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Abstract. We present a novel kinetic multi-layer model that  Depending on the complexity of the investigated system,
explicitly resolves mass transport and chemical reaction atuinlimited numbers of volatile and non-volatile species and
the surface and in the bulk of aerosol particles (KM-SUB). chemical reactions can be flexibly added and treated with
The model is based on the PRA framework of gas-particleKM-SUB. We propose and intend to pursue the application
interactions (Bschl-Rudich-Ammann, 2007), and itincludes of KM-SUB as a basis for the development of a detailed mas-
reversible adsorption, surface reactions and surface-bulk exer mechanism of aerosol chemistry as well as for the deriva-
change as well as bulk diffusion and reaction. Unlike earliertion of simplified but realistic parameterizations for large-
models, KM-SUB does not require simplifying assumptions scale atmospheric and climate models.

about steady-state conditions and radial mixing. The tempo-
ral evolution and concentration profiles of volatile and non-
volatile species at the gas-particle interface and in the particlg
bulk can be modeled along with surface concentrations and

gas uptake coefficients. Aerosols are ubiquitous in the atmosphere and have strong

In this study we explore and exemplify the effects of effects on climate and public health (Seinfeld and Pandis,
bulk diffusion on the rate of reactive gas uptake for a sim-1998; Finlayson-Pitts and Pitts, 20000gehl, 2005). De-
ple reference system, the ozonolysis of oleic acid particlespending on chemical composition and surface properties,
in comparison to experimental data and earlier model studaerosol particles can act as condensation nuclei for cloud
ies. We demonstrate how KM-SUB can be used to inter-droplets and ice crystals, and they can affect the abundance of
pret and analyze experimental data from laboratory studiesirace gases through heterogeneous chemical reactions (Am-
and how the results can be extrapolated to atmospheric cormann et al., 1998; #&schl, 2005; Fuzzi et al., 2006; An-
ditions. In particular, we show how interfacial and bulk dreae and Rosenfeld, 2008; Hallquist et al., 2009). Gas-
transport, i.e., surface accommodation, bulk accommodatiomarticle interactions can also significantly change the physi-
and bulk diffusion, influence the kinetics of the chemical re- cal and chemical properties of aerosols such as toxicity, reac-
action. Sensitivity studies suggest that in fine air particu-tivity, hygroscopicity and radiative propertiesg@thl, 2002;
late matter oleic acid and compounds with similar reactiv- Rudich, 2003; Kanakidou et al., 2005; Rincon et al., 2009;
ity against ozone (carbon-carbon double bonds) can reackviedensohler et al., 2009). Chemical reactions and mass
chemical lifetimes of many hours only if they are embeddedtransport lead to continuous transformation and changes in
in a (semi-)solid matrix with very low diffusion coefficients the composition of atmospheric aerosols (“chemical aging”)
(<10 0cmPs 1y, (Schwartz and Freiberg, 1981; Hanson, 1997; Smith et al.,
2003; Ammann and®&schl, 2007).

Atmospheric particles consist of a wide variety of organic

Correspondence tdJ. Poschl and inorganic chemical compounds which can exist in dif-
BY (u.poschi@mpic.de) ferent liquid or (semi-)solid states (crystalline, amorphous,
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glassy, ultraviscous, gel-like) (Seinfeld and Pandis, 1998;2 Model description

Finlayson-Pitts and Pitts, 2000; Mikhailov et al., 2009).

Chemical reactions can occur both at the surface and in thdhe kinetic multi-layer model of aerosol surface and bulk

bulk of liquid and (semi-)solid particles. Itis often difficultto chemistry (KM-SUB) builds on the formalism and termi-

discriminate surface and bulk reactions, and the relative imNology of the PRA framework (Ammann and$thl, 2007;

portance of surface and bulk processes is not well understooB0schl et al., 2007). A list of symbols is given in Ap-

(e.g., Moise and Rudich, 2000; Hearn et al., 2005; PfrangPendix A.

et al., 2009). Resistor model formulations are widely used As illustrated in Fig. 1, KM-SUB consists of multiple

to describe and investigate heterogeneous reactions and mupodel compartments and layers, respectively: gas phase,

tiphase processes in laboratory, field and model studies ofear-surface gas phase, sorption layer, quasi-static surface

atmospheric chemistry (Hanson, 1997; Finlayson-Pitts andayer, near-surface bulk, and a numbendfulk layers. The

Pitts, 2000; Worsnop et al., 2002; Anttila et al., 2006; King duasi-static surface layer has a monolayer thickness that cor-

et al., 2008, 2009; and references therein). The traditionalésponds to the (average) effective molecular diameter of

resistor models, however, are usually based on simplifyinghon-volatile species ) (3y;). The thickness of bulk layers

assumptions such as steady-state conditions, homogeneo(s follows from the number of layers:{ and particle radius

mixing, and limited numbers of non-interacting species and(rp) : 8 = (rp—3dv;)/n.

processes. The following processes are considered in KM-SUB: gas
In order to overcome these limitation®)$2hl, Rudichand ~ phase diffusion, gas-surface transport (reversible adsorp-

Ammann have developed a kinetic model framework (PRAtiON), surface layer reactions, surface-bulk transport, bulk

framework) with a double-layer surface concept and uni-diffusion, and bulk reactions. As outlined in the PRA frame-

versally applicable rate equations and parameters for mas&ork, the following differential equations can be used to

transport and chemical reactions at the gas-particle interdescribe the mass balance of volatile specigsaXd non-

face of aerosols and cloudsd#hl et al., 2007). Am- Volatile species Y for each model layer:

mann and Bschl (2007) provided first examples on how the

PRA framework can be applied to describe various physico-

chemical processes in aerosols and clouds such as reallXils/df = Jadsx; — Jaesx; + Psx; — Lsx,

tive gas uptake on solid particles and solubility saturation—Jsb,x; + Jb,sX; (2)
of liquid droplets under transient or steady-state conditions. v dr — 2
Springmann et al. (2009) demonstrated the applicability andlY jlss/dr = Jo.ssy; = Jssb,v; + Pssy; — Lssy; @)

usefulness of the PRA framework in an urban plume box

model of the degradation of benzo[a]pyrene on soot by ozone

and nitrogen dioxide. Shiraiwa et al. (2009) presented ad[X;]p1/df = (Jsp.x; — Jo.sx;)A(L)/ V(1)

kinetic dpuble-layer surface_ model (KZ-SURF) and mast(_ar_(Jblybzxi — Jo2b1x,)AQ@)/ V(D) + Porx, — Loix, 3)
mechanism for the degradation of a wide range of polycyclic
aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs) by multiple photo-oxidants
(O3, NO2, OH and NQ) through different types of parallel
and sequential surface reactions. Pfrang et al. (2009) deveB[Y jlb1/df = (Jssb,y; — Jb,ssv;)A(1)/ V(1)

oped a kinetic double-layer model coupling aerosol surface_(JblbeYj — Jo2b1Y ) AR/ V(D) +Pory, —Lory, (4
and bulk chemistry (K2-SUB), in which mass transport and '
chemical reactions in the particle are not explicitly resolved

but represented by a reacto-diffusive flux (Danckwerts, 1951;

Hanson, 1997). diXiIbe/df = (Jok—1,bk.x; — Jok bk—1,%,) A(k)/ V (k)

Here we present a kinetic multi-layer model of aerosol —(Juk,bk+1,x; — Jok+1,bk,x; ) Ak +1)/ V (k) + Po x,
surface and bulk chemistry (KM-SUB) that explicitly treats —Lbg x; k=2,...n—1) (5)
all steps of mass transport and chemical reaction from the
gas-particle interface to the particle core, resolving concen-
tration gradients and diffusion throughout the particle bulk.

We demonstrate the applicability of KM-SUB for a common ALY jloe /At = (Jor—1,bk,Y; = Jok,bk—1,v ;) A (k) / V (k)

model system of organic aerosol chemistry, the ozonolysis of-(Jok, bk+1,Y; — Jbk+1,bk,Y ;) A(k+1)/ V (k) + Pok,v;

oleic acid droplets (e.g., Moise and Rudich, 2002; Katribet_ ., (k=2,...n—1) (6)
al., 2004, 2005; King et al., 2004, 2009; Knopf et al., 2005; o

Ziemann, 2005; Hearn and Smith, 2007; Pfrang et al., 2009;

Sage et al., 2009; Vesna et al., 2009), and we compare the re-

sults of our numerical simulations with the results of earlier AXilbn /At = (Jon—1.bn.X; = Jonbn—1.X;) A1)/ V (1)
experimental and theoretical studies of this system. +Pon,x; — Lbn,x; )

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 3673691, 2010 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/10/3673/2010/
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Fig. 1. Kinetic multi-layer model (KM-SUB){(a) Model compartments and layers with corresponding distances from particle ogyiter (
x), surface areasA) and volumes¥); Lx; is the mean free path of,Xn the gas phasey; and(Syj are the thicknesses of sorption and
quasi-static bulk layers; is the bulk layer thicknesgb) Transport fluxes (green arrows) and chemical reactions (red arrows).

