029/97jd01122 (1997).

 53. Yue, G. K. & Deepak, A. Temperature-Dependence of The Formation of Sulfate Aerosols In The Stratosphere. Journal of Geophysical 
Research-Oceans 87, 3128–3134, https://doi.org/10.1029/JC087iC04p03128 (1982).

 54. Sorbjan, Z. Effects caused by varying the strength of the capping inversion based on a large eddy simulation model of the shear-free 
convective boundary layer. Journal of the Atmospheric Sciences 53, 2015–2024, 10.1175/1520-0469(1996)053<2015:ecbvts>2.0.co;2 
(1996).

 55. Cotton, W. R. et al. Cloud venting - A review and some new global annual estimates. Earth-Science Reviews 39, 169–206, https://
doi.org/10.1016/0012-8252(95)00007-0 (1995).

 56. Perry, K. D. & Hobbs, P. V. Further Evidence for Particle Nucleation in Clear-Air Adjacent To Marine Cumulus Clouds. Journal of 
Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 99, 22803–22818, https://doi.org/10.1029/94jd01926 (1994).

 57. Conley, S. A. et al. Closing the dimethyl sulfide budget in the tropical marine boundary layer during the Pacific Atmospheric Sulfur 
Experiment. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 9, 8745–8756 (2009).

 58. Gregory, G. L. et al. An Intercomparison of Instrumentation for Tropospheric Measurements of Dimethyl Sulfide - Aircraft Results 
for Concentrations at The Parts-Per-Trillion Level. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 98, 23373–23388, https://doi.
org/10.1029/93jd00688 (1993).

 59. Simpson, I. J. et al. Aircraft measurements of dimethyl sulfide (DMS) using a whole air sampling technique. Journal of Atmospheric 
Chemistry 39, 191–213, https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1010608529779 (2001).

 60. Thornton, D. C., Bandy, A. R., Blomquist, B. W., Bradshaw, J. D. & Blake, D. R. Vertical transport of sulfur dioxide and dimethyl 
sulfide in deep convection and its role in new particle formation. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 102, 28501–28509, 
https://doi.org/10.1029/97jd01647 (1997).

 61. Russell, L. M. et al. Bidirectional mixing in an ACE 1 marine boundary layer overlain by a second turbulent layer. Journal of 
Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 103, 16411–16432, https://doi.org/10.1029/97jd03437 (1998).

 62. Bandy, A. R. et al. Determination of the vertical flux of dimethyl sulfide by eddy correlation and atmospheric pressure ionization 
mass spectrometry (APIMS). Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 107, 9, https://doi.org/10.1029/2002jd002472 (2002).

 63. Faloona, I. et al. Observations of entrainment in eastern Pacific marine stratocumulus using three conserved scalars. Journal of the 
Atmospheric Sciences 62, 3268–3285, https://doi.org/10.1175/jas3541.1 (2005).

 64. Lenschow, D. H., Krummel, P. B. & Siems, S. T. Measuring entrainment, divergence, and vorticity on the mesoscale from aircraft. 
Journal of Atmospheric and Oceanic Technology 16, 1384–1400, 10.1175/1520-0426(1999)016<1384:medavo>2.0.co;2 (1999).

 65. Clarke, A. D. et al. Particle nucleation in the tropical boundary layer and its coupling to marine sulfur sources. Science 282, 89–92, 
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.282.5386.89 (1998).

 66. Clarke, A. D., Kapustin, V. N., Eisele, F. L., Weber, R. J. & McMurry, P. H. Particle production near marine clouds: Sulfuric acid and 
predictions from classical binary nucleation. Geophysical Research Letters 26, 2425–2428, https://doi.org/10.1029/1999gl900438 
(1999).

 67. Clarke, A. D. et al. Free troposphere as a major source of CCN for the equatorial pacific boundary layer: long-range transport and 
teleconnections. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 13, 7511–7529, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-7511-2013 (2013).

