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The response of the global climate system to
smoke from burning oil wells in Kuwait is investi-
gated in a series of numerical experiments using
a coupled atmosphere-ocean general circutation
model with an interactive soot transport mode! and
extended radiation scheme. The results show a
decrease in surface air temperature of ~4°C in
the Guif region. Outside this region the changes
are small and statistically insignificant. No weaken-
ing of the Indian summer monsoon is observed.

THE question of whether the smoke fram the burning oil wells
in Kuwait presents a serious threat to global climate has been
the subject of considerable scientific debate and widespread
public concern. Open oil burning produces a large quantity of
soot particles, which absorb sunlight. This Ieads to a heating of
the atmosphere in the absorbing soot layers and a reduction of
the solar heating of the Earth’s surface. It has been speculated!
that this modification of the Earth's radiation balance could
change the globai climate, weakening the Indtan monsoon and
adversely affecting other climatically sensitive regions.

The effects of soot on the Earth’s radiation budget have been
much studied in nuclear winter models’. The present problem
differs in several imponant aspects {rom these case studies. In
particular, the magnitude and location of the pollution and the
height of injection into the atmosphere are reasonably well
known and can be expected to have a smaller impact on climate®
than the more extreme nuclear winter scenarios, The climate
effects of emissions other than soot are probably negligible. The
increase in carbon dioxide emissions, for example, relative to
the existing emission level due to global fossil fuel use, is at
most a few percent ( Kuwait's pre-war contribution to world oil
production® was 2.6%).

Our study is restricted to the climate impact of smoke from
burning wells on the global scale. Regional climate changes
cannot be studied in detail with the relatively coarse resolution
{~5°) of the available global models, Other environmental ques-
tions, such as the influence on stratospheric ozone or other trace
gases, and in particular the impact on the ecology, are also not
considered.

The modet

The model set-up is an extension of the Hamburg global coupled
occan-atmosphere general circulation model which has recently
been used in a number of simulations of greenhouse warming™®.
The atmospheric component’ is a low-resolution version of the
forecast model of the European Centre for Medium-Range
Weather Forecasting which has been extensively modified for
climate applications (for example, through the inclusion of

§ To whom corresponaence should be addressed.

liquid water as a prognostic variable®). The model uses a dual
spectral/grid representation with a triangular truncation at
wavenumber 21 {5.6° horizontal resolution), has 19 vertical levels
and inciudes the diumal cycle and standard physics, such as
cloud-radiation interactions®, [t has been extensively validated
and applied in climate studies’"''. The ocean component is the
11-layer Hamburg ‘large-scale geostrophic’ circulation model,
with a horizontal resolution matched to the aimospheric model.
This has also been extensively validated and applied in a number
of climate experiments'>** and provides the core for the Ham-
burg-Scripps model of the ocean carbon cycle'*'”,

To compensate for the unavoidable initial climate drift of the
coupled model, a standard Rux correction'® is applied. This is
equivalent to coupling only the deviations from the (not com-
pletely matched) initial equilibrium states of the individual
subsystemns and has no impact on the computed response for
small climate perturbations.

The soot distribution is computed with an additional interac-
tive tracer module'®. This includes the processes of advection
by the instantancous three-dimensionai vetocity field, diffusion,
vertical exchange through convection, washout by rain and dry
deposition at the surface {assuming a deposition velocity of
0.1 ¢ms™'). The wet removal rate is a noniinear function of the
local precipitation rate®®, which was originatlv tuned to yield a
lifetime of 10 days for highly soluble aerosois {**°Pb and "Be).
As the solubility of soot produced by uncontrotled oil bumning,
which is strongly contaminated by other substances, is not well
known, the relation was retuned, in keeping with the worst-case
philosophy adopted in this study, to vield a residence time of
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FIG. 1 Specific absorptivities of socol particles {m?g ™) as function of
wavelength for two different radius scales for zero-order log-normal particle
distributions. Dashed line, r,,=0.02 wm: sotid line, r,,=0.1 um. The value
of 0.02 um (radius at the paak of the distribution) was used in the standard
sceanario.
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FIG. 2 Estimate of the injection height of the soot using mesoscale circula-
tion models, a Soot profitas for diffarent energy densities, £ ang different
static stabilities. o, in the simuiation with the first modei??. Runs 1 (+——+),
2({-0--0--0-}and 3(-#——e-—w_} E=5x10% Is % runs 4 {-B--0--O-},
S (-B--B--8-) and 6 (-A-—-A--A-), £=2x10"Js7" runs 7
(0--0--0), 8 (A--A-=A) and 9 (-C--C--0-), E=Bx10° Js™* Runs 1,
dand 7, o=2.7%10?Km ™ runs 2. 5ang 8. c=1.3x107*K m~%; runs
3.6 and 9, =67 x107* K m™*. The energy was released in an area of
4 km?*. The profiles are normalized by the maximum concentrations. b, Height
section of the soot concentration In the simulation with the second model<*,
The contour Interval 15 0.3 mg per kg.