2.1 Gas-surface interactions and surface layer reactions

dlY jlp./dr = (Jon—1.bn.Y; = Jonn—1.Y,;)A(n)/ V (n) The principles and details of gas-phase and gas-surface trans-
+Pou,y; — Lony, (8) port (Jags Jge9 and surface layer reactionbd, Lss Ps, Ps9)

have been discussed and illustrated in the PRA framework
The various types of mass transport fluxés and rates of ~ (Poschl et al., 2007; Ammann ana$chl, 2007) and in the
chemical production and los®( L) are defined in the list K2-SURF study of aerosol surface chemistry (Shiraiwa et
of symbols (Table A1)A(k) andV (k) are the outer surface al., 2009). Here we just briefly summarize the key aspects
area and the volume of the bulk layerespectively (Fig. 1). and equations. The fluxes of surface collisions, adsorption
For spherical particles) (k) andV (k) can be calculated from and desorption of a volatile species &coll,x,, Jadsx; and
the particle bulk radius-f = rp — v ), bulk layer thickness Jdesx;) are given by:
(8) and layer index numbér as follows.

4 JcoII,X,- S [xi]gsﬂ)xi /4 (13)
_ 7 o 3 . 13
V(k) - 3]T [(rb (k 1)8) (b ké) :| (9) Jadsx[ =0UsX; JcoII,X; (14)
A(k) = 4r (rp— (k — 1)8)? (10)  Jdesx; =kdx; [Xils (15)
For planar geometry (thin films), the surface-to-volume ratioos x;, = a5 0,x, (1 —6s) (16)
is constant:
Os= ZUsX,- [Xils (17)
Ak)/V(k)=1/8 (11) i

The surface-to-volume ratios of the layers play an importantlXilgs iS the near-surface gas phase concentratiory pix;
role in accounting for particle geometry. The absolute num-iS the mean thermal velocitysx; is the surface accom-

ber of non-volatile molecules Yin the particle {Vy,) canbe ~ Modation coefficient, andl x; is the desorption rate coef-
calculated as follows: ficient or inverse desorption lifetime, respectiveky &, =

T(I>l<i)- as,0,x; is the surface accommodation coefficient on an
(12) adsorbate-free surfaces x; is the effective molecular cross

section of X in the sorption layer, ané is the surface cov-

erage by adsorbed species.
whereAssis the surface area of the particle. In the following  The influence of changing chemical composition of the
sub-sections we specify the formalisms used to describe anduasi-static particle surface on adsorbate-surface interactions
calculate fluxes or rates of gas-surface interactions, surfacgreversible adsorption) can be taken into account by describ-
bulk transport, bulk diffusion and bulk reactions. ing as 0,x; andrg,x, as a linear combination of the parameter
values(xs,o,xi,yj andrd,x,.,yj that would be observed on pure

n

Ny; =1Y jlssAsst+ Y LY locV (k)
k=1

www.atmos-chem-phys.net/10/3673/2010/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 36932010
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substrates made up by the different surface components Y2.2 Surface-bulk transport
weighted by their fractional surface arégy; (Poschl etal.,

2007): The surface-bulk transport of volatile specigs(¥s,x; and
Jbsx;) is defined as exchange between sorption layer and
#s0.X: ZZ%O’X“'Y"@SS‘Y-/ (18)  hear-surface bulk, and the surface-bulk transport of non-
I volatile species Y (Jssby and Jp, ssY;) is defined as ex-
Tdx; = Zrd,xi,yjessyj (19) change between quasi- statlc surface layer and near-surface

bulk. Based on the PRA framework, surface to bulk trans-

For slow gas uptake and in the gas kinetic-regime (smallPOrt can be described by:
uptake coefficient, large Knudsen numbei;]ys is prac-
tically the same as the average gas phase concentration OFbX =ksbx; [Xils (24)

X; in the investigated systeniiX;]g. For rapid gas uptake Jssby, =ksso.y LY lss (25)

in the continuum or transition regime (large uptake coeffi- ! !

cient, small Knudsen number), the gas phase diffusion corigp, x; andkssp,v; are first-order transport rate coefficients
rection factorCy x, can be used to calculafeX;]gs from (s~1) of X; and Y;, respectively. In the same way, bulk to
[Xilg: [Xilgs = Cgx,[Xi]g (POschl et al., 2007; Shiraiwa et g rface transport/fsx, and Jo.ssy,) can be described as

al., 2009). The uptake coefficienty;) for X; is given by: follows:
= T (200  Jnsx, =kosx,[Xilbs (26)
coll,X;
Ygstx; IS the reaction probability for elementary gas-surface Jo,ssy; =kb,ssy;[Y jlb1 (27)
reactions (potentially relevant for free radicals but assumed
to be zero in the remainder of this study). kosx; andkpssy; (cm s 1) are transport rate coefficients,

General rate equations of chemical production and lossvhich can be regarded as effective transport velocities. Es-
by surface layer reaction®{x,, Pssv,, Lsx;, Lssy,) are  timates for these effective transport velocities can be derived
specified in the PRA framework (Sect. 3.3psehl et al., from the corresponding bulk diffusion coefficierd x, and
2007). Different types of surface layer reactions can pro-Dp,y; (cn?s~1) by considering the average distance traveled
ceed within the sorption layerP{sx, — Lssx;), within by molecules diffusing in one directiont = (4Dyt/7)/2
the quasi-static surface layePgssy; — Lssssy;), and be-  (Atkins, 1998; Pfrang et al., 2009), On average, a molecule
tween sorption layer and quasi-static layB{ sx;, —Lsssx;, Y in the near-surface bulk layek & 1) needs to travel a
Psssy; — Lsss ;). The generalized rate equations for reac- distance ofx ~ (§+38y,)/2 to move into the quasi-static sur-
tions between volatile species ¥ the sorption layer and face layer. The average time required to travel over this dis-
non-volatile species Yin the quasi-static layer are given by: tance by diffusion is = (3+3Yj)277/(16Db,Yj)- By division

of travel distance over travel time we obtain the following

Psssx. — Lsssx, estimate for the effective transport velocity:

= ZZZCSLRU,S,XikSLRv,Xl,,Yq [XplslYglss (21)  kbssy; =8Dpy;/((8+8y;)m) (28)
vop g
Under equilibrium conditions, mass conservation implies
PssssY; — Lssssy; kossy;[Y jlb1= kssb,y;[Y i]ss and for pure ¥ the surface
. k X 1Y 29 and bulk concentratlons are given by the inverse of the effec-
_ZZZCSLRMSSW SLRu.X. Yy [XplslY glss (22) " ive molecular cross section and of the effective molecular
volume, respectivelyfY ;]ss= 8y 2 and[Y ;]p1=87°. Thus,
HerecSLRU sx; andcsiry, ssY; stand for the stoichiometric we obtain JISST, ! Yi
coefficients (negative for startmg materials and positive for
reaction products) of species ¥nd Y; in reaction SLR; kssb.y, ~ kb.ssy, /8y, ~8Dpy , /(8 +8v,)dy ) (29)

v=1, ..., umax IN @ system with a total number afyax

(photo-)chemical reactions occurring on the surface of theln analogy, the bulk-to-surface transport velocity of X
investigated aerosol particleks gy, x »,v4 IS @ second-order can be calculated for an average travel distancer ef
reaction rate coefficient. In the exemplary simulations of (§+dx,+23y,)/2 from the near-surface bulk layer into the
the ozonolysis of oleic acid performed in this study and sorption layer:

presented in Sect. 3, we consider only chemical loss and a

second-order surface layer reaction betwegdQand oleic ~ kb,sx; ~8Dpx, /(8 +8x; + 28y ;)m) (30)

acid () with the following rate equation: . . :
An estimate forksp x;, can be determined by matching the

Lsx = Lssy =ksLrx.,Y[XIs[Y]ss (23)  rate coefficients for gas-surface and surface-bulk transport

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 3673691, 2010 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/10/3673/2010/
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with a literature value or estimate for the gas-particle equilib-2.4 Bulk reaction
rium partitioning coefficientKsolcc x,) or Henry’s law coef-
ficient, respectively (Bschl et al., 2007): Chemical reactions proceeding within the bulk of a particle
are defined as bulk reactions (BR). For simplicity, we assume
(31) that all relevant bulk reactions proceed via quasi-elementary
s, X; WX; steps with straightforward first- or second-order rate depen-
wherekqx, is the first-order rate coefficient of desorption. dences on the concentrations within each bulk layer. The

From the fluxes and rates of gas-surface transport, surfacdollowing generalized expressions can be used to describe

bulk transport and surface reaction follows the bulk accomo-net chemical production (i.e. production minus loss) of bulk
dation coefficient of X species Xor Y ; within the bulk layetrk.

