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1 Motivation 2 LES Model

General
» The LES model PALM (Maronga et al., 2015).
» Finite differences, Cartesian grid.
» Cyclic lateral boundary conditions.
» 1D model for precursor runs.
Cloud microphysics
» Two-moment liquid phase (Seifert and Beheng, 2001; 2006)
» Constant cloud droplet number concentration
Land surface scheme
» TESSEL based land surface scheme

» Energy budget solver for skin temperature, 4-layer soil model

» Radiation scheme: RRTMG (1D vertical), coupled to PALM

3 Fog case and simulation setup 4 The Cabauw case: fog life cycle
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