 68. Bates, T. S., Huebert, B. J., Gras, J. L., Griffiths, F. B. & Durkee, P. A. International Global Atmospheric Chemistry (IGAC) project’s 
first aerosol characterization experiment (ACE 1): Overview. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 103, 16297–16318, 
https://doi.org/10.1029/97jd03741 (1998).

 69. Clarke, A. D., Li, Z. & Litchy, M. Aerosol dynamics in the equatorial Pacific Marine boundary layer: Microphysics, diurnal cycles 
and entrainment. Geophysical Research Letters 23, 733–736, https://doi.org/10.1029/96gl00778 (1996).

 70. Katoshevski, D., Nenes, A. & Seinfeld, J. H. A study of processes that govern the maintenance of aerosols in the marine boundary 
layer. Journal of Aerosol Science 30, 503–532, https://doi.org/10.1016/s0021-8502(98)00740-x (1999).

 71. Merikanto, J., Spracklen, D. V., Mann, G. W., Pickering, S. J. & Carslaw, K. S. Impact of nucleation on global CCN. Atmospheric 
Chemistry and Physics 9, 8601–8616, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-8601-2009 (2009).

 72. Raes, F. Entrainment of Free Tropospheric Aerosols as A Regulating Mechanism for Cloud Condensation Nuclei in The Remote 
Marine Boundary-Layer. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 100, 2893–2903, https://doi.org/10.1029/94jd02832 (1995).

 73. Korhonen, H., Carslaw, K. S., Spracklen, D. V., Mann, G. W. & Woodhouse, M. T. Influence of oceanic dimethyl sulfide emissions 
on cloud condensation nuclei concentrations and seasonality over the remote Southern Hemisphere oceans: A global model study. 
Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 113, https://doi.org/10.1029/2007jd009718 (2008).

 74. Dzepina, K. et al. Molecular characterization of free tropospheric aerosol collected at the Pico Mountain Observatory: a case study 
with a long-range transported biomass burning plume. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 15, 5047–5068, https://doi.org/10.5194/
acp-15-5047-2015 (2015).

 75. Woodhouse, M. T. et al. Low sensitivity of cloud condensation nuclei to changes in the sea-air flux of dimethyl-sulphide. 
Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 10, 7545–7559, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-7545-2010 (2010).

 76. Murphy, D. M. et al. Influence of sea-salt on aerosol radiative properties in the Southern Ocean marine boundary layer. Nature 392, 
62–65, https://doi.org/10.1038/32138 (1998).

 77. Gaston, C. J. et al. Direct Night-Time Ejection of Particle-Phase Reduced Biogenic Sulfur Compounds from the Ocean to the 
Atmosphere. Environmental Science & Technology 49, 4861–4867, https://doi.org/10.1021/es506177s (2015).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature10580
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2013jd021330
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/93jd00467
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2009gl037584
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/91jd01309
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/353834a0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/94jd02828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/94jd02828
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JD095iD09p13917
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/93jd00797
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97jd01122
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/JC087iC04p03128
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0012-8252(95)00007-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0012-8252(95)00007-0
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/94jd01926
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/93jd00688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/93jd00688
http://dx.doi.org/10.1023/a:1010608529779
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97jd01647
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97jd03437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2002jd002472
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/jas3541.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.282.5386.89
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/1999gl900438
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-7511-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/97jd03741
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/96gl00778
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0021-8502(98)00740-x
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-8601-2009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/94jd02832
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2007jd009718
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-5047-2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-5047-2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-7545-2010
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/32138
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es506177s


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

13SCIENTIfIC REPORTS |  (2018) 8:3235  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-21590-9

 78. Zhang, Q. et al. Deconvolution and quantification of hydrocarbon-like and oxygenated organic aerosols based on aerosol mass 
spectrometry. Environmental Science & Technology 39, 4938–4952, https://doi.org/10.1021/es048568l (2005).

