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Fig. 1. ITCT 2K2 ship plume sampling, showing both plume path and WP-3D flight track.
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Fig. 2. Comparisons between predicted and observed pirmary pollutants at locations: (a) A, (b) C, and (c) H.
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Fig. 3. Comparisons between predicted and observed secondary pollutants: (a) Os, (b) HNOs, and (c) H2SO4
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