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Abstract. This paper presents the Meso-NH model version
5.4. Meso-NH is an atmospheric non hydrostatic research
model that is applied to a broad range of resolutions, from
synoptic to turbulent scales, and is designed for studies of
physics and chemistry. It is a limited-area model employing advanced numerical techniques, including monotonic advection schemes for scalar transport and fourth-order centered or odd-order WENO advection schemes for momentum. The model includes state-of-the-art physics parameter-

ization schemes that are important to represent convectivescale phenomena and turbulent eddies, as well as flows at
larger scales. In addition, Meso-NH has been expanded to
provide capabilities for a range of Earth system prediction
applications such as chemistry and aerosols, electricity and
lightning, hydrology, wildland fires, volcanic eruptions, and
cyclones with ocean coupling. Here, we present the main innovations to the dynamics and physics of the code since the
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pioneer paper of Lafore et al. (1998) and provide an overview
of recent applications and couplings.

1

Introduction

Since the 1990s, research-oriented models, such as MM5
(Fifth-Generation Mesoscale Model; Grell et al., 1995),
WRF (Weather Research and Forecasting, Skamarock and
Klemp, 2008), Meso-NH (Lafore et al., 1998), and ARPS
(Advanced Regional Prediction System; Xue et al., 2000,
2001), have played a crucial role in the advance of atmospheric studies. These models are powerful numerical laboratories that have been used to better understand atmospheric processes and to develop physical parameterizations
of global climate models and numerical weather prediction
(NWP) models. They are also precursors of the convectionpermitting numerical weather systems routinely operated
since the late 2000s in the major national weather services
around the world and, more recently, of the convectionpermitting models that are beginning to be used for regional
climate simulations.
The Meso-NH model has been a major player in this research modeling community and is a comprehensive model
available for mesoscale atmospheric studies. A characteristic
feature of Meso-NH is that it covers a broad range of scales,
from planetary waves to near-convective scales down to turbulence. This is possible via two-way grid nesting and its
versatile design as the model can be used both as a cloudresolving model (CRM) and a large-eddy simulation (LES),
in which most (up to 90 %) of the turbulence energy is resolved, as well as a direct numerical simulation.
The Meso-NH LES facilities are used for both process
studies and the development of new physical parameterizations of coarser-resolution models. Meso-NH runs in the
same way as an LES and single-column model (SCM) simulation, assuming that the entire LES domain corresponds to a
single grid box of a coarser NWP or climate model. In addition to the number of points, the two runs differ in their 3-D
or 1-D version of the turbulence scheme and the activated parameterization in SCM, as deep or shallow convection or as a
cloud scheme. The LES allows the main coherent patterns to
be resolved and the fine-scale variability to be characterized
via probability density functions (PDFs) to develop parameterizations, while the SCM configuration allows them to be
validated. Initially, LESs were primarily used in constrained
idealized configurations (homogeneous initial fields, cyclic
lateral boundary conditions). However, now they also concern real-case studies with open boundary conditions, sometimes with a downscaling approach using grid-nesting techniques, providing spatiotemporal turbulence characteristics
difficult to retrieve from measurements alone (Guichard and
Couvreux, 2017).
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In addition, the physical parameterizations of the
convection-permitting NWP model AROME (Applications
of Research to Operations at MEsoscale; Seity et al., 2011),
running operationally at Météo-France since the end of 2008
(at 2.5 km horizontal resolution initially and now at 1.3 km
resolution; Brousseau et al., 2016), are inherited from MesoNH and the common physical parameterization schemes continue to be jointly developed. This forms a virtuous circle of
parameterization validation because AROME allows a daily
verification of a large variety of meteorological situations,
while Meso-NH runs with various configurations and resolutions including additional advanced diagnostics.
In addition to atmospheric studies, Meso-NH has been extensively used for various innovative applications in Earth
system sciences, such as hydrology (e.g., Vincendon et al.,
2009), oceanography (e.g., Lebeaupin Brossier et al., 2009),
optical turbulence for astronomy (e.g., Masciadri et al.,
2017), wildland fire (e.g., Filippi et al., 2011), and atmospheric electricity (e.g., Barthe et al., 2012). Meso-NH is
also an online atmospheric chemistry model, handling gas
phases (Tulet et al., 2003; Mari et al., 2004), aqueous chemistry (Leriche et al., 2013), aerosols (Tulet et al., 2006), and
volcanic eruptions (Durand et al., 2014; Sivia et al., 2015).
It integrates the chemistry and dynamics simultaneously at
each time step, which is essential for air quality and climate
interactions, as shown by Baklanov et al. (2014).
Lafore et al. (1998) provided a general description of an
early version of Meso-NH developed in the 1990s. Since
then, the model code has significantly evolved and grown,
including advanced numerical schemes with higher-order numerical accuracy and scalar conservation properties, a complete set of sophisticated physical parameterizations, an externalized surface, online coupling with chemical, aerosols,
and electricity schemes, and elaborate diagnostics. These notable changes result in more efficient simulations with higher
stability and accuracy, used on a broader range of topics. It
is now a fast and highly parallel code (Jabouille et al., 1999)
able to run on computers with more than 100 000 cores. This
is indeed a key requirement to be able to perform LESs over
large-grid domains (Dauhut et al., 2015). The Meso-NH code
has been open access since version 5.1, and a comprehensive scientific and technical documentation is available on
the Meso-NH web site (mesonh.aero.obs-mip.fr, last access:
22 May 2018). All these advances have made Meso-NH an
attractive community model that is currently used in research
institutes around the world. The model has also participated
in a number of intercomparison studies (Chaboureau et al.,
2016; Field et al., 2017, among the most recent examples).
In addition, a total of 481 papers and 148 PhD theses have
been published by Meso-NH users.
The objective of this paper is to present the main model developments since the model description paper of Lafore et al.
(1998). The outline of the paper is as follows. First, a thorough description of the current version of the code (version
5.4) is given in Sect. 2 and the new aspects of the dynamical
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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core, numerical schemes, and physical parameterizations are
described in Sects. 3 and 4. Section 5 presents the chemical
and aerosol schemes, and Sects. 6 and 7 present the original in-line diagnostics and couplings. A brief review of the
model evaluation is included in Sect. 8. Future plans are introduced in Sect. 9 prior to the concluding remarks.
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overlapping area. The exchange of information between the
two nested models occurs at each coarse mesh model time
step (1t), and the relaxation coefficient is set to 1/41t. The
fields involved are the prognostic variables, except TKE, and
the 2-D surface precipitating fields to maintain consistency
between the soil moisture of the two nested models.
2.2

2
2.1

Model overview
Main characteristics

Meso-NH is a French mesoscale meteorological research
model, initially developed by the Centre National de
Recherches Météorologiques (CNRM – CNRS/MétéoFrance) and the Laboratoire d’Aérologie (LA – UPS/CNRS).
It is a grid-point-limited area model based on a nonhydrostatic system of equations. The equations are written on
the conformal plane to take into account the Earth’s sphericity. Enforcing the anelastic continuity equation requires solving an elliptic equation with high accuracy to determine the
pressure perturbation. Lafore et al. (1998) presented the classical Richardson iterative method. A more efficient method
following Skamarock et al. (1997) has since been developed,
based on a conjugate-residual algorithm accelerated by a flat
Laplacian preconditioner, and has been vertically and horizontally parallelized.
The model can run real cases or idealized cases, when
some simplifications are introduced (e.g., simple orography
or neglecting the Earth’s curvature). It can be used in 3-D,
2-D or 1-D form: the 2-D and 1-D forms are obtained by
imposing an idealized configuration and omitting the advection terms (in the transverse direction for 2-D and in all three
directions for 1-D). The prognostic variables are the three
velocity components (u, v, w); the potential temperature θ;
the mixing ratios of up to seven categories of species, including vapor (rv ), cloud droplets (rc ), raindrops (rr ), ice crystals
(ri ), snow (rs ), graupel (rg ), and hail (rh ); the subgrid turbulent kinetic energy (TKE); and additional reactive and passive scalars, including the hydrometeor concentrations from
two-moment microphysical schemes.
Even though large grids are increasingly used with massively parallel computers (e.g., Pantillon et al., 2013; Dauhut
et al., 2015), grid nesting remains an efficient technique to
take into account scale interactions, even for LES (Verrelle
et al., 2017). Two-way interactive grid nesting has been implemented in Meso-NH according to Clark and Farley (1984)
and is presented in Stein et al. (2000). This allows the simultaneous running of several models (up to eight) of different horizontal resolutions because the nesting is only applied horizontally. The downscaling flow consists of using
the coarse mesh values (of the “father” model) as boundary conditions for the fine mesh domain (the “son”), while
the upscaling flow relaxes the coarse mesh fields towards
the fine mesh spatial average on the coarse grid size in the
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

The Meso-NH software

Meso-NH is maintained by computer and research scientists
from LA and CNRM. The code is written in Fortran 90. Running scripts are in shell and use makefiles. Much of the MesoNH model has been parallel since 1999 (Jabouille et al.,
1999). The domain decomposition is 2-D, i.e., the physical domain is split into horizontal subdomains in the x and
y directions, and the communication between multiple processes is achieved via the Message Passing Interface (MPI).
In 2011, it was necessary to extend the model parallel capabilities to new computers, e.g., the first PRACE (Partnership for Advanced Computing in Europe) petaflop computer,
on issues concerning the I/O and the pressure solver. As a
result, a sustained performance of 4 TFLOPS (tera floatingpoint operations per second) was obtained using a grid with
500 million points (Pantillon et al., 2011).
Meso-NH can adapt to most machine architectures from
Linux PCs or clusters to Macs or supercomputers with an
excellent scalability. Figure 1 shows the results obtained on
MIRA, a Blue Gene/Q system at Argonne National Laboratory, and HERMIT, a Cray XE6 at HLRS, the High Performance Computing Center Stuttgart. The sustained TFLOPS
gradually increases with the number of threads while remaining close to the optimal speedup. When using four OpenMP
tasks instead of one, a speedup of more than 30 % can even
be obtained. This results in a sustained performance of 60
TFLOPS using 2 billion threads.
The required libraries to run Meso-NH are NetCDF because the output files are in nc4 format, MPI, and the
GRIdded Binary (GRIB) Application Programming Interface (API) to use the European Centre for Medium-Range
Weather Forecasts (ECMWF) datasets. The code is bit reproducible, which means that the output fields are strictly the
same for a given machine, regardless of the number of processors.
Meso-NH is also used for tutorials at the master level. The
model can be easily installed and run on any computer, including small workstations or personal laptops. Furthermore,
the model can be used under a two-dimensional framework
allowing simulations to be obtained in only a few minutes.
This makes Meso-NH a practical educational tool for studying numerical methods and atmospheric processes.
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Figure 1. Performance of Meso-NH in scalability. Average sustained power (expressed in TFLOPS) depending on the number
of threads obtained by Meso-NH for a grid of 4096 × 4096 ×
1024 points (17 billion points) on two machines (HERMIT, a Cray
XE6 in Germany, and MIRA, a IBM Blue Gene/Q in the USA, using either one or four OpenMP tasks per core). The dashed lines
show the optimal speedup.

2.3

The code’s organization

The Meso-NH framework is composed of three distinct
blocks, running in a multitasking mode and corresponding
to the following steps:
– the preparation step of a simulation in which the user
has to choose between the preparation of initial fields
corresponding to idealized or real atmospheric conditions or the spawning of initial fields for a nested domain from initial or simulated fields of a father MesoNH model;
– the temporal integration of the models, starting with the
initialization step for each model and followed by the
simulation integration of each model;
– the post-processing step to compute additional diagnostic fields.
A schematic overview of one integration time step of the
model, with the different processes affecting the prognostic
variables, is presented in Fig. 2. The time stepping is applied
with a parallel splitting approach, meaning that all process
tendencies are computed from the same model state and then
the sum of the tendencies is used to step forward.
3
3.1

Dynamical core and numerical schemes
Governing equations

The dynamical core of Meso-NH solves the conservation
equations of momentum, mass, humidity, scalar variables,
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

and the thermodynamic equation derived from the conservation of entropy under the anelastic approximation. The
temperature, density, and pressure are therefore described
as small fluctuations from vertical reference profiles that are
functions of height only. These equations are the same as in
Lafore et al. (1998), in which further details can be found.
The vertical coordinate is a height-based terrain-following
coordinate. In addition to the originally implemented vertical
coordinate (Gal-Chen and Somerville, 1975), it is also now
possible to use the smooth-level vertical coordinate (SLEVE)
(Schär et al., 2002) where small-scale features in the coordinate surfaces decay rapidly with height, limiting the existence of steep coordinate surfaces to the lowermost few kilometers above the ground. For specific studies, it is possible
to select a vertical domain that does not extend down to the
ground, as in Paoli et al. (2014).
3.2

Transport schemes

Meso-NH is discretized on a staggered Arakawa C grid,
where meteorological variables (temperature, water substances, and TKE) and scalar variables are located in the
center of the grid cell and the momentum components are
located on the faces of the cells. Due to the C grid, the advection schemes are different for these two types of variables.
The transport schemes consider the equations in their flux
form to ensure conservation:
∂
∂
∂
∂
(e
ρ φ) = − (e
ρ uc φ) − (e
ρ vc φ) − (e
ρ wc φ),
∂t
∂x
∂y
∂z

(1)

where (x, y, z) are the transformed coordinates, ρ
e is the dry
density of the reference state, φ is the variable to be transported, including the wind components, and (uc , vc , wc ) is
the “advector ” field, corresponding to the contravariant components, i.e., the components of the wind orthogonal to the
coordinate lines, due to the conformed horizontal projection
and terrain-following vertical coordinates. In the Cartesian
framework, the metric terms exactly cancel and uc , vc , and
wc are equal to u, v, and w. For the sake of simplicity, only
the x-derivative term is considered hereafter:
∂(e
ρ uc φ) ∂(FC (e
ρ uc )F (φ))
=
.
∂x
∂x

(2)

FC (e
ρ Uc ) contains the topologic terms, which integrate the
terrain transformations. The second flux F (φ) is calculated
on the mesh point without considering terrain transformation, using the selected advection scheme.
The discrete form of the contravariant metric terms is second order in the horizontal directions and fourth order in
the vertical direction in agreement with Klemp et al. (2003).
The advection method for the wind variables and that for the
scalars are distinct.
For the wind advection scheme, defining i as the spatial index in the x direction and 1x as the mesh size, the derivative
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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Figure 2. Flowchart of one integration time step of the simulation. The boxes represent the type of process, and the outline color represents
the flows of the different types of variables.

is written such that
FC (e
ρ uc )i+1/2 F (u)i+1/2
∂(e
ρ uc u)i
=
∂x
1x
FC (e
ρ uc )i−1/2 F (u)i−1/2
−
.
1x

(3)

Two different methods with distinct orders can be used to
discretize F : a weighted essentially non-oscillatory (WENO)
discretization of fifth or third order (WENO5 and WENO3,
respectively), or a centered discretization of fourth order
(CEN4TH), as detailed in Lunet et al. (2017). WENO
schemes owe their success to the use of an adaptive set of
stencils, allowing a better representation of the solution in the
presence of high gradients (Shu, 1998; Castro et al., 2011).
The major asset of the fourth-order centered scheme is its
good accuracy (effective resolution on the order of 5–61x;
Ricard et al., 2013).
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

The meteorological and scalar variable advection scheme
is the piecewise parabolic method (PPM), in which piecewise continuous parabolas are fitted in each grid cell, enabling the scheme to handle sharp gradients and discontinuities very accurately. Three different versions of the PPM advection scheme have been implemented in Meso-NH: the unrestricted PPM_00, the monotonic version, PPM_01, based
on the original Colella and Woodward (1984) scheme with
monotonicity constraints modified by Lin and Rood (1996),
and PPM_02, a monotonic scheme with a flux limiter developed by Skamarock (2006). All three versions have excellent
mass-conservation properties.
3.3

Time integration

A common strategy to improve computational efficiency is
to use explicit time-splitting schemes as shown by Wicker
and Skamarock (2002). In Meso-NH, explicit Runge–Kutta
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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(ERK) methods can be applied to the momentum transport, and forward-in-time (FIT) integration is applied to
the rest of the model, including PPM and the contravariant
flux FC (e
ρ uc ) transport. The different ERK methods are detailed in Lunet et al. (2017): the two main options are the
fourth-order (RKC4) and the five-stage third-order (RK53)
schemes.
To increase the maximum Courant–Friedrichs–Lewy
(CFL) number, an additional time splitting can be activated
for the wind advection with WENO. One time step [tn , tn+1 ]
is divided into two regular sub-steps with a length of 1t/2.
The intermediate tendencies are computed using all stages
of the ERK method, and the final tendency is the half sum
of these two intermediate tendencies (Fig. 3a). The main interest of such an additional time splitting is to call the rest
of the model (e.g., pressure solver, physics, and chemistry)
less frequently: the larger time step is applied to the entire
model including the physics and the pressure solver, with the
FIT temporal scheme, while a smaller time step is used for
the wind advection applying the ERK method on the subinterval. Lunet et al. (2017) have shown that such an additional
two-time splitting results in an improvement of the maximum
CFL number while a three-time splitting results in no further
improvements.
CEN4TH can be applied with the RKC4 time marching
(Fig. 3b) or with the leapfrog (LF) scheme, using in the latter
case, the Asselin filter to damp the computational temporal
mode.
An additional time splitting can be activated for the scalar
and meteorological variable advection to increase the time
step of the rest of the model and to follow a CFL strictly
less than 1 for the PPM (Fig. 3). This smaller time step for
the PPM can evolve during the run as a function of the CFL
number.
3.4

Numerical diffusion

The use of explicit numerical diffusion is prohibited with the
PPM and WENO schemes. Only the fourth-order centered
scheme for the momentum transport CEN4TH imposes a numerical diffusion operator for the wind to damp the numerical energy accumulation in the shortest wavelengths, with the
RKC4 or LF time integration. The diffusion operator applied
to the wind components (u, v, w) is a fourth-order operator
used everywhere except at the first interior grid point where
a second-order operator is substituted in the case of nonperiodic boundary conditions. Details can be found in Lunet
et al. (2017). The user fixes the time at which the 21x waves
are damped by the factor e−1 .
Meso-NH can also be used to reproduce experiments – in
hydraulic tanks and flumes – characterized by a Reynolds
number smaller than atmospheric ones by applying molecular diffusion to explicitly resolve the turbulence until the
Kolmogorov scale is reached (Gheusi et al., 2000). Viscous
diffusion terms are added to the momentum and heat equaGeosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

tions:
∂
(e
ρ U ) = −ν∇(e
ρ ∇U )
(4)
∂t
∂
(e
ρ θ ) = −(ν/Pr )∇(e
ρ ∇θ ),
(5)
∂t
where U is the 3-D air velocity, Pr is the Prandtl number, defined as the ratio of the momentum diffusivity to the thermal
diffusivity, and ν is the kinematic viscosity.
3.5

Comparison of the momentum and temporal
schemes

Because various spatial and temporal schemes are available
for momentum transport, their choice depends on the intended use of the model and it is a compromise between the
computing efficiency and the diffusive properties. A common method to evaluate the diffusive behavior is to assess
the effective resolution defined by the scale from which the
slope of the model energy spectrum departs from the theoretical one (Skamarock, 2004; Ricard et al., 2013). Figure 4 displays the kinetic energy spectra for the FIRE stratocumulus case at a resolution of 1x = 50 m for the spatial and temporal schemes available in Meso-NH. It shows
that CEN4TH/RKC4 presents a remarkably effective resolution (on the order of 41x), followed by CEN4TH/LF
(∼ 61x), and then WENO5/RK53–RKC4 (∼ 81x), with
the most diffusive being WENO3 (∼ 101x). Mazoyer et al.
(2017) found similar results for the fog case. Some recommendations for numerical schemes are summarized in Table 1. CEN4TH/RKC4 is recommended for LES of clouds
because the entrainment of environmental air at the cloud
edges is higher with CEN4TH/RKC4 due to lower implicit
diffusion, whereas WENO3 is inappropriate because it is excessively damping. However, WENO3 presents the best wallclock time to solution and is recommended for long climate
simulations for which the turbulence and cloud processes are
fully parameterized. WENO5/RK53–RKC4 is well adapted
to sharp gradient areas (Lunet et al., 2017), e.g., in complex shock–obstacle interactions with the immersed boundary method and in mesoscale case studies. The RK53 and
RKC4 temporal schemes associated with WENO5 produce
similar results.
3.6

Initial and boundary conditions

As a limited area model, Meso-NH requires atmospheric initial and boundary conditions. These supply what we call
the large-scale (LS) fields, which are used to initialize the
prognostic variables, to force them at lateral boundaries with
time-evolving fields, to define the background diffusion operator, or to relax the prognostic fields laterally or vertically. For real-case studies, initial and forcing fields can
be provided by analyses or forecasts from the following
NWP suites: AROME, ARPEGE (Action de Recherche Petite Echelle Grande Echelle), ECMWF, and recently GFS
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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Figure 3. Representation of the time marching in Meso-NH with (a) WENO5/RKC4 and (b) CEN4TH/RKC4 for the momentum transport.
Table 1. Recommendations for the choice of wind transport and temporal schemes according to the applications.
Wind transport scheme

Temporal scheme

Applications

CEN4TH
WENO3
WENO5

RKC4
RK53 or RKC4
RK53 or RKC4

LES
Climate – chemistry
Mesoscale – sharp gradients

Figure 4. FIRE stratocumulus simulation case (1x = 50 m) at
11:00 LT (local time) on 14 July 1987: mean kinetic energy spectra for the vertical wind computed in the boundary layer (between
0 and 1100 m) with different numerical schemes for the wind transport. The dashed line indicates the power law with an exponent of
−5/3 (the Kolmogorov spectrum).

winds to large-scale thermodynamical tendencies, are implemented in the code. Mostly used for long-duration simulations, a nudging of the wind components, potential temperature, and vapor mixing ratio towards the LS fields can be
applied. In addition, an attribution method of filtering and bogussing has been introduced to the Meso-NH code to replace
an ill-defined vortex in a LS field (Nuissier et al., 2005) or to
isolate individual features from an ambient flow for further
investigation (Pantillon et al., 2013). This method (Nuissier
et al., 2005) consists of first filtering the LS fields of the wind,
temperature, and humidity following the approach of Kurihara et al. (1993) and then adding the studied features or vortex to the likely filtered environmental conditions deduced
from observations.
The lateral boundary conditions can be cyclic, rigid wall,
or open and are detailed in Lafore et al. (1998). One change
from the reference paper concerns the Carpenter method applied to the normal velocity component un :




 
∂un
∂un
∂un
∗ ∂un
=
−C
−
∂t
∂t LS
∂x
∂x LS
− K (un − unLS ) ,

(6)

C∗

(Global Forecast System). Initialization from ECMWF reanalyses is also possible. For ideal case studies, an initial
vertical profile usually derived from observed radiosounding
data can be provided by the user to be interpolated horizontally and vertically onto the Meso-NH grid to serve as initial and LS fields. The different forcing methods classically
used in model intercomparison exercises, from geostrophic
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

where
denotes the phase speed of the perturbation field
un − (un )LS and is equal to C ∗ = un + C. To avoid eventual
spurious waves at the lateral edges, C is currently equal to
0 in the planetary boundary layer (PBL), and to a constant
adjustable phase speed in the free troposphere (20 m s−1 by
default). K is usually set to 1/101t. Another change is that,
at the inflow boundaries, the scalar variables are interpolated
between the LS and the interior values with a greater weight
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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Figure 5. Physical parameterizations available in Meso-NH. The
left-hand parameterizations are based on the implicit assumption
because the processes they represent occupy only a portion of
each grid mesh. The right-hand parameterizations represent several
subgrid-scale processes that can be active over the full portion of
each grid mesh.