20 days. Ail meteorolagical fields occurring in the computations
of soot transport and removal are determined at each point and
time by the atmospheric model.

We calculated the feedback of the soot distribution on the
model's radiation balance using an extended radiation code
based on Mie scattering theory for a size-dependent distribution
of (spherical) aerosol particles’"?*>, The computations are
limited to the solar radiation fluxes, as the changes in the thermal
infrared radiation were found to be negligible. Although soot
particles are not spherical, so that Mie scattering theory is not
strictly appiicable, the computed net absorption cocfficient
(~8m?g") for the size distribution assumed in the standard
scheme (a zero-order log normai distribution with a mode
radius® of 0.02 pm) is in order-of-magnitude agreement with
measurements {ref. 2 and Fig. 1). The cffect of soot particies on
clouds, through the increase in cloud condensation nuclei or
through the enhanced absorption of radiation by cloud dropiets
containing soot particles®® could not be investigated with the
present model.

The worst-case scenario

A number of climate simulations were carried out, but we shall
present results only for the standard (worst-case) scenario. In
this experiment, a constant burning rate of 440,000 tonnes oil
perday (—3.1 million barrels per day) is assumed, corresponding
to twice the pre-war production of Kuwait®. This is less than

the considerably higher burning rates frequently quoted by
Kuwait sources, but sbout 50% higher than calculations based
on Kuwait oil-well data and estimates of reservoir preasure’,
The bummning is assumed to begin on 15 February and continue
until the following January. The model was imitialized by a
100-year integration (which had been made as a control run for
other experiments addressing greenhouse warming®,

We assume that 10% of the oil (mass ratio) is converted to
soot’. This represents a reasonabie mean value of experimental
data for buming oil pools, but is probably rather high for
better-ventilated burning oil weils. The soot is introduced into
the atmosphere at a single model gridpoint, but some spatial
smoothing is applied to avoid negative concentrations arising
from the numerical truncation of the spectral model. To allow
for the rapid scdimentation of large soot particles within the
first 500-km grid cell, the source strength is reduced by 15%, so
that the net effective soot injection rate on the model scale is
37,400 tonnes per day.

The soot is injected initially at a constant mixing ratio into
the lowest two kilometres of the atmosphere (more preciscly,
into model levels 2-5, between 60 m and 1,800 m). The initial
injection profile is based on mesoscale simulations of ‘nuclear
winter'>®, on our own computations using two different three-
dimensional, nonhydrostatic mesoscale models and on satellite
observations. If all the oil is assumed to be burned in an area
of 20 x20km?, the energy release, assuming a typical energ
equivalent foroil of 4 x 10 J kg ™", yields a heat lux of 500 Wm ™,
According to the mesoscale model simulations for nuclear win-
ter?®, this results in injection heights, depending on the atmos-
pheric stability, of about 2 km. Figure 2a shows the correspond-
ing injection heights computed with onc of our mesoscale
models®® for various values of the atmospheric static stability
and surface heat release. These curves, as well as the results of
a second mesoscale model’’ (Fig. 2b shows an example of a
soot plume computed with this model) indicate that for the
range of static stabilities typical of the Gulf region, in which
unstable deep cumuius convection events are rare, the soot
injection will normally not exceed a height of 2-4 km, even for
the relatively large heat luxes assumed in our simulations. This
is supported, finally, by an analysis®® of a sateilite observation
of the soot cloud over Kuwait on 24 February 1991, which
indicated that the cloud did not exceed a height of 3 km.

