Fire Influence on Regional and Global
Environments Experiment (FIREX) - Fall 2016
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e 16 chamber and 100+ flow reactor experiments
to understand OA = F (fuel, burn conditions,
oxidant exposure, experimental artifacts)

e Can models/parameterizations based on
laboratory data in 0D/3D models help explain
ground & aircraft field BBOA data (e.g., BBOP)?

. Evolution of BBOA
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Connecting Precursors to OA Formation
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Or, do we need more data?




