
HAL Id: hal-04465382
https://hal.univ-lille.fr/hal-04465382

Submitted on 19 Feb 2024

HAL is a multi-disciplinary open access
archive for the deposit and dissemination of sci-
entific research documents, whether they are pub-
lished or not. The documents may come from
teaching and research institutions in France or
abroad, or from public or private research centers.

L’archive ouverte pluridisciplinaire HAL, est
destinée au dépôt et à la diffusion de documents
scientifiques de niveau recherche, publiés ou non,
émanant des établissements d’enseignement et de
recherche français ou étrangers, des laboratoires
publics ou privés.

Distributed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License

Spring 2020 Atmospheric Aerosol Contamination over
Kyiv City

Chenning Zhang, Valery Shulga, Gennadi Milinevsky, Vassyl Danylevsky,
Yuliya Yukhymchuk, Volodymyr Kyslyi, Ivan Syniavskyi, Mikhail Sosonkin,

Philippe Goloub, Olena Turos, et al.

To cite this version:
Chenning Zhang, Valery Shulga, Gennadi Milinevsky, Vassyl Danylevsky, Yuliya Yukhymchuk, et al..
Spring 2020 Atmospheric Aerosol Contamination over Kyiv City. Atmosphere, 2022, Atmosphere, 13,
�10.3390/atmos13050687�. �hal-04465382�

https://hal.univ-lille.fr/hal-04465382
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
https://hal.archives-ouvertes.fr


Citation: Zhang, C.; Shulga, V.;

Milinevsky, G.; Danylevsky, V.;

Yukhymchuk, Y.; Kyslyi, V.;

Syniavsky, I.; Sosonkin, M.;

Goloub, P.; Turos, O.; et al. Spring

2020 Atmospheric Aerosol

Contamination over Kyiv City.

Atmosphere 2022, 13, 687. https://

doi.org/10.3390/atmos13050687

Academic Editor: Sofia Sousa

Received: 27 February 2022

Accepted: 22 April 2022

Published: 25 April 2022

Publisher’s Note: MDPI stays neutral

with regard to jurisdictional claims in

published maps and institutional affil-

iations.

Copyright: © 2022 by the authors.

Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland.

This article is an open access article

distributed under the terms and

conditions of the Creative Commons

Attribution (CC BY) license (https://

creativecommons.org/licenses/by/

4.0/).

atmosphere

Article

Spring 2020 Atmospheric Aerosol Contamination over
Kyiv City
Chenning Zhang 1, Valery Shulga 1,2 , Gennadi Milinevsky 1,3,4,5,6,* , Vassyl Danylevsky 3,7,
Yuliya Yukhymchuk 3,6, Volodymyr Kyslyi 8, Ivan Syniavsky 3 , Mikhail Sosonkin 3, Philippe Goloub 6 ,
Olena Turos 9, Andrii Simon 5,10, Vasyl Choliy 5, Tetiana Maremukha 9, Arina Petrosian 9, Vladyslav Pysanko 5,
Anna Honcharova 11, Dmitry Shulga 2, Natallia Miatselskaya 12 and Varvara Morhuleva 9

1 International Center of Future Science, College of Physics, Jilin University, Changchun 130012, China;
zhangcn19@mails.jlu.edu.cn (C.Z.); shulga@rian.kharkov.ua (V.S.)

2 Department of Millimeter Radio Astronomy, Institute of Radio Astronomy, National Academy of Sciences of
Ukraine, 01601 Kyiv, Ukraine; dshulga@rian.kharkov.ua

3 Department for Atmospheric Optics and Instrumentation, Main Astronomical Observatory,
03143 Kyiv, Ukraine; vdanylevsky@knu.ua (V.D.); juliyuhim@gmail.com (Y.Y.); syn@mao.kiev.ua (I.S.);
sosonkin@mao.kiev.ua (M.S.)

4 Department of Atmosphere Physics and Geospace, National Antarctic Scientific Center, 01601 Kyiv, Ukraine
5 Physics Faculty, Taras Shevchenko National University of Kyiv, 01601 Kyiv, Ukraine;

andrew_simon@univ.kiev.ua (A.S.); charlie@mail.univ.kiev.ua (V.C.); vladislav039@i.ua (V.P.)
6 Laboratoire d’Optique Amosphérique (LOA), Universitée des Sciences et Technologies de Lille,

59655 Villeneuve d’Ascq, France; philippe.goloub@univ-lille.fr
7 Astronomical Observatory, Taras Shevchenko National University of Kyiv, 01601 Kyiv, Ukraine
8 V. Lashkaryov Institute of Semiconductor Physics, National Academy of Sciences of Ukraine,

03028 Kyiv, Ukraine; kyslyij@gmail.com
9 Laboratory of Air Quality, Marzeiev Institute for Public Health, National Academy of Medical Science of

Ukraine, 02660 Kyiv, Ukraine; eturos@gmail.com (O.T.); maremuha1980@gmail.com (T.M.);
arinapetrosian@gmail.com (A.P.); morvara@gmail.com (V.M.)