4kb,s,x,- Ksol,cc,X; kd,x,-

ksb,x; =

ap o Jsb.X,
Xi = Us)X;
! ! Jdein + JS,b,Xi + LS,X,'

2.3 Bulk diffusion

(32)
Poix; — Lbkx, = > cBrox; [Xp bk
vop

Bulk diffusion is explicitly treated in the KM-SUB model as (kBRv,Xp + ZkBRU’Xp’Xq [Xq Jbx +ZkBRvsxp~Yr[Yr]bk> (39)
the mass transporfif 1) from one bulk layer (bulk) to i "
the next (bulkk +=1). In analogy to surface—bulk mass trans-

port, we describe the mass transport fluxes between differen I _ ZZC Y]
layers of the bulk by first-order rate equations: k.Y j S0k, = L~ BRu,Y; LY plbk
Jok bk+1,%; = kb,b,x; [Xilbk (33)

(kBRv,Y,, + Y kBRro.Y,. Y, [Ylbk+ Y KBRuX,.Y, [Xr]bk) (40)
Jok,bka1,Y; = ko.b,y; [Y bk (34) q r

Estimates for the transport rate coefficients or effective ve-Herecgg, x; andcpry,y; stand for the stoichiometric coef-
locities of X; and Y;, kppx, andkppy; (cms™), can be ficients (negative for starting materials and positive for reac-
calculated from the corresponding diffusion coefficients. Fortion products) of species;Xand Y; in reaction BR); v=1,
this purpose we assume that each layer is homogeneously. ., vyax in a system with a total number of,ax chemical
mixed (no concentration gradient within a layer) and that thereactions occurring in the bulk layér kBrv,xp @andkgry,Y p
average travel distance for molecules moving from one layemre first-order reaction rate coefficients akggr, x p.Xgs
to the next is the layer thickness kBRv,X p,Yr» kBRu,Y p,Yq @Ndkery Xy p are second-order bulk
reaction rate coefficients between, Xnd X,, X, and Y,,
ko.b.x; =4Db.x; /(78) @5 »andY,, and % and Y, respe(r:)t)ively, ?r%thepcondeésed
kob,y; =4Dpy; /() (36) phase bulk of a system with multiple volatile species which

can react with each other. In principle, higher-order reac-
This treatment of bulk diffusion yields practically the same P P g

it trati il th Vi ¢ artial dif tions might also occur in real systems and could be flex-
results (concentration profiles) as the solving of partia " ibly included in the model. In the exemplary simulations

ferential equgtions (Smith et .al" 2003), put itis more flexi- of the ozonolysis of oleic acid performed in this study and
ble and requires no assumptions about interfacial transportpresented in Sect. 3, we consider only chemical loss and a

As detailed in Appendix B, the ozone concentrations Calcu'second-order bulk reaction betweer (X) and oleic acid
lated for the near-surface bulk indicate that the assumptior(Y) with the following rate equation:

of Henry's law equilibrium is not a realistic boundary layer

tc:nrlgmon for the PDE method when applied to reactive sys-y, « — 1, v = kgr x.v [XIok[Y Tok (41)
The influence of changing chemical composition of the

particle bulk on diffusion can be taken into account by de-3 Model application: oxidation of oleic acid by ozone

scribing Dy x; or Dpy, as a linear combination of the pa-

rameter values that would be observed in pure bylk Y To test and demonstrate the applicability of the KM-SUB
model, we simulated the oxidation of oleic acid particles
Dy x; ZZDb,Xi,Yp Dy, (37) by ozone in comparison to experimental data from Zie-
p mann (2005). The same data set has recently been used by
Pfrang et al. (2009) for simulations with a kinetic double-
Dby, =) Dpy,v, ® 38 )
b.Y; Xp: bYj.YpThY, (38) layer model (K2-SUB; Appendix C). The gas phase ozone

o concentration was set tfX]g = [X]gs = 7.0 x 103cm3
The weighting factorby,y,, could be the mole, mass, or vol- - (corresponding to 2.8 ppm at 1013 hPa and 298 K). The ini-
ume fraction of Y, in the bulk (Roschl et al., 2007). tial surface and bulk concentrations of ozone (X) were set to

www.atmos-chem-phys.net/10/3673/2010/ Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 36982010
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Table 1. Kinetic parameters for the interaction of ozone (X) and ical transformation on particle size and properties shall be

oleic acid (Y) in different model scenarios (base cases 1-3). incorporated in follow-up studies. .
Here we focus on three model scenarios (base cases) char-

Parameter Base case 1 Base case 2 Base case 3 qcterizing the influence of different parameters gnd .condi—

— — — tions on the uptake of ozone and the decay of oleic acid. The
s,0,X 4(1).?110 86550110 4'023 110 derivation and choice of kinetic parameters were discussed in
de’X (Z):mz s 1(')_5 10'_5 10'_10 detail by Pfrang et al. (2009). In view of the uncertainties and

b,X . . ™ .

Doy (cms~) 10-10 10-10 10-15 limited availability of experimental data we compare three

ksirx .y (Cm@s™h)  6.0x10712 6.0x10°12  6.0x10°12 cases covering a range of plausible parameter variations.
kBR,;(,\,( emdsl)  1.7x10715 50x10°17 1.7x10°15 In base case 1 (BC1, kinetic limitation by interfacial trans-
port) we assumed fast bulk reaction with a literature-derived
rate coefficient ofkgr x.y = 1.7 x 107°cm®s™1 (equiva-
lent to 1® L mol~1s™1) (Titov et al., 2005). The surface

_ reaction rate coefficiemts rx y =6 x 1072cm?s~1 was
X]so=[X =0, and the initial surface and bulk concen- o . .
'Eraati&(?ns E)f](;)ré?c acid (¥) were set to [¥o=9. Tx 10 cm-2 adopted from Pfrang et al. (2009). Note that this value is

. . d f itude | th ted value by oth
and [Y]ss0=1.2x10?*cm~3, respectively. Accordingly, the an Orcier of magnituce ‘OWer than 1eporec vaiie by oer

S 4 ! . studies (Gonzalez-Labrada et al., 2007; King et al., 2009).
initial value of the total number of oleic acid molecules in g . Jitfusion coefficients were adopted from earlier stud-
particles with a radius of 0.2 pm waé, g =4.1 x 107.

_ _ ies Dpx =10%cn?s ™1, Dy =10"0cn?s™1) (Smith et
We modeled the temporal evolution of the particle sur- 5 2002, 2003), and the parameters of reversible adsorption

face and bulk composition and of the ozone uptake coefyyere adjusted to match the experimental data of oleic acid
ficient by numerically solving the differential equations of gecay g x = 4.2 x 104 andrq x = 0.015s).

mass balance for each model compartment with Matlab soft- |, pase case 2 (BC2, kinetic limitation by bulk reaction)

ware (ode23tb solver with 999 time steps). The rate equaye assumed slow bulk reaction with a rate coefficie80

tions describing the ozone — oleic acid reaction system argimes lower than in BClgrx y =5x 107 cmis ). The
listed in Appendix D. The kinetic parameters required for 54sorption parameters were re-adjusted to match the exper-
the model simulations are summarized in Table 1: the surjnental data §s0x = 8.5x 1074, 7gx = 0.001s), and all
face accommodation coefficient of ozong ¢x), the des-  gther parameters were kept equal to BC1. Note that in BC1
orption lifetime of ozone 1q x), the bulk diffusion coeffi- 5,4 BC2 the results can be reproduced with different com-
cients of ozone and oleic acid x, Dpy), the second-  pinations ofasox and rqx, that are closer to prediction
order surface layer reaction rate coeff|C|eif1§.|_(3,x,y), and of molecular dynamic simulations (e.gt0.x ~ 102 and

the second-order bulk reaction rate coefficiekgr(x v)- tax ~ 10-9s) (Vieceli et al., 2005; Shiraiwa et al., 2009).