for the interior value (0.8), while they were taken to be the
LS values in the reference paper.
The ceiling of the model is rigid, corresponding to a freeslip condition. An absorbing layer can be added to prevent
the reflection of gravity waves on this lid, where the prognostic variables are relaxed towards the LS fields. The bottom
boundary considers a free-slip condition (u.n = 0). When
performing direct numerical solution with Meso-NH, it is
also possible to consider a no-slip bottom boundary condition (u(z = 0) = 0).
4

Physical parameterizations

In this section, a description of the physical parameterizations present in Meso-NH (Fig. 5) is given. We focus on the
most recent developments and some specific applications that
are currently of great interest. Figure 6 summarizes the available schemes, and the links between them.
4.1

Surface

The surface schemes, initially available in Meso-NH, have
been externalized to create SURFEX (Surface externalisée)
standardized surface platform (Masson et al., 2013a); these
schemes have since been enhanced by the contributions of
different coupled models (from LES scale with Meso-NH to
global climate simulation). Each grid box is split into four
tiles: land, town, sea, and inland water (lakes and rivers). The
main in-line schemes are the interactions between soil, biosphere, and atmosphere (ISBA) parameterization (Noilhan
and Planton, 1989), the town energy budget (TEB) scheme
used for urban areas (Masson, 2000), and the freshwater lake
model (FLake) used for lake surfaces (Mironov et al., 2010).
Recently, a standard coupling interface was introduced to
SURFEX (Voldoire et al., 2017) enabling coupling with varGeosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

ious ocean and wave models to compute air–sea fluxes over
the sea water tiles. The principle for the four tile types is
that, during a Meso-NH time step, each surface grid box receives the potential temperature, vapor mixing ratio, horizontal wind components, pressure, total liquid and solid precipitation, longwave (LW), shortwave (SW), and diffuse radiation, and possibly concentrations of chemical and aerosol
species from the first atmospheric level above the ground.
SURFEX returns the averaged fluxes for the sensible and latent heat, momentum, chemistry, and aerosols, as well as the
radiative surface temperature, and surface direct and diffuse
albedo and surface emissivity, which are used at the same
first atmospheric level above the ground by the turbulence
and radiation schemes. The coupling method can be applied
to any data flow between the soil and the atmosphere. Note
that it is also possible to prescribe the energy fluxes and
roughness length, possibly separately for each tile, to be able
to perform theoretical studies, such as LES intercomparisons.
The vegetation scheme ISBA represents the effect of both
vegetation and bare soil. The high vegetation can be simulated either as a separate layer above low vegetation, or as the
more traditional and simplistic way of the “slab” (all the vegetation being then placed at ground level). Several evapotranspiration formulations are available for plants, the most advanced taking into account photosynthesis, respiration, and
plant growth, and being able to simulate CO2 fluxes as well.
The soil is described either as a bucket of two or three layers or with a discretization in many (typically 14) layers, in
which a root profile is defined. Freezing of the soil water is
simulated, as well as snow mantel, with various degrees of
complexity (the most complex snow scheme having many
snow layers and simulating the evolution of the macro- and
microphysical characteristics of the snow). Permanent snow
is treated in the ISBA scheme as very deep snow. The land
tile can be separated into up to 19 subtiles, defined by the
plant functional types, in order to perform more accurate vegetation and soil simulations, especially when photosynthesis
and plant growth is simulated.
In order to keep the key processes governing the energy
exchanges between the city and the atmosphere, the TEB
scheme approximates the real city 3-D structure by resuming this landscape in the form of an urban canyon: the road
and urban vegetation being bordered by two very long buildings. This allows us to take into account the effects of shadows and radiative trapping, which limit the nighttime cooling, and the larger heat storage in the urban fabric during the
day due to the larger surface in contact with the atmosphere
and to the city materials with large heat capacities (which
leads to the heat island effect). Urban vegetation (parks and
gardens, trees, and green roofs) are also simulated, with the
ISBA scheme included in the TEB tile, and water interception and snow mantels on roofs and roads are also considered.
A building energy module allows the simulation of the needs
in domestic heating and air conditioning, and the subsequent
impact on the atmosphere. Human behavior, building uses,
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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Figure 6. Physical and chemical schemes and the one-way or two-way links among them. Black arrows represent the direct interaction
among schemes, orange arrows the indirect interaction through fluxes or cloud fraction, and green arrows the subgrid transport of prognostic
variables.

and building architecture influence these heat emissions in
the model.
The FLake scheme models the structure of the mixed and
stratified water layers within the lakes using an assumed
parametric form of the temperature profile. The effect of the
sediment layer below the water is also considered, as well as
the ice (and snow) above the water.
For the exchanges over sea surfaces, the surface fluxes are
parameterized for a wide range of wind and environmental
conditions, from low winds to hurricanes (Belamari and Pirani, 2007). There is the possibility of using a coupled 1-D
ocean model. The single column model takes into account the
vertical mixing within the ocean, as well as radiation absorption and surface energy balance. Also, the coupling with a
3-D model, more detailed in Sect. 7.1, is carried out through
SURFEX. It allows the addition of the advection processes
and the sea currents, at different scales. A wave model can
also be activated, further modifying the surface fluxes. Sea
ice is treated either where sea surface temperature is below
−4 ◦ C or by the GELATO sea ice model (Mélia, 2002) coupled with a 3-D ocean model.
Meso-NH version 5.4 includes SURFEX version v8.1. For
a standard use of Meso-NH with SURFEX, four data files
are needed for the orography, clay and sand soil textures,
and land use from ECOCLIMAP (Faroux et al., 2013) and
ECOCLIMAP second generation. Global databases at 300 m
(land cover, plant functional types, urban local climate zones

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

(Stewart and Oke, 2012), vegetation parameters as leaf area
index) and 1 km resolution (soil composition, lake depths,
etc.) are available on the Meso-NH web site. All parameters
can also be prescribed separately by the user, as can the surface fluxes in an idealized configuration.
4.2

Turbulence

The turbulence scheme is based on Redelsperger and Sommeria (1982, 1986) and implemented in Meso-NH according
to Cuxart et al. (2000a).
The scheme is built on the diagnostic expressions of
the second-order turbulent fluxes, using the two quasiconservative variables first introduced by Betts (1973) and
Deardorff (1976), the liquid-water potential temperature θl ,
and the non-precipitating total water mixing ratio rt = rv +
rc + ri :
2 L 1 ∂θl
e2
φi ,
3 Cs ∂xi
2 L 1 ∂rt
u0i rt0 = −
e2
ψi ,
3 Ch ∂xi


2
4 L 1 ∂ui ∂uj 2 ∂um
0
0
2
ui uj = δij e −
e
+
− δij
,
3
15 Cm
∂xj
∂xi
3 ∂xm
u0i θl0 = −

(7)
(8)
(9)

where the Einstein summation convention applies for subscripts n; δij is the Kronecker delta tensor; φi and ψi are
stability functions; and Cs , Ch , and Cm are constant. Bars
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and primes correspond to means and turbulent components,
respectively.
The turbulence scheme includes the prognostic equation of
the subgrid turbulent kinetic energy e, closed by the mixing
length L, the dissipation being proportional to the subgrid
TKE:

∂ui
∂e
1 ∂
g
=−
ρ
eeuj − u0i u0j
+ u03 θv0
e
∂t
ρ
e ∂xj
∂xj θv


3
1 ∂e
1 ∂
e2
+
C2m ρ
eLe 2
− C .
ρ
e ∂xj
∂xj
L

(lup )−2/3 + (ldown )−2/3
L=
2

The distances lup and ldown are defined by
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√
g
0
0
(θ (z ) − θ (z)) + C0 eS(z ) dz0 = e(z),
e
θv

√
g
0
0
(θ (z) − θ (z )) + C0 eS(z ) dz0 = e(z),
e
θv

(12)

with
(10)

s
S=

#−3/2
.

z

Zz
z−ldown

ui is the ith component of the velocity, θv the virtual potential temperature, e
θv the virtual potential temperature of the
reference state, g the gravitational acceleration, and C2m and
C constants.
At mesoscale resolutions (horizontal mesh larger than
2 km), it can be assumed that the horizontal gradients and the
horizontal turbulent fluxes are much smaller than their vertical counterparts: therefore, they are neglected (except for the
advection of TKE) and the turbulence scheme is used in its
1-D version (noted T1-D), as in AROME (Seity et al., 2011).
At finer resolution, the entire subgrid equation system in its
3-D version is considered (noted T3-D), allowing LESs on
flat or heterogeneous terrains.
In the same way, the mixing length is diagnosed differently in the mesoscale and LES modes. At coarse resolution
(typically greater than 500 m), the mixing length is related to
the distance an air parcel can travel upwards (lup ) and downwards (ldown ), constrained between the ground and the thermal stratification (Bougeault and Lacarrère, 1989). However,
this mixing length, first built and evaluated for convective
boundary layers, is unrealistic in purely neutral conditions
(the upward length goes to the model top). In neutral but
also stable conditions, the vertical wind shear constitutes the
only positive source of TKE and is of primary importance
to influence turbulent eddies. Rodier et al. (2017) proposed
a buoyancy-shear combined mixing length by adding a local
vertical wind shear term to the nonlocal effect of the static
stability.
The mixing length for Bougeault and Lacarrère (1989) and
Rodier et al. (2017) is defined by
"

z+l
Z up 

(11)



∂ui
∂z

2



∂uj
+
∂z

2
.

(13)

Note that Bougeault and Lacarrère (1989) formulas correspond to C0 = 0.
When used in T3-D mode, the horizontal mixing lengths
are equal to the vertical one. In LESs, the mixing length can
be linked to the largest subgrid eddies, which have the size
of a nearly isotropic grid cell:
L = (1x1y1z)1/3 .

(14)

With strong stratification, these eddies are smaller; therefore,
a mixing length reduced by stratification according to Deardorff (1980) is proposed:


q
1/3
2
L = min (1x1y1z) , 0.76 e/N ,

(15)

where N is the Brunt–Väisälä frequency.
Near the ground, the length scales of the subgrid turbulence scheme are modified according to Redelsperger
et al. (2001) to match the similarity laws and the freestream model constants. T1-D or T3-D and the mixing length
parametrization are chosen by the user according to clear recommendations given above.
To better represent the flow dynamics near the ground in
the presence of complex plant or urban canopies, LESs are
now frequently performed with meter-scale vertical resolution. Classically, the influence of these elements on the dynamics is introduced by the surface scheme via a roughness
approach. A more realistic method is the drag approach (Aumond et al., 2013) in which drag terms are added to the momentum and subgrid TKE equations as a function of the foliage density for plant canopies:
p
∂α
= −Cd Af (z)α u2 + v 2 ,
(16)
∂t DRAG
with α = u, v, or e, where u and v are the horizontal wind
components, Cd is the drag coefficient, and Af (z) is the
canopy area density.
This approach has been successfully used by Bergot et al.
(2015) and Mazoyer et al. (2017) to study the impact of surface heterogeneities on the life cycle of fog. This new parameterization now allows the use of LESs in real-case frameworks (Sarrat et al., 2017).
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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Inside convective clouds, Verrelle et al. (2015) have shown
that turbulent mixing is insufficient in the updraft core, especially at coarse resolution (2 km), leading to strong resolved
vertical velocities, even though it is better in T3-D than in
T1-D (Machado and Chaboureau, 2015). LESs of convective
clouds have shown that thermodynamical counter-gradient
structures are present in convective clouds, as they are in convective boundary layers, and cannot be intrinsically represented by the common eddy-diffusivity turbulence scheme at
mesoscale (Verrelle et al., 2017). The same study succeeded
in reproducing the counter-gradient structures and increasing the thermal production of the TKE with the approach
proposed by Moeng (2014), which parameterizes the vertical thermodynamical fluxes in terms of horizontal gradients
of resolved variables. Conversely, the necessity of increasing turbulence at the cloud edges remains an active field of
research.
4.3

Convection and dry thermals

At horizontal resolutions coarser than 5 km, it is necessary
to parameterize both shallow and deep convective clouds.
One deep convection scheme and two shallow convection
schemes are available in Meso-NH. The deep convection
scheme, called KFB, is based on Kain and Fritsch (1990)
with some adaptations presented in Bechtold et al. (2000).
KFB can also be applied to shallow cumuli, but it is not
efficient enough, and does not represent dry thermals. Another mass flux formulation of convective mixing, proposed
in the eddy-diffusivity mass flux approach (Hourdin et al.,
2002; Soares et al., 2004), addresses this issue and has been
introduced by Pergaud et al. (2009) into Meso-NH, called
PMMC09. This formulation considers a single entraining–
detraining rising parcel starting from the ground. The vertical
velocity equation is given by
wu

∂wu
= aBu − bwu2 ,
∂z

(17)

where wu is the vertical velocity inside the updraft, Bu is the
buoyancy,  is the entrainment rate, and a and b are constants. Entrainment and detrainment rates in the dry updraft
are given by


Bu
dry = max 0, C 2 ,
(18)
wu
and



Bu
1
δdry = max
, Cδ 2 ,
lup − z
wu

(19)

where C and Cδ are constants. Mass flux continuity is ensured at cloud base between the dry and moist parts of the
updraft. In the moist part, entrainment and detrainment rates
are derived from the buoyancy sorting approach of Kain and
Fritsch (1990). The closure assumption is given by the updraft initialization at the surface.
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

PMMC09 is also used in AROME at resolutions of 2.5 km
and now 1.3 km and has considerably improved the realism of the clouds and winds in the PBL as shown by
Lac et al. (2008) and Seity et al. (2011). A comparison
among PMMC09 and five other mass-flux schemes using
the AROME framework on the five French metropolitan radio sounding locations over 1 year in Riette and Lac (2016)
demonstrated the good performance of this scheme, which
was characterized by the active transport of thermals. In convective situations, a deep convection scheme is not necessary
anymore below 5 km resolution, but it is still necessary to
use a mass-flux scheme such as PMMC09 until 1 km–500 m
horizontal grid spacing. However, in this range of grid spacing, PBL thermals may be partly resolved and partly subgrid because they are in the grey zone of turbulence (Honnert
et al., 2011). Honnert et al. (2016) showed that the mass-flux
scheme, in its original form, is too active at this range of resolution, preventing the production of resolved structures, and
proposed several modifications to adapt PMMC09 to the grey
zone.
4.4

Microphysics

Different bulk microphysical schemes are available in MesoNH that predict either one or two moments of the particle
size distribution for a limited number of liquid or solid water species. One-moment microphysical schemes predict the
mass mixing ratio of some water species, and two-moment
schemes predict both the mass mixing ratio and the number
concentration of some species.
The most commonly used one-moment scheme is the
mixed ICE3 scheme (Caniaux et al., 1994; Pinty and
Jabouille, 1998) including five water species (cloud droplets,
raindrops, pristine ice crystals, snow or aggregates, and graupel), coupled to a Kessler scheme for warm processes. Hail is
considered either as a full sixth category (providing the ICE4
scheme; Lascaux et al., 2006) or as forming with graupel an
extended class of heavily rimed ice species. ICE3 is included
in this latter form in AROME (Seity et al., 2011). The particle
sizes for each category follow a generalized Gamma distribution, with the particular case of the exponential Marshall–
Palmer distribution for the precipitating species. Power-law
relationships allow the mass and fall speed to be linked to
the particle diameters. Cloud species are also handled by the
subgrid transport (turbulence and shallow convection with
PMMC09). Numerous processes exchanging mass among
species are presented in Lascaux et al. (2006). All the microphysical processes are computed independently of each
other with a mass budget at each step to ensure conservation. Following the microphysics, an implicit adjustment of
the temperature, vapor, cloud, and ice contents is performed
in clouds with a strict saturation criterion.
The complete two-moment scheme in Meso-NH is the
mixed-phase LIMA (Liquid Ice Multiple Aerosols) scheme
(Vié et al., 2016), which is consistent with ICE3–ICE4 and
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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with the two-moment warm microphysical scheme from Cohard and Pinty (2000a, b). In addition to the five water mixing
ratios of ICE3, LIMA predicts the number concentration of
the cloud droplets, raindrops, and pristine ice crystals. The
strength of the scheme is that it includes a prognostic representation of the aerosol population, which is represented
by the superimposition of several aerosol modes, each mode
being defined by its chemical composition, particle size distribution, and ability to act either as cloud condensation nuclei (CCN), ice-freezing nuclei (IFN), or coated IFN (aged
IFN acting first as CCN and then as IFN) as a function of
its solubility. As in ICE3, LIMA assumes a thermodynamical equilibrium between the water vapor and cloud droplets.
However, in the cold phase, the prediction of the concentration of ice crystals leads to an explicit computation of the
deposition and sublimation rates, allowing under- or supersaturation over ice. The microphysical processes of ICE3–
ICE4 and LIMA are summarized in Fig. 7. The names of the
processes are given in Table 2.
A variant to this scheme has been introduced by Geoffroy et al. (2008) for low precipitating warm clouds producing drizzle, following Khairoutdinov and Kogan (2000).
Instead of a diagnostic saturation adjustment for the warm
phase, Thouron et al. (2012) proposed, for LESs of boundary
layer (BL) clouds, a pseudo-prognostic approach for supersaturation to limit the droplet concentration production and
to better represent cloud-top supersaturation due to mixing
between cloudy and clear air.
The two-moment microphysical approach in Meso-NH
has allowed numerous studies of the impact of aerosols on
cloud life cycles to be conducted, e.g., for cumulus clouds
(Pinty et al., 2001), stratocumulus clouds (Sandu et al., 2008,
2009), and fog (Stolaki et al., 2015).
4.5

Subgrid cloud schemes

When the spatial resolution is not sufficient to consider the
grid mesh to be completely clear or cloudy, a subgrid condensation scheme can be activated with one-moment microphysical schemes, as suggested by Sommeria and Deardorff
(1977) and Mellor (1977), supplying a cloud fraction to the
radiation scheme. The statistical cloud scheme is based on
the computation of the variance of the departure to the saturation inside the grid box, summarizing both the temperature
and total water fluctuations. PDFs of the saturation deficit are
used to represent the statistical distribution of the cloud variability, and the cloud fraction and mean cloud water mixing
ratio can be deduced. A combination of unimodal Gaussian
and skewed exponential PDFs is defined for BL clouds according to Bougeault (1981, 1982). Chaboureau and Bechtold (2002, 2005) introduced the effects of a deep convection scheme in the parameterization of the standard deviation of the saturation deficit. The subgrid variability from
the PMMC09 shallow convection scheme can be introduced
in the same way via the variance of the saturation deficit,
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

Table 2. List of the microphysical processes.
Symbol

Process

ACC
ACT
AGG
AUTOC
AUTOI
BER
CFR
CND/EVAP
DEP/SUB
DRYG/WETG
HEN
HM
HON
IFR
MLT
RIM
SC
SC/BU
SCAV
SED
SHED
WETH

Accretion (e.g., of droplets by rain drops)
CCN activation
Aggregation of pristine ice on snow
Autoconversion of cloud droplets into rain drops
Autoconversion of pristine ice crystals into snow
Bergeron–Findeisen
Rain contact freezing
Condensation and evaporation
Deposition and sublimation
Growth of graupel in the dry or wet regimes
Heterogeneous nucleation on IFN
Hallett–Mossop
Homogeneous freezing
Immersion freezing of coated IFN
Melting
Cloud droplet riming on snow
Self collection of cloud droplets
Self collection and breakup of rain drops
Below-cloud aerosol scavenging by rain
Sedimentation
Water shedding
Growth of hail in the wet regime

or the cloud fraction can be diagnosed directly from the
updraft fraction. The second method has been chosen for
the operational version of AROME. Perraud et al. (2011)
have conducted a statistical analysis with Meso-NH of LESs
of warm BL clouds to show that double Gaussian distributions are more appropriate than unimodal theoretical PDFs
when describing sparse subgrid clouds such as shallow cumuli and fractional stratocumuli, in agreement with Larson
et al. (2001a, b) and Golaz et al. (2002a, b). Because there
can be other sources of subgrid variability, such as gravity
waves in stable BL clouds, when the turbulence and shallow
convective contributions are too weak to produce clouds, a
variance proportional to the saturation total water specific humidity has been added, as in classical relative humidity cloud
schemes (e.g., Rooy et al., 2010), and has shown significant
improvement for winter clouds in AROME.
In the same way, a subgrid rain scheme has been developed by Turner et al. (2012) to simulate the gradual transition from non-precipitating to fully precipitating model grids
for warm clouds. A prescribed PDF of cloud water variability and a threshold value of the cloud mixing ratio for droplet
collection are used to derive a rain fraction, and overlapping
assumptions for the cloud and rain fraction are considered. In
the future, this approach will be generalized to mixed microphysical processes, and the PDFs between the subgrid cloud
and rain schemes will be harmonized.
4.6

Radiation

Two radiation codes are available in Meso-NH, both originating from ECMWF and based on two-stream methods. The
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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Figure 7. Diagrams of the microphysical processes of ICE3–ICE4 and LIMA: (a) all the processes except collection; (b) collection processes.
Blue arrows represent existing processes in ICE3 modified in LIMA, red arrows are new processes in LIMA, and black arrows are identical
processes in ICE3 and LIMA. When hail is a full sixth category (in ICE4 and LIMA), processes are in muted colors. Prognostic variables for
all the hydrometeor species are written in the boxes, with r the mixing ratio and N the concentration.

radiation code calculates the atmospheric heating rates and
the net surface radiative forcing required to compute the temporal evolution of the potential temperature and the surface
energy balance:
g
∂F
∂θ
=
5
,
∂t
Cph ∂p

(20)
↑

↓

↑

↓

where F is the net total flux: F = FLW + FLW + FSW + FSW
sum of the upward and downward SW and LW fluxes, and
Cph the calorific capacity. In addition it returns the SW and
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

LW fluxes at each model level as diagnostics in a number of
spectral bands, distinguishing between the direct and diffuse
components for SW. Clear-sky quantities are also available.
LW and SW radiative transfers are treated by distinct routines.
In the original code two LW radiation schemes were available: the Morcrette (1991) scheme based on an effective
emissivity approach, composed of nine spectral intervals, and
the rapid radiation transfer model (RRTM; Mlawer et al.,
1997) based on the correlated k-distribution method, inte-

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

1942

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model

grating 16 bands and 140 g points (Morcrette, 2002). The SW
radiation scheme applies the photon path distribution method
employed by Fouquart and Bonnel (1980) in six spectral
bands. The total cloud fraction is computed according to the
cloud overlap assumption, and fluxes are calculated independently in the clear and cloudy portions before being aggregated.
The latest radiation code of ECMWF, ecRad (Hogan and
Bozzo, 2016), was implemented in Meso-NH in 2017. This
code is highly modular, which allows the user to conveniently
choose between multiple options. The main differences from
the original code concern the implementation of the SW version of RRTM with 14 bands and 112 g points (Morcrette
et al., 2008) and some modifications regarding the treatment
of unresolved cloud horizontal heterogeneities. The latter
can now be treated with the McICA (Pincus et al., 2003)
or TripleClouds (Shonk and Hogan, 2008) methods, or with
the SPARTACUS solver (Schäfer et al., 2016; Hogan et al.,
2016), which represents lateral photon transport through the
cloud sides (Hogan and Shonk, 2013) in a 1-D formalism.
The overall code has also been rewritten, resulting in a 30 %
reduction in the computation time compared to the original configuration. Aerosols are now prescribed via the mixing ratio vertical profiles of 12 different aerosol types corresponding to various physical properties and sizes according to CAMS (the Copernicus Atmosphere Monitoring Service; Stein et al., 2012). The optical properties of hydrophilic
aerosols change with relative humidity, and their mixing ratios can be prognostic, or taken from the CAMS climatology
(Bozzo et al., 2017), which replaces the former six-class climatology of Tegen et al. (1997) that used optical properties
from Aouizerats et al. (2010).
In both radiative codes, liquid and ice cloud optical properties can be computed according to a variety of parameterizations. The liquid cloud optical radius is generally computed
from the liquid water content following the parameterization
of Martin et al. (1994) for the one-moment microphysical
scheme, while it is deduced from the particle size distribution
in two-moment microphysics. Likewise, the ice cloud optical
radius can be computed from the ice water content following
Sun and Rikus (1999) and Sun (2001). Cloud optical properties (optical depth, single-scattering albedo, and asymmetry
parameter) are then computed as a function of the particle
effective radius following the parameterizations of Fouquart
(1988) or Slingo (1989) for one-moment schemes, and Savijärvi et al. (1997) for two-moment schemes. Ice water optical properties can be computed according to Ebert and Curry
(1993), Smith and Shi (1992), and Baran et al. (2014).
4.7

from their generation to their neutralization via lightning
flashes. An earlier version of this scheme (Molinié et al.,
2002; Barthe et al., 2005) was gradually improved in order
to cope with simulations of thousands of lightning flashes
over large grids and complex terrain (Barthe et al., 2012). It
was developed from the one-moment bulk mixed-phase microphysics scheme ICE3 and its extension hail ICE4. The
scheme follows the evolution of the mass charge density (qx
in C kg−1 of dry air) attached to each condensate species of
the microphysics scheme:
∂
q
q
(e
ρ qx ) + ∇ · (e
ρ qx U ) = ρ
e(Sx + Tx ).
∂t
q