10 National Center of Junior Academy of Sciences of Ukraine, 04119 Kyiv, Ukraine
11 Education and Research Institute of Ecology, V.N. Karazin Kharkiv National University,

61000 Kharkiv, Ukraine; honcharova2021.9586834@student.karazin.ua
12 Institute of Physics, National Academy of Sciences of Belarus, 220072 Minsk, Belarus;

n.miatselskaya@dragon.bas-net.by
* Correspondence: gmilin@univ.kiev.ua; Tel.: +380-50-352-5498

Abstract: Extraordinarily high aerosol contamination was observed in the atmosphere over the
city of Kyiv, Ukraine, during the March–April 2020 period. The source of contamination was the
large grass and forest fires in the northern part of Ukraine and the Kyiv region. The level of PM2.5
load was investigated using newly established AirVisual sensor mini-networks in five areas of
the city. The aerosol data from the Kyiv AERONET sun-photometer site were analyzed for that
period. Aerosol optical depth, Ångström exponent, and the aerosol particles properties (particle size
distribution, single-scattering albedo, and complex refractive index) were analyzed using AERONET
sun-photometer observations. The smoke particles observed at Kyiv site during the fires in general
correspond to aerosol with optical properties of biomass burning aerosol. The variability of the optical
properties and chemical composition indicates that the aerosol particles in the smoke plumes over
Kyiv city were produced by different burning materials and phases of vegetation fires at different
times. The case of enormous PM2.5 aerosol contamination in the Kyiv city reveals the need to
implement strong measures for forest fire control and prevention in the Kyiv region, especially in its
northwest part, where radioactive contamination from the Chernobyl disaster is still significant.
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1. Introduction

Aerosol particle emissions from vegetation fires have large impacts on both climate
and air quality [1]. Biomass burning plays an important role in the climate system. It is well-
documented that forest, grass, and peat fire aerosols can be transported over long distances
and influence aerosol content and properties, and air quality in populated regions. For
example, large wildfires in the European part of the Russian Federation, which occurred in
the summer of 2010, greatly influenced the air pollution in the densely populated Moscow
city and region [2,3]; the atmosphere contamination was observed overall in neighboring
countries [4–6]. The aerosols from the wildfire in Canada that occurred during 2–7 July
2013 were observed over Central and Eastern Europe [7].

Forest, grass, and peat fires produce so-called biomass burning (BB) aerosols that are
composed of organic aerosols, black carbon, and a small fraction of inorganic materials [8].
The properties of aerosol particles in smoke from vegetation burning are various. The
mixture of substances in a particle and the mixture of different types of particles in the
smoke plume determine the microphysical and optical properties of aerosol observed at
the observational site. The type of burning vegetation (trees, crown or stem of a tree, grass,
peat etc.), meteorological conditions, and time of the smoke transport to the observational
site (aerosol age) specify the size, structure, chemical composition, and optical properties of
the smoke particles [3–7,9–12]. To estimate the separate effect of each factor and the effect in
combinations of factors, special studies and experiments have been performed, e.g., [13–15].
Physical, chemical, and optical properties of BB aerosols can change rapidly when they
disperse in the atmosphere. Particle emissions from biomass burning are dominated by an
accumulation mode, with a volume median diameter of 0.25–0.3 µm range (count median
diameter of 0.10–0.15 µm) depending on age, fuel, and combustion efficiency [8]. The
particle size distribution of the BB aerosols influences Particulate Matter (PM): the PM2.5
and PM10 concentrations, which are the air quality factor [16].

As several special studies have stressed the negative impact of fine particles on the
human health (see, e.g., [17,18]), it is essential to accurately identify and quantify spe-
cific air particulate matter pollution by the BB aerosol, especially in urban areas. In situ
PM2.5 (particulate matter aerosols that are smaller than 2.5 µm in diameter) concentration
measurements are a common technique to estimate the air pollution in different regions
of the globe [9,19–21], particularly using low-cost instruments for air quality monitoring
networks [22,23]. To study PM2.5 contamination, remote sensing measurements [24–27],
modeling [20,28], and a synergy of different techniques [29] are used. Particularly, simula-
tion of the air mass transport is required to estimate the wildfire aerosols influence on the
air quality, which depends on the meteorological parameters [30,31].