Additional input parameters were the mean thermal velocThege aspects will be further investigated in follow-up stud-
ity of ozone fx = 3.6 x 10*cms1), the Henry's law co-  jgg

A _ 4 3 atr—1 )
efficient (Ksolcox = 4.8 x 10" molcm>atm™), and the In base case 3 (BC3, kinetic limitation by bulk diffu-
molecular diameters of oleic acidy(= 0.8 nm) and ozone sion) we assumed slow mass transport in the bulk with

(6x = 0.4nm) (Pfrang et al., 2009). The model simulations yitsion coefficients that are characteristic for amorphous
were performed with = 100 layers corresponding to a layer (semi-)solid matrices (Bird et al., 2007; Swallen et al., 2007;

thickness of8 = 1.99 nm forrp =0.2 um, unless mentioned  \ikhailoy et al., 2009) and five orders of magnitude lower
otherwise. For simplicity the physico-chemical parametersyon in BC1 and BC2 My x = 10 °cn? st and Dy y =
were assumed to be constant throughout each model run. 1 5-15 2 s, ' '

The first-generation products of oleic acid oxidation by
ozone are mainly 1-nonanal, 9-oxononanoic acid, nonanoi@.1 Base case 1: kinetic limitation by interfacial
acid, and azelaic acid (Moise and Rudich, 2002; Katrib et transport
al., 2004; Thornberry and Abbatt, 2004; Vesna et al., 2009).
1-Nonanal is highly volatile and likely to evaporate from Figure 2 illustrates the model results of KM-SUB in base
the particle (Sage et al., 2009). The other products, howcase 1 with the kinetic parameters specified in Table 1. As
ever, have higher molecular masses and are more polar, leshown in Fig. 2a, the simulated decay of oleic acid is in
volatile and likely to remain in the condensed phase (Jimenexery good agreement with the experimentally observed de-
etal., 2009). Moreover, they may undergo recombination recay. Throughout the experimental time scale of 1-15 s,
actions forming second-generation products of higher molecthe simulated ozone uptake coefficient is nearly constant
ular mass such as dimers or oligomers in the bulk (Rudichand identical to the surface and bulk accommodation coef-
et al., 2007, and references therein). These effects go bdicients (/x &~ ap x ~ asx ~ aso.x ~ 4 x 107%), indicating
yond the scope of the present study, but the gas-particle pathat the gas uptake is limited by interfacial mass transport,
titioning of (semi-)volatile species and the effects of chem-i.e., by the process of bulk accommodation which is in turn
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~30s the ozone uptake coefficient rapidly drops off when — KM-SUB (n = 100)

reaction partner oleic acid is used up by the rapid bulk reac- o — KM-SUB(n=1)

limited by the process of surface accommodation. After (g) 45107 I T T 10
----- K2-SUB 1

tion (yx/yx.0~ Ny /Ny o < 1% after~37s). 3
As shown in Fig. 2b, the surface concentration of oleic e N e 4
acid also decreases gradually over the f¥r80 s and drops
off rapidly afterwards. In contrast, the surface concentra- e N, experiment
tion of ozone exhibits a rapid initial increase from zero to a —— Ny, model
plateau level ofX]s~ 10 cm~2, which is reached within T — %
less than a second-@0 ms) and determined by the combina- | =~ %X
tion of reversible adsorption, surface reaction, and surface- ok .
to-bulk transport driven by the chemical reaction in the bulk. 0 10 20 30 40
Over the first 30 §,X]s gradually increases with the decay of
oleic acid and the related decrease of chemical loss. As the 14
chemical loss by reaction with oleic acid rapidly drops off
after~30s,[X]s swiftly increases by an order of magnitude
to a steady-state level ef10'2cm~2, which is governed by
reversible adsorption.

To test how the number of model layers in the particle
bulk affects the simulation results, we have run the model
with n =1, 5 and 100 layers corresponding to layer thick-
nesses of = 1992, 39.8 and 1.99nm, respectively. The
results obtained witlk =100 and 5 were practically iden-
tical, demonstrating the robustness of the multi-layer model
approach with transport rate coefficients (velocities) scaled
by the layer thickness (Egs. 28-31). As shown in Fig. 2,
the deviations obtained with= 1 were relatively minor, but
they indicate that the particle bulk cannot be regarded as Welkjg 2. Temporal evolution of model base case 1 in KM-SUB with
mixed under the conditions of base case 1. Similar deviations, — 1 (dashed lines) ang= 100 (solid lines) and in K2-SUB (dot-
were obtained with the kinetic double-layer model K2-SUB, ted lines). (a) Experimental data (black symbols; Ziemann, 2005)
in which the bulk processes are not explicitly resolved butand model results for the total number of oleic acid moleculgs, (
represented by a reacto-diffusive flux (Appendix C, Pfrangblack line) and for the uptake coefficient of ozong red line),
etal., 2009). surface accommodation coefficienis(x, blue dotted line), and

The KM-SUB model results for the bulk concentration Pulk accommodation coefficieng x, blue dashed line)(b) Sur-
profiles of ozone and oleic acid were also essentially theface concentrations of oleic acid (black line) and ozone (red line).
same withn = 100 and 5. For high resolution and to avoid
congestion of the plot, however, only the profiles obtained ]

100 layers are shown in Fig. 3. The y-axis indicates the ra-ubility saturation([X1p,sa=8 x 104 cm® = Ksolcc.x [Xlgs
dial distance from the particle centef) (hormalized by the ~ With Kso.cc,x =4.8x 10~ molcm2 atm™).

particle radiusip), ranging from the particle coré(rp ~ 0) As shown in Fig. 3b, the ozone gradient and the ozonolysis
to the near-surface bulk{—§)/rp ~ 1). of oleic acid cause a reverse gradient in the bulk concentra-

As shown in Fig. 3a, ozone rapidly diffuses into the par- tion of oleic acid. Because the concentration of oleic acid is
ticle bulk. A gradient between the near-surface bulk and theseveral orders of magnitude larger than that of ozone, how-
core is established within less than a secor@@ms), and  €ver, the strong gradient of ozone induces only a small gradi-
the concentration profile is determined by the interplay of in-éent in oleic acid. During the first few seconds, the oleic acid
terfacial mass transport (surface and bulk accommodationyoncentration in the near-surface bulk-§% lower than in
with bulk diffusion and chemical reaction. During the first the particle core. As the ozone gradient relaxes af@0's,
few seconds, the ozone concentration in the particle core i$he small oleic acid gradient also disappears. Thus, oleic acid
about a factor 0f-50 lower than in the near surface bulk. Up can effectively be regarded as well-mixed.
to ~30s, the ozone concentration gradient decreases gradu- Figure 4a shows the loss rate of oleic acid and ozone
ally with the decay of oleic acid and the related decrease oby chemical reaction in the particle bulkg) as calculated
chemical loss. As the chemical loss by reaction with oleicwith KM-SUB for different model layers and with KM-SUB
acid rapidly drops off afte~~30s, the ozone concentration and K2-SUB effectively averaged over the whole bulk vol-
gradient swiftly relaxes, and after37 s ozone is well mixed ume. The averaged values bf calculated by K2-SUB and
throughout the particle bulk at the concentration level of sol-KM-SUB are almost identical, demonstrating consistency

X'y, X'Syy Xy

— [Yls

—— KM-SUB (n = 100)
— KM-SUB (n=1)

0 10

) -2
Surface concentration (cm”) &

20 30 40
time (s)
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Fig. 3. Temporal evolution of bulk concentration profiles for model Fig. 4. (a)Loss rate Lp,) and(b) absolute loss rateL{;, ) of oleic
base case 1 fofa) ozone andb) oleic acid (KM-SUB withn = acid in the bulk calculated by KM-SUB for bulk layers 1 (near-
100). The y-axis indicates the radial distance from the particle cenyface bulk), 20, 40, 60, and 100 (core) in BCLy, calculated
ter () normalized by the particle radius, ranging from the particle by K2-SUB and volume average, (= L}/ V) calculated by KM-

core /rp=46/rp~0) to the near-surface bulk(rp=1). The col- ~ SUB are shown in panel (a). Total absolute los rat) (calculated
ored lines are isopleths of bulk concentration with labeled in unitspy KM-SUB and K2-SUB are also shown in panel (b).

of cm—3 (blue=low, red=high). The black solid line represents the
reacto-diffusive length for ozone normalized by the particle radius