 79. Devore, J. L. & Berk, K. N. Modern Mathematical Statistics with Application. 2nd edn, (Springer Science+Business Media, 2012).
 80. Williams, J., de Reus, M., Krejci, R., Fischer, H. & Strom, J. Application of the variability-size relationship to atmospheric aerosol 

studies: estimating aerosol lifetimes and ages. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 2, 133–145 (2002).
 81. Kohler, H. The nucleus in and the growth of hygroscopic droplets. Transactions of the Faraday Society 32, 1152–1161, https://doi.

org/10.1039/tf9363201152 (1936).
 82. Petters, M. D. & Kreidenweis, S. M. A single parameter representation of hygroscopic growth and cloud condensation nucleus 

activity. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 7, 1961–1971, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-1961-2007 (2007).
 83. Kulmala, M. et al. Formation and growth rates of ultrafine atmospheric particles: a review of observations. Journal of Aerosol 

Science 35, 143–176, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2003.10.003 (2004).
 84. Russell, L. M. et al. Nanoparticle growth following photochemical alpha- and beta-pinene oxidation at Appledore Island during 

International Consortium for Research on Transport and Transformation/Chemistry of Halogens at the Isles of Shoals 2004. 
Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 112, https://doi.org/10.1029/2006jd007736 (2007).

 85. Pirjola, L., Lehtinen, K. E. J., Hansson, H. C. & Kulmala, M. How important is nucleation in regional/global modelling? Geophysical 
Research Letters 31, https://doi.org/10.1029/2004gl019525 (2004).

 86. Mochida, M. et al. Hygroscopicity and cloud condensation nucleus activity of marine aerosol particles over the western North 
Pacific. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 116, https://doi.org/10.1029/2010jd014759 (2011).

 87. Schill, S. R. et al. The Impact of Aerosol Particle Mixing State on the Hygroscopicity of Sea Spray Aerosol. Acs Central Science 1, 
132–141, https://doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.5b00174 (2015).

 88. Stevens, B. & Feingold, G. Untangling aerosol effects on clouds and precipitation in a buffered system. Nature 461, 607–613, https://
doi.org/10.1038/nature08281 (2009).

 89. Albrecht, B. A. Aerosols, Cloud Microphysics, and Fractional Cloudiness. Science 245, 1227–1230, https://doi.org/10.1126/
science.245.4923.1227 (1989).

 90. Stevens, B. & Seifert, A. Understanding macrophysical outcomes of microphysical choices in simulations of shallow cumulus 
convection. Journal of the Meteorological Society of Japan 86A, 143–162, https://doi.org/10.2151/jmsj.86a.143 (2008).

 91. Pringle, K. J., Carslaw, K. S., Spracklen, D. V., Mann, G. M. & Chipperfield, M. P. The relationship between aerosol and cloud drop 
number concentrations in a global aerosol microphysics model. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 9, 4131–4144, https://doi.
org/10.5194/acp-9-4131-2009 (2009).

 92. Woodhouse, M. T., Mann, G. W., Carslaw, K. S. & Boucher, O. Sensitivity of cloud condensation nuclei to regional changes in 
dimethyl-sulphide emissions. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 13, 2723–2733, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-2723-2013 
(2013).

 93. Carslaw, K. S. et al. Large contribution of natural aerosols to uncertainty in indirect forcing. Nature 503, 67–+, https://doi.
org/10.1038/nature12674 (2013).

 94. Partanen, A. I. et al. Global modelling of direct and indirect effects of sea spray aerosol using a source function encapsulating wave 
state. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 14, 11731–11752, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-11731-2014 (2014).

 95. Lawson, S. J. et al. Seasonal in situ observations of glyoxal and methylglyoxal over the temperate oceans of the Southern 
Hemisphere. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 15, 223–240, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-223-2015 (2015).

 96. McCoy, D. T. et al. The global aerosol-cloud first indirect effect estimated using MODIS, MERRA, and AeroCom. Journal of 
Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 122, 1779–1796, https://doi.org/10.1002/2016jd026141 (2017).

 97. DeCarlo, P. F. et al. Field-deployable, high-resolution, time-of-flight aerosol mass spectrometer. Analytical Chemistry 78, 
8281–8289, https://doi.org/10.1021/ac061249n (2006).