The source terms Sx include the turbulence diffusion, the
charging mechanism rates, the charge sedimentation by gravq
ity, and the charge neutralization by lightning flashes. Tx is
the transfer rates due to the microphysical evolution of the
particles.
CELLS follows the positive and negative ion concentrations (n± in kg−1 ), whose governing equation includes the
drift in the electric field, the attachment to the charged hydrometeors, the release of ions when hydrometeors evaporate or sublimate, production via lightning flashes and via
point discharge current from the surface, ion generation via
cosmic rays, and ion–ion recombination. Fair weather conditions are computed following Helsdon and Farley (1987) and
are used to initialize the positive and negative ion concentration profiles and to treat the lateral boundary conditions.
The cloud electrification is based upon the common assumption that the charge separation in thunderstorms mainly
occurs during rebounding collisions between more or less
rimed particles. However, there is still no consensus on
the theory of so-called noninductive charging mechanisms.
Therefore, several parameterizations of this process have
been implemented into CELLS as described in Barthe et al.
(2005). This set of parameterizations includes the wellknown equations of Takahashi (1978), Saunders et al. (1991),
and Saunders and Peck (1998), along with some improvements by Tsenova et al. (2013). The inductive process, which
is efficient once an electric field is well established in the
clouds, can also be activated (Barthe and Pinty, 2007a). Electric charges are exchanged between hydrometeors during
mass transfers due to microphysical processes. Each electric
charge transfer rate is associated with a mass transfer rate in
proportion to the electric charge density and inverse mixing
ratio.
The electric field (E) is computed from the Gauss equation
forced by the total charge volume density (ρtot ):

Electricity
∇ ·E =

Meso-NH is one of three CRMs with a completely explicit
3-D electrical scheme. The scheme, called CELLS for the
cloud electrification and lightning scheme (Barthe et al.,
2012), computes the full life cycle of the electric charges
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

(21)

ρtot
,


(22)

with  the dielectric constant of air. A pseudo electrical potential V is introduced to convert the Gauss equation into
an equivalent elliptic equation of pressure perturbations of
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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Meso-NH:
E = −∇V .

a user-prescribed horizontally homogeneous vertical profile
is applied.
(23)
5.1

E is then derived using a numerical gradient operator.
The lightning flash scheme was designed to reproduce the
overall morphological characteristics of the flashes at the
model scale. Indeed, an accurate estimate of the lightning
path would computationally be too expensive when simulating real meteorological cases over large domains (Barthe
et al., 2012). In order to treat several flashes in the same time
step, an iterative algorithm was developed to identify and delineate all the electrified cells in the domain. A lightning flash
is triggered once the electric field in an electrified cell reaches
a threshold value (Etrig ) that decreases with altitude as given
by Marshall et al. (2005). In the first step, the flash propagates
vertically as the bidirectional leader. In the second step, and
to account for the horizontal extension highlighted by veryhigh-frequency (VHF) mapping systems, a branching algorithm allows the 3-D structure of the lightning flashes to be
mimicked. As a result the grid point locations reached by the
lightning “branches” are estimated according to a fractal law
(Niemeyer et al., 1984).
The total charge in excess of |0.1| nC kg−1 is neutralized
along the lightning channel. In the case of intra-cloud flashes,
a charge correction is applied to all the flash grid points to
ensure an exact electroneutrality prior to the redistribution
of the net charge to the charge carriers at the grid points.
This constraint does not apply to cloud-to-ground discharges
(charge leakage in the ground), which are defined when the
tip of the downward branch of the leader reaches an altitude
below 2 km above ground level. Once charge neutralization
is completed, the electric field is updated. If a new triggering
point is found in at least one of the detected cells, a new lightning flash is triggered. This allows several lightning flashes
to occur during a single time step.
A lightning-produced NOx (LNOx ) parameterization is
implemented in the electrical scheme. Since the CELLS
scheme reproduces the lightning flash path, the LNOx production is taken proportional to the lightning flash length and
depends on the atmospheric pressure (Barthe et al., 2007b).

5

Emissions and dry deposition

The interactions of gases and aerosols with the surface
are treated in the externalized surface model SURFEX
(Sect. 4.1). Dry deposition processes commonly follow the
resistance analogy described by Wesely (1989) and take into
account the aerodynamic and canopy resistances as a function of land cover types and vegetation. A full description is
given by Tulet et al. (2003). Dry deposition and sedimentation of aerosols are driven by Brownian diffusivity and the
gravitational velocity. These processes are calculated over
each mode of the aerosol size distribution (Tulet et al., 2005).
For the sedimentation process, the gravitational velocity is
solved using a time-splitting technique to compute the sedimentation fluxes. Emissions for the model domain are complied from a prescribed emissions database or can be parameterized. The surface model can process the raw prescribed emission data from any inventory of primary gases
or aerosols. Emissions can include urban and industrial, biogenic, biomass burning, and volcanic sources from the most
recent emissions databases. Desert dust emissions are parameterized following the Dust Entrainment and Deposition
model (DEAD; Zender et al., 2003) based on the pioneering
work of Marticorena and Bergametti (1995). The dust emission scheme was incorporated into Meso-NH–SURFEX by
Grini et al. (2006) and modified by Mokhtari et al. (2012)
to better account for the size distribution of erodible material. Sea salt emission follows the parameterization of Ovadnevaite et al. (2014). Input parameters such as wind stress,
significant wave height, salinity, and sea surface temperature
are taken from oceanic models such as CROCO (Coastal and
Regional Ocean COmmunity model; Debreu et al., 2016)
or NEMO (Nucleus for European Modelling of the Ocean;
Madec, 2008) and from the wave model WW3 (WAVEWATCH III; Tolman, 2009). A more detailed presentation
of coupling over water is provided in Sect. 7.1. Biogenic
emissions are either prescribed or calculated online based
on the Model of Emissions of Gases and Aerosols from Nature (MEGAN) version 2.1 (Guenther et al., 2012), which
has been integrated into Meso-NH.

Chemistry and aerosols
5.2

Meso-NH integrates a complete set of processes to simulate changes in the atmospheric composition in terms of
aerosols and trace gases from LES to continental scales. Initial and boundary conditions for gases and aerosols are processed following the same procedure as the dynamical variables (Sect. 3.6). For real-case studies, LS chemical fields
are provided by two global models: Modèle de Chimie Atmosphérique à Grande Echelle (MOCAGE; Bousserez et al.,
2007) and the Model for OZone And Related chemical Tracers (MOZART; Emmons et al., 2010). For ideal case studies,
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

Chemistry

The general chemistry equations were first described in the
seminal works of Suhre et al. (1995, 1998). The chemistry
part of Meso-NH was fully outlined by Tulet et al. (2003)
and later completed with the aqueous phase by Leriche
et al. (2013). To resolve the coupled differential chemistry equations, several chemical solvers are available such
as the QSSA(Quasi-Steady-State Approximation; Hesstvedt
et al., 1978) and Rosenbrock families (Sandu et al., 1997) of
solvers. QSSA solvers are used for gaseous chemistry simuGeosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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lations whereas the Rosenbrock solvers are more adapted to
address the increase in the system stiffness for cloud chemistry simulations. Photolysis rate coefficients are computed
using the TUV (tropospheric ultraviolet and visible radiation) model version 5.3.1 (Madronich and Flocke, 1999),
which can be used online or offline. In order to limit the
computational time in 3-D simulations, photolysis rates are
computed at the first time step for a discrete number of solar
zenith angles and altitudes, using ozone and aerosol climatologies, and for clear-sky conditions. The choice of ozone
and aerosol climatologies is flexible. Cloud correction of
tabulated clear-sky values follows Chang et al. (1987) and
Madronich and Flocke (1999). In 0-D or 1-D, the TUV model
is used online and takes explicitly into account the prognostic
ozone and aerosol distributions.
5.2.1

Gas-phase chemistry

Several chemical mechanisms are available in Meso-NH
(Table 3). The RACM (Regional Atmospheric Chemistry
Mechanism; Stockwell et al., 1997) and CACM (Caltech
Atmospheric Mechanism; Griffin et al., 2002) mechanisms
are largely used in 3-D atmospheric chemistry 3-D models. The latter is particularly appropriate for the production
of semi-volatile precursors of secondary organic aerosols
(SOAs). Two reduced versions were developed for MesoNH based on these baseline reaction mechanisms: ReLACS
(Regional Lumped Atmospheric Chemical Scheme; Crassier
et al., 2000) and ReLACS2 (Regional Lumped Atmospheric
Chemical Scheme version 2; Tulet et al., 2006), respectively.
5.2.2

Aerosol module

The different components of the aerosol module ORILAM
(Organic Inorganic Lognormal Aerosols Model) are described in Tulet et al. (2005). Only a brief summary of the
most important features is given here. A lognormal size distribution function is applied to represent the Aitken, accumulation, and coarse modes. The prognostic evolution of the
aerosol size distribution considers three moments for each
mode (the zeroth, third, and sixth) to compute the evolution
of the total number, number median diameter, and geometric standard deviation. Desert dust and sea salt aerosols are
described by three and five lognormal modes, respectively,
with a prescribed chemical composition. The size distribution and the chemical composition of anthropogenic aerosols
are defined using two lognormal functions for the Aitken and
accumulation modes. For these aerosols the chemical mixing
is internal and, for each mode, the model computes the evolution of the primary species (black carbon and primary or2−
+
ganic carbon), three inorganic ions (NO−
3 , SO4 , NH4 ), the
condensed water, and the 10 SOA classes.
The most important process for the formation of SOA is
the homogeneous nucleation in the sulfuric acid–water system. It is based on the Kulmala et al. (1998) parameterizaGeosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

tion, consistent with the classical theory of binary homogeneous nucleation (Wilemski, 1984), and integrates the hydration effect. The newly formed particles are added to the
Aitken mode of anthropogenic particles. The aerosol size
distribution evolves via collision between particles, leading
to a coagulation process. Both intramodal and intermodal
coagulations are taken into account. Changes in the lognormal distribution are calculated based on Whitby et al. (1991)
but modified to allow a particle resulting from two particles
colliding within the Aitken mode to be assigned to the accumulation mode. Anthropogenic aerosols are fully coupled
with the gas-phase chemistry, allowing subsequent interactions with gaseous source precursors. The ORILAM scheme
assumes that the aerosols are old enough to have a short liquid film at the surface, which favors the absorption process.
An inorganic chemistry system calculates the chemical composition of sulfate–nitrate–water–ammonium aerosols based
on equilibrium thermodynamics. Several solvers are implemented such as ARES (Binkowski and Shankar, 1995),
ISORROPIA (Nenes et al., 1998), and EQSAM (Metzger
et al., 2002). For organics, ORILAM uses the MPMPO
scheme (Griffin et al., 2003; Dawson and Griffin, 2016) coupled with the CACM or ReLACS2 chemical schemes (Tulet
et al., 2006).
5.3

Impact of clouds

A detailed approach to wet deposition is implemented in
Meso-NH taking full advantage of access to microphysical
tendencies and microphysical reservoirs. For gases, the sink
via wet deposition includes an explicit computation by the
cloud chemistry module for the resolved clouds whatever
the microphysical scheme used, including mixed-phase processes (Leriche et al., 2013) and mass-flux parameterization
for subgrid-scale convective clouds (Mari et al., 2000). For
aerosols, wet deposition is considered via impaction scavenging and aerosol activation. For example, aqueous-phase
chemistry is crucial to the production of SOA. Leriche et al.
(2013) provide a comprehensive description of the aqueousphase chemistry module. The pH is diagnosed by solving the
electroneutrality equation. Two chemical mechanisms were
developed to account for the aqueous-phase reactions based
on the ReLACS and ReLACS2 mechanisms. ReLACS-AQ
incorporates the aqueous chemistry based upon Tost et al.
(2007) and CAPRAM2.4 (Chemical Aqueous Phase RAdical Mechanism version 2.4; Ervens et al., 2003). ReLACS3
(Regional Lumped Atmospheric Chemical Scheme version
3; Berger, 2014) integrates organic chemistry from CLEPS
(Cloud Explicit Physico-chemical Scheme; Mouchel-Vallon
et al., 2017). Below-cloud impaction scavenging is described
in detail in Tulet et al. (2010). The in-cloud aerosol mass
transfer into rain droplets via autoconversion and accretion
processes has been incorporated as described by Pinty and
Jabouille (1998). Two options are available for aerosol activation in warm clouds. In the first method, the total particle
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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number of the accumulation modes calculated by ORILAM
are transferred into the LIMA CCN classes (sea salt, sulfates,
and hydrophilic organic matter and black carbon) according
to their chemical composition. Then the CCN activation follows the activation scheme of LIMA. The second method
takes full advantage of the chemical composition and the size
distribution of each mode to compute the Raoult and Kelvin
terms of the Köhler theory (Köhler, 1936). The CCN activation scheme is based on Abdul-Razzak and Ghan (2004).
In this method, ORILAM computes the number of dissociative ions, soluble fraction of each aerosol compound, organic
surfactants, and lognormal parameters for each mode. For ice
nucleation, the Aitken and accumulation modes of dust particles and hydrophobic organic matter and black carbon are
placed in the corresponding IFN classes of LIMA. The nucleation scheme follows Phillips et al. (2008).
6

Diagnostics

One strength of Meso-NH as a research model is that it offers a rich palette of diagnostics and statistics to sample simulations, facilitate comparisons to observational data of experimental field campaigns, or scrutinize the source and sink
terms of prognostic fields. Numerous observation operators
have also been developed to compare the model output directly to satellite, radar, lidar, and Global Positioning System
(GPS) observations and to constitute a first step toward the
assimilation of these types of observational data into operational NWP models such as AROME. A few examples of the
diagnostic capabilities of Meso-NH are given below.
6.1

Diagnostics, spectra, and budgets

Sharing Meso-NH with the research community leaves the
code with a large set of diagnostic fields to be computed in
post-processing. The energy spectrum can be derived from
the wind, temperature, or humidity fields according to Ricard
et al. (2013) (e.g., the kinetic energy spectra plotted in Fig. 4).
During runtime, a module can provide the fully closed budget of all the prognostic fields, which can be computed over
Cartesian boxes or masks, allowing the calculation of conditional statistics, e.g., updrafts, clouds, or intense surface precipitation.
6.2

Passive tracers and dispersion modeling

Meso-NH delivers the necessary tools to study the dispersion of passive tracers using the Eulerian and Lagrangian
frameworks. Eulerian passive tracers are easily addressed
giving the characteristics of a release. An original method
for tracking coherent Lagrangian air masses has been introduced by Gheusi and Stein (2002) based on three Eulerian
passive tracers initialized with the coordinates of each grid
cell. Each Lagrangian air parcel is identified by its initial position so that its physical history can be retrieved. Resolved
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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and subgrid (turbulence, convection) transports are taken into
account, enabling the technique to study forward and backward motions. A few illustrations of the method capabilities can be found in Ducrocq et al. (2002), Colette et al.
(2006), Chaboureau et al. (2011), Duffourg et al. (2016), and
Vérèmes et al. (2016).
Meso-NH is used for environmental emergencies because
Météo-France, as a civil security organization, needs to predict contaminated areas subsequent to accidental releases,
from the close-to-source (near 2 km) area to the regional
scale. Meso-NH, running at 2 km horizontal resolution, is
combined with a Lagrangian stochastic dispersion model in
an integrated modeling system to be able to simulate and
track accidental airborne pollutants anywhere on Earth (Lac
et al., 2008). Figure 8 illustrates the dispersion of a smoke
cloud resulting from a lava flow on the southeast slopes of
the Piton de la Fournaise volcano on 18 May 2015 over Réunion Island. The plume rounded the volcano from the south
before being taken into the stream of the trade winds.
Meso-NH has also been used to simulate atmospheric CO2
concentrations under various mesoscale flow conditions and
surface area to improve our understanding of the terrestrial
carbon budget (Sarrat et al., 2007a, 2009a, b; Lac et al.,
2013). Forward simulations have provided support for regional inversions with networks of CO2 observations to retrieve fossil fuel CO2 sources and sinks (Lauvaux et al., 2008,
2009b, a, and Staufer et al., 2016, using 1-year-long kilometric simulations over the Paris region).
6.3

Aircraft, balloons, and profilers

In order to compare the model outputs to airborne measurements, it is possible to simulate the travel of a balloon or an
aircraft during the run in any nested model, e.g., while considering the balloon’s density (an iso-density balloon), particular volume (a constant volume balloon), and ascent speed
(radio sounding). All the prognostic fields are recorded along
the trajectory of the balloon or aircraft. Temporal series over
single points or averaged over a Cartesian area can also be
recorded to compare to profilers or station measurements.
6.4

LES diagnostics and conditional sampling

LESs allow the separation of resolved and subgrid parts of
a field, to characterize its fine-scale variability in order to
develop parameterizations or to identify coherent structures.
Diagnostics can be included in standard output files including time series and averaged profiles of mean variables, (co)variances, resolved and subgrid fluxes, and PDFs of dynamical and thermodynamical fields within all or a part of the simulation domain. A conditional sampling based on the emission of a passive tracer at the surface according to Couvreux
et al. (2010) is proposed to characterize coherent structures
in LESs of cloud-free and cloudy boundary layers. This allows the identification of convective updrafts from the surGeosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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Table 3. Chemical mechanisms available in Meso-NH with the number of total prognostic species, the decomposition among gas, aerosols,
and aqueous species, and the number of reactions. For ReLACS-AQ and ReLACS3, the numbers in parentheses include the precipitating ice
mixing ratios for mixed-phase clouds.
Mechanism

Number of total
prognostic species

Gas

Aerosol

Aqueous

Number of
reactions

105
69
241
134
123 (142)
214 (245)

73
40
189
82
41
88

32
32
52
52
32
52

0
0
0
0
50
74

240
128
349
343
272
581

RACM
ReLACS
CACM
ReLACS2
ReLACS-AQ
ReLACS3

Figure 8. Atmospheric transfer coefficient (s m−3 ) normalizing the concentration with the emission flow rate during the 6 h following
00:00 UTC on 18 May 2015 (isolines with logarithmic intervals from 10−14 to 10−9 s m−3 ).

face to the top of the boundary layer and the characterization of plumes, entrainment and detrainment rates, variances,
and fluxes. This method has been used by Rio et al. (2010) to
evaluate the eddy-diffusivity mass flux parameterization and
by Perraud et al. (2011) and Jam et al. (2013) to develop the
PDF of the saturation deficit in LES convective BL clouds.
Honnert et al. (2016) adapted conditional sampling to detect
the subgrid component of thermals at a given spatial resolution.

grid that should be obtained by the low-resolution simulation
run with the subgrid parameterization to be tested. The operator is a parallel algorithm that can easily be employed over
large grids. The operator can also calculate a moving average
over a user-defined block. Both the grid scale and the subgrid
scale of any field can therefore be estimated (Dauhut et al.,
2016).

6.5

A clustering operator is available to identify any object or coherent structure and to characterize them in terms of their geometrical, thermodynamical, and dynamical properties. This
technique was developed by Dauhut et al. (2016) to identify
the few updrafts of “Hector the Convector” in the Northern
Territory of Australia from among the more than 16 000 updrafts that hydrate the stratosphere. Updrafts were defined as
three-dimensional objects made of connected grid points for

Coarse-graining techniques

Coarse-graining techniques calculate the average and standard deviation of any model field over a set of user-defined
blocks. Such techniques are useful when developing a subgrid parameterization and are commonly applied to a set of
two simulations that differ only in their resolution. The highresolution simulation provides the average fields on a coarse
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

6.6

Three-dimensional clustering
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which the vertical velocity exceeded an arbitrary threshold.
Two grid points sharing a common face either in the horizontal or vertical direction were considered connected, while
diagonal connections were considered only in the vertical direction. This technique has also been used for the attribution
of dust emission, defined as surface objects, to wind regimes
over the Sahara (Chaboureau et al., 2016).
6.7

Observation operators

Synthetic brightness temperatures for satellite infrared or microwave nadir scanning radiometers can be computed offline using the Radiative Transfer for Tiros Operational Vertical Sounder (RTTOV) code version 11.3 (Saunders et al.,
2013). RTTOV uses the atmospheric profile of temperature,
water vapor, cloud and precipitating hydrometeors, and surface properties predicted by the model. RTTOV is a powerful tool for verifying the realism of simulations by comparing observed and synthetic brightness temperatures (e.g.,
Chaboureau et al., 2008). An example is given in Fig. 9a
for HyMeX IOP16. The satellite operator has been used to
develop the representation of clouds in Meso-NH. The iceto-snow autoconversion threshold in the ICE3 scheme has
been tuned once for midlatitude storms (Chaboureau et al.,
2002) and once for the tropical atmosphere by introducing
a dependence on the temperature (Chaboureau and Pinty,
2006). The deep convective variance introduced into the subgrid cloud scheme was assessed against satellite observations
(Chaboureau and Bechtold, 2005).
A forward observation operator for dual-polarization
radars has been developed in the model, suitable not only for
a variety of operational weather radars (S, C, and X bands;
Augros et al., 2016) but also for airborne cloud radars at W
band. The forward operator is consistent with the microphysical schemes ICE3, ICE4, and LIMA. All dual-polarization
variables measured by the radars are simulated: horizontal
reflectivity Zhh , differential reflectivity Zdr , differential propagation phase shift φdp , the co-polar correlation coefficient
ρdp , specific differential phase shift Kdp , specific attenuation
Ahh , and differential attenuation Adp , as well as the backscattering differential phase δhv . Extensive comparisons between the observed and simulated radar variables were performed during the first observing period of the HyMeX experiment (Ducrocq et al., 2014) using ground-based dualpolarization radars (Augros et al., 2016) (Fig. 9b) and the
airborne cloud radar RASTA (RAdar SysTem Airborne; Duffourg et al., 2016). The radar operator is a very useful tool
to evaluate the 3-D hydrometeor characteristics in the model
and to test the microphysical parameterizations.
A lidar emulator computes the attenuated backscattered
signal corrected for geometric effects and a calibration constant (Chaboureau et al., 2011). The extinction and backscatter coefficients caused by air molecules, aerosols, and cloud
particles are calculated online. The optical properties of the
cloud particles and aerosols are integrated over their size diswww.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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tribution. For the two-moment microphysical schemes, the
integration is performed using an accurate quadrature formula. For the single-moment microphysical schemes, it is
computed taking an effective radius representative of the distribution. The extinction and backscatter efficiencies of the
cloud particles and aerosols are computed using a Mie code
depending on their refractive index. The emulator is suitable
for any nadir- or zenith-pointing lidar system, as shown in
the assessment of a simulation of the long-range transport of
dust (Chaboureau et al., 2011).