(1—Irg,x/rp)- The black dotted line represents the 50% isoline for .
the concentration difference between the particle core and the neaflicate that the overall rate of conversion or absolute loss rate

surface bulk, and the black dashed line shows 63% isolirig;of of oleic acid and ozone molecules in the particle is strongly
dominated by the outer bulk layersstrp > 0.8. Due to the
spherical geometry the outer layers also have much larger
of KM-SUB with K2-SUB and with the underlying resis- Vvolumes, which further enhances their relative importance
tor model formulation of the reacto-diffusive fluk, 4. Due with regard to the absolute loss rate of molecules in each
to the overall kinetic limitation by interfacial transport, the layer (L, = Lok Vox) and in the entire particlelff = Ly Vb).
volume-average loss ratep remains near-constant up to Figure 4b illustrates this by displaying the valuedgf and
~30's. During the first few seconds, the loss rate in the nearLy, corresponding to the values @ty and Ly, displayed in
surface bulk Lp1, r/rp~ 1) is more than a factor of 2 higher Fig. 4a (note the linear scaling of Fig. 4a and the logarithmic
than the volume-average loss rate, while the loss rates in layscaling of Fig. 4b) L{ calculated by KM-SUB and K2-SUB
ers around the particle corégsoto Lpioo r/rp < 0.6) are  are aimost identical.
more than a factor of 2 loweLp; continually decreases due  The black solid line in Fig. 3a represents the reacto-
to progressing consumption of oleic acid, wheréaso to diffusive length for ozone normalized by the particle radius
Lp100 exhibit a pronounced increase upt@5s due to the  (1—/qx/rp), which can be regarded as the distance from
penetration of ozone to the particle core (see also Fig. 3a)the surface up to which the chemical reaction proceeds effec-
After ~35s all loss rates drop off rapidly and approach zerotively (Finlayson-Pitts and Pitts, 2000p8tchl et al., 2007).

after~37 s as oleic acid is essentially used up. The initial value ofl;q x ~20 nm is consistent with the values
Up to~30s, the strong radial gradient of loss ratgsand reported by Smith et al. (2003) and Katrib et al. (2004). Over
the approximate coincidence bfzq (r/rp ~ 0.8) with Ly in- the first~30 s of the model rufg x remains fairly constant,
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and the reacto-diffusive line (black solid) coincides with the (@) 4fig , I , 7 102
50% isoline for the concentration difference between the frQ s St
particle core and the near-surface bulk (black dotted), and e mY' ;X;):e’:me”‘ il
with the 63% (=1-1/e) isoline ofL}; (black dashed). During 3 — T oy
this time 63% ofL}, i.e., 63% of the overall rate of con- — - gy T R
version of oleic acid ozonolysis, occur in the outermost 10 Q2+ 1 Z
bulk layers, i.e. at/rp > 0.9 (corresponding te-30% of the % L %
particle bulk volume). After~30s,/q x increases steeply as =L
oleic acid is depleted and ozone can freely penetrate through- —— KM-SUB (n = 100)
out the bulk of the particle. = fSUB=Y + 10
0)=3 | 1 | [

3.2 Base case 2: kinetic limitation by bulk reaction ° 1 timzeo(s) % 0

(b) 10™ l T | .
In base case 2 the second-order bulk reaction rate coefficientq—
was by a factor 0f-30 smaller than in BC1, while the surface  § — M
accommodation coefficient was by a factord? higher (Ta- 5 10°F —Ix, n
ble 1). As shown in Fig. 5a, the simulation results of BC2are & | K2-SUB
also in very good agreement with the observed decay of oleic § —— KM-SUB (n = 100)
acid. The calculated ozone uptake coefficient behaves very § 10— KMSUB(n=1) .
differently than in BC1. The initial value g in BC2 is by g e T
a factor of~2 higher than in BC1. It reflects rapid uptake g all
into the initially ozone-free particle bulk, which is limited @ 10 1
by the kinetics of interfacial transport, i.e., bulk accommo- 0 1'0 2'0 3'0 4'0

dation and surface accommodation, respectively. After less .
than one second{20 ms), howeveryy steeply drops off to a time (s)

level that is reaction-limitedyf ~ 10~* <apx ~8x 10" Fig 5 Temporal evolution of model base case 2 in KM-SUB with
and continues to decrease gradually with decreasing abun;— 1 (dashed lines) and= 100 (solid lines) and in K2-SUB (dot-
dance of the reaction partner oleic acid. ted lines). (a) Experimental data (black symbols; Ziemann, 2005)
After a rapid initial increase~20ms), the ozone sur- and model results for the total number of oleic acid moleculgs, (
face concentration reaches a plateau level which increasddackline) and for the uptake coefficient of ozopg (red line), sur-
only slightly until the end of the simulation, while the olejc face accommodation coefficientx, blue dotted line), and bulk
acid surface concentration decreases gradually. In contrast g-commedation coefficientr, x, biue dashed line)(b) Surface
" L concentrations of oleic acid (black line) and ozone (red line).

BC1, none of the compositional and kinetic parameters ex-

hibit abrupt changes after30 s. Instead, they all undergo a

gradual evolution reflecting the kinetics of the rate-limiting Figure 7a shows the loss rate of oleic acid and ozone by
bulk reaction. chemical reaction in the particle bulkg) as calculated with
The results of multi-layer model KM-SUB with both= KM-SUB for different model layers and with KM-SUB and
100 and 1 were practically identical to the results of the K2-SUB effectively averaged over the whole bulk volume.
double-layer model K2-SUB, indicating that the particle bulk The average values dfy, calculated by K2-SUB and KM-
can be regarded as well mixed under the conditions of BC2.SUB are almost identical. Due to the kinetic limitation by
Due to faster interfacial transport and slower chemical re-bulk reaction, the volume-average loss ragalecreases con-
action, the ozone concentration in the bulk increases muctinuously due to consumption of oleic acid. Initially, in
faster than in BC1 (Fig. 6a vs. Fig. 3a). After less than onethe near-surface bulklf, r/rp~ 1) is ~40% higher than
second 20 ms), the ozone concentration in the core of thethat in the core Lp100 corresponding to the concentration
particle is only~30% lower than in the near-surface bulk, gradient of Q in the bulk. They become almost same in 20
and the gradient continues to decrease with decreasing abufi-as concentration gradient becomes smaller. Figure 7b il-
dance of oleic acid. Due to the slow decay of oleic acid, how-lustratesLy, (= Lpx Vik) and Li(= LpVp) corresponding to
ever, a small ozone gradient persists until the end of the simthe values ofLy, andLy, displayed in Fig. 7a (note the linear
ulation (Fig. 6a) and thus longer than in BC1, where the ini- scaling of Fig. 7a and the logarithmic scaling of Fig. 7bj.
tially very strong gradient essentially disappears aft87 s calculated by KM-SUB and K2-SUB are almost identical.
when practically all oleic acidX99%) has been consumed  The black solid line in Fig. 6a represents again the reacto-
by the rapid bulk reaction (Fig. 3a). As illustrated in Fig. 6b, diffusive length for ozone normalized by the particle radius
oleic acid can be regarded as well-mixed (concentration dif-(1—1/q x /rp). Due to the lower reaction rate coefficient, the
ferences<1%). initial value of /g x ~ 120nm is by a factor of-6 larger
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Fig. 7. (a)Loss rate Lp) and(b) absolute loss rate {;, ) of oleic
Fig. 6. Temporal evolution of bulk concentration profiles for model acid in the bulk calculated by KM-SUB for bulk layers 1 (near-
base case 1 fofa) ozone andb) oleic acid (KM-SUB withn = surface bulk), 20, 40, 60, and 100 (core) in BCRy, calculated
100). The y-axis indicates the radial distance from the particle centy K2-SUB and volume average, (= L}/ Vp) calculated by KM-
ter () normalized by the particle radius, ranging from the particle SUB are shown in panel (a). Total absolute los rafg) calculated

core (/rp=24/rp~0) to the near-surface bulk (rp=1). The col-  py KM-SUB and K2-SUB are also shown in panel (b).
ored lines are isopleths of bulk concentration with labeled in units

of cm—3 (blue=low, red=high). The black solid line represents the

reacto-diffusive length for ozone normalized by the particle radiusther experiments covering a wider range of reaction times

- i % isoli o . -
(1=lra.x/rp). The black dotted line represents the 50% isoline for 54 o gitions are needed to elucidate the actual reaction
the concentration difference between the particle core and the near-

surface bulk, and the black dashed line shows 63% isoliri%of mechanism (see Pfrang et al., 2009).