The city of Kyiv and its regions are impacted by numerous local aerosol pollution
sources and by aerosol transport from remote sources, mostly wild and human-made forest
and peat fires, and grass burn. The most dangerous grass and forest fires take place in
radioactivity-contaminated areas like the Chernobyl Exclusion Zone (ChEZ) [32]. These fire
advection events release biomass-burning particles, which can include radioactive elements
that spread long distances through air mass transport. The increased aerosol optical depth
was observed at the Kyiv AERONET/PHOTONS site in April–May every year. It is mainly
caused by agricultural burn and forest/peat fires, which govern a seasonal feature of
aerosol properties over the Ukrainian rural and urban–industrial areas [33]. The air mass
transport potentially influences on the seasonal and local variations of aerosols content and
properties based on the Kyiv AERONET site data has been considered in [33,34], including
the 3-D back-trajectories and cluster analysis to determine the prevailing directions of air
mass transport and possible aerosol origin, as well as GEOS-Chem modeling [35–37].

Aerosol particles are usually concentrated in the planetary boundary layer (PBL)
from the surface to a height of a few kilometers during such events. For example, lidar
measurements of the aerosol altitude distribution over Kyiv during a similar case of air
pollution from forest fires in early September 2015 revealed aerosol particles from the
surface and up to 4–5 km [38]. The satellite CALIOP lidar data analysis in July–August
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2010 during large-scale forest fires in the European part of Russia showed that the products
of aerosol fires over Ukraine were observed from the surface to altitudes of about 6 km [6].

The purpose of this paper is to examine the case of high aerosol pollution in the Kyiv
city during the March–April 2020 period. The methods and measurement techniques used
are described in Section 2. The observation results are presented and discussed in Section 3
followed by conclusions in Section 4.

2. Materials and Methods

In this work, we used a data set of PM2.5 mass concentration from five sensors of
the AirVisual network along with the APDA-371 HORIBA standardized analyzer. We
used the ground-based observations of the aerosol optical depth (AOD) and other aerosol
parameters with the AERONET Kyiv site sun-photometer CE318 CIMEL Electronique,
Paris, France [39,40]. The HYSPLIT back-trajectories algorithm [41,42] was applied to
derive the transport of aerosol particles. To identify fire locations and smoke plumes, we
used fire maps with large coverage area provided by the Zoom Earth maps [43] and satellite
remote sensing measurements from MODIS and VIIRS instruments [44].

2.1. In Situ Data

For in situ PM measurements, AirVisual stations are distributed all over the Kyiv city
with the purpose to cover as much of the city territory as possible (Figure 1). Five stations of
the AirVisual network were established at the beginning of 2020. These AirVisual stations
are Artema Street, Golosiiv, Nauky Avenue, Trostyanetska, and Chornobylska Street. The
Golosiiv AirVisual station is located on the roof of the same building as the Kyiv sun-
photometer AERONET/PHOTONS site. The main sensor of the network is an AirVisual
Pro smart air quality monitor with advanced laser technology that provides highly accurate
readings of fine particles at PM2.5 with 2.5 µm aerodynamic diameter down to 0.3 µm [45].
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Figure 1. AirVisual stations and Popudrenka (APDA-371 HORIBA) station locations on the Kyiv
city map: 1—Artema Street, 2—Golosiiv, 3—Nauky Avenue, 4—Trostyanetska, 5—Chornobylska
Street, 6—Popudrenka. The Golosiiv station (2) is co-located with the Kyiv sun-photometer
AERONET/PHOTONS site.
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The AirVisual Pro device, IQAir, Staad, Switzerland, is equipped with a specially
designed optical sensor AVPM25b for aerosol concentration measurements, which allows
determining the concentration of PM1, PM2.5 and PM10 in the range from 0 to 1000 µg m−3

with measuring accuracy ±10%. Using WiFi, the device can transmit the measurements to
an environmental pollution map [46], which displays data from AirVisual devices located
in different regions of the world.