7

Innovative couplings and large grid applications

Table 4 lists the main process capabilities and applications
of Meso-NH. This section highlights some recent developments in the coupling of Meso-NH with other models together with some applications of Meso-NH over large grids.
Several of these developments are innovative, such as windinduced snow transport and fire propagation, while others
are used in very different contexts and resolutions that make
them completely original.
7.1

Oceans and waves

The developments in SURFEX by Voldoire et al. (2017)
allow Meso-NH to be coupled, as can be seen in Fig. 6,
to any 3-D ocean or wave model that includes OASIS3MCT coupler (Valcke et al., 2015) code instructions, for example, the NEMO (Madec, 2008), MARS3-D (Lazure and
Dumas, 2008), and SYMPHONIE (Marsaleix et al., 2008)
ocean models and the WW3 wave model (Tolman, 2009).
The OASIS3-MCT coupler is a library using MPI, which allows the coupling of any model with a minimal number of
changes. The coupler exchanges and interpolates fields between Meso-NH and the ocean and/or wave model. Specifically, the air–sea fluxes computed by SURFEX on the MesoNH grid, and other Meso-NH atmospheric variables needed
to drive the ocean and/or wave models, are interpolated to
ocean and/or wave model grids and sent to them by the
OASIS3-MCT coupler. Conversely, the sea surface temperature and currents computed by the ocean model, and the wave
parameters computed by the wave model, are interpolated
to the Meso-NH grid and sent to SURFEX by the OASIS3MCT coupler. Voldoire et al. (2017) demonstrated various
applications of Meso-NH coupled with either the NEMO,
SYMPHONIE, MARS3-D, or WW3 models, which enabled
the study of ocean–wave–atmosphere processes at various
scales and their impacts on the atmosphere in response to
a sea surface temperature front over the Iroise Sea, a tropical cyclone over the Indian Ocean, and severe Mediterranean
weather events.
An example of ocean coupling is shown here with SYMPHONIE over the Mediterranean Sea during the Mistral and
Tramontane event of 27–30 October 2012 (Fig. 10). The
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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Figure 9. (a) Brightness temperature (K) and (b) the 850 hPa radar reflectivity (dBz) simulated by Meso-NH at a 150 m horizontal resolution
on 26 October 2012 at 11:00 UTC (HyMeX IOP16).

Table 4. Main capabilities and applications of Meso-NH version 5.4.
Processes

Schemes (reference)

Link with other schemes/models

Applications (section or reference)

Surface

Urban: TEB (4.1)
Sea schemes(4.1)

Turbulence, radiation
Turbulence, radiation, 3-D ocean models,
sea salt emissions
Turbulence, radiation,
biogenic emissions MEGAN
Turbulence, radiation
Turbulence, radiation, snow transport

Urban meteorology, climate studies (7.2.1)
Ocean coupling, Hurricanes (7.1)
Air quality (5)
Ecosystem studies (Sarrat et al., 2007b)
Air quality (5)
Environment studies (Le Moigne et al., 2013)
Avalanche (7.2.2), Hydrology

Vegetation: ISBA (4.1)
Lakes: FLake (4.1)
Snow: CROCUS (4.1)
Convection

KFB, PMMC09 (4.3)

Subgrid cloud scheme, SURFEX,
aerosols and chemistry

Weather and process studies
Climate studies

Microphysics

ICE3–ICE4, LIMA (4.4)

Turbulence, SURFEX, radiation,
subgrid cloud

Aerosols and chemistry
CELLS

Hydrology (Vincendon et al., 2009)
Climate studies
Weather and process studies
Hurricanes
Fog, Atmospheric chemistry research
Electricity (7.4)

Radiation

Fouquart and Bonnel (1980),
ecRad, RRTM (4.6)

Microphysics, SURFEX,
subgrid cloud scheme, aerosols/chemistry

Climate studies
Weather and process studies

Turbulence

Cuxart et al. (2000a) (4.2)

SURFEX, shallow convection,
aerosols and chemistry

Weather and process studies
Air quality (7.5)
Optical turbulence for astronomy (8.3)

Wildland fire

ISBA, ForeFire

Air quality, weather impacts (7.3)

Passive dispersion

SURFEX, turbulence, convection,
Lagrangian models

Air quality (7.5),
Accidental release (6.2)
Air quality, climate impacts
Chemistry research, air quality (7.5)
Volcanoes (7.5)
Atmospheric chemistry research (7.5)

Dust and sea salt
Chemistry/aerosols

(5)
ORILAM (5)

SURFEX, turbulence, convection, radiation
All the physics,

Electricity

CELLS (4.7),
LNOx (4.7)

Microphysics, turbulence
Chemistry

CELLS (LNOx )
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Weather and process studies (7.4)
Atmospheric chemistry research (7.5)
Hurricanes (Barthe et al., 2016)
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Meso-NH–SYMPHONIE coupled system shows the southward advection of cold air that led to a large decrease in the
air temperature by more than 10 ◦ C in 36 h at the LION buoy
location. The sea temperature in the first 20 m also significantly decreased by more than 4 ◦ C in 36 h due to the vertical turbulent heat flux and the complex interaction between
the vertical (turbulent heat flux and Ekman pumping) and
horizontal (fine-scale structure displacement and frontal dynamics) processes. The coupling allows the representation of
these fine-scale and complex ocean dynamics and responses
and led here to a decrease (increase) in the oceanic (atmospheric) BL temperature, therefore reducing the oceanic
surface-layer instability and inhibiting the atmospheric turbulent heat flux (and turbulent moisture flux, not shown).
This illustrates that a 3-D air–sea coupling is essential to
sufficiently represent the heat (and moisture) budget in atmospheric and oceanic boundary layers during strong wind
events. Note that it is necessary to study the process of open
ocean convection in the northwestern Mediterranean Sea.
7.2
7.2.1

Continental surfaces
Urban studies

The Meso-NH–SURFEX coupling offers a wide range of applications over continental surfaces. Urban meteorology constitutes one such application because cities modify the local
meteorology, creating their own microclimate, such as the
urban heat island (UHI). Lemonsu and Masson (2002) presented the world’s first UHI mesoscale simulation coupled
with an urban model (TEB), which was able to numerically
reproduce an UHI of 8 K for the agglomeration of Paris.
Since then, Meso-NH has been used to analyze various urban climate processes, e.g., air pollution (Sarrat et al., 2006),
the vertical structure of the boundary layer of coastal cities
(Lemonsu et al., 2006a, b; Pigeon et al., 2007), and urban
breeze (Hidalgo et al., 2008, 2010). More recently, the ability to perform hectometric resolution simulations opened a
new field of urban climate research: the study and multi-scale
evaluation of adaptation strategies of cities to climate change
(Lemonsu et al., 2013). De Munck et al. (2013) showed that
air-conditioning systems would increase the nighttime air
temperature by 1–2 K during a heat-wave episode. This air
temperature increase is larger during the night than during
the day, which may be counterintuitive; however, this is due
to the vertical structure of the BL. Green roofs and other
vegetation strategies, as well as agglomeration-wide urban
planning strategies have also been evaluated (Masson et al.,
2013b; Daniel et al., 2018). Year-long hectometric-scale simulations are now performed in order to evaluate the urban microclimate and its impacts (such as the energy consumption
of buildings; Schoetter et al., 2017). This creates the possibility of developing new methodologies of regional climate
downscaling down to urban and intra-urban scales. Figure 11
shows a comparison between the near-surface temperature
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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simulated by Meso-NH–TEB and those observed during the
CAPITOUL intensive observation campaign (Masson et al.,
2008) during the spring of 2004 for two weather types. Despite a positive bias in the absolute values of the air temperature, Meso-NH–TEB captures the sensitivity of the air
temperature to the building density well.
7.2.2

Wind-induced snow transport

As presented in Sect. 5, Meso-NH is coupled with SURFEX to model the emission of natural aerosols such as
desert dust and sea salt. In the same way, another coupling
concerns the wind-induced snow transport via the detailed
snowpack model CROCUS (Brun et al., 1992) of SURFEX.
Meso-NH–CROCUS simulates snow transport via saltation
and turbulent suspension and includes the sublimation of
suspended snow particles (Vionnet et al., 2014). In the atmosphere, blown snow particles are represented by a twomoment scheme to capture the spatial and temporal evolution of the particle size distribution. At the surface, the
model computes the mass flux in saltation as a function of the
snow-surface properties simulated by CROCUS and the nearsurface meteorological conditions. Finally, the model simulates snow erosion and deposition including the contributions
of saltation, turbulent suspension, and snowfall simulated by
Meso-NH. Meso-NH–CROCUS has been used down to a
grid spacing of 50 m to simulate snow redistribution during
blowing snow events in alpine terrains. In particular, it has
been used to quantify the mass loss due to blowing snow
sublimation (Vionnet et al., 2014) and to study the spatial
variability in snow accumulation (Vionnet et al., 2017).
7.3

Fire propagation

Numerous observational studies (Clements et al., 2006; Santoni et al., 2006) have shown that strong interactions exist
between wildfires and the atmosphere at different scales (turbulent mixing in the front, large eddies near the front, fireinduced winds, and pyrocumulus clouds). Wildland fire is
a multiscale process, from the flame reaction zone on submeter scales to the synoptic scale of hundreds of kilometers.
The numerical coupling between a fire model and an atmospheric one is a good way to understand the mechanisms
driving a fire spread and has research implications for operational fire spread models. Numerical fire–atmosphere coupling has already undergone numerous developments, starting from the static fire simulations of Heilman and Fast
(1992) to more recent studies in which a simplified fire
spread model is coupled with an atmospheric mesoscale
model (Mandel et al., 2011) running at a regional scale. The
objective here was to develop this type of two-way interactive
coupling with a more physical fire spread model and to run at
the scale of the fire front, i.e., with LESs (Filippi et al., 2009).
Meso-NH has accordingly been coupled with ForeFire (Balbi
et al., 2007), a physical fire spread model taking into account
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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Figure 10. Results from the coupling between Meso-NH and SYMPHONIE. (a) Sea surface temperature (color, ◦ C) and 10 m wind (vector,
m s−1 ) averaged over 27–30 October 2012. The triangle symbol shows the location of the LION buoy. (b) Time evolution of the (top) air
temperature (◦ C), (c) wind stress (blue, N m−1 ), sensible heat flux (red, W m−2 ), and (d) water temperature (◦ C) at the LION buoy.

wind and slope effects. In ForeFire, the fire front acts as a
tilted radiant panel that heats the vegetation in front of it, vaporizing the water content before entering pyrolysis. Wind
and slope effects are explicitly taken into account by calculating the flame tilt angle using a vector method. The rate of
spread for every portion of the front is then used by a fronttracking method to simulate the fire perimeter. At each time
step of the atmospheric model, Meso-NH forces the fire behavior via the surface wind field, whereas the fire forces the
atmospheric simulation via the surface heat and vapor fluxes
through SURFEX. The coupling involves extreme values for
the atmospheric model, such as surface temperatures on the
order of 1000 K corresponding to upward radiative fluxes
100 times larger than normal, or upward sensible fluxes 100
times larger than normal (up to 100 kW m−2 at resolutions of
50 m). The coupled Meso-NH–ForeFire system has been validated with idealized simulations showing strong interactions
between the topography and the fire-front-induced wind (Filippi et al., 2009, 2011) in the experimental burn of FireFlux
(Filippi et al., 2013) and in real cases located in the Mediterranean region (Filippi et al., 2011). Strada et al. (2012) explored the air quality in addition to the dynamics downwind
of a burning area, including the atmospheric online gaseous
chemistry, with Meso-NH.
Another challenge has been to run Meso-NH–ForeFire
on the Aullène wildland fire in Corsica, which occurred on
23 July 2009 and burned 2000 ha during the first afternoon.
The simulation included four nested domains from the regional scale (2400 m horizontal resolution) to the fire scale
(50 m resolution) in a two-way configuration; the combined
model received the second Bull-Joseph Fourier Prize in 2014
for its run on massively parallel computers. The burnt area
was reproduced with a good degree of realism at the local
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scale (Fig. 12a) and at the regional scale, where the simulated fire plume compares well with the MODIS satellite image (Fig. 12b).
In 2007, the coupled system was extended to simulate the
progression of the lava flow and the smoking plume during
the eruption of the Piton de la Fournaise volcano on Réunion
Island (Durand, 2016).
7.4

Electricity

Explicit simulations of electrified clouds with CELLS in
Meso-NH have first investigated idealized convective cases
to understand the physical processes driving the electrical properties of the clouds and to test their sensitivity.
They now begin to study the electrification of real meteorological precipitating cloud systems, including comparison with electrical observations. CELLS has successfully reproduced the electrical activity of several idealized storms
(Barthe and Pinty, 2007b; Tsenova et al., 2017), an idealized tropical cyclone-like vortex (Barthe et al., 2016), and
the 21 July 1998 EULINOX storm (Barthe et al., 2012).
The modeling of the production of nitrogen oxides by lightning flashes was realized and illustrated for the 10 July 1996
STERAO storm (Barthe et al., 2007a; Barth et al., 2007a).
Pinty et al. (2013) realistically simulated the electrical aspects of a heavy precipitation event over the Cevennes area
in the south of France in the HyMeX experiment. More recently, a few cases have been under investigation over Corsica, taking advantage of the lightning-observing network
SAETTA. This network, made up of 12 Lightning Mapping
Array (LMA) stations, has been deployed in Corsica to monitor the 3-D lightning activity within a range of approximately
350 km from the center of Corsica. The SAETTA dataset
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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Figure 11. Sensitivity of the nocturnal (1 to 5 local solar time) near-surface air temperature on urbanization for a domain covering the
agglomeration of Toulouse (France) at a horizontal resolution of 250 m. Panels (a) and (c) show the difference in the 2 m air temperature
between a simulation taking the urbanization into account via TEB and a simulation without urbanization for all days during March, April,
and May 2004 classed into (a) relatively windy and cloudy days and (c) calm and sunny days via the clusterization of Hidalgo et al. (2014).
Panels (b, d) show the comparison between the values of the air temperature 6 m above the ground simulated by Meso-NH–TEB and observed
during the CAPITOUL campaign for the same two weather types. The locations of the stations are displayed in the left column.

can therefore be used to assess in detail the functioning of
CELLS for multiple events.
As an example, Meso-NH was able to reproduce the electrical properties of a local convective development on the afternoon of 25 July 2014 over northern Corsica. For the entire event, the SAETTA estimate was ∼ 1050 flashes while
the model reproduced ∼ 850 flashes. In Fig. 13, the sequence
of the VHF records of the SAETTA profiles shows the twolevel propagation of the flashes. In Fig. 13a highlighted by
the bold rectangle, more flashes are observed at a high level
of ∼ 9 km (red color), meaning an excess of positive charges.
Conversely, Fig. 13b shows that later the polarity of the
charge doublet reverses so that the charges at the top are
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

negative. This charge reversal was well captured by CELLS
in Meso-NH when simulating the case at a 1 km resolution.
In Fig. 13c, a “direct” electrical cell appears, while 1 h later
a negative charge density overhangs the positive pocket of
charges on a shifted cross section.
7.5

Chemistry and aerosols

Meso-NH is applied in a wide range of research on air quality
and climate process studies as it handles gaseous and aqueous chemistry and aerosols. Figure 14 shows a 2-D view of
the SOA mass concentration of the class 6 SOA upstream of
the Puy de Dôme mountain, at the summit, and downstream,
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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Figure 12. Simulated smoke tracer on 23 July 2009 (a) in the 50 m resolution domain compared to the plume’s photograph (at the top left)
and (b) in the 600 m resolution domain highlighted in red (A) at 15:00 UTC compared to the MODIS image (B) of Corsica at 14:50 UTC.

(a)

(b)

(c)

Figure 13. Comparison between the SAETTA data and the Meso-NH simulation for the case of the 25 July 2014 event over Corsica. Time
series of the vertical profiles of the SAETTA VHF sources (a) and Meso-NH cross sections of the total charge density (nC m−3 ; colors)
corresponding to the windows of the SAETTA profiles with a direct cell (b) of “normal” polarity and an indirect cell (c) of “reverse” polarity.
The cloudy area is shown with a black isoline.

as well as the relative contribution of the 10 SOA classes to
the total mass. These results were obtained with a 2-D idealized simulation in a plane parallel to the main wind direction
(Berger et al., 2016b). The isoprene mixing ratio was initialized from measurements performed at the Puy de Dôme station for a particular orographic cloud observed in July 2011.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

However, for this event, the isoprene mixing ratio was very
weak and a sensitivity test was performed multiplying the
isoprene mixing ratio by 20. For both cases, the production
of the class 6 SOA is observed with the relative contribution
of this class increasing downstream of the mountain. Class 6
SOA is produced from oxalic and pyruvic acids, which are

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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Figure 14. Mass concentration of the class 6 secondary organic aerosol (SOA6) upstream, at the summit, and downstream of the Puy de
Dôme mountain (rectangular box). The contribution of the 10 classes of secondary organic aerosols to the total mass is represented by a pie
chart for (a) an isoprene initial mixing ratio of 7.3 pptv and (b) an isoprene initial mixing ratio of 146 pptv (multiplied by 20).

produced inside cloud droplets from the oxygenated soluble
isoprene oxidation products. Multiplying the initial mixing
ratio of isoprene by 20 leads to only a doubling of the mass
concentration of class 6 SOA downstream of the mountain.
This is likely because the gaseous chemistry upstream leads
to the significant production of oxalic and pyruvic acids as
indicated by the mass concentration of the class 6 SOA upstream of the mountain where the isoprene mixing ratio is the
highest.
Volcanoes are one of the most important natural sources
of air pollution. It is crucial for air quality, aviation hazard forecasting, and climate studies to have a good knowledge of their atmospheric chemistry, physical, and radiative effects. Figure 15 shows a 3-D view of the SO2 concentration from the Etna (Italy) volcanic plume modeled by
Meso-NH at 2 km horizontal resolution on 15 June 2016 at
14:00 UTC during the 2016 STRAP campaign (http://osur.
univ-reunion.fr/recherche/strap/, last access: 22 May 2018).
The SO2 concentration decreases into the plume as was observed. It simulates 911 ppb of SO2 above the vent, and 100
and 20 ppb of SO2 at distances of 4 and 120 km from the
vent, respectively. The ReLACS2 chemical scheme of MesoNH transforms the SO2 into sulfuric acid (H2 SO4 ). Then, the
aerosol scheme ORILAM nucleates and condenses the sulfuric acid into the aerosol aqueous phase (SO2−
4 ions). MesoNH produces the maximum value of the SO2−
4 concentration
(9 µg m−3 ) 114 km from the vent. In addition, close to the
surface, the air pollution from the Catania (Italy) region is
simulated. This shows that Meso-NH is able to correctly re-

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

produce the transport, dilution, and chemical transformation
of the volcanic plume.
7.6

Large computational grid applications

The recent advent of massively parallel computers, using
hundreds of thousands of cores, has opened new possibilities. These computers are now sufficient to perform seamless
modeling of weather events and to study their scale interactions over large grids (Pantillon et al., 2013; Paoli et al.,
2014; Bergot et al., 2015; Dauhut et al., 2015). Pantillon et al.
(2013) ran a convection-permitting simulation of Hurricane
Helene (2006) and its interaction with a planetary wave using 4 kcores. They used a domain with 412 million points
(3072 × 1920 × 70) that stretched from the eastern Pacific to
the western Mediterranean and showed that the 5-day track
of Helene could be correctly forecasted when running the
model at high resolution. Paoli et al. (2014) carried out LESs
of stably stratified flows and discussed the impact of resolution by increasing the number of points to 8.59 billion points
(2048 × 2048 × 2048) and the number of cores up to 4 kcores
while decreasing the grid spacing down to 2 m. Bergot et al.
(2015) performed LESs of radiation fog over an airport area
to study the effect of an urban canopy on the fog. Using
a domain of 425 million points (3072 × 1024 × 135), they
demonstrated the advantage of using LESs on complex terrains to better understand fog physics. Dauhut et al. (2015)
ran a simulation of Hector the Convector, an Australian multicellular thunderstorm, over a domain of 1.34 billion points
(2560 × 2048 × 256) and a grid mesh of 100 m (Fig. 16). By
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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Figure 15. The SO2 concentration in the Etna volcanic plume modeled by Meso-NH on 15 June 2016 at 14:00 UTC (ppb, scale in color), and
−3
the SO2−
4 concentration (µg m , scale in blue gradient) in the aerosol phase. The trajectory of the SAFIRE ATR42 aircraft is superimposed
by using circles, and the colors represent the observed SO2 concentration (ppb, scale in color).

contrasting their so-called giga-LESs with runs performed at
coarser resolution, they showed that grid spacing on the order
of 100 m is necessary to make a reliable estimate of the convective hydration of the tropical stratosphere by a very deep
thunderstorm. These studies all show that such LESs are very
useful to better understand the mechanisms involved in the
processes described above. Because they provide a consistent description of the atmosphere, they can serve as a virtual
field campaign. Therefore, the use of such LESs will likely
significantly increase in the near future.
Since Pantillon et al. (2011), Meso-NH has also been used
over very large grids at kilometric resolutions to study clouds
and convection. Establishing a better knowledge of cloud
microphysics and rain production remains the main use of
the model. Beyond the Mediterranean cases previously mentioned, another common study region of Meso-NH is over
the tropics where convection is ubiquitous. An example is
shown for a dusty outbreak at 12:00 UTC on 12 June 2006
over the northern part of Africa (Fig. 17; Reinares Martínez
and Chaboureau, 2018). As expected in summer, clouds and
precipitation occur mainly along the intertropical convective
zone, while dust is present over the Sahara. A mesoscale
convective system is located over the Sahel, in the middle
of the domain between the intertropical convective zone and
the Sahara. Such a propagative system is easily obtained with
Meso-NH running as a CRM because the coupling between
the synoptic circulation and the convective systems is explicitly represented with such a kilometer-scale grid mesh.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018
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Model evaluation

Evaluations are essential, necessary activities to assess and
advance a model. Considerable effort has been made since
the early development of Meso-NH to provide extensive
evaluations. Here, we give a comprehensive review of such
efforts in the frameworks of intercomparison exercises, field
campaigns, and other specific contexts.
8.1

Intercomparison exercises

Meso-NH has joined multiple intercomparison studies to
compare state-of-the-art SCMs, CRMs, or LESs with observations and with each other to determine the strengths and
weaknesses of the parameterizations. Numerous studies have
evaluated the KFB deep convection scheme in the 1-D configuration and intercompared it with other schemes and models (e.g., Mallet et al., 1999; Bechtold et al., 2000; Xie et al.,
2002; Bechtold et al., 2004; Guichard et al., 2004; Woolnough et al., 2010; Couvreux et al., 2015). Initiated under
the Global Energy and Water Cycle Experiment (GEWEX)
project with the GEWEX Cloud System Study (GCSS) working group (Bechtold et al., 2000; Redelsperger et al., 2000;
Stevens et al., 2001; Xie et al., 2002), many of these intercomparison studies involving Meso-NH have focused on
deep and boundary layer clouds (Siebesma et al., 2003;
Lenderink et al., 2004; Guichard et al., 2004; Woolnough
et al., 2010; Varble et al., 2011, 2014a, b; Fridlind et al.,
2012; Daleu et al., 2016a, b; Field et al., 2017). These studies have allowed progress in convection parameterizations
and microphysical schemes. In Varble et al. (2011), MesoNH simulations with one-moment and two-moment microwww.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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Figure 16. Snapshot of a Meso-NH simulation of Hector the Convector taken from the 1 min cloud envelope animation available at https:
//youtu.be/xjPumywGaAU (last access: 22 May 2018).

