Determination of Planetary Boundary Layer
Heights from Doppler Wind Lidar

Benjamin Tucker! 2, Ruben Delgado?!, Brian Carroll, Belay Demoz!, Thomas Rieutords3, Alan Brewer4, Aditya Choukulkar>, Timothy Bonin®
1Joint Center for Earth Systems Technology, “Department of Mechanical Engineering, UMBC, 3Météo-France, “NOAA Earth System
Research Laboratory >Cooperative Institute for Research in Environmental Sciences

acgroun:

Aerosol particles tend to congregate within the planetary boundary layer (PBL), tIIis Comparison of Doppler Wind LIDAR PBLH to Radiosonde PBLH
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In aerosol concentration occurs at the top of the boundary layer, making it ,r ~ .,
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