Model evaluation of aerosol wet scavenging in deep convective clouds based on
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6. Summary and next steps
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The model simulated the storm initiation timing and structure reasonably
well when compared against radar reflectivity from the NSSL NMQ dataset.
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Specific humidity and potential temperature compared with Sondes 5. Aerosol wet scavenging efficiencies underestimation in the model is quite likely due to neglect of secondary
activation above cloud base, which will be implemented.
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