Figure 17. Cloud (grey), precipitation (blue), and dust (yellow) during a dusty outbreak at 12:00 UTC on 12 June 2006 over the northern part
of Africa as obtained by a simulation using a grid of 3072 × 1536 × 70 points and a grid mesh of 1x = 2.5 km.

physics presented convective radar reflectivities closer to the
observations than did other models. In some studies, MesoNH was used as a reference LES simulation to compare to
SCM models, e.g., Couvreux et al. (2015), after evaluating
the LES against numerous observations and verifying that it
correctly reproduced the growth of the boundary layer, development of shallow cumulus, and initiation of the observed
deep convection in a semiarid environment. Following the
GEWEX Atmospheric Boundary Layers Study (GABLS),
Cuxart et al. (2006) Bravo et al. (2008), and Svensson et al.
(2011) focused on the stable boundary layer; its parameterization is a difficult issue, resulting in a large spread in the
intercomparison results. Bergot et al. (2007) intercompared

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

SCM predictions of radiation fog, and Meso-NH overpredicted the cloud water content because the model did not
include droplet sedimentation, which has been introduced
since then because it is crucial to fog prediction. Other useful
intercomparison studies have investigated flow over sloped
terrain (Doyle et al., 2000; Georgelin et al., 2000) and midlatitude and Mediterranean precipitating cloud systems (Lopez
et al., 2003; Richard et al., 2003; Anquetin et al., 2005;
Barthlott et al., 2011; Khodayar et al., 2016). Several intercomparisons have also examined the dispersion and chemistry (Barth et al., 2007b; Sarrat et al., 2007a; Berger et al.,
2016a). In the Fennec dust forecast intercomparison over the
Sahara in June 2011 (Chaboureau et al., 2016), Meso-NH at
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5 km grid spacing was the only model to partly forecast the
large near-surface dust concentration generated by the density current and low-level winds observed by the airborne lidar.
8.2

Field campaign evaluations

Measurements of atmospheric fields from intensive campaigns at specific locations of interest and for limited time periods are an important source of data used to evaluate MesoNH. Of the more recent campaigns, the modeling of clouds
and convection has been extensively evaluated during the
African Monsoon Multidisciplinary Analysis (AMMA) (e.g.,
Arnault and Roux, 2010; Couvreux et al., 2012), the Convective and Orographically induced Precipitation Study (COPS)
(Richard et al., 2011), CHUVA (Machado et al., 2014), and
HyMeX (e.g., Defer et al., 2015; Bouin et al., 2017). Stable boundary layer schemes have benefited from SABLES98
(Cuxart et al., 2000b). Numerous campaigns dedicated to air
quality, such as ESCOMPTE (Drobinski et al., 2007), EUCAARI (Aouizerats et al., 2010; Bègue et al., 2015), and
CAPITOUL (Masson et al., 2008), have allowed the aerosol
and chemistry schemes to be improved and evaluated.
The model has also been used to deliver real-time forecasts to help guide aircraft during several field campaigns.
Due to the limited computer resources of more than 12 years
ago, the model was run over a small, coarse grid in 2004
and 2005 for the Tropical Convection, Cirrus, and Nitrogen Oxides experiment (Chaboureau and Bechtold, 2005;
Chaboureau and Pinty, 2006) and in 2006 for AMMA (Söhne
et al., 2008). Because the computing capability increased
at LA after 2007, the model was then run over a larger,
finer grid and in the convection-permitting mode for COPS
(Chaboureau et al., 2011), Fennec (Chaboureau et al., 2016),
HyMeX (Rysman et al., 2016), and CHUVA (Machado and
Chaboureau, 2015). Forecasts were produced for a typical
period of 1 or 2 months. This provided a long series of simulations compared to the single-case simulations commonly
performed in the past for 1 or 2 days. The assessment of
such long series against satellite observations has revealed
systematic errors or drawbacks in the model. This has led to
the development of the subgrid cloud scheme (Chaboureau
and Bechtold, 2005) and to the introduction of a temperature dependence in the ice-to-snow autoconversion threshold
(Chaboureau and Pinty, 2006).
8.3

Other systematic evaluations

As described earlier, since 2008, Meso-NH physics has been
used in the operational model AROME and has benefited
from systematic evaluations based on the French operational
observation network and the forecaster assessment. The performance of Meso-NH has also been evaluated on sites offering long-term statistics, such as the optical turbulence
applied to ground-based astronomy for a statistically rich
Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

sample of nights above the European Southern Observatory
(ESO) sites (Lascaux et al., 2013; Masciadri et al., 2013,
2017), Arizona (Turchi et al., 2017), and Antarctica (Lascaux
et al., 2010, 2011).
Another important aspect is that new versions and bug
fixes of the code are systematically validated with a series
of test cases including numerous diagnostics covering a wide
range of settings, from idealized scenarios including linear
mountain waves (compared to the analytic solution), a density current test case, convective supercells with chemistry
and electricity, 1-D simulations, and LES intercomparison
cases of cumulus, stratocumulus, and fog to real cases of
heavy precipitating events, dust outbreaks, and tropical cyclones. This process is handled rigorously because it is critical to maintain consistency in the code. A few of these test
cases are provided within the Meso-NH package.

9

Future plans

Even though it is complete as an atmospheric model and enables various innovative applications, Meso-NH is continually being developed. Future directions primarily concern
computational adaptations, dynamics, physical parameterizations, and integrated coupling systems.
The coming years will see continued work on the computational performance of the code. As in most meteorological
codes, all operations are executed in 64-bit double precision
even though this is only required for some precision-sensitive
operations, such as the pressure solver. A gain in performance has been achieved by running the model in 32-bit single precision, instead of double. Preliminary tests have been
performed running the model with single precision but computing the radiative transfer and solving the pressure with
double precision. These tests show no strong impact on the
accuracy and have a computational cost that is reduced by
approximately a factor of 2.
Meso-NH will continue to be adapted to new generations
of supercomputers. The next-generation exaflop supercomputers capable of 1018 operations per second will be CPU–
GPU hybrid machines. OpenACC directives are currently being incorporated into the code, and the work carried out so
far results in an acceleration of the advection and turbulence
schemes by a factor of 20, reducing the total computational
cost by a factor of 3.
Regarding the dynamics, Kurowski et al. (2014) have
shown that the choice of anelastic or fully compressible equations is less crucial than the accuracy of the numerical methods. Nevertheless, in some conditions, such as steep slopes
where the pressure solver fails to converge or when horizontal density fluctuations cannot be neglected (in very large domains or in the vicinity of a fire front), the anelastic assumption could become a strong limitation. A compressible version of Meso-NH associated with an adequate time-splitting
method will therefore be implemented instead of the anelaswww.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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tic version. This enhancement will allow for the better representation of fire-induced gusts and the strong convection,
which are responsible for extreme fire behavior, in particular, the emission and transport of embers or fire jumps.
To improve LESs over complex terrains or with strong surface heterogeneities, such as urban areas, or to study wind
turbine emplacements, the drag approach already developed
in Meso-NH (Aumond et al., 2013) will not be sufficient. An
immersed boundary method is currently being developed to
progress beyond the drag approach (Auguste et al., 2018).
Concerning the physical parameterizations, even though
the increasing resolution and the extensive use of LESs reduce the need for some parameterizations, progress in other
parameterizations is still needed. It will be necessary to integrate recent advances in radiation schemes, especially for
the treatment of 3-D radiative effects. Even though ecRad allows subgrid 3-D effects to be accounted for, these effects
are not considered at the resolved scales, which can be critical in LESs (Klinger et al., 2017). Cloud side illumination
and leakage, horizontal transport between neighbor columns,
and cloud shadow projection should therefore be further considered. This will be done by taking advantage of the models
recently developed to address these issues (e.g., Wapler and
Mayer, 2008; Jakub and Mayer, 2015). The optical properties
of clouds should also be revised to benefit from recent theoretical and experimental advancements. In particular, for ice
cloud properties, the parameterizations of Liou et al. (2008)
for the ice cloud effective radius and that of Yang et al. (2013)
for the scattering properties should be implemented. Regarding aerosols and radiatively active gases, efforts should be
made to provide realistic 3-D initial and boundary conditions and to improve the prognostic schemes. This will be
done within the microphysics scheme LIMA, using analyses from CAMS or MOCAGE. In addition to these structural
upgrades, a photovoltaic module will be implemented to respond to the solar industry’s need for improved photovoltaic
production forecasts.
LESs could benefit from a better representation of turbulence during stable conditions. They will also help to improve parametrizations at sub-kilometer scale as the grey
zone of turbulence remains a challenging topic. Another issue is the introduction of anisotropy in convective clouds
or around steep gradients. Parameterizing the turbulence at
the cloud–clear air interface is also a difficult and promising challenge that will be dealt with by Meso-NH, depending on the relative magnitudes of the mixing and the phase
change timescales and impacting the particle size distributions. Implementing a detailed bin microphysical scheme as
a reference for the bulk schemes would allow progress in the
parameterization of the microphysical processes.
As shown in this paper, the new couplings developed in
Meso-NH, such as aerosols and chemistry, electricity, wildland fires, oceans, and waves have significantly widened the
scope of the applications of the model. It is essential to
capitalize on the wealth of these schemes to explore these
www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/
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multiple interactions. An integrated coupled ocean–wave–
aerosols–two-moment microphysics–electricity system is a
capability that Meso-NH will provide in the near future.
10

Outlook

The paper has shown that Meso-NH performs well over a
broad range of atmospheric conditions and that many domains of research can be pursued with Meso-NH version 5.4.
In the field of spatial scales, LESs have been extensively used
for both process studies and the development of new physical
parametrizations for large-scale models, and now also concern real-case frameworks, such as over sloping or heterogeneous surfaces. The new couplings will allow the exploration
of multiple interactions and access to the Earth integrating
system. In this context, high computational performance of
the code used over large grids represents a genuine challenge.
Over the years, Meso-NH has unified a research community around atmospheric mesoscale modeling and has enabled new challenging issues to be raised. Even though its
development began in the 1990s, it has succeeded in integrating new numerical schemes and physical parameterizations,
adapting to new computing generations, and remaining attractive for new couplings.
Looking to the future, Meso-NH will continue to serve
the atmospheric community, with an increasingly important
role for LESs and large-grid simulations. Even though global
models now have access to kilometric resolutions, limitedarea models will remain unavoidable to make progress in
the development of parameterizations and the understanding
of physical and chemical processes. Meso-NH will remain a
major multidisciplinary player.

Code and data availability. Since version 5.1 was released in 2014,
Meso-NH has been freely available under the CeCILL-C license
agreement. CeCILL is a free software license, explicitly compatible
with GNU GPL. The CeCILL-C license agreement grants users the
right to modify and re-use the covered software.

Competing interests. The authors declare that they have no conflict
of interest.

Acknowledgements. This work was partly supported by the French
ANR-14-CE01-0014 MUSIC project. Computer resources were
allocated by GENCI (project 0569).
Edited by: Jason Williams
Reviewed by: two anonymous referees

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

1958
References
Abdul-Razzak, H. and Ghan, S. J.: Parameterization of the influence
of organic surfactants on aerosol activation, J. Geophys. Res.Atmos., 109, D03205, https://doi.org/10.1029/2003JD004043,
2004.
Anquetin, S., Yates, E., Ducrocq, V., Samouillan, S., Chancibault,
K., Davolio, S., Accadia, C., Casaioli, M., Mariani, S., Ficca,
G., Gozzini, B., Pasi, F., Pasqui, M., Garcia, A., Martorell, M.,
Romero, R., and Chessa, P.: The 8 and 9 September 2002 flash
flood event in France: a model intercomparison, Nat. Hazards
Earth Syst. Sci., 5, 741–754, https://doi.org/10.5194/nhess-5741-2005, 2005.
Aouizerats, B., Thouron, O., Tulet, P., Mallet, M., Gomes, L.,
and Henzing, J. S.: Development of an online radiative module for the computation of aerosol optical properties in 3-D atmospheric models: validation during the EUCAARI campaign,
Geosci. Model Dev., 3, 553–564, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-3553-2010, 2010.
Arnault, J. and Roux, F.: Comparison between two casestudies of developing and non-developing African easterly
waves during NAMMA and AMMA / SOP-3: Absolute vertical vorticity budget, Mon. Weather Rev., 138, 1420–1445,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2009MWR3120.1, 2010.
Augros, C., Caumont, O., Ducrocq, V., Gaussiat, N., and Tabary, P.:
Comparisons between S, C, and X band polarimetric radar observations and convective-scale simulations of HyMeX first special observing period, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 142, 347–362,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2572, 2016.
Auguste, F., Réa, G., Paoli, R., Lac, C., Masson, V., and Cariolle, D.:
Implementation of an Immersed Boundary Method in the MesoNH model: Applications to an idealized urban-like environment,
Geosci. Model Dev. Discuss., https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-20187, in review, 2018.
Aumond, P., Masson, V., Lac, C., Gauvreau, B., Dupont, S., and
Bérengier, M.: Including the drag effects of canopies: Real case
large-eddy simulation studies, Bound.-Layer. Meteorol., 146,
65–80, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-012-9758-x, 2013.
Baklanov, A., Schlünzen, K., Suppan, P., Baldasano, J., Brunner,
D., Aksoyoglu, S., Carmichael, G., Douros, J., Flemming, J.,
Forkel, R., Galmarini, S., Gauss, M., Grell, G., Hirtl, M., Joffre,
S., Jorba, O., Kaas, E., Kaasik, M., Kallos, G., Kong, X., Korsholm, U., Kurganskiy, A., Kushta, J., Lohmann, U., Mahura,
A., Manders-Groot, A., Maurizi, A., Moussiopoulos, N., Rao, S.
T., Savage, N., Seigneur, C., Sokhi, R. S., Solazzo, E., Solomos,
S., Sørensen, B., Tsegas, G., Vignati, E., Vogel, B., and Zhang,
Y.: Online coupled regional meteorology chemistry models in
Europe: current status and prospects, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 14,
317–398, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-317-2014, 2014.
Balbi, J.-H., Rossi, J.-L., Marcelli, T., and Santoni, P.-A.: A 3D
physical real-time model of surface fires across fuel beds, Combust. Sci. Technol., 179, 2511–2537, 2007.
Baran, A. J., Hill, P., Furtado, K., Field, P., and Manners, J.: A coupled cloud physics–radiation parameterization of the bulk optical properties of cirrus and its impact on the Met Office Unified Model Global Atmosphere 5.0 configuration, J. Climate, 27,
7725–7752, 2014.
Barth, M. C., Kim, S.-W., Wang, C., Pickering, K. E., Ott, L. E.,
Stenchikov, G., Leriche, M., Cautenet, S., Pinty, J.-P., Barthe,
Ch., Mari, C., Helsdon, J. H., Farley, R. D., Fridlind, A.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
M., Ackerman, A. S., Spiridonov, V., and Telenta, B.: Cloudscale model intercomparison of chemical constituent transport in deep convection, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 7, 4709–4731,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-4709-2007, 2007a.
Barth, M. C., Kim, S.-W., Wang, C., Pickering, K. E., Ott, L. E.,
Stenchikov, G., Leriche, M., Cautenet, S., Pinty, J.-P., Barthe,
Ch., Mari, C., Helsdon, J. H., Farley, R. D., Fridlind, A.
M., Ackerman, A. S., Spiridonov, V., and Telenta, B.: Cloudscale model intercomparison of chemical constituent transport in deep convection, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 7, 4709–4731,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-4709-2007, 2007b.
Barthe, C. and Pinty, J.-P.: Simulation of a supercellular storm
using a three-dimensional mesoscale model with an explicit lightning flash scheme, J. Geophys. Res., 112, D06210,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007484, 2007a.
Barthe, C. and Pinty, J.-P.: Simulation of electrified
storms with comparison of the charge structure and
lightning efficiency, J. Geophys. Res., 112, D19204,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD008241, 2007b.
Barthe, C., Molinié, G., and Pinty, J.-P.: Description and first results
of an explicit electrical scheme in a 3D cloud resolving model,
Atmos. Res., 76, 95–113, 2005.
Barthe, C., Pinty, J.-P., and Mari, C.: Lightning-produced NOx in
an explicit electrical scheme: a STERAO case study, J. Geophys.
Res., 112, D04302, https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007402,
2007a.
Barthe, C., Pinty, J.-P., and Mari, C.: Lightning-produced NOx
in an explicit electrical scheme tested in a StratosphereTroposphere
Experiment:
Radiation,
Aerosols,
and
Ozone case study, J. Geophys. Res., 112, D04302,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007402, 2007b.
Barthe, C., Chong, M., Pinty, J.-P., Bovalo, C., and Escobar, J.: CELLS v1.0: updated and parallelized version of an
electrical scheme to simulate multiple electrified clouds and
flashes over large domains, Geosci. Model Dev., 5, 167-184,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-5-167-2012, 2012.
Barthe, C., Hoarau, T., and Bovalo, C.: Cloud electrification and
lightning activity in a tropical cyclone-like vortex, Atmos. Res.,
180, 297–309, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2016.05.023,
2016.
Barthlott, C., Burton, R., Kirshbaum, D., Hanley, K., Richard,
E., Chaboureau, J.-P., Trentmann, J., Kern, B., Bauer, H.-S.,
Schwitalla, T., Keil, C., Seity, Y., Gadian, A., Blyth, A., Mobbs,
S., Flamant, C., and Handwerker, J.: Initiation of deep convection at marginal instability in an ensemble of mesoscale models:
A case-study from COPS, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 137, 118–136,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.707, 2011.
Bechtold, P., Redelsperger, J.-L., Beau, I., Blackburn, M., Brinkop,
S., Grandpeix, J.-Y., Grant, A., Gregory, D., Guichard, F., Hoff,
C., and Ioannidou, E.: A GCSS model intercomparison for a tropical squall line observed during TOGA-COARE. Part II: Intercomparison of SCMs and with CRM, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc.,
126, 865–888, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656405, 2000.
Bechtold, P., Chaboureau, J.-P., Beljaars, A., Betts, A. K., Köhler, M., Miller, M., and Redelsperger, J.-L.: The simulation
of the diurnal cycle of convective precipitation over land in
a global model, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 130, 3119–3137,
https://doi.org/10.1256/qj.03.103, 2004.

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
Bègue, N., Tulet, P., Pelon, J., Aouizerats, B., Berger, A.,
and Schwarzenboeck, A.: Aerosol processing and CCN formation of an intense Saharan dust plume during the EUCAARI 2008 campaign, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 15, 3497–3516,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-15-3497-2015, 2015.
Belamari, S. and Pirani, A.: Validation of the optimal heat and momentum fluxes using the ORCA2-LIM global ocean-ice model,
Marine EnviRonment and Security for the European Area – Integrated Project (MERSEA IP), Deliverable D4.1.3, 88 pp., 2007.
Berger, A.: Modélisation multi-échelles de la composition chimique des aérosols: impacts des processus physico-chimiques sur
la formation d’aérosols organiques secondaires dans les nuages,
PhD thesis, Université de Toulouse, Université Toulouse III-Paul
Sabatier, 2014.
Berger, A., Barbet, C., Leriche, M., Deguillaume, L., Mari,
C., Chaumerliac, N., Bègue, N., Tulet, P., Gazen, D., and
Escobar, J.: Evaluation of Meso-NH and WRF/CHEM
simulated gas and aerosol chemistry over Europe based
on hourly observations, Atmos. Res., 176–177, 43–63,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2016.02.006, 2016a.
Berger, A., Leriche, M., Deguillaume, L., Mari, C., Tulet, P., Gazen,
D., and Escobar, J.: Modeling Formation of SOA from Cloud
Chemistry with the Meso-NH Model: Sensitivity Studies of
Cloud Events Formed at the Puy de Dôme Station, in: Air Pollution Modeling and its Application XXIV, 37–41, Springer,
2016b.
Bergot, T., Terradellas, E., Cuxart, J., Mira, A., Liechti,
O., Mueller, M., and Woetmann Nielsen, N.: Intercomparison of Single-Column Numerical Models for the Prediction
of Radiation Fog, J. Appl. Meteorol. Clim., 46, 504–521,
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAM2475.1, 2007.
Bergot, T., Escobar, J., and Masson, V.: Effect of small scale surface
heterogeneities and buildings on radiation fog : Large-Eddy Simulation study at Paris-Charles de Gaulle airport, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 141, 285–298, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2358, 2015.
Betts, A.: Non-precipitating cumulus convection and its parameterization, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 99, 178–196, 1973.
Binkowski, F. S. and Shankar, U.: The regional particulate matter
model: 1. Model description and preliminary results, J. Geophys.
Res.-Atmos., 100, 26191–26209, 1995.
Bougeault, P.: Modeling the trade-wind cumulus boundary layer.
Part I: Testing the ensemble cloud relations against numerical
data, J. Atmos. Sci., 38, 2414–2428, 1981.
Bougeault, P.: Cloud-ensemble relations based on the Gamma probability distribution for the higher-order models of the planetary
boundary layer, J. Atmos. Sci., 39, 2691–2700, 1982.
Bougeault, P. and Lacarrère, P.: Parameterization of orographyinduced turbulence in a meso-beta scale model, Mon. Weather
Rev., 117, 1870–1888, 1989.
Bouin, M.-N., Redelsperger, J.-L., and Lebeaupin Brossier, C.: Processes leading to deep convection and sensitivity to sea-state representation during HyMeX IOP8 heavy precipitation event, Q. J.
Roy. Meteor. Soc., 143, 2600-2615, 2017.
Bousserez, N., Attié, J. L., Peuch, V. H., Michou, M., Pfister, G., Edwards, D., Avery, M., Sachse, G., Browell, E.,
and Ferrare, E.: Evaluation of MOCAGE chemistry and transport model during the ICARTT/ITOP experiment Evaluation of MOCAGE chemistry and transport model during the

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

1959
ICARTT/ITOP experiment, J. Geophys. Res., 112, D10S42,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007595, 2007.
Bozzo, A., S. Remy, A. Benedetti, J. Flemming, P. Bechtold, M.
Rodwell, M., and J.-J. Morcrette : Implementation of a CAMSbased aerosol climatology in the IFS, Tech. rep., ECMWF Technical Memorandum, 2017.
Bravo, M., Mira, T., Soler, M. R., and Cuxart, J.: Intercomparison and evaluation of MM5 and Meso-NH mesoscale models in
the stable boundary layer, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 128, 77–101,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-008-9269-y, 2008.
Brousseau, P., Seity, Y., Ricard, D., and Léger, J.: Improvement of
the forecast of convective activity from the AROME-France system, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 142, 2231–2243, 2016.
Brun, E., David, P., Sudul, M., and Brunot, G.: A numerical model
to simulate snow-cover stratigraphy for operational avalanche
forecasting, J. Glaciol., 38, 13–22, 1992.
Caniaux, G., Redelsperger, J.-L., and Lafore, J.-P.: A numerical
study of the stratiform region of a fast-moving squall line, J. Atmos. Sci., 51, 2046–2074, 1994.
Castro, M., Costa, B., and Don, W. S.: High order weighted essentially non-oscillatory WENO-Z schemes for hyperbolic conservation laws, J. Comput. Phys., 230, 1766–1792, 2011.
Chaboureau, J.-P. and Bechtold, P.: A simple cloud parameterization derived from cloud resolving model
data: Diagnostic and prognostic applications, J. Atmos. Sci., 59, 2362–2372, https://doi.org/10.1175/15200469(2002)059<2362:ASCPDF>2.0.CO;2, 2002.
Chaboureau, J.-P. and Bechtold, P.: Statistical representation of
clouds in a regional model and the impact on the diurnal cycle of convection during Tropical Convection, Cirrus and Nitrogen Oxides (TROCCINOX), J. Geophys. Res., 110, D17103,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005645, 2005.
Chaboureau, J.-P. and Pinty, J.-P.: Validation of a cirrus parameterization with Meteosat Second Generation observations, Geophys.
Res. Lett., 33, L03815, https://doi.org/10.1029/2005GL024725,
2006.
Chaboureau, J.-P., Cammas, J.-P., Mascart, P. J., Pinty, J.-P.,
and Lafore, J.-P.: Mesoscale model cloud scheme assessment using satellite observations, J. Geophys. Res., 107, 4301,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD000714, 2002.
Chaboureau, J.-P., Söhne, N., Pinty, J.-P., Meirold-Mautner,
I., Defer, E., Prigent, C., Pardo, J.-R., Mech, M., and
Crewell, S.: A midlatitude cloud database validated with satellite observation, J. Appl. Meteorol. Clim., 47, 1337–1353,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2007JAMC1731.1, 2008.
Chaboureau, J.-P., Richard, E., Pinty, J.-P., Flamant, C., Di Girolamo, P., Kiemle, C., Behrendt, A., Chepfer, H., Chiriaco, M.,
and Wulfmeyer, V.: Long-range transport of Saharan dust and its
radiative impact on precipitation forecast over western Europe:
a case study during the Convective and Orographically induced
Precipitation Study (COPS), Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 137, 236–
251, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.719, 2011.
Chaboureau, J.-P., Flamant, C., Dauhut, T., Kocha, C., Lafore, J.P., Lavaysse, C., Marnas, F., Mokhtari, M., Pelon, J., Reinares
Martínez, I., Schepanski, K., and Tulet, P.: Fennec dust forecast intercomparison over the Sahara in June 2011, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 16, 6977–6995, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-166977-2016, 2016.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