3.3 Base case 3: kinetic limitation by bulk diffusion

than in BC1, and after-20s it is already larger than the Base case 3 is based on base case 1 but the bulk diffusion
particle radius (200 nm), indicating that the reaction effec-coefficients are lower by five orders of magnitude, & =
tively proceeds throughout the whole bulk. The 50% isoline 10-19¢cn? s, Dy y = 10-1%cn? s72, Table 1), correspond-
(black dotted) for the ozone concentration difference be-ing to characteristic diffusivities of amorphous (semi-)solid
tween the particle core and the near-surface bulk and the 63%natrices (Bird et al., 2007; Swallen et al., 2007; Mikhailov
(=1-1/e) isoline ofL{ (black dashed) remain near-constant et al., 2009).
throughout the simulation. They are from the beginning at  As jllustrated in Fig. 8a, the decay of oleic acid is very
the same IeVeI reached at the end Of BCl, which I’eflects thf:%'ow in BC3 because the low d|ffus|v|ty effective'y pr‘o_
both ozone and oleic can be regarded as well mixed in BC3ects oleic acid in the particle bulk from oxidation. Within
due to slow reaction and rapid diffusion. ~1s the calculated ozone uptake coefficient drops from the
BC1 may be regarded as more realistic, because it uses thaitial value of ~4x10~3 to ~2x10~°, which is due to a
only reported value of the bulk reaction rate coefficient of rapid decrease of the oleic acid surface concentration from
ozone with oleic acid, whereas BC2 assumes3d times  ~10"cm 2 to ~102cm~2. After ~1s the ozone surface
lower value. Nevertheless, both model cases are in goo@oncentration remains practically constant~at0?cm—2
agreement with the available experimental data. Thus, fur{adsorption equilibrium). The low levels of ozone uptake

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 3673691, 2010 www.atmos-chem-phys.net/10/3673/2010/



M. Shiraiwa et al.: Kinetic multi-layer model of aerosol chemistry (KM-SUB) 3683

(@) ax10 b } iy @) 100 e — Se+12
................................. 1o ‘¥\.\ 3&@12 e
o® ® N,, experiment —— % 4 099+ —————————5e+1 e
3 — Ny, model , 10
S
4 < ]
R . 0.98
= 2 2% =
J a5 R 0.97
5610 g
1 e K2-SUB .
— KM-SUB (n = 100) 1 0.96
P
o mmmmm e mm e e oo
0 b ! ! ! H 10° 0.95— T T T I
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
time (s) time (sec)
@:) 10" | | T i (b)1.00 60120 56+20
e 9e+20 8e+20 76%20
5  |f e K2-SUB — [Yls 0.99
= 10" H — KM-SUB (n=100) — [X], - 1e+21
.(% 0.98 1.1e+21
c e
ol 10" .| =
c \\ 0.97 4 1.2e+21
o] \
(5]
3 0.96
© 11 L _ 90T
T 10
(7]
1 L 1 1 0.95 T T T
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40

time (s) time (s)

Fig. 9. Temporal evolution of bulk concentration profiles for model

base case 3 fofa) ozone andb) oleic acid (KM-SUB withn =

100). The y-axis indicates the radial distance from the particle cen-

ter (-) normalized by the particle radius, ranging freyhp=0.95

to the near-surface bulk (rp =1). The colored lines are isopleths

of bulk concentration with labeled in units of cm (blue=low,

red=high). The black solid line represents the reacto-diffusive

length for ozone normalized by the particle radius-(kg,x /rp).-

The black dotted line represents the 50% isoline for the concentra-

tion difference between the particle core and the near-surface bulk,

coefficient and oleic acid surface concentration are main-and the black dashed line shows 63% isolind. pf

tained by surface bulk exchange and decrease slowly as

ozone increases and oleic acid decreases also in the near-

surface bulk. In contrast to BC1, the bulk accommodationremain restricted to the near surface bulk( >0.99). This

coefficientay, X(~ 2% 107°) is much smaller thansx and s also reflected in Fig. 10, showing that the valueg g&and

vx. reflecting the slow uptake of ozone into the particle bulk, ¢ are essentially zero except for= 1 (near-surface bulk

which is limited by the kinetics of surface-bulk exchange and|ayer).

bulk diffusion. Compared to KM-SUB, the simulated decay of oleic acid
Due to fast reaction and slow diffusion, both ozone andand ozone uptake are faster in K2-SUB. At the end of the

oleic acid exhibit steep concentration gradients near the sumodel run (40s), the total amount of oleic acitiv() is

face, whereas the inner particle bulk remains nearly undower by~10% while the surface concentration of oleic acid

changed (Fig. 9). During the simulation period ozone pen-([Y]ss) and the ozone uptake coefficiemk( are higher by a

etrates only into the near-surface bulk, and thus the chemifactor of ~5. This is because K2-SUB assumes that oleic

cal consumption of oleic acid is also restricted to the near-acid is radially well-mixed and does not resolve its con-

surface bulk £/rp > 0.99). Accordingly, the reacto-diffusive centration profile. In fact, the diffusion coefficient of oleic

length is very small{0.1 nm; black solid line in Fig. 9a), acid (Dpy) does not appear in the equation for the reacto-

and the 50% isoline (black dotted) for the ozone concentradiffusive flux (Eq. C1), which represents the effects of all

tion difference between particle core and near-surface bullbulk processes in the traditional resistor model approach. In

as well as the 63%= 1-1/e) isoline ofL} (black dashed) case of kinetic limitation by bulk diffusion, however, the

Fig. 8. Temporal evolution of model base case 3 with KM-SUB
(n =100). (a) Experimental data (black symbols; Ziemann, 2005)
and model results for the total number of oleic acid moleculgs, (
black line) and for the uptake coefficient of ozopg (red line), sur-
face accommodation coefficient{x, blue dotted line), and bulk
accommodation coefficienttf x, blue dashed line).(b) Surface
concentrations of oleic acid (black line) and ozone (red line).
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Fig. 10. (a)Loss rate Lp) and(b) absolute loss ratd ;) of oleic
acid in the bulk calculated by KM-SUB for bulk layers 1 (near-
surface bulk), 2, 3, 4, and 5 in BC3. Total absolute loss rage (
are also shown.

typical polluted air with 100 ppb §) #1/> was shortened to
~8 min for rp = 0.2 um and~40 min forrp =1.0um. The
calculations were also made in BC2, which gave almost the
same results forp =0.2 um and gave-20% smaller value

for rp=1.0 um compared to BC1.

The ozonolysis of oleic acid leads to an increase of oxygen

reaction rates are influenced by the mass transport of botgontent and hygroscopicity (Asad et al., 2004), and it can

volatile and non-volatile reactants in the particle bulk.

3.4 Chemical half-life of oleic acid and atmospheric
implications

convert CCN-inactive particles into CCN (King et al., 2009).
Our model results suggest that the transformation of oleic
acid particles will occur on a timescale ofL h depending

on atmospheric @concentration and particle size. This is in
good agreement with the characteristic time of 1.3 h reported

In the preceding sections we showed how the KM-SUB by King et al. (2009).

model can be used to interpret and analyze experimental data In spite of the short lifetimes found in laboratory exper-
from laboratory studies, which are often carried out with highiments, however, oleic acid is detected also in aged atmo-
Oz concentration to observe measurable effects on short exspheric aerosol particles (Rogge et al., 1991; Morris et al.,
perimental time scales. Here we demonstrate how the resul8002). Possible explanations include reduced concentrations
can be extrapolated to dilute atmospheric conditions. of O3 (and other photo-oxidants) in the particle bulk due to
We estimated the chemical half-lifei o) of pure oleic  the following effects: (a) chemical reaction with other re-
acid particles, when exposed to ozone at average ambierctive species, self-reaction or catalytic decomposition; (b)
mixing ratios 150 ppb). The radii of oleic acid particles competitive co-adsorption and surface reaction of multiple
(rp) were setto be 0.2 and 1.0 um. The chemical half-life wasspecies such as water vapor and nitrogen oxides (Shiraiwa
defined as the time when number of oleic acid molecules wa®t al., 2009; Springmann et al., 2009); (c) slow mass trans-
degraded to half of its initial value. The solid lines of Fig. 11 port because of low diffusion coefficients in solid or semi-
show the results of such calculations with BC1. At typical solid phases (crystalline, glassy, rubbery, gel-like or ultra-
atmospheric @ mixing ratios of 30 ppby1/> was~25 min viscous: Mikhailov et al., 2009). The formation of semi-
for rp =0.2 um and~130min forrp =1.0um. The chemi- solid amorphous phases is generally favored by low temper-
cal half-life depended strongly on particle radius (i.e. num-ature and low relative humidity (Zobrist et al., 2008), and
ber of oleic acid molecules contained in the particle). In theit can occur in the core of atmospheric particles as well as
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in coatings formed by condensation of secondary particulatenulti-layer model (KM-SUB) was in good agreement with a
matter. For example, oligomerisation reactions may lead tadouble-layer model (K2-SUB) using traditional resistor for-
high molecular mass, low hygroscopicity and low diffusivity mulations for bulk processes. In case of kinetic limitation by
of secondary organic coatings, effectively shutting off fur- bulk diffusion, however, the K2-SUB model overestimated
ther ozonolysis and oxidation of oleic acid and other organicthe rates of gas uptake and oleic acid degradation, because
compounds in the bulk of coated particles. it does not resolve and account for the concentration profile