 98. Liu, S., Russell, L. M., Sueper, D. T. & Onasch, T. B. Organic particle types by single-particle measurements using a time-of-flight 
aerosol mass spectrometer coupled with a light scattering module. Atmospheric Measurement Techniques 6, 187–197, https://doi.
org/10.5194/amt-6-187-2013 (2013).

 99. Frossard, A. A., Russell, L. M., Massoli, P., Bates, T. S. & Quinn, P. K. Side-by-Side Comparison of Four Techniques Explains the 
Apparent Differences in the Organic Composition of Generated and Ambient Marine Aerosol Particles. Aerosol Science and 
Technology 48, V–X, https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2013.879979 (2014).

 100. Price, D. J. et al. More unsaturated, cooking-type hydrocarbon-like organic aerosol particle emissions from renewable diesel 
compared to ultra low sulfur diesel in at-sea operations of a research vessel. Aerosol Science and Technology 51, 135–146, https://
doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2016.1238033 (2017).

 101. Lee, A. K. Y. et al. Single-particle characterization of biomass burning organic aerosol (BBOA): evidence for non-uniform mixing 
of high molecular weight organics and potassium. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 16, 5561–5572, https://doi.org/10.5194/
acp-16-5561-2016 (2016).

 102. Lee, A. K. Y., Willis, M. D., Healy, R. M., Onasch, T. B. & Abbatt, J. P. D. Mixing state of carbonaceous aerosol in an urban 
environment: single particle characterization using the soot particle aerosol mass spectrometer (SP-AMS). Atmospheric Chemistry 
and Physics 15, 1823–1841, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-1823-2015 (2015).

 103. Aiken, A. C. et al. O/C and OM/OC ratios of primary, secondary, and ambient organic aerosols with high-resolution time-of-flight 
aerosol mass spectrometry. Environmental Science & Technology 42, 4478–4485, https://doi.org/10.1021/es703009q (2008).

 104. Ulbrich, I. M., Canagaratna, M. R., Zhang, Q., Worsnop, D. R. & Jimenez, J. L. Interpretation of organic components from Positive 
Matrix Factorization of aerosol mass spectrometric data. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 9, 2891–2918, https://doi.org/10.5194/
acp-9-2891-2009 (2009).

 105. Zhang, Q. et al. Understanding atmospheric organic aerosols via factor analysis of aerosol mass spectrometry: a review. Analytical 
and Bioanalytical Chemistry 401, 3045–3067, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-011-5355-y (2011).

 106. Crippa, M. et al. Organic aerosol components derived from 25 AMS data sets across Europe using a consistent ME-2 based source 
apportionment approach. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 14, 6159–6176, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-6159-2014 (2014).

 107. Holland, H. D. The Chemistry of the Atmosphere and Oceans. (Jon Wiley 1978).
 108. Maria, S. F., Russell, L. M., Turpin, B. J. & Porcja, R. J. FTIR measurements of functional groups and organic mass in aerosol 

samples over the Caribbean. Atmospheric Environment 36, 5185–5196, https://doi.org/10.1016/s1352-2310(02)00654-4 (2002).
 109. Russell, L. M. et al. Oxygenated fraction and mass of organic aerosol from direct emission and atmospheric processing measured 

on the R/V Ronald Brown during TEXAQS/GoMACCS 2006. Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 114, https://doi.
org/10.1029/2008jd011275 (2009).

 110. Takahama, S., Johnson, A. & Russell, L. M. Quantification of Carboxylic and Carbonyl Functional Groups in Organic Aerosol 
Infrared Absorbance Spectra. Aerosol Science and Technology 47, 310–325, https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2012.752065 (2013).

 111. Winklmeyer, W., Reischl, G. P., Lindner, A. O. & Berner, A. New electromobility spectrometer for the measurement of aerosol size 
distributions in the size range 1 to 1000 nm. J. Aerosol. Sci. 22, 289–296 (1991).