1960
Chang, J., Brost, R., Isaksen, I., Madronich, S., Middleton, P.,
Stockwell, W., and Walcek, C.: A three-dimensional Eulerian
acid deposition model: Physical concepts and formulation, J.
Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 92, 14681–14700, 1987.
Clark, T. L. and Farley, R.: Severe downslope windstorm calculations in two and three spatial dimensions using anelastic interactive grid nesting: A possible mechanism for gustiness, J. Atmos.
Sci., 41, 329–350, 1984.
Clements, C. B., Potter, B. E., and Zhong, S.: In situ measurements
of water vapor, heat, and CO2 fluxes within a prescribed grass
fire, International J. Wildland Fire, 15, 299–306, 2006.
Cohard, J.-M. and Pinty, J.-P.: A comprehensive twomoment warm microphysical bulk scheme. I: Description and tests, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 126, 1815–1842,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656613, 2000a.
Cohard, J.-M. and Pinty, J.-P.: A comprehensive two-moment warm
microphysical bulk scheme. II: 2D experiments with a nonhydrostatic model, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 126, 1843–1859,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656614, 2000b.
Colella, P. and Woodward, P. R.: The piecewise parabolic method
(PPM) for gas-dynamical simulations, J. Comput. Phys., 54,
174–201, 1984.
Colette, A., Ancellet, G., Menut, L., and Arnold, S. R.: A Lagrangian analysis of the impact of transport and transformation
on the ozone stratification observed in the free troposphere during the ESCOMPTE campaign, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 6, 3487–
3503, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-6-3487-2006, 2006.
Couvreux, F., Hourdin, F., and Rio, C.: Resolved versus
parametrized boundary-layer plumes. Part I: a parametrizationoriented conditional sampling in large-eddy simulations, Bound.Lay. Meteorol., 134, 441–458, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546009-9456-5, 2010.
Couvreux, F., Rio, C., Guichard, F., Lothon, M., Canut, G., Bouniol,
D., and Gounou, A.: Initiation of daytime local convection in
a semi-arid region analysed with high-resolution simulations
and AMMA observations, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 138, 56–71,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.903, 2012.
Couvreux, F., Roehrig, R., Rio, C., Lefebvre, M.-P., Caian, M.,
Komori, T., Derbyshire, S., Guichard, F., Favot, F., D’Andrea,
F., Bechtold, P., and Gentine, P.: Representation of daytime
moist convection over the semi-arid Tropics by parametrizations used in climate and meteorological models, Q. J. Roy.
Meteor. Soc., 141, 2220–2236, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2517,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2517, 2015.
Crassier, V., Suhre, K., Tulet, P., and Rosset, R.: Development of a reduced chemical scheme for use in mesoscale
meteorological models, Atmos. Environ., 34, 2633–2644,
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1352-2310(99)00480-X, 2000.
Cuxart, J., Bougeault, P., and Redelsperger, J.-L.: A turbulence scheme allowing for mesoscale and largeeddy simulations, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 126, 1–30,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656202, 2000a.
Cuxart, J., Yague, C., Morales, G., Terradellas, E., Orbe, J., Calvo,
J., Fernandez, A., Soler, M. R., Infante, C., Buenestado, P., Espinalt, A., Joergensen, H. E., Rees, J. M., Vila, J., Redondo,
J. M., Cantalapiedra, I. R., and Conangla, L.: Stable atmospheric
boundary-layer experiment in Spain (SABLES 98): A report,
Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 96, 337–370, 2000b.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
Cuxart, J., Holtslag, A. A. M., Beare, R. J., Bazile, E., Beljaars,
A., Cheng, A., Conangla, L., Ek, M., Freedman, F., Hamdi, R.,
Kerstein, A., Kitagawa, H., Lenderink, G., Lewellen, D., Mailhot, J., Mauritsen, T., Perov, V., Schayes, G., Steeneveld, G.-J.,
Svensson, G., Taylor, P., Weng, W., Wunsch, S., and Xu, K.M.: Single-column model intercomparison for a stably stratified
atmospheric boundary layer, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 118, 273–
303, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-005-3780-1, 2006.
Daleu, C. L., Plant, R. S., Woolnough, S. J., Sessions, S., Herman, M. J., Sobel, A., Wang, S., Kim, D., Cheng, A., Bellon, G., Peyrille, P., Ferry, F., Siebesma, P., and van Ulft,
L.: Intercomparison of methods of coupling between convection and large-scale circulation: 1. Comparison over uniform
surface conditions, J. Adv. Model Earth Syst., 7, 1576–1601,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015MS000468, 2016a.
Daleu, C. L., Plant, R. S., Woolnough, S. J., Sessions, S., Herman, M. J., Sobel, A., Wang, S., Kim, D., Cheng, A., Bellon, G., Peyrille, P., Ferry, F., Siebesma, P., and van Ulft,
L.: Intercomparison of methods of coupling between convection and large-scale circulation: 2. Comparison over nonuniform surface conditions, J. Adv. Model Earth Syst., 8, 387–405,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2015MS000570, 2016b.
Daniel, M., Lemonsu, A., and Viguié, V.: Role of watering practices
in large-scale urban planning strategies to face the heat-wave risk
in future climate, Urban Climate, 23, 287–308, 2018.
Dauhut, T., Chaboureau, J.-P., Escobar, J., and Mascart, P.:
Large-eddy simulation of Hector the convector making
the stratosphere wetter, Atmos. Sci. Lett., 16, 135–140,
https://doi.org/10.1002/asl2.534, 2015.
Dauhut, T., Chaboureau, J.-P., Escobar, J., and Mascart, P.:
Giga-LES of Hector the Convector and its two tallest updrafts up to the stratosphere, J. Atmos. Sci., 73, 5041–5060,
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-D-16-0083.1, 2016.
Dawson, M. L., Xu, J., Griffin, R. J., and Dabdub, D.: Development of aroCACM/MPMPO 1.0: a model to simulate secondary
organic aerosol from aromatic precursors in regional models,
Geosci. Model Dev., 9, 2143–2151, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd9-2143-2016, 2016.
Deardorff, J.: On the entrainment rate of a stratocumulus-topped
mixed layer, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 102, 563–582, 1976.
Deardorff, J. W.: Stratocumulus-capped mixed layers derived from
a three-dimensional model, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 18, 495–527,
1980.
Debreu, L., Auclair, F., Benshila, R., Capet, X., Dumas, F., Julien,
S., and Marchesiello, P.: Multiresolution in CROCO (Coastal and
Regional Ocean Community model), Geophys. Res. Abstr., 18,
15272, EGU General Assembly 2016, Vienna, Austria, 2016.
Defer, E., Pinty, J.-P., Coquillat, S., Martin, J.-M., Prieur, S., Soula,
S., Richard, E., Rison, W., Krehbiel, P., Thomas, R., Rodeheffer, D., Vergeiner, C., Malaterre, F., Pedeboy, S., Schulz,
W., Farges, T., Gallin, L.-J., Ortéga, P., Ribaud, J.-F., Anderson, G., Betz, H.-D., Meneux, B., Kotroni, V., Lagouvardos, K.,
Roos, S., Ducrocq, V., Roussot, O., Labatut, L., and Molinié,
G.: An overview of the lightning and atmospheric electricity observations collected in southern France during the HYdrological cycle in Mediterranean EXperiment (HyMeX), Special Observation Period 1, Atmos. Meas. Tech., 8, 649–669,
https://doi.org/10.5194/amt-8-649-2015, 2015.

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
De Munck, C., Pigeon, G., Masson, V., Meunier, F., Bousquet, P.,
Tréméac, B., Merchat, M., Poeuf, P., and Marchadier, C.: How
much can air conditioning increase air temperatures for a city
like Paris, France?, Int. J. Climatol., 33, 210–227, 2013.
Doyle, J., Durran, D., Chen, C., Colle, B., Georgelin, M.,
Grubisic, V., Hsu, W., Huang, C., Landau, D., Lin, Y.,
Poulos, G., Sun, W., Weber, D., Wurtele, M., and Xue,
M.: An intercomparison of model-predicted wave breaking for the 11 January 1972 Boulder windstorm, Mon.
Weather Rev., 128, 901–914, https://doi.org/10.1175/15200493(2000)128<0901:AIOMPW>2.0.CO;2, 2000.
Drobinski, P., F. Saïd, F., Ancellet, G., Arteta, J., Augustin, P.,
Bastin, S., Brut, A., Caccia, J., Campistron, B., Cautenet, S., Colette, A., Coll, I., Corsmeier, U., Cros, B., Dabas, A., Delbarre,
H., Dufour, A., Durand, P., Guénard, V., Hasel, M., Kalthoff, N.,
Kottmeier, C., Lasry, F., Lemonsu, A., Lohou, F., Masson, V.,
Menut, L., Moppert, C., Peuch, V., Puygrenier, V., Reitebuch,
O., and Vautard, R.: Regional transport and dilution during highpollution episodes in southern France: Summary of findings from
the Field Experiment to Constraint Models of Atmospheric Pollution and Emissions Transport (ESCOMPTE), J. Geophys. Res.,
112, D13104, https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007494, 2007.
Ducrocq, V., Ricard, D., Lafore, J.-P., and Orain, F.: Stormscale numerical rainfall prediction for five precipitating events
over France: On the importance of the initial humidity field,
Weather Forecast., 17, 1236–1256, https://doi.org/10.1175/15200434(2002)017<1236:SSNRPF>2.0.CO;2, 2002.
Ducrocq, V., Braud, I., Davolio, S., et al.: HyMeX-SOP1: The field
campaign dedicated to heavy precipitation and flash flooding
in the northwestern Mediterranean, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 95,
1083–1100, 2014.
Duffourg, F., Nuissier, O., Ducrocq, V., Flamant, C., Chazette, P.,
Delanoë, J., Doerenbecher, A., Fourrié, N., Di Girolamo, P., Lac,
C., Legain, D., Martinet, M., Saïd, F., and Bock, O.: Offshore
deep convection initiation and maintenance during I0P16a Offshore deep convection initiation and maintenance during HyMeX
IOP 16a heavy precipitation event, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 142,
259–274, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2725, 2016.
Durand, J.: Evolution hétérogène du soufre volcanique: évaluation
et bilan physico-chimique de la pollution volcanique, PhD thesis, Université de La Réunion, available at: http://www.theses.fr/
2016LARE0004 (last access: 22 May 2018), 2016.
Durand, J., Tulet, P., Leriche, M., Bielli, S., Villeneuve, N.,
Di Muro, A., and Fillipi, J.-B.: Modeling the lava heat flux
during severe effusive volcanic eruption: an important impact
on surface air quality, J. Geophys. Res., 119, 11729–11742,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2014JD022034, 2014.
Ebert, E. E. and Curry, J. A.: An intermediate one-dimensional thermodynamic sea ice model for investigating ice-atmosphere interactions, J. Geophys. Res.-Oceans, 98, 10085–10109, 1993.
Emmons, L. K., Walters, S., Hess, P. G., Lamarque, J.-F., Pfister, G. G., Fillmore, D., Granier, C., Guenther, A., Kinnison,
D., Laepple, T., Orlando, J., Tie, X., Tyndall, G., Wiedinmyer,
C., Baughcum, S. L., and Kloster, S.: Description and evaluation of the Model for Ozone and Related chemical Tracers, version 4 (MOZART-4), Geosci. Model Dev., 3, 43–67,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-3-43-2010, 2010.
Ervens, B., George, C., Williams, J. E., Buxton, G. V., Salmon,
G. A., Bydder, M., Wilkinson, F., Dentener, F., Mirabel, P.,

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

1961
and Herrmann, H.: CAPRAM2.4 (MODAC mechanism): An
extended and condensed tropospheric aqueous phase mechanism and its application, J. Geophys. Res., 108, 4426,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002202, 2003.
Faroux, S., Kaptué Tchuenté, A. T., Roujean, J.-L., Masson, V.,
Martin, E., and Le Moigne, P.: ECOCLIMAP-II/Europe: a
twofold database of ecosystems and surface parameters at 1 km
resolution based on satellite information for use in land surface,
meteorological and climate models, Geosci. Model Dev., 6, 563–
582, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-563-2013, 2013.
Field, P. R., Brozkova, R., Chen, M., Dudhia, J., Lac, C.,
Hara, T., Honnert, R., Olson, J., Siebesma, P., de Roode, S.,
Tomassini, L., Hill, A., and McTaggart-Cowan, R.: Exploring the convective grey zone with regional simulations of a
cold air outbreak, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 143, 2537–2555,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.3105, 2017.
Filippi, J.-B., Bosseur, F., Mari, C., Lac, C., Le Moigne, P.,
Cuenot, B., Veynante, D., Cariolle, D., and Balbi, J. H.: Coupled
atmosphere-wildland fire modelling, J. Adv. Model Earth Syst.,
1, 9 pp., https://doi.org/10.3894/JAMES.2009.1.11, 2009.
Filippi, J.-B., Bosseur, F., Pialat, X., Santoni, P.-A., Strada, S., and
Mari, C.: Simulation of coupled fire/atmosphere interaction with
the MesoNH-ForeFire models, J. Combustion, 2011, 540390,
https://doi.org/10.1155/2011/540390, 2011.
Filippi, J.-B., Pialat, X., and Clements, C. G.: Assessment of
ForeFire/Meso-NH for wildland fire/atmosphere coupled simulation of the FireFlux experiment, Proc. Combustion Inst., 34,
2633–2640, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.proci.2012.07.022, 2013.
Fouquart, Y.: Radiative transfer in climate models, in: PhysicallyBased Modelling and Simulation of Climate and Climatic
Change, Springer, 223–283, 1988.
Fouquart, Y. and Bonnel, B.: Computations of solar heating of
the earth’s atmosphere – A new parameterization, Beitraege zur
Physik der Atmosphaere, 53, 35–62, 1980.
Fridlind, A. M., Ackerman, A. S., Chaboureau, J.-P., Fan, J.,
Grabowski, W. W., Hill, A. A., Jones, T. R., Khaiyer, M. M., Liu,
G., Minnus, P., Morrison, H., Nguyen, L., Park, S., Petch, J. C.,
Pinty, J.-P., Schumacher, C., Shipway, B. J., Varble, A. C., Wu,
X., Xie, S., and Zhang, M.: A comparison of TWP-ICE observational data with cloud-resolving model results, J. Geophys. Res.,
117, D05204, https://doi.org/10.1029/2011JD016595, 2012.
Gal-Chen, T. and Somerville, R. C.: On the use of a coordinate
transformation for the solution of the Navier-Stokes equations,
J. Comput. Phys., 17, 209–228, 1975.
Geoffroy, O., Brenguier, J.-L., and Sandu, I.: Relationship between
drizzle rate, liquid water path and droplet concentration at the
scale of a stratocumulus cloud system, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 8,
4641–4654, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-8-4641-2008, 2008.
Georgelin, M., Bougeault, P., Black, T., Brzovic, N., Buzzi, A.,
Calvo, J., Casse, V., Desgagne, M., El-Khatib, R., Geleyn, J.,
Holt, T., Hong, S., Kato, T., Katzfey, J., Kurihara, K., Lacroix,
B., Lalaurette, F., Lemaitre, Y., Mailhot, J., Majewski, D., Malguzzi, P., Masson, V., McGregor, J., Minguzzi, E., Paccagnella,
T., and Wilson, C.: The second COMPARE exercise: A model
intercomparison using a case of a typical mesoscale orographic
flow, the PYREX IOP3, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 126, 991–1029,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656410, 2000.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

1962
Gheusi, F. and Stein, J.: Lagrangian description of airflows using
Eulerian passive tracers, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 128, 337–360,
https://doi.org/10.1256/00359000260498914, 2002.
Gheusi, F., Stein, J., and Eiff, O.: A numerical study of threedimensional orographic gravity-wave breaking observed in a hydraulic tank, J. Fluid Mech., 410, 67–99, 2000.
Golaz, J., Larson, V. E., and Cotton, W. R.: A PDF-based parameterization for boundary layer clouds. Part I: Method and model
description, J. Atmos. Sci., 59, 3540–3551, 2002a.
Golaz, J., Larson, V. E., and Cotton, W. R.: A PDF-based parameterization for boundary layer clouds. Part II: Model results, J.
Atmos. Sci., 59, 3552–3571, 2002b.
Grell, G., Dudhia, J., and Stauffer, D.: A description of the fifthgeneration PSU/NCAR Mesoscale Model (MM5), NCAR Tech,
Tech. rep., Note 398+ STR, 1995.
Griffin, R. J., Dabdub, D., and Seinfeld, J. H.: Secondary organic aerosol 1. Atmospheric chemical mechanism for production of molecular constituents, J. Geophys. Res., 107, 4342,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD000541, 2002.
Griffin, R. J., Nguyen, K., Dabdub, D., and Seinfeld, J. H.: A coupled hydrophobic-hydrophilic model for predicting secondary
organic aerosol formation, J. Atmos. Chem., 44, 171–190, 2003.
Grini, A., Tulet, P., and Gomes, L.: Dusty weather forecasts using
the MesoNH mesoscale atmospheric model, J. Geophys. Res.,
111, D19205, https://doi.org/10.1029/2005JD007007, 2006.
Guenther, A. B., Jiang, X., Heald, C. L., Sakulyanontvittaya,
T., Duhl, T., Emmons, L. K., and Wang, X.: The Model of
Emissions of Gases and Aerosols from Nature version 2.1
(MEGAN2.1): an extended and updated framework for modeling biogenic emissions, Geosci. Model Dev., 5, 1471–1492,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-5-1471-2012, 2012.
Guichard, F. and Couvreux, F.: A short review of numerical cloud-resolving models, Tellus A, 69, 1373578,
https://doi.org/10.1080/16000870.2017.1373578, 2017.
Guichard, F., Petch, J. C., Redelsperger, J.-L., Bechtold, P.,
Chaboureau, J.-P., Cheinet, S., Grabowski, W., Grenier, H.,
Jones, C. G., Köhler, M., Piriou, J.-M., Tailleux, R., and
Tomasini, M.: Modelling the diurnal cycle of deep precipitating convection over land with cloud-resolving models and
single-column models, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 130, 3139–3172,
https://doi.org/10.1256/qj.03.145, 2004.
Heilman, W. and Fast, J.: Simulations of horizontal roll vortex development above lines of extreme surface heating, Int. J. Wildland Fire, 2, 55–68, 1992.
Helsdon, J. H. and Farley, R. D.: A numerical modeling study of
a Montana thunderstorm: Part 2 : Model results versus observations involving electrical aspects, J. Geophys. Res., 92, 5661–
5675, 1987.
Hesstvedt, E., Hov, O., and Isaksen, I. S. A.: Quasi-steady-state approximation in air pollution modeling: comparison of two numerical schemes for oxidant prediction, Int. J. Chem. Kinet., 10,
971–974, https://doi.org/10.1002/kin.550100907, 1978.
Hidalgo, J., Masson, V., and Pigeon, G.: Urban-breeze circulation during the CAPITOUL experiment: numerical simulations, Meteorol. Atmos. Phys., 102, 243–262,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00703-008-0345-0, 2008.
Hidalgo, J., Masson, V., and Gimeno, L.: Scaling the
Daytime Urban Heat Island and Urban-Breeze Cir-

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
culation, J. Appl. Meteorol. Clim., 49, 889–901,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2009JAMC2195.1, 2010.
Hidalgo, J., Masson, V., and Baehr, C.: From daily climatic
scenarios to hourly atmospheric forcing fields to force SoilVegetation-Atmosphere transfer models, Front. Environ. Sci., 2,
40, https://doi.org/10.3389/fenvs.2014.00040, 2014.
Hogan, R. J. and Bozzo, A.: ECRAD: A new radiation scheme for
the IFS, Tech. rep., ECMWF Technical Memorandum, 2016.
Hogan, R. J. and Shonk, J. K.: Incorporating the effects of 3D radiative transfer in the presence of clouds into two-stream multilayer
radiation schemes, J. Atmos. Sci., 70, 708–724, 2013.
Hogan, R. J., Schäfer, S. A., Klinger, C., Chiu, J. C., and Mayer, B.:
Representing 3-D cloud radiation effects in two-stream schemes:
2. Matrix formulation and broadband evaluation, J. Geophys.
Res.-Atmos., 121, 8583–8599, 2016.
Honnert, R., Masson, V., and Couvreux, F.: A Diagnostic for evaluating the Representation of Turbulence in Atmospheric Models at the Kilometric Scale, J. Atmos. Sci., 68, 3112–3131,
https://doi.org/10.1175/JAS-D-11-061.1, 2011.
Honnert, R., Couvreux, F., Masson, V., and Lancz, D.: Sampling
the structure of convective turbulence and implications for greyzone parametrizations, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 160, 133–156,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-016-0130-4, 2016.
Hourdin, F., Couvreux, F., and Menut, L.: Parameterization of the
dry convective boundary layer based on a mass flux representation of thermals, J. Atmos. Sci., 59, 1105–1123, 2002.
Jabouille, P., Guivarch, R., Kloos, P., Gazen, D., Gicquel, N., Giraud, L., Asencio, N., Ducrocq, V., Escobar, J., Redelsperger, J.L., Stein, J., and Pinty, J.-P.: Parallelization of the French meteorological mesoscale model MesoNH, Lect. Notes Comput. Sc.,
1685, 1417–1422, 1999.
Jakub, F. and Mayer, B.: A three-dimensional parallel radiative
transfer model for atmospheric heating rates for use in cloud resolving models – The tenstream solver, J. Quant. Spectrosc. Ra.,
163, 63–71, 2015.
Jam, A., Hourdin, F., Rio, C., and Couvreux, F.: Resolved versus
parametrized boundary-layer plumes. Part III: derivation of a statistical scheme for cumulus clouds, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 147,
421–441, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-012-9789-3, 2013.
Kain, J. S. and Fritsch, J. M.: A one-dimensional entraining/detraining plume model and its application in convective parameterization, J. Atmos. Sci., 47, 2784–2802, 1990.
Khairoutdinov, M. and Kogan, Y.: A new cloud physics parameterization in a large-eddy simulation model of marine stratocumulus,
Mon. Weather Rev., 128, 229–243, 2000.
Khodayar, K. S., Fosser, G., Berthou, S., Davolio, S., Drobinski,
P., Ducrocq, V., Ferretti, R., Nuret, M., Pichelli, E., Richard,
E., and Bock, O.: A seamless weather-climate multi-model intercomparison on the representation of a high impact weather
event in the Western Mediterranean: HyMeX IOP12, Q. J. Roy.
Meteor. Soc., 142, 433–452, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2700,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2700, 2016.
Klemp, J. B., Skamarock, W. C., and Fuhrer, O.: Numerical consistency of metric terms in terrain-following coordinates, Mon.
Weather Rev., 131, 1229–1239, 2003.
Klinger, C., Mayer, B., Jakub, F., Zinner, T., Park, S.-B., and Gentine, P.: Effects of 3-D thermal radiation on the development of
a shallow cumulus cloud field, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 17, 5477–
5500, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-5477-2017, 2017.