The potential importance of the phase state of aerosol paref oleic acid. Comparison with a partial differential equation
ticles (solid, semi-solids, or liquid) for the ozonolysis of (PDE) model confirmed the ability of KM-SUB to resolve
oleic acid was already pointed out by Knopf et al. (2005) diffusion and concentration profiles in the particle bulk.

and Zahardis and Petrucci (2007). To explore and quantify \we demonstrated and discussed how the KM-SUB model
the effects and of kinetic limitation by bulk diffusion, we ¢can pe used to interpret and analyze experimental data from
performed sensitivity studies with low diffusion coefficients |aporatory studies, and how the results can be extrapolated to
that are characteristic for mass transport in highly viscous Olitmospheric conditions. For liquid oleic acid particles, the
semi-solid matrices (Bird et al., 2007; Swallen et al., 2007; chemical half-life of oleic acid molecules with regard to ox-
Mikhailov et al., 2009). idation by ozone was estimated to of the order of one hour.
The dotted lines in Fig. 11 show the effect of reducing the |n (semi-)solid particles with low bulk diffusivity, however,
diffusion coefficients of @and oleic acid by three orders of the chemical half-life can increase dramatically (up to mul-
magnitude Ppx =10"8cn?s™, Dpy =10"13cm?s™).  fiple hours and days). The results of sensitivity studies with
It increasedy,> by up to~100%, depending on ozone con- djfferent bulk diffusion coefficients confirmed that the phase
centration and partiCIe diameter. The dashed lines ShOWgtate of atmospheric partic|es is h|gh|y relevant for chemi-
the effect of reducing the diffusion coefficients to the sameca| transformation and aging (Knopf et al., 2005; McNeill et
level as in the base case 3 presented and discussed aboye, 2007, 2008; Zahardis and Petrucci, 2007; Griffiths et al.,
(Dox =10"1%nPs ™!, Dpy =10"cmPs™h). Inthiscase  2009; Mikhailov et al., 2009).
Lheecgrr]rfgqreaa:rl;;e::]rggzgfjr:sts ifbélzuopnf ggﬁg;ﬁ?ﬁgg nhd Depending on the complexity of the investigated system,
' unlimited numbers of volatile and non-volatile species and

gn;pr; ?niggn t?anndswirijiﬁ fr?;c)ezstlfgnumﬁol—-rllﬁ égfu;;fsectchemical reactions can be added flexibly. Thus, the KM-
on the chemical a Fi)n of atmos hericgaerosols and tha UB approach may serve as a basis for the development of

: . _aging OSph S a detailed master mechanism of aerosol chemistry and for
(semi-)solid matrices with low diffusion coefficients can ef-

. . . . the derivation of simplified but realistic parameterizations for
fectively shield reactive organic compounds from degrada- . )
large-scale atmospheric and climate models.

tion by atmospheric photo-oxidants.

4 Conclusions
Appendix A

We presented a novel kinetic multi-layer model (KM-SUB)

that explicitly resolves all steps of mass transport and chemList of Symbols

ical reaction at the surface and in the bulk of aerosol parti-

cles. It includes adsorption and desorption, surface reactions

and surface-bulk exchange as well as bulk diffusion and reac- Symbol Meaning Unit
tion.Unlike earlier models of aerosol chemistry (e.g., resistor ap,x; bulk accommodation coefficient
model), the KM-SUB model approach does not require any of X;
simplifying assumptions about steady-state and mixing con- asx; surface accommodation
ditions. The temporal evolution of concentration profiles of coefficient of X
volatile and non-volatile species in the particle bulk can be aso,x; surface accommodation
modeled along with surface concentrations and uptake coef- coefficient of X on an adsorbate-
ficients. free surface

The effects of bulk diffusion on the rate of gas uptake and @so,x;.y; surface accommodation
particle transformation were explored for a popular refer- coefficient of X on an adsorbate-
ence system, the ozonolysis of oleic acid particles, assuming free surface composed of;Y
different diameters and different sets of kinetic parameters 8 thickness of bulk layers cm
(surface accommodation coefficients, diffusion coefficients, 8x;, dy; effective molecular diameter of cm

etc.).
Under conditions where the reaction system was kineti- AX;
cally limited by interfacial transport or chemical reaction, the

Xi and Yj
mean free path of Xin the gas cm
phase

www.atmos-chem-phys.net/10/3673/2010/
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Symbol Meaning Unit
Os sorption layer surface
coverage
Oss quasi-static layer surface
coverage
Os,X; effective molecular cross cn?
section of X in the sorption
layer
VX, uptake coefficient of X
(normalized by gas kinetic
flux of surface collisions)
Ygst.X; reaction probability for el-
ementary gas-surface reac-
tions
Td,X; desorption lifetime of X S
Td.X;. Y desorption lifetime of Xon s
a surface composed of;Y
Dpyp weighting factor (mole,
mass, or volume fraction of
Y, in the bulk)
wx; mean thermal velocity of cms?
X; in the gas phase
Ak) outer surface area of bulk  cn?
layerk
Ass surface area of particle
(quasi-static layer)
CSLRu,sX,, Stoichiometric coefficients
CSLRv,ssY, of species Xand Y; in sur-
face layer reaction SLRR
CBRu,X; » stoichiometric
CBRu,Y; coefficients of species;X
and Y; in bulk reaction
BRv
Co,rd,X; reacto-diffusive geometry
correction factor for X
Cg.x; gas phase diffusion
correction factor for X
Dhp.x;, bulk diffusion coefficient of cm?s1
I)Qyj X; andY;
JadsX; flux of adsorption and des- cm—2s~1
Jdesx; orption of X;
Jeoll X; flux of surface collisions of cm2s~1
Xi
Jb.rd.X; reacto-diffusive flux of X cm2s1
Jb.sX;» flux of bulk-to- cm2s7t
Jb,ssv; surface transport of
X; (sorption layer) and
Y ; (quasi-static layer)
Jsb.X;» flux of surface-to- cm1ls1
Jssb,Y; bulktransport of

X; (sorption layer) and
Y j(quasi-static layer)

Symbol

Meaning Unit

Atmos. Chem. Phys., 10, 3673691, 2010

Jok.bk—1.x;, flux of transport from bulk cm2s7?

Jok,bk—1,Y

kb,b,X; »
kb,b,Yj
kb,s X

kBRX;,Y

kb,ssYi

kd,x;

ks,b,x;

kssb,Yj

ksSLRXp,Yq

Ksol,cc,x,-
lrd,X,-

Lp,x;,
Lpy;
Lk, X; »
L,y
LsX,-.

Pp,x;
Poy;
Pok,X; »
Por,v;
» AN Y
Psst
n
Tp

layerk to bulk layerk-1 for X;

and;

rate coefficient (velocity) of cmst
bulk transport of X and Y;

rate coefficient (velocity) of
bulk-to-surface transport of
X

second-order rate coefficientscm®s—1
for bulk reactions of X with

Y

rate coefficient (velocity) of cmst
bulk-to-surface transport of
Y

first-order desorption rate s
coefficient of X

first-order rate coefficient for s™1
surface-to-bulk transport of

Xi

first-order rate coefficients for s~1
surface-bulk transport of Y
second-order rate coefficientscn? st
for surface layer reactions of
Xp with Y,

gas-particle partitioning coef-
ficient of X;

reacto-diffusive length of

Xi and Yj

loss rate of X and Y; by
reaction in the particle bulk
loss rate of X and Y; by cm3s1
reaction in bulk layek

loss rate of Xand Y; by sur- cm2s1
face layer reaction

absolute loss rate of Xand s~
Y ; by reaction in the particle
bulk

absolute loss rate of Xand s1
Y ; by reaction in bulk layek

absolute loss rate of Xand s
Y ; by surface layer reaction
number of bulk layers

total number of Y molecules

cms?