 112. Bates, T. S., Coffman, D. J., Covert, D. S. & Quinn, P. K. Regional marine boundary layer aerosol size distributions in the Indian, 
Atlantic, and Pacific Oceans: A comparison of INDOEX measurements with ACE-1, ACE-2, and Aerosols99. Journal of Geophysical 
Research-Atmospheres 107, https://doi.org/10.1029/2001jd001174 (2002).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es048568l
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/tf9363201152
http://dx.doi.org/10.1039/tf9363201152
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-1961-2007
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2003.10.003
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2006jd007736
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2004gl019525
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2010jd014759
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/acscentsci.5b00174
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature08281
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.245.4923.1227
http://dx.doi.org/10.1126/science.245.4923.1227
http://dx.doi.org/10.2151/jmsj.86a.143
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-4131-2009
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-4131-2009
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-2723-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature12674
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/nature12674
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-11731-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-223-2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2016jd026141
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/ac061249n
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-187-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/amt-6-187-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2013.879979
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2016.1238033
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2016.1238033
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-5561-2016
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-5561-2016
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-1823-2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.1021/es703009q
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-2891-2009
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-2891-2009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s00216-011-5355-y
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-6159-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s1352-2310(02)00654-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008jd011275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2008jd011275
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2012.752065
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/2001jd001174


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 4SCIENTIfIC REPORTS |  (2018) 8:3235  | DOI:10.1038/s41598-018-21590-9

 113. Whittlestone, S. & Zahorowski, W. Baseline radon detectors for shipboard use: Development and deployment in the First Aerosol 
Characterization Experiment (ACE 1). Journal of Geophysical Research-Atmospheres 103, 16743–16751, https://doi.
org/10.1029/98jd00687 (1998).

 114. Betha, R. et al. Lower NOx but higher particle and black carbon emissions from renewable diesel compared to ultra low sulfur 
diesel in at-sea operations of a research vessel. Aerosol Science and Technology 51, 123–134, https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.201
6.1238034 (2017).

 115. Bell, T. G. et al. Air-sea dimethylsulfide (DMS) gas transfer in the North Atlantic: evidence for limited interfacial gas exchange at 
high wind speed. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 13, 11073–11087, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-11073-2013 (2013).

 116. Bell, T. G. et al. Dimethylsulfide gas transfer coefficients from algal blooms in the Southern Ocean. Atmospheric Chemistry and 
Physics 15, 1783–1794, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-1783-2015 (2015).

 117. Quinn, P. K., Bates, T. S., Coffman, D. J. & Covert, D. S. Influence of particle size and chemistry on the cloud nucleating properties 
of aerosols. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics 8, 1029–1042, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-8-1029-2008 (2008).

 118. Muller, M. et al. A compact PTR-ToF-MS instrument for airborne measurements of volatile organic compounds at high 
spatiotemporal resolution. Atmospheric Measurement Techniques 7, 3763–3772, https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-7-3763-2014 (2014).

 119. Berkes, F. et al. Airborne observation of mixing across the entrainment zone during PARADE 2011. Atmospheric Chemistry and 
Physics 16, 6011–6025, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-6011-2016 (2016).

 120. Ouwersloot, H. G. & de Arellano, J. V. G. Analytical Solution for the Convectively-Mixed Atmospheric Boundary Layer. Boundary-
Layer Meteorology 148, 557–583, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-013-9816-z (2013).

 121. Stevens, B. Entrainment in stratocumulus-topped mixed layers. Quarterly Journal of the Royal Meteorological Society 128, 
2663–2690, https://doi.org/10.1256/qj.01.202 (2002).

 122. Myers, T. A. & Norris, J. R. Observational Evidence That Enhanced Subsidence Reduces Subtropical Marine Boundary Layer 
Cloudiness. Journal of Climate 26, 7507–7524, https://doi.org/10.1175/jcli-d-12-00736.1 (2013).

 123. Lilly, D. K. Models of Cloud-Topped Mixed Layers Under A Strong Inversion. Quarterly Journal of the Royal Meteorological Society 
94, 292–&, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49709440106 (1968).