The relatively low injection height is an important factor in
limiting the global climate impact of the soot reiease’. The soot
is transported in atmospheric layers in which it can be rather
rapidly washed out and removed by dry deposition. The 20-day
residence time of soot in the troposphere is small compared
with typical residence times of acrosol in the stratosphere, which
are several years. Also, the opposing effects of atmospheric
heating in the absorbing soot layers and cooling of the Earth's
surface can be more easily compensated in the lower troposphere
through vertical energy transfer.

The soot distribution becomes quasi-stationary ene or two
months after the oil buming begins on 15 February. The total
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FIG. 3 Total deposition of soot (mg m™2) during the 12-month simulation.
Contour intervals are at 10, S0, 100, 200, 300 and 400 mgm ™2,



with a maximum cooling of —4°C in July. All vaiues shown
represent averages over at least a model grid square of side
500 km and a period of onc month. The temperature decrease
can be much stronger in smaller regions and timescales below
dense smoke plumes. Qutside the Gulf region, considerable
anomalous heating is found over the Tibctan Plateau in May.
This is probably due to the proximity of the absorbing soot
layers in the atmosphere to the surface at these high altitudes
(after May, the soot trajectories move further south).

In the precipitation distributions {Fig. 4, right), there is no
indication of a weakening of the Indian summer monsoon, as
has frequently been speculated. There is even a region of
enhanced rainfall over India during the onset phase of the
monsoon in May, in response to the anomalous heating over
Tibet. The enhanced rainfall region shifts further north during
the following two months.

The conclusion that, on the global scale, the anomaly fields
cannot be distinguished from the natural model variability is
supported by a lack of agreement between the global response
patterns found in the standard scheme and a number of further
sensitivity runs made with modified input and model parameters.

Sensitivity studies

To investigate the dependence of the simulation results on some
of the more critical input and model assumptions, we carried
out a series of additional experiments. First, the value for soot
emission was changed. Halving the emission roughly halved the
ampiitude of the climate response in the near-field regions,
whereas the large-scaie response was again indistinguishable
from noise. But an alternative scheme, in which a number of
input parameters were changed sirmuiltaneously to yield an
effective increase of the emissions by an (unrealistic) factor of
4, produced a considerable climate response on the global scale,
with temperature decreases, and in some regions increases, of
about 5-10 °C. Interpolating between the three simulations, we
conclude that although the large-scale climate change in the
worst-case scenario is smaller than the natural interannual varia-
bility, it is not far from the detectability threshold.

Because of the large uncertainty in the size and the resultant
specific absorption of soot particles, we considered an alternative
size distribution of soot particles. The particle distribution was
rescaled 10 a mode radius of 0.1 pm instead of 0.02 um, vielding
a reduction of the specific absorption cross-section by a factor
2-4 in the retevant solar spectral band (Fig. 1). The near-field
climate response decreased by a similar factor and was barely
detectable above the natural variability. The true size distribution
presumabiy lies somewhere between these cases®, but because
of the flakelike geometry of soot particles the first scenario is
probably more realistic.

Further sensitivity experiments were carried out with modified
injection heights and larger washout rates corresponding to
residenice times of about 10 days. The sensitivity with respect
1o these parameters was approximately linear. In summary, our
standard model may be regarded as a reasonable worst-case
scenario within the range of uncertainties of the various input
and model parameters.

Discussion
An advantage of the fully coupled model system used in this

study is thar all processes are computed interactively. Thus the

effect on the soot transport of the thermal uplift induced by
warming in the layers of maximal soot concentration is automati-
cally included, as is the inhibition of the vertical transport of
soot because of the higher static stability established between
the heated lavers and the cooled surface. Similarly, the complete
feedback chain describing the influence of the changed circula-
tion on the precipitation distribution and thus on the soot
washout rate, and thereby, finally, on the radiation perturbations
driving the circulation change, is incorporated into a single
model.

The oceans, although also coupled fully interactively with the
atmosphere, play a relatively small part in the present experi-

ment. The deep ocean circulation does not change significantly
in the short one-year integration period, and the changes in the
more rapidly responding upper layers and in the sea ice distribu-
tion occur in regions where the climate changes cannot be
detected above the natural variability background.