1

cm3s1

cm3s1

1

production rate of Xand Y; cm3s7!
by reaction in the particle bulk
production rate of Xand Y; cm3s71

by reaction in bulk layek

production rate of Xand Y; cm2s7t
by surface layer reaction

particle bulk radius cm
particle radius cm
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KM-SUB, the PDE model depends on the assumption of a

Symbol Meaning Unit fixed ozone concentration in the near surface bulk. Smith
- 3 et al. (2003) had assumed solubility saturation according to
[Xilg gas phase number concentratioem Henry’s law. In case of fast reaction, however, chemical loss
of X; 3 leads to a substantial decrease and lower value of the actual
[Xilgs Near-surface gas phase numbecm™ ozone concentration. For comparability, the concentration of
concentration of X _ 5 ozone in the near-surface bulk of the PDE model was set to a
[Xils surface number concentration ofcm™ value of 5.0<10'3 cm~3, which is similar to the value calcu-
Xi (sorption layer) . , lated by KM-SUB.
[Y jss surface number concentration ofem™ Figure Al shows the concentration profiles of ozone (top)

Y ; (quasi-static layer)

[Xi]bt,[Y ;o Bulk number concentration of cm~3
X; and Y; in the bulk layerk

Vb volume of particle bulk

and oleic acid (bottom) obtained by simulations with KM-
SUB (left) and with the PDE model (right). The diffusion
of Oz into the bulk was very slow due to the large parti-
cle diameter, so that there was a large concentration gra-

-3 . ) .
V (k) volume of bulk layeik cm dient of G;. The concentration of ©at the core remains
small (<10° cm~3) over the reaction time considered. Oleic
. acid showed also a concentration gradient, which was due
Appendix B

to the G concentration gradient and a slow diffusion coeffi-

cient of oleic acid Ppy =10"1%cn?s™). If a larger Dy y

of 10~"cn?s~! was used in the simulation, the concentra-

tion of oleic acid was homogeneous throughout the bulk,
which was consistent with the results reported by Smith et
al. (2003).

The KM-SUB and PDE methods yield very similar results,
but the concentration gradients for both @nd oleic acid
were slightly steeper in the PDE model. A possible reason
for the difference may be that the PDE model requires the
assumption of a fixed ozone concentration in the near sur-
face bulk and zero flux values at the surface and at center of
the particles as specified above (boundary conditions). An-
where X=Q and Y=oleic acid. The first term describes dif- other possible reason for deviations is the estimation of bulk
fusion based on the Fick’s law and the second term describeﬁansport velocitieskg, ). If we assumeky , = Dp/$ instead
chemical reaction in the bulk. Note that this partial differen- of Egs. (35) and (36), the KM-SUB results become nearly
tial equation (PDE) method can only simulate the processesdentical to the PDE results. Note that varying the number of
in the bulk and not coupled with surface processes. In solviayers in the KM-SUB model made practically no difference.
ing these PDE equations, several assumptions are required
as boundary conditions (Smith et al., 2003): (1) The con-
centration of the near-surface bulk is fixed over time, (2) oppendix C
the flux of X at the core is zerod[X]p/or|,—0 = 0), (3)
the flux of Y at both near-surface bulk and core is zeroginetic double-layer model (K2-SUB)

(0[X1o/07 |r=r, = 3[X]p/dr|,=0 = 0). PDE model simula-
tions were performed by numerically solving the partial dif- A kinetic double-layer of surface and bulk chemistry (K2-
ferential equations with Matlab software (PDEPE solver).  syB) was developed by Pfrang et al. (2009). K2-SUB uses

We investigate large particles with a radius of 1.0 um asgne layer for bulk, therefore concentration profiles in the bulk
investigated by Smith et al. (2003), and we compare thejs not obtained. The diffusion and reaction in the bulk is
KM-SUB results f =200) to the results of the PDE model. considered by the reacto-diffusive flus(q) (Danckwerts,
The gas phase ozone concentration was setlp=[Xlgs=  1951; Hanson, 1997;&chl et al., 2007). The loss rate of
7.0x 10" cm~2 (corresponding to 2.8 ppm at 1013 hPa and gleic acid in the bulk can be described as follows (Pfrang et
298K). The initial surface and bulk concentrations of 0zoneg|. 2009), which is based on the resistor model formulation
(X) were set to[X]so = [X]o,0 =0, and the initial sur-  (Hanson, 1997):
face and bulk concentrations of oleic acid (Y) were set
to [Y]sso = 9.7 x 103 cm2 and[Y]sso = 1.2 x 10”1 cm 3, _ Ass
respectively. The kinetic parameters used are based on basLé)’Y o Jb’rd’va

case 1 summarized in Table 1 with the second-order sur- Ass
face reaction rate coefficienkdirx y) of zero. Unlike :Cb,fd,XvkBRyx,Y[Y]bDb,X[X]bsvb (C1)

Partial differential equation model (PDE)

Smith et al. (2003) demonstrated that the diffusion and re
action in the bulk can be described by the following partial
differential equations:

d[X]Jp _ Dpx 9 rza[x]b
ar  r? or or

) —ker x,Y[XIo[Y1b (B1)

Y]y Db,Yi(rza[Y]b

= —k XplY B2
3 2 3 o7 ) BRX,Y [XIo[Y]b (B2)
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Fig. A1l. Temporal evolution of bulk concentration profiles for ozon€dyKM-SUB and(b) PDE method and for oleic acid §g) KM-SUB
and(d) PDE method. The y-axis indicates the radial distance from the particle centeorfnalized by the particle radius, ranging from
the particle corer{/rp ~ 0) to the near-surface bulkrp=1). The colored lines are isopleths of bulk concentration with labeled in units of
cm—23 (blue = low, red = high).

whereAssandVj is the surface area and volume of bulk par- d[Y1ss/df = Jp ssY — Jssb,y — Lssy (C5)
ticle. Cp,rq.x is the reacto-diffusive geometry correction fac-
tor (conversion from planar to spherical geometryggehl  dIXIb/df = (Jsb.x — Jb.sx — Jbrd.x)Ass/ Vo (C6)

et al., 2007).Cy,rq,x is a function of particle radius:f) and _
the reacto-diffusive lengthg x, which can be regarded as the dlYlo/dr = (Jssb.y = Jossy = Jorax)Ass/ Vo (C7)
distance from the surface up to which the chemical reaction

proceeds effectively (Finlayson-Pitts and Pitts, 20085dhl  Appendix D

etal., 2007):
’ lra.x KM-SUB rate equations for the ozone — oleic acid
Cordx = COth(—p) -— (C2)  model system
Ira,x p
The general rate equations outlined in the main text of
Irdx =+/Dob.x/(ksrx.y[Y1p) (C3) J d

this manuscript can be applied to any system with multiple
K2-SUB presented by Pfrang et al. (2009) assumed th¢hemical components and reactions. The equations actually
steady-state condition of £n surface and bulk. K2-sup needed to model the simple two-component system of ozone
was modified by removing these assumptions by including(®X) and oleic acid (Y) investigated in this study are more
the gas-surface interaction fluxes (adsorptidgudx), des- compact as specified below:
orption (Jqesx) and surface layer reactiod{ x and Lssx))
in the differential equations (%03, Y=oleic acid). The dif- 1
ferential equations below can be solved using Matlab solver.d[X]S/dl = as0x (1=09)[Xlgsox /4—7q x[Xls

—ksLR XY [X]s[Y]ss— ks b, x [X]s+kb s x [X]b1 (D1)
d[X]s/dt = Jadsx — Jdesx — Lsx — Js,x + Jo,s X (C4)
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d[Y]ss/dt =kp ssv[YIb1—kssb,y[Ylss

—ksLr X,y [X1s[Yss (D2)

d[X]p1/dt = (ksb,x [X]s—kb,sx[XIoD) A(1)/ V(1)
—(kp,b,x [XTo1—kb,b,x [X162)A(2)/ V (1)

—kr,x,v [X1b1[Y1b1 (D3)

d[Y]bl/df = (kssb,Y[Y]ss—kb,ssY[Y]bl)A(l)/V(l)
—(kp,b, Y [YIo1—kbb y[YIb2)A(2)/ V(1)

—kgr x, v [XIb1[Y b1 (D4)

dXTpe /At = (kip,b,x [XTok—1 — k.o, x [Xbk) A (k) / V (k)
— (kb,b,x [XTbok — kb,b,x [XIok+1) Ak + 1)/ V (k)

—kr,x, v [XTok[Y Ibk (k=2,..,n—1) (D5)

dlY o /df = (ko,b, Y [Y Tok—1 —kb.b, Y [Y k) A (k) / V (k)
—(kb,b, Y [Y1ok — koo [YIok+1) Ak +1)/ V (k)

—ker X, ¥ [XTok['Y Tox (k=2,...,n—1) (D6)

d Xy /dt = (k.o x [X]on—1—kb.b,x [X]on) A(1n)/ V (1)

—ker X, Y [XIon [Y lbn (D7)

dlY b /dt = (kbb, Y [Ybn—1 —kbb Y [Y1on) A(n)/ V(1)

—ksr,x,v [X1on[Y lon (D8)
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