Acknowledgements
This work was funded by NSF AGS-1360645 and NASA NNX15AE66G. DMS measurements aboard the NASA 
C-130 were supported by the Austrian Federal Ministry for Transport, Innovation and Technology (bmvit) 
through the Austrian Space Applications Programme (ASAP) of the Austrian Research Promotion Agency (FFG). 
We thank Tim Onasch, Bill Brooks and Leah Williams for assistance with AMS operation and maintenance. We 
thank Amanda Frossard for advice on the analysis of marine AMS measurements. We thank Derek Coffman, Jim 
Johnson, Cyril McCormick and the crew of R/V Atlantis, and the crew of the R/V Knorr for their contributions to 
successful measurements at sea.

Author Contributions
K.J.S. and L.M.R. analyzed and interpreted the measurements, collected WACS2 measurements, performed 
the modeling, and wrote the manuscript. C.C., R.B., D.J.P., J.P., T.G.B., and E.S.S. collected measurements 
on NAAMES1 and NAAMES2. J.L. processed WACS2 measurements. P.M. and R.D.V. collected WACS2 
measurements. L.D.Z., E.C.C., R.M., M.M., S.A.S. and A.W. collected measurements on the C-130. A.Y.L. created 
the code for clustering LS-AMS and ET-AMS mass spectra. L.M.R., P.K.Q., T.S.B., E.S.S., and M.J.B. designed the 
WACS2 and NAAMES cruises. All authors reviewed the manuscript.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-21590-9.
Competing Interests: The authors declare no competing interests.
Publisher's note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

Open Access This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the Cre-
ative Commons license, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons license and your intended use is not per-
mitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from the 
copyright holder. To view a copy of this license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.
 
© The Author(s) 2018

http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/98jd00687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1029/98jd00687
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2016.1238034
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2016.1238034
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-11073-2013
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-1783-2015
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-8-1029-2008
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/amt-7-3763-2014
http://dx.doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-6011-2016
http://dx.doi.org/10.1007/s10546-013-9816-z
http://dx.doi.org/10.1256/qj.01.202
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/jcli-d-12-00736.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/qj.49709440106
http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-21590-9
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Substantial Seasonal Contribution of Observed Biogenic Sulfate Particles to Cloud Condensation Nuclei
	Results
	Marine Sulfate Sources of Atmospheric Particles. 
	Entrainment of Particles into the Boundary Layer. 
	CCN Source Contributions. 

	Discussion
	Methods
	Aerosol Particle Measurements. 
	Aircraft and Balloon Microphysical and Meteorological Measurements. 
	Data Availability. 

	Acknowledgements
	Figure 1 Relative (top) and absolute (bottom) contribution of particles with different chemical compositions measured by ET-AMS in NAAMES1 (November) and NAAMES2 (May-June) for air masses separated for continental (radon greater than 1000 mBq m−3) and mar
	Figure 2 Contributions of seven particle types to (a,b) CN180 and (c,d) CCN (at 0.
	Figure 3 Correlations of NAAMES1 (November) and NAAMES2 (May-June) Added Sulfate and New Sulfate non-refractory particle number fraction to (a,c) atmospheric DMS, (b,d) seawater DMS, and (e) particle MSA.
	Figure 4 Dependence of WACS2 LS-AMS and NAAMES1 and NAAMES2 ET-AMS non-refractory particle number fractions during clean marine conditions on CIN calculated from radiosonde measurements.
	Figure 5 Free troposphere (a) and near-surface (b,c) particle size distributions collected on the NASA C-130 aircraft and R/V Atlantis on 20 May 2016 during NAAMES2 (times shown are UTC).
	Figure 6 Diagram illustrating the three marine sources of particles, namely primary sea salt (Estimated Salt) from bubble bursting, condensation of DMS oxidation products onto existing particles (Added Sulfate particles) in the boundary layer, and nucleat
	Table 1 Observed Ion Chromography (IC) sea salt and sulfate concentrations and Condensation Nuclei (CN) and Cloud Condensation Nuclei (CCN) concentrations (at 0.