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
Köhler, H.: The nucleus in and the growth of hygroscopic droplets,
T. Faraday Soc., 32, 1152–1161, 1936.
Kulmala, M., Laaksonen, A., and Pirjola, L.: Parameterizations for
sulfuric acid/water nucleation rates, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos.,
103, 8301–8307, 1998.
Kurihara, Y., Bender, M. A., and Ross, R. J.: An initialization scheme of hurricane models by vortex specification, Mon.
Weather Rev., 121, 2030–2045, 1993.
Kurowski, M. J., Grabowski, W. W., and Smolarkiewicz, P. K.:
Anelastic and compressible simulation of moist deep convection,
J. Atmos. Sci., 71, 3767–3787, 2014.
Lac, C., Bonnardot, F., Connan, O., Camail, C., Maro, D.,
Hebert, D., Rozet, M., and Pergaud, J.: Evaluation of
a mesoscale dispersion modelling tool during the CAPITOUL experiment, Meteorol. Atmos. Phys., 102, 263–287,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00703-008-0343-2, 2008.
Lac, C., Donnelly, R. P., Masson, V., Pal, S., Riette, S., Donier,
S., Queguiner, S., Tanguy, G., Ammoura, L., and Xueref-Remy,
I.: CO2 dispersion modelling over Paris region within the CO2 MEGAPARIS project, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 13, 4941–4961,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-13-4941-2013, 2013.
Lafore, J. P., Stein, J., Asencio, N., Bougeault, P., Ducrocq, V.,
Duron, J., Fischer, C., Héreil, P., Mascart, P., Masson, V., Pinty, J.
P., Redelsperger, J. L., Richard, E., and Vilà-Guerau de Arellano,
J.: The Meso-NH Atmospheric Simulation System. Part I: adiabatic formulation and control simulations, Ann. Geophys., 16,
90–109, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00585-997-0090-6, 1998
Larson, V. E., Wood, R., Field, P. R., Golaz, J., VonderHaar, T. H.,
and Cotton, W. R.: Small-scale and mesoscale variability of
scalars in cloudy boundary layers: One dimensional probability
density functions, J. Atmos. Sci., 58, 1978–1994, 2001a.
Larson, V. E., Wood, R., Field, P. R., Golaz, J.-C., VonderHaar,
T. H., and Cotton, W. R.: Systematic biases in the microphysics
and thermodynamics of numerical models that ignore subgridscale variability, J. Atmos. Sci., 58, 1117–1128, 2001b.
Lascaux, F., Richard, E., and Pinty, J.-P.: Numerical simulations of three MAP IOPs and the associated microphysical processes, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 132, 1907–1926,
https://doi.org/10.1256/qj.05.197, 2006.
Lascaux, F., Masciadri, E., and Hagelin, S.: Mesoscale optical
turbulence simulations at Dome C: refinements, Mon. Not. R.
Astron. Soc., 403, 1714–1718, https://doi.org/10.1111/j.13652966.2010.16251.x, 2010.
Lascaux, F., Masciadri, E., and Hagelin, S.: Mesoscale optical turbulence simulations above Dome C, Dome A and
South Pole, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 411, 693–704,
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2966.2010.17709.x, 2011.
Lascaux, F., Masciadri, E., and Fini, L.: MOSE: operational forecast
of the optical turbulence and atmospheric parameters at European Southern Observatory ground-based sites II. Atmospheric
parameters in the surface layer 0 30 m, Mon. Not. R. Astron.
Soc., 436, 3147–3166, https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1803,
2013.
Lauvaux, T., Uliasz, M., Sarrat, C., Chevallier, F., Bousquet, P.,
Lac, C., Davis, K. J., Ciais, P., Denning, A. S., and Rayner,
P. J.: Mesoscale inversion: first results from the CERES campaign with synthetic data, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 8, 3459–3471,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-8-3459-2008, 2008.

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

1963
Lauvaux, T., Giolo, B., Sarrat, C., Rayner, P. J., Ciais, P., Chevallier, F., Noilhan, J., Miglietta, F., Brunet, Y., Ceschia, E., Dolman,
H., Elbers, J. A., Gerbig, C., Hutjes, R., Jarosz, N., Legain, D.,
and Uliasz, M.: Bridging the gap between atmospheric concentrations and local ecosystem measurements, Geophys. Res. Lett.,
36, L19809, https://doi.org/10.1029/2009GL039574, 2009a.
Lauvaux, T., Pannekoucke, O., Sarrat, C., Chevallier, F., Ciais, P.,
Noilhan, J., and Rayner, P. J.: Structure of the transport uncertainty in mesoscale inversions of CO2 sources and sinks using ensemble model simulations, Biogeosciences, 6, 1089–1102,
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-6-1089-2009, 2009b.
Lazure, P. and Dumas, F.: An external–internal mode coupling for
a 3D hydrodynamical model for applications at regional scale
(MARS), Adv. Water Resour., 31, 233–250, 2008.
Lebeaupin Brossier, C., Ducrocq, V., and Giordani, H.: Two-way
one-dimensional high-resolution air-sea coupled modelling applied to Mediterranean heavy rain events, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc.,
135, 187–204, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.338, 2009.
Le Moigne, P., Legain, D., Lagarde, F., Potes, M., Tzanos,
D., Moulin, E., Barrié, J., Salgado, R., Messiaen, G., Fiandrino, A., Donier, S., Traullé, O., and Costa, M. J.: Evaluation of the lake model FLake over a coastal lagoon during the THAUMEX field campaign, Tellus A, 65, 20951,
https://doi.org/10.3402/tellusa.v65i0.20951, 2013.
Lemonsu, A. and Masson, V.: Simulation of a summer urban breeze
over Paris, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 104, 463–490, 2002.
Lemonsu, A., Bastin, S., Masson, V., and Drobinski, P.: Vertical
structure of the urban boundary layer over Marseille under seabreeze conditions, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 118, 477–501, 2006a.
Lemonsu, A., Pigeon, G., Masson, V., and Moppert, C.: Sea-town
interactions over Marseille: 3D urban boundary layer and thermodynamic fields near the surface, Theor. Appl. Climatol., 84,
171–178, https://doi.org/10.1007/s00704-005-0155-y, 2006b.
Lemonsu, A., Kounkou-Arnaud, R., Desplat, J., Salagnac, J.-L.,
and Masson, V.: Evolution of the Parisian urban climate under a
global changing climate, Climatic Change, 116, 679–692, 2013.
Lenderink, G., Siebesma, A. P., Cheinet, S., Irons, S., Jones,
C. G., Marquet, P., Muller, F., Olmeda, D., Calvo, J., Sanchez,
E., and Soares, P. M. M.: The diurnal cycle of shallow cumulus clouds over land: A single-column model intercomparison study, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 130, 3339–3364,
https://doi.org/10.1256/qj.03.122, 2004.
Leriche, M., Pinty, J.-P., Mari, C., and Gazen, D.: A cloud chemistry
module for the 3-D cloud-resolving mesoscale model Meso-NH
with application to idealized cases, Geosci. Model Dev., 6, 1275–
1298, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-1275-2013, 2013.
Lin, S.-J. and Rood, R. B.: Multidimensional flux-form semiLagrangian transport schemes, Mon. Weather Rev., 124, 2046–
2070, 1996.
Liou, K., Gu, Y., Yue, Q., and McFarguhar, G.: On the correlation
between ice water content and ice crystal size and its application
to radiative transfer and general circulation models, Geophys.
Res. Lett., 35, L13805, https://doi.org/10.1029/2008GL033918,
2008.
Lopez, P., Finkele, K., Clark, P., and Mascart, P.: Validation
and intercomparison of three mesoscale models on three
FASTEX cloud systems: Comparison with coarse-resolution
simulations, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 129, 1841–1872,
https://doi.org/10.1256/qj.01.113, 2003.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

1964
Lunet, T., Lac, C., Auguste, F., Visentin, F., Masson, V., and
Escobar, J.: Combination of WENO and Explicit RungeKutta methods for wind transport in Meso-NH model, Mon.
Weather Rev., 145, 3817–3838, https://doi.org/10.1175/MWRD616-0343.12017, 2017.
Machado, L. A. T. and Chaboureau, J.-P.: Effect of turbulence
parameterization on assessment of cloud organization, Mon.
Weather Rev., 143, 3246–3262, https://doi.org/10.1175/MWRD-14-00393.1, 2015.
Machado, L. A. T., Silva Dias, M. A. F., Morales, C., Fisch,
G., Vila, D., Albrecht, R., Goodman, S. J., Calheiros, A., Biscaro, T., Kummerow, C., Cohen, J., Fitzjarrald, D., Nascimento, E., Sakamoto, M., Cunningham, C., Chaboureau, J.-P.,
Petersen, W. A., Adams, D., Baldini, L., Angelis, C. F., Sapucci, L. F., Salio, P., Barbosa, H. M. J., Landulfo, E., Souza,
R. F., Blakeslee, R. J., Bailey, J., Freitas, S., Lima, W. F. A.,
and Tokay, A.: The CHUVA Project – how does convection
vary across Brazil?, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 95, 1365–1380,
https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-13-00084.1, 2014.
Madec, G.: the Nemo team (2008) NEMO ocean engine, Note
du Pôle de modélisation, Institut Pierre-Simon Laplace (IPSL),
France, 2008.
Madronich, S. and Flocke, S.: The role of solar radiation in atmospheric chemistry, in: Environmental photochemistry, Springer,
1–26, 1999.
Mallet, I., Cammas, J.-P., Mascart, P., and Bechtold, P.: Effects of
cloud diabatic heating on the early development of the FASTEX IOP17 cyclone, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 125, 3439–3467,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712556116, 1999.
Mandel, J., Beezley, J. D., and Kochanski, A. K.: Coupled atmosphere-wildland fire modeling with WRF 3.3
and SFIRE 2011, Geosci. Model Dev., 4, 591–610,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-591-2011, 2011.
Mari, C., Jacob, D. J., and Bechtold, P.: Transport and scavenging
of soluble gases in a deep convective cloud, J. Geophys. Res.,
105, 22255–22267, 2000.
Mari, C., Evans, M. J., Palmer, P. I., Jacob, D. J., and Sachse,
G. W.: Export of Asian pollution during two cold front episodes
of the TRACE-P experiment, J. Geophys. Res., 109, D15S17,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003JD004307, 2004.
Marsaleix, P., Auclair, F., Floor, J. W., Herrmann, M. J., Estournel, C., Pairaud, I., and Ulses, C.: Energy conservation issues in
sigma-35 coordinate free-surface ocean models, Ocean Model.,
20, 61–89, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ocemod.2007.07.005, 2008.
Marshall, T. C., Stolzenburg, M., Maggio, C. R., Coleman, L. M., Krehbiel, P. R., Hamlin, T., Thomas, R. J.,
and Rison, W.: Observed electric fields associated with
lightning initiation, Geophys. Res. Lett., 32, L03813,
https://doi.org/10.129/2004GL021802, 2005.
Marticorena, B. and Bergametti, G.: Modeling the atmospheric dust
cycle: 1. Design of a soil-derived dust emission scheme, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 100, 16415–16430, 1995.
Martin, G., Johnson, D., and Spice, A.: The measurement and parameterization of effective radius of droplets in warm stratocumulus clouds, Journal of the Atmos. Sci., 51, 1823–1842, 1994.
Masciadri, E., Lascaux, F., and Fini, L.: MOSE: operational
forecast of the optical turbulence and atmospheric parameters at European Southern Observatory ground-based sites I.
Overview and vertical stratification of atmospheric parame-

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
ters at 0 20 km, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 436, 1968–1985,
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stt1708, 2013.
Masciadri, E., Lascaux, F., Turchi, A., and Fini, L.: Optical turbulence forecast: ready for an operational application, Mon. Not.
R. Astron. Soc., 466, 520–539, 2017.
Masson, V.: A physically-based scheme for the urban energy budget in atmospheric models, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 94, 357–397,
2000.
Masson, V., Gomes, L., Pigeon, G., Liousse, C., Pont, V.,
Lagouarde, J.-P., Voogt, J., Salmond, J., Oke, T. R., Hidalgo, J., Legain, D., Garrouste, O., Lac, C., Connan, O.,
Briottet, X., Lachérade, S., and Tulet, P.: The Canopy and
Aerosol Particles Interactions in TOulouse Urban Layer (CAPITOUL) experiment, Meteorol. Atmos. Phys., 102, 135–157,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00703-008-0289-4, 2008.
Masson, V., Le Moigne, P., Martin, E., Faroux, S., Alias, A.,
Alkama, R., Belamari, S., Barbu, A., Boone, A., Bouyssel, F.,
Brousseau, P., Brun, E., Calvet, J.-C., Carrer, D., Decharme, B.,
Delire, C., Donier, S., Essaouini, K., Gibelin, A.-L., Giordani, H.,
Habets, F., Jidane, M., Kerdraon, G., Kourzeneva, E., Lafaysse,
M., Lafont, S., Lebeaupin Brossier, C., Lemonsu, A., Mahfouf,
J.-F., Marguinaud, P., Mokhtari, M., Morin, S., Pigeon, G., Salgado, R., Seity, Y., Taillefer, F., Tanguy, G., Tulet, P., Vincendon,
B., Vionnet, V., and Voldoire, A.: The SURFEXv7.2 land and
ocean surface platform for coupled or offline simulation of earth
surface variables and fluxes, Geosci. Model Dev., 6, 929–960,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-6-929-2013, 2013.
Masson, V., Lion, Y., Peter, A., Pigeon, G., Buyck, J., and
Brun, E.: Grand Paris: regional landscape change to adapt
city to climate warming, Climatic Change, 117, 769–782,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10584-012-0579-1, 2013b.
Mazoyer, M., Lac, C., Thouron, O., Bergot, T., Masson, V., and
Musson-Genon, L.: Large eddy simulation of radiation fog: impact of dynamics on the fog life cycle, Atmos. Chem. Phys.,
17, 13017–13035, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-17-13017-2017,
2017.
Mélia, D. S.: A global coupled sea ice–ocean model, Ocean Model.,
4, 137–172, 2002.
Mellor, G.: Subgrid-scale condensation in models of nonprecipitating clouds, J. Atmos. Sci, 34, 1483–1484, 1977.
Metzger, S., Dentener, F., Pandis, S., and Lelieveld, J.: Gas/aerosol
partitioning: 1. A computationally efficient model, J. Geophys.
Res.-Atmos., 107, 4312, https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD001102,
2002.
Mironov, D., Heise, E., Kourzeneva, E., Ritter, B., Schneider, N.,
and Terzhevik, A.: Implementation of the lake parameterisation saheme FLake into the numerical weather prediction model
COSMO, Boreal Environ. Res., 15, 218–230, 2010.
Mlawer, E. J., Taubman, S. J., Brown, P. D., Iacono, M. J., and
Clough, S. A.: Radiative transfer for inhomogeneous atmospheres: RRTM, a validated correlated-k model for the longwave,
J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 102, 16663–16682, 1997.
Moeng, C.-H.: A Closure for Updraft–Downdraft Representation of Subgrid-Scale Fluxes in Cloud-Resolving Models, Mon.
Weather Rev., 142, 703–715, 2014.
Mokhtari, M., Gomes, L., Tulet, P., and Rezoug, T.: Importance of
the surface size distribution of erodible material: an improvement on the Dust Entrainment And Deposition (DEAD) Model,

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
Geosci. Model Dev., 5, 581–598, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-5581-2012, 2012.
Molinié, G., Pinty, J. P., and Roux, F.: Some microphysical and electrical aspects of a Cloud Resolving Model: description and thunderstorm case study, C. R. Physique, 3, 1–20, 2002.
Morcrette, J., Barker, H., Cole, J., Iacono, M., and Pincus, R.: Impact of a new radiation package, McRad, in the ECMWF Integrated Forecasting System, Mon. Weather Rev., 136, 4773–4798,
2008.
Morcrette, J.-J.: Radiation and cloud radiative properties in the European Centre for Medium Range Weather Forecasts forecasting
system, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 96, 9121–9132, 1991.
Morcrette, J.-J.: The surface downward longwave radiation in the
ECMWF forecast system, J. Climate, 15, 1875–1892, 2002.
Mouchel-Vallon, C., Deguillaume, L., Monod, A., Perroux,
H., Rose, C., Ghigo, G., Long, Y., Leriche, M., Aumont,
B., Patryl, L., Armand, P., and Chaumerliac, N.: CLEPS
1.0: A new protocol for cloud aqueous phase oxidation
of VOC mechanisms, Geosci. Model Dev., 10, 1339–1362,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-10-1339-2017, 2017.
Nenes, A., Pandis, S. N., and Pilinis, C.: ISORROPIA: A new thermodynamic equilibrium model for multiphase multicomponent
inorganic aerosols, Aquat. Geochem., 4, 123–152, 1998.
Niemeyer, L., Pietronero, L., and Wiesmann, H. J.: Fractal dimension of dielectric breakdown, Phys. Rev. Lett., 52, 1033–1036,
1984.
Noilhan, J. and Planton, S.: A simple parameterization of land surface processes for meteorological models, Mon. Weather Rev.,
117, 536–549, 1989.
Nuissier, O., Rogers, R. F., and Roux, F.: A numerical simulation of
Hurricane Bret on 22-23 August 1999 initialized with airborne
Doppler radar and dropsonde data, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 131,
155–194, https://doi.org/10.1256/qj.02.233, 2005.
Ovadnevaite, J., Manders, A., de Leeuw, G., Ceburnis, D., Monahan, C., Partanen, A.-I., Korhonen, H., and O’Dowd, C. D.: A sea
spray aerosol flux parameterization encapsulating wave state, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 14, 1837–1852, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp14-1837-2014, 2014.
Pantillon, F., Mascart, P., Chaboureau, J.-P., Lac, C., Escobar, J., and Duron, J.: Seamless MESO-NH modeling
over very large grids, C. R. Mecanique, 339, 136–140,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.crme.2010.12.002, 2011.
Pantillon, F., Chaboureau, J.-P., Lac, C., and Mascart, P.: On the
role of a Rossby wave train during the extratropical transition of
hurricane Helene (2006), Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 139, 370–386,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.1974, 2013.
Paoli, R., Thouron, O., Escobar, J., Picot, J., and Cariolle,
D.: High-resolution large-eddy simulations of stably stratified
flows: application to subkilometer-scale turbulence in the upper
troposphere–lower stratosphere, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 14, 5037–
5055, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-14-5037-2014, 2014.
Pergaud, J., Masson, V., Malardel, S., and Couvreux, F.: A Parameterization of Dry Thermals and Shallow Cumuli for Mesoscale
Numerical Weather Prediction, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 132, 83–
106, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-009-9388-0, 2009.
Perraud, E., Couvreux, F., Malardel, S., Lac, C., Masson, V.,
and Thouron, O.: Evaluation of Statistical Distributions for the
Parametrization of Subgrid Boundary-Layer Clouds, Bound.-

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

1965
Lay. Meteorol., 140, 263–294, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546011-9607-3, 2011.
Phillips, V. T., DeMott, P. J., and Andronache, C.: An empirical parameterization of heterogeneous ice nucleation for multiple chemical species of aerosol, J. Atmos. Sci., 65, 2757–2783,
2008.
Pigeon, G., Lemonsu, A., Grimmond, C. S. B., Durrand, P.,
Thouron, O., and Masson, V.: Divergence of turbulent fluxes
in the surface layer: case of a coastal city, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 124, 269–290, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-007-9160-2,
2007.
Pincus, R., Barker, H. W., and Morcrette, J.-J.: A fast, flexible, approximate technique for computing radiative transfer in inhomogeneous cloud fields, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 108, 4376,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD003322, 2003.
Pinty, J.-P. and Jabouille, P.: A mixed-phased cloud parameterization for use in a mesoscale non-hydrostatic model: simulations of
a squall line and of orographic precipitation, in: Conf. on Cloud
Physics, Everett, WA, 217–220, 1998.
Pinty, J.-P., Cosma, S., Cohard, J.-M., Richard, E., and Chaboureau,
J.-P.: CCN sensitivity of a warm precipitation event over
fine scale orography with an advanced microphysical scheme,
Atmos. Res., 59, 419–446, https://doi.org/10.1016/S01698095(01)00128-4, 2001.
Pinty, J.-P., Barthe, C., Defer, E., Richard, E., and Chong,
M.: Explicit simulation of electrified clouds: From idealized to real case studies, Atmos. Res., 123, 82–92,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2012.04.008, 2013.
Redelsperger, J. and Sommeria, G.: Methode de representation de
la turbulence associee aux precipitations dans un modele tridimensionnel de convection nuageuse, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol.,
24, 231–252, 1982.
Redelsperger, J.-L. and Sommeria, G.: Three-dimensional simulation of a convective storm: Sensitivity studies on subgrid parameterization and spatial resolution, J. Atmos. Sci., 43, 2619–2635,
1986.
Redelsperger, J.-L., Brown, P. R. A., Guichard, F., Hoff, C.,
Kawasima, M., Lang, S., Montmerle, T., Nakamura, K., Saito,
K., Seman, C., Tao, W. K., and Donner, L. J.: A GCSS model intercomparison for a tropical squall line observed during TOGACOARE. I: Cloud-resolving models, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc.,
126, 823–863, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.49712656404, 2000.
Redelsperger, J.-L., Mahe, F., and Carlotti, P.: A simple and general
subgrid model suitable both for surface layer and free-stream turbulence, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 101, 375–408, 2001.
Reinares Martínez, I. and Chaboureau, J.-P.: Precipitation and
mesoscale convective systems: explicit versus parameterised
convection over Northern Africa, Mon. Weather Rev., 146, 797–
812, https://doi.org/10.1175/MWR-D-17-0202.1, 2018.
Ricard, D., Lac, C., Riette, S., Legrand, R., and Mary, A.: Kinetic energy spectra characteristics of two convection-permitting
limited-area models AROME and Meso-NH, Q. J. Roy. Meteor.
Soc., 139, 1327–1341, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2025, 2013.
Richard, E., Cosma, S., Benoit, R., Binder, P., Buzzi, A., and Kaufmann, P.: Intercomparison of mesoscale meteorological models
for precipitation forecasting, Hydrol. Earth Syst. Sci., 7, 799–
811, https://doi.org/10.5194/hess-7-799-2003, 2003.
Richard, E., Chaboureau, J.-P., Flamant, C., Champollion, C., Hagen, M., Schmidt, K., Kiemle, C., Corsmeier, U., Barthlott, C.,