The principal reason for the lack of a statistically significant
global climate responsc outside the near-source region is the
relatively low initial height for soot injection. This in turn is
governed by the limited heat release and the finite static atmos-
pheric stability. The low injection level enables the soot to be
washed out or removed by dry deposition in a typical lifetime
of 20 days. Only 0.3% is transported into the stratosphere, where
soot can survive for several years.

The limited height of the soot distribution also enables the
positive and negative anomalies in the radiation balance induced
by the smoke to be more casily compensated through the tur-
bulent energy exchange and infrared radiation fluxes in the
iower troposphere: the increased downward longwave radiation
from the layers of high soot concentration, which are warmed
by the absorpticn of solar radiation, and the decreased upward
turbulent heat fluxes from the surface, which is cooled by the
reduced solar flux below the smoke cloud, counteract these
opposing temperature trends.

Although we were unable to detect a statistically significant
climate signal on the global scale in our one-year standard
scenario (or any of the other sensitivity experiments, apart from
the unrealistic case in which the effective soot emissions were
increased by a factor of four), this does not imply that such a
signal cannot be found. By extending the experiment over a
number of years, or carrying out an ensemble of such experi-
ments, the persistent response pattern could presumably have
been filtered out from the nonrecurrent natural interannual
variability. But the fact that the signal could not be detected in
a one-year integration implies that the global climate perturba-
tion should have little impact in practice.

The large global climate response obtained when the effective
soot emission was increased by a factor of four indicates,
however, that our standard scenario could not have been very
far from the detectability threshold, even for a one-year simula-
tion, and may serve as a timely reminder that our global climate
is indeed vuinerable to irresponsible actions by man. !
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Contour interval is 1 °C. Right: Anomalous precipitation. Contour interval is

armospheric soot content in the quasi-stationary state is ~7 X
10" kg. The soot does not rise significantly higher than three
kilometres. The highest altitudes are attained in the summer,
when the increased solar radiation increases the convective
activity. The self-lofting of the soot (the buoyancy uplift caused
by the absorption of solar radiation in the layers of a high soot
concentration) is also largest in the summer. But numericai
experiments with a mesoscale model®® indicate that this effect
is small compared with the turbulent mixing. The transport of
soot into the stratosphere is negligible: ~0.3% (2,100 tons} of
the total atmospheric soot load is found in the stratosphere.

Most of the soot is deposited, primarily through wash-out by
rain, within a few thousand kilometres from the source (Fig. 3).
The maximum surface densities of ~400 mgm ~* after one year
of continual burning are found in Iran {the assumed depaosition
of 15% of the soot emission in the immediate vicinity of the oil
wells, which can vield densities two to three orders of magnitude
larger than this value, is not shown in Fig. 3).

The climate response to the atmospheric soot loading was
determined as the difference between the worst-case scenario
and the control run. As expected from Fig. 3, considerable
anomalies in the radiation ficld are found only on regional scales
within a few thousand kilometres from the source. The reduction
off the net solar radiation reaching the Earth’s surface in this
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2 mm per day. The zero contours have been suppressed. Shading indicates
regions with local significance levels larger than 95%.

region is ~20%, while the net absorbed solar radiation by the
atmosphere and Earth's surface is increased by 15%. The total
optical depth of the cloud, including absoprtion and scattering,
is ~0.4.

The surface deposition of soot also affects the surface aibedo,
in particular for snow-covered surfaces. Soot that is covered by
fresh snowfzll in the winter reappears during the melting period,
when the accumulated soo1 concentration can increase to values
of 10 p.p.m. This can reduce the albedo of the snow from 60%
to ~40% (ref. 29). The area of polluted snow is smail, however,
and the duration of the melting period is shont. On the basis of
previous sensitivity experiments'' with changed snow covers,
we regarded the aibedo effect as negligible and did not include
it in the radiation computations. ’

It is well known from E! Nifio/Southern Oscillation (ENSG)
studies'” and other atmospheric response experiments that
regional-scale heat flux or radiation anomalies can generate
global-scale atmospheric anomalies. But there is no obvious
large-scale structure evident in either the temperature or the
precipitation fields that is distinguishable from the inherent
model interannual variability (r.m.s. monthly mean deviations
of ~2°C in temperature and 50%, but very small scale, in
precipitation®®}. On the regional scale, significant temperature
anomalies are seen mainly near the source region (Fig. 4, left),
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