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

1966
and Di Girolamo, P.: Forecasting summer convection over the
Black Forest: A case study from the Convective and Orographically induced Precipitation Study (COPS) experiment, Q. J.
Roy. Meteor. Soc., 137, 101–117, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.710,
https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.710, 2011.
Riette, S. and Lac, C.: A New Framework to Compare MassFlux Schemes Within the AROME Numerical Weather Prediction Model, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 160, 269–297, 2016.
Rio, C., Hourdin, F., Couvreux, F., and Jam, A.: Resolved versus
parametrized boundary-layer plumes. Part II: continuous formulations of mixing rates for mass-flux schemes, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 135, 469–483, 2010.
Rodier, Q., Masson, V., Couvreux, F., and Paci, A.: Evaluation of a Buoyancy and Shear based Mixing Length
for a Turbulence Scheme, Front. Earth Sci., 5, 65,
https://doi.org/10.3389/feart.2017.00065, 2017.
Rooy, W. D., Bruijn, C. D., Tijm, S., Neggers, R., Siebesma, P., and
Barkmeijer, J.: Experiences with Harmonie at KNMI, HIRLAM
Newsletter, 56, 21–29, 2010.
Rysman, J.-F., Claud, C., Chaboureau, J.-P., Delanoë, J., and Funatsu, B. M.: Severe convection in the Mediterranean from microwave observations and a convection-permitting model, Q. J.
Roy. Meteor. Soc., 142, 43–55, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2611,
2016.
Sandu, A., Verwer, J. G., Van Loon, M., Carmichael, G. R., Potra,
F. A., Dabdub, D., and Seinfeld, J. H.: Benchmarking stiff order
ode solvers for atmospheric chemistry problems II: Rosenbrock
solvers, Atmos. Environ., 31, 3459–3472, 1997.
Sandu, I., Brenguier, J.-L., Geoffroy, O., Thouron, O., and
Masson, V.: Aerosol impacts on the diurnal cycle of
marine stratocumulus, J. Atmos. Sci., 65, 2705–2718,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2008JAS2451.1, 2008.
Sandu, I., Brenguier, J.-L., Thouron, O., and Stevens, B.: How important is the vertical structure for the representation of aerosol
impacts on the diurnal cycle of marine stratocumulus?, Atmos.
Chem. Phys., 9, 4039–4052, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-9-40392009, 2009.
Santoni, P. A., Simeoni, A., Rossi, J. L., Bosseur, F., Morandini,
F., Silvani, X., Balbi, J.-H., Cancellieri, D., and Rossi, L.: Instrumentation of wildland fire: characterisation of a fire spreading through a Mediterranean shrub, Fire Safety J., 41, 171–184,
2006.
Sarrat, C., Lemonsu, A., Masson, V., and Guedalia,
D.: Impact of urban heat island on regional atmospheric pollution, Atmos. Environ., 40, 1743–1758,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2005.11.037, 2006.
Sarrat, C., Noilhan, J., Dolman, A. J., Gerbig, C., Ahmadov, R.,
Tolk, L. F., Meesters, A. G. C. A., Hutjes, R. W. A., Ter
Maat, H. W., Pérez-Landa, G., and Donier, S.: Atmospheric
CO2 modeling at the regional scale: an intercomparison of 5
meso-scale atmospheric models, Biogeosciences, 4, 1115–1126,
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-4-1115-2007, 2007a.
Sarrat, C., Noilhan, J., Lacarrère, P., Donier, S., Lac, C., Calvet,
J.-C., Dolman, H., Gerbig, C., Neininger, B., Ciais, P., Paris,
J. D., Boumard, F., Ramonet, M., and Butet, A.: Atmospheric
CO2 modeling at the regional scale: Application to the CarboEurope Regional Experiment, J. Geophys. Res., 112, D12104,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD008107, 2007b.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
Sarrat, C., Noilhan, J., Lacarrère, P., Ceschia, E., Ciais, P., Dolman, A. J., Elbers, J. A., Gerbig, C., Gioli, B., Lauvaux, T.,
Miglietta, F., Neininger, B., Ramonet, M., Vellinga, O., and
Bonnefond, J. M.: Mesoscale modelling of the CO2 interactions between the surface and the atmosphere applied to the
April 2007 CERES field experiment, Biogeosciences, 6, 633–
646, https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-6-633-2009, 2009a.
Sarrat, C., Noilhan, J., Lacarrère, P., Masson, V., Ceschia, E., Ciais,
P., Dolman, A., Elbers, J., Gerbig, C., and Jarosz, N.: CO2 budgeting at the regional scale using a Lagrangian experimental
strategy and meso-scale modeling, Biogeosciences, 6, 113–127,
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-6-113-2009, 2009b.
Sarrat, C., Aubry, S., Chaboud, T., and Lac, C.: Modelling Airport Pollutants Dispersion at High Resolution, Aerospace, 4, 46,
https://doi.org/10.3390/aerospace4030046, 2017.
Saunders, C. P. R. and Peck, S. L.: Laboratory studies of the influence of the rime accretion rate on charge transfer during
crystal/graupel collisions, J. Geophys. Res., 103, 13949–13956,
1998.
Saunders, C. P. R., Keith, W. D., and Mitzeva, R. P.: The effect
of liquid water on thunderstorm charging, J. Geophys. Res., 96,
11007–11017, 1991.
Saunders, R., Hocking, J., Rundle, D., Rayer, P., Matricardi, M.,
Geer, A., Lupu, C., Brunel, P., and Vidot, J.: RTTOV-11 science
and validation report, Tech. rep., NWP SAF Rep., 62 pp., 2013.
Savijärvi, H., Arola, A., and Räisänen, P.: Short-wave optical properties of precipitating water clouds, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 123,
883–899, 1997.
Schäfer, S. A., Hogan, R. J., Klinger, C., Chiu, J. C., and Mayer, B.:
Representing 3-D cloud radiation effects in two-stream schemes:
1. Longwave considerations and effective cloud edge length, J.
Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 121, 8567–8582, 2016.
Schär, C., Leuenberger, D., Fuhrer, O., Lüthi, D., and Girard, C.: A
new terrain-following vertical coordinate formulation for atmospheric prediction models, Mon. Weather Rev., 130, 2459–2480,
2002.
Schoetter, R., Masson, V., Bourgeois, A., Pellegrino, M., and Lévy,
J.-P.: Parametrisation of the variety of human behaviour related
to building energy consumption in the Town Energy Balance
(SURFEX-TEB v. 8.2), Geosci. Model Dev., 10, 2801–2831,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-10-2801-2017, 2017.
Seity, Y., Brousseau, P., Malardel, S., Hello, G., Bénard, P., Bouttier,
F., Lac, C., and Masson, V.: The AROME-France ConvectiveScale Operational Model, Mon. Weather Rev., 139, 976–991,
2011.
Shonk, J. K. and Hogan, R. J.: Tripleclouds: An efficient method
for representing horizontal cloud inhomogeneity in 1D radiation
schemes by using three regions at each height, J. Climate, 21,
2352–2370, 2008.
Shu, C.-W.: Essentially non-oscillatory and weighted essentially non-oscillatory schemes for hyperbolic conservation laws,
Springer, 1998.
Siebesma, A. P., Bretherton, C. S., Brown, A., Chlond, A., Cuxart,
J., Duynkerke, P. G., Jiang, H., Khairoutdinov, M., Lewellen, D.,
Moeng, C.-H., Sánchez, E., Stevens, B., and Stevens, D. E.: A
large eddy simulation intercomparison study of shallow cumulus
convection, J. Atmos. Sci., 60, 1201–1219, 2003.
Sivia, S. G., Gheusi, F., Mari, C., and Di Muro, A.: Simulations and
parameterisation of shallow volcanic plumes of Piton de la Four-

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
naise, Réunion Island, using Méso-NH version 4-9-3, Geosci.
Model Dev., 8, 1427–1443, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-8-14272015, 2015.
Skamarock, W. C.: Evaluating mesoscale NWP models using kinetic energy spectra, Mon. Weather Rev., 132, 3019–3032, 2004.
Skamarock, W. C.: Positive-definite and monotonic limiters for
unrestricted-time-step transport schemes, Mon. Weather Rev.,
134, 2241–2250, 2006.
Skamarock, W. C. and Klemp, J. B.: A time-split nonhydrostatic
atmospheric model for weather research and forecasting applications, J. Comput. Phys., 227, 3465–3485, 2008.
Skamarock, W. C., Smolarkiewicz, P. K., and Klemp, J. B.: Preconditioned conjugate-residual solvers for Helmholtz equations in
nonhydrostatic models, Mon. Weather Rev., 125, 587–599, 1997.
Slingo, A.: A GCM parameterization for the shortwave radiative
properties of water clouds, J. Atmos. Sci., 46, 1419–1427, 1989.
Smith, E. A. and Shi, L.: Surface forcing of the infrared cooling
profile over the Tibetan plateau. Part I: Influence of relative longwave radiative heating at high altitude, J. Atmos. Sci., 49, 805–
822, 1992.
Soares, P., Miranda, P., Siebesma, A., and Teixeira, J.: An eddydiffusivity/mass-flux parametrization for dry and shallow cumulus convection, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 130, 3365–3383, 2004.
Söhne, N., Chaboureau, J.-P., and Guichard, F.: Verification of cloud cover forecast with satellite observation
over West Africa, Mon. Weather Rev., 136, 4421–4434,
https://doi.org/10.1175/2008MWR2432.1, 2008.
Sommeria, G. and Deardorff, J.: Subgrid-scale condensation in
models of nonprecipitating clouds, J. Atmos. Sci., 34, 344–355,
1977.
Staufer, J., Broquet, G., Bréon, F.-M., Puygrenier, V., Chevallier,
F., Xueref-Rémy, I., Dieudonné, E., Lopez, M., Schmidt, M.,
Ramonet, M., Perrussel, O., Lac, C., Wu, L., and Ciais, P.:
The first 1-year-long estimate of the Paris region fossil fuel
CO2 emissions based on atmospheric inversion, Atmos. Chem.
Phys., 16, 14703–14726, https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-147032016, 2016.
Stein, J., Richard, E., Lafore, J.-P., Pinty, J.-P., Asencio,
N., and Cosma, S.: High-resolution non-hydrostatic simulations of flash-flood episodes with grid-nesting and icephase parameterization, Meteorol. Atmos. Phys., 72, 203–221,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s007030050016, 2000.
Stein, O., Flemming, J., Inness, A., Kaiser, J. W., and Schultz,
M. G.: Global reactive gases forecasts and reanalysis in the
MACC project, J. Integr Environ. Sci., 9, 57–70, 2012.
Stevens, B., Ackerman, A. S., Albrecht, B. A., Brown,
A. R., Chlond, A., Cuxart, J., Duynkerke, P. G., Lewellen,
D. C., MacVean, M. K., Neggers, R. A. J., Sánchez,
E., Siebesma, A. P., and Stevens, D. E.: Simulations
of trade wind cumuli under a strong inversion, J. Atmos. Sci., 58, 1870–1891, https://doi.org/10.1175/15200469(2001)058<1870:SOTWCU>2.0.CO;2, 2001.
Stewart, I. D. and Oke, T. R.: Local Climate Zones for Urban
Temperature Studies, B. Am. Meteorol. Soc., 93, 1879–1900,
https://doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-11-00019.1, 2012.
Stockwell, W. R., Lawson, C. V., Saunders, E., and Goliff, W. S.: A new mechanism for regional atmospheric
chemistry modelling, J. Geophys. Res., 102, 847–879,
https://doi.org/10.1029/97JD00849, 1997.

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

1967
Stolaki, S., Haeffelin, M., Lac, C., Dupont, J.-C., Elias, T., and Masson, V.: Influence of aerosols on the life cycle of a radiation fog
event. A numerical and observational study, Atmos. Res., 151,
146–161, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2014.04.013, 2015.
Strada, S., Mari, C., Filippi, J.-B., and Bosseur, F.: Wildfire and
the atmosphere: modelling the chemical and dynamic interactions at the regional scale, Atmos. Environ., 51, 234–249,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2012.01.023, 2012.
Suhre, K., Andreae, M., and Rosset, R.: Biogenic sulfur emissions
and aerosols over the tropical South Atlantic: 2. One-dimensional
simulation of sulfur chemistry in the marine boundary layer, J.
Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 100, 11323–11334, 1995.
Suhre, K., Mari, C., Bates, T. S., Johnson, J. E., Rosset, R., Wang,
Q., Bandy, A. R., Blake, D. R., Businger, S., Eisele, F. L.,
Huebert, B. J., Kok, G. L., Mauldin, R. L., Prevot, A. S. H.,
Schillawski, R. D., Tanner, D. J., and Thornton, D. C.: Physicochemical modeling of the First Aerosol Characterization Experiment (ACE 1) Lagrangian B – 1. A moving column approach, J.
Geophys. Res., 103, 16433–16455, 1998.
Sun, Z.: Reply to comments by Greg M. McFarquhar on
“Parametrization of effective sizes of cirrus-cloud particles and
its verification against observations”. (October B, 1999, 125,
3037–3055), Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 127, 267–271, 2001.
Sun, Z. and Rikus, L.: Parametrization of effective sizes of cirruscloud particles and its verification against observations, Q. J.
Roy. Meteor. Soc., 125, 3037–3055, 1999.
Svensson, G., Holtslag, A., Kumar, V., Mauritsen, T., Steeneveld,
G., Angevine, W., Bazile, E., Beljaars, A., de Bruijn, E., Cheng,
A., Conangla, L., Cuxart, J., Ek, M., Falk, M., Freedman, F.,
Kitagawa, H., Larson, V., Lock, A., Mailhot, J., Masson, V.,
Park, S., Pleim, J., Söderberg, S., Weng, W., and Zampieri, M.:
Evaluation of the Diurnal Cycle in the Atmospheric Boundary
Layer Over Land as Represented by a Variety of Single-Column
Models: The Second GABLS Experiment, Bound.-Lay. Meteorol., 140, 177–206, https://doi.org/10.1007/s10546-011-9611-7,
2011.
Takahashi, T.: Riming electrification as a charge generation mechanism in thunderstorms, J. Atmos. Sci., 35, 1536–1548, 1978.
Tegen, I., Hollrig, P., Chin, M., Fung, I., Jacob, D., and Penner, J.:
Contribution of different aerosol species to the global aerosol extinction optical thickness: Estimates from model results, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 102, 23895–23915, 1997.
Thouron, O., Brenguier, J.-L., and Burnet, F.: Supersaturation calculation in large eddy simulation models for prediction of the
droplet number concentration, Geosci. Model Dev., 5, 761–772,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-5-761-2012, 2012.
Tolman, H. L. : User manual and system documentation of
WAVEWATCH-III version 3.14, NOAA/NWS/NCEP/MMAB,
Tech. Rep. 276, 220 pp., 2009.
Tost, H., Jöckel, P., Kerkweg, A., Pozzer, A., Sander, R.,
and Lelieveld, J.: Global cloud and precipitation chemistry and wet deposition: tropospheric model simulations
with ECHAM5/MESSy1, Atmos. Chem. Phys., 7, 2733–2757,
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-2733-2007, 2007.
Tsenova, B., Barthe, C., Mitzeva, R., and Pinty, J.-P.: Impact of
parameterization of ice particle charging based on rime accretion rate and effective water content on simulated with MésoNH thunderstorm charge distributions, Atmos. Res., 128, 85–97,
2013.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

1968
Tsenova, B., Barakova, D., and Mitzeva, R.: Numerical study on the
effect of charge separation at low cloud temperature and effective
water content on thunderstorm electrification, Atmos. Res., 184,
1–14, https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2016.09.011, 2017.
Tulet, P., Crassier, V., Solmon, F., Guedalia, D., and Rosset, R.: Description of the Mesoscale Nonhydrostatic Chemistry model and
application to a transboundary pollution episode between northern France and southern England, J. Geophys. Res., 108, 4021,
doi.10.1029/2000JD000301, 2003.
Tulet, P., Crassier, V., Cousin, F., Suhre, K., and Rosset, R.: ORILAM, a three-moment lognormal aerosol
scheme for mesoscale atmospheric model: Online coupling into the Meso-NH-C model and validation on the
Escompte campaign, J. Geophys. Res., 110, D18201,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2004JD005716, 2005.
Tulet, P., Grini, A., Griffin, R. J., and Petitcol, S.: ORILAM-SOA: A
computationally efficient model for predicting secondary organic
aerosols in three-dimensional atmospheric models, J. Geophys.
Res., 111, D23208, https://doi.org/10.1029/2006JD007152,
2006.
Tulet, P., Crahan-Kakua, K., Leriche, M., Aouizerats, B.,
and Crumeyrolle, S.: Mixing of dust aerosols into a
mesoscale convective system: Generation, filtering and possible feedbacks on ice anvils, Atmos. Res., 96, 302–314,
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2009.09.011, 2010.
Turchi, A., Masciadri, E., and Fini, L.: Forecasting surfacelayer atmospheric parameters at the Large Binocular Telescope site, Mon. Not. R. Astron. Soc., 466, 1925–1943,
https://doi.org/10.1093/mnras/stw2863, 2017.
Turner, S., Brenguier, J.-L., and Lac, C.: A subgrid parameterization scheme for precipitation, Geosci. Model Dev., 5, 499–521,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-5-499-2012, 2012.
Valcke, S., Craig, T., and Coquart, L.: OASIS3-MCT User
Guide, OASIS3-MCT-3.0, Tech. rep., Technical Report
TR/CMGC/15/38, Cerfacs, France, 2015.
Varble, A., Fridlind, A. M., Zipser, E. J., Ackerman, A. S.,
Chaboureau, J.-P., Fan, J., Hill, A., McFarlane, S. A., Pinty, J.P., and Shipway, B.: Evaluation of Cloud-Resolving Model Intercomparison Simulations Using TWP-ICE Observations: Precipitation and Cloud Structure, J. Geophys. Res., 116, D12206,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2010JD015180, 2011.
Varble, A., Zipser, E. J., Fridlind, A. M., Zhu, P., Ackerman, A. S.,
Chaboureau, J.-P., Collis, S., Fan, J., Hill, A., and Shipway, B.:
Evaluation of cloud-resolving and limited area model intercomparison simulations using TWP-ICE observations. Part 1: Deep
convective updraft properties, J. Geophys. Res., 119, 13891–
13918, https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JD021371, 2014a.
Varble, A., Zipser, E. J., Fridlind, A. M., Zhu, P., Ackerman, A. S.,
Chaboureau, J.-P., Fan, J., Hill, A., Shipway, B., and Williams,
C.: Evaluation of cloud-resolving and limited area model intercomparison simulations using TWP-ICE observations. Part
2: Precipitation microphysics, J. Geophys. Res., 119, 13919–
13945, https://doi.org/10.1002/2013JD021372, 2014b.
Vérèmes, H., Cammas, J.-P., Baray, J.-L., Keckhut, P., Barthe,
C., Posny, F., Tulet, P., Dionisi, D., and Bielli, S.: Multiple subtropical stratospheric intrusions over Reunion Island: observational, Lagrangian and Eulerian numerical modeling approaches, J. Geophys. Res., 121, 14414–14432,
https://doi.org/10.1002/2016JD025330, 2016.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
Verrelle, A., Ricard, D., and Lac, C.: Sensitivity of high-resolution
idealized simulations of thunderstorms to horizontal resolution
and turbulence parameterization, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 141,
433–448, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.2363, 2015.
Verrelle, A., Ricard, D., and Lac, C.: Evaluation and improvement of turbulence parametrization inside deep
convective clouds, Mon. Weather Rev., 145, 3947–3967,
https://doi.org/10.1175/MWR-D16-0404.1, 2017.
Vié, B., Pinty, J.-P., Berthet, S., and Leriche, M.: LIMA (v1.0):
A quasi two-moment microphysical scheme driven by a multimodal population of cloud condensation and ice freezing nuclei,
Geosci. Model Dev., 9, 567–586, https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-9567-2016, 2016.
Vincendon, B., Ducrocq, V., Dierer, S., Kotroni, V., Le Lay,
M., Milelli, M., Quesney, A., Saulnier, G.-M., Rabuffetti,
D., Bouilloud, L., Chancibault, K., Anquetin, S., Lagouvardos, K., and Steiner, P.: Flash flood forecasting within the
PREVIEW project: value of high-resolution hydrometeorological coupled forecast, Meteorol. Atmos. Phys., 103, 115–125,
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00703-008-0315-6, 2009.
Vionnet, V., Martin, E., Masson, V., Guyomarc’h, G., NaaimBouvet, F., Prokop, A., Durand, Y., and Lac, C.: Simulation
of wind-induced snow transport and sublimation in alpine terrain using a fully coupled snowpack/atmosphere model, The
Cryosphere, 8, 395–415, https://doi.org/10.5194/tc-8-395-2014,
2014.
Vionnet, V., Martin, E., Masson, V., Lac, C., Naaim-Bouvet, F., and
Guyomarc’h, G.: High-resolution large eddy simulation of snow
accumulation in alpine terrain, J. Geophys. Res., 122, 11005–
11021, https://doi.org/10.1002/2017JD026947, 2017.
Voldoire, A., Decharme, B., Pianezze, J., Lebeaupin Brossier,
C., Sevault, F., Seyfried, L., Garnier, V., Bielli, S., Valcke, S., Alias, A., Accensi, M., Ardhuin, F., Bouin, M.-N.,
Ducrocq, V., Faroux, S., Giordani, H., Léger, F., Marsaleix, P.,
Rainaud, R., Redelsperger, J.-L., Richard, E., and Riette, S.:
SURFEX v8.0 interface with OASIS3-MCT to couple atmosphere with hydrology, ocean, waves and sea-ice models, from
coastal to global scales, Geosci. Model Dev., 10, 4207–4227,
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-10-4207-2017, 2017.
Wapler, K. and Mayer, B.: A fast three-dimensional approximation
for the calculation of surface irradiance in large-eddy simulation
models, J. Appl. Meteorol. Clim., 47, 3061–3071, 2008.
Wesely, M.: Parameterization of surface resistances to gaseous dry
deposition in regional-scale numerical models, Atmos. Environ.,
23, 1293–1304, 1989.
Whitby, E. R., McMurry, P., Shankar, U., and Binkowski, F.:
Modal aerosol dynamics modeling, Tech. rep., Computer Sciences Corp., Research Triangle Park, NC (USA), 1991.
Wicker, L. J. and Skamarock, W. C.: Time-splitting methods for
elastic models using forward time schemes, Mon. Weather Rev.,
130, 2088–2097, 2002.
Wilemski, G.: Composition of the critical nucleus in multicomponent vapor nucleation, J. Chem. Phys., 80, 1370–1372, 1984.
Woolnough, S. J., Blossey, P., Xu, K.-M., Bechtold, P., Chaboureau,
J.-P., Hosomi, T., Iacobellis, S., Luo, Y., Petch, J. C., Wong,
R. Y., and Xie, S.: Modelling convective processes during
the suppressed phase of a Madden-Julian Oscillation: Comparing single-column models with cloud-resolving models, Q. J.

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

C. Lac et al.: Overview of the Meso-NH model
Roy. Meteor. Soc., 136, 333–353, https://doi.org/10.1002/qj.568,
2010.
Xie, S. C., Xu, K. M., Cederwall, R. T., Bechtold, P., Del Genio,
A. D., Klein, S. A., Cripe, D. G., Ghan, S. J., Gregory, D., Iacobellis, S. F., Krueger, S. K., Lohmann, U., Petch, J. C., Randall, D. A., Rotstayn, L. D., Somerville, R. C. J., Sud, Y. C.,
Von Salzen, K., Walker, G. K., Wolf, A., Yio, J. J., Zhang,
G. J., and Zhang, M. G.: Intercomparison and evaluation of
cumulus parametrizations under summertime midlatitude continental conditions, Q. J. Roy. Meteor. Soc., 128, 1095–1135,
https://doi.org/10.1256/003590002320373229, 2002.
Xue, M., Droegemeier, K. K., and Wong, V.: The Advanced Regional Prediction System (ARPS) – A multi-scale nonhydrostatic
atmospheric simulation and prediction model. Part I: Model dynamics and verification, Meteorol. Atmos. Phys., 75, 161–193,
2000.

www.geosci-model-dev.net/11/1929/2018/

1969
Xue, M., Droegemeier, K. K., Wong, V., Shapiro, A., Brewster,
K., Carr, F., Weber, D., Liu, Y., and Wang, D.: The Advanced
Regional Prediction System (ARPS)-A multi-scale nonhydrostatic atmospheric simulation and prediction tool. Part II: Model
physics and applications, Meteorol. Atmos. Phys., 76, 143–165,
2001.
Yang, P., Bi, L., Baum, B. A., Liou, K.-N., Kattawar, G. W.,
Mishchenko, M. I., and Cole, B.: Spectrally consistent scattering, absorption, and polarization properties of atmospheric ice
crystals at wavelengths from 0.2 to 100 µm, J. Atmos. Sci., 70,
330–347, 2013.
Zender, C. S., Bian, H., and Newman, D.: Mineral Dust Entrainment and Deposition (DEAD) model: Description and
1990s dust climatology, J. Geophys. Res.-Atmos., 108, 4416,
https://doi.org/10.1029/2002JD002775, 2003.

Geosci. Model Dev., 11, 1929–1969, 2018