The Popudrenka station, which operates in accordance with European Union and
United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations, belongs to the O.M.
Marzeiev Institute for Public Health of the National Academy of Medical Sciences of
Ukraine (50.459◦ N, 30.634◦ E). The sampling site meets the requirements of the location
representativeness when the sensor is placed out of the local sources of pollution and is free
from aerodynamic turbulence. Measurements of PM2.5 mass concentrations are performed
using the HORIBA APDA-371 Air Pollution Dust Analyzer, HORIBA, Ltd., Kyoto, Japan,
which is used to justify the AirVisual Pro data. The Popudrenka station provides automatic
continuous measurement of PM2.5 mass concentrations with long-term stability using the
industry-certified principle of the beta ray attenuation method. The measurement accuracy
of the method is ±5%.

2.2. AERONET Sun-Photometer Data

The ground-based network of the automatic sun-photometers AERONET (AErosol
RObotic NETwork) [39,40] consists of several hundreds of observational sites located all
over the globe and allows obtaining long-term series of aerosol parameters averaged in
the atmosphere column at each observational site. The CIMEL CE318 sun-photometers
of various models are the principal instruments of the network. The measurements are
performed in the spectral bands 440, 500, 675, 840, and 1020 nm. The AERONET Version
3 (V3) retrieval algorithm [47,48] is used to determine AOD and other aerosol columnar
properties from sun-photometer measurements [47–49].

The AERONET data are useful to study the local aerosol behavior and seasonal
dynamics. For the purposes of the paper, we used the data of the Kyiv AERONET site,
which has continuously operated by authors since 2008 in the southwest part of the city
of Kyiv [33,50,51]. The Kyiv AERONET site is located on the roof of the building where
the Golosiiv Air Visual sensor is installed (see Figure 1, station 2) [51]. The site operates in
Golosiiv forest in 10 km southward from the city center. We used level 1.5 of AERONET data,
which is tested and corrected for the cloud impact under the standardized V3 algorithm
for processing observational data [48,49]. Although sun-photometer data have not yet
been corrected for possible changes in sun-photometer calibration, experience with sun-
photometer shows that significant changes in sun-photometer parameters over a period
of 2 months are very unlikely. In the present study, we considered daily averages of AOD
at 500 nm, Ångström exponent (AE) values computed using the 440–870 nm spectral
channels, particles columnar size distribution, single-scattering albedo (SSA), and complex
refractive index (RI). Analysis of the previous observations showed that typical AOD values
at wavelengths 500 nm at the Kyiv site do not exceed 0.2–0.3 [6,33,50].

The Ångström exponent is determined as AE = −d ln (AODλ)/d ln λ and varies with
the choice of wavelengths [52]. In general, the AE can be calculated from two or more
wavelengths using a least-squares fit. The AERONET algorithm defines AE in the range of
440–870 nm. The Ångström exponent contains information on the size of the particles and
determines the dominant aerosol mode (coarse or fine) [49,52,53]. Single-scattering albedo
is defined as the ratio of the AOD caused by the scattering feature to the AOD caused by
total extinction (scattering and absorption) property of the particle. SSA depends on the
complex refractive index of the aerosol particle. The microphysical and chemical properties
of aerosol particles determine the complex RI. Particularly, the absorption properties of the
aerosol particles determine the imaginary part of the RI. The nature and basic chemical
composition can be assumed using the information on these two parameters.
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Parameters of the aerosol particles columnar size distribution include the volume effec-
tive (Reff) and the volume median (RMed) radius of the particles, and the geometric standard
deviation (STD) of the particle radius r from the RMed for lognormal radius distribution.
Uncertainties regarding the volume median radius and geometric standard deviation of
particle radius from volume median radius (i.e., uncertainties of the modal radius and
width of the particle size distribution) retrieved by V3 AERONET algorithm depend on the
total particle AOD (440 nm) [49]. A special procedure for the STD estimation of aerosol
particle parameters was created by AERONET team [48]. The procedure considers the
uncertainties in the sun-photometer radiometric calibration, AOD (440 nm) measurements,
solar spectral irradiance, and surface reflectance, which results in 27 distinct combinations
of the perturbed input parameters to the inversion procedure algorithm.

In the AERONET algorithm, the particle volume size distribution is determined
using the bimodal lognormal model, which consists of fine and coarse modes [47,48]. The
minimum of the two-modal size distribution is a boundary between fine and coarse modes
that lies in the particle diameter range of 1 to 2 µm. The fine-mode AOD is determined
by the spectral discrimination algorithm from spectral AOD measurements [53] using the
bimodal lognormal model of aerosol particle size distribution.

2.3. Satellite Data on Fire Locations

Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer (MODIS) is an instrument aboard
the Terra (known as EOS AM-1) and Aqua (known as EOS PM-1) satellites. Terra and Aqua
MODIS instruments are viewing the entire Earth’s surface every 1 to 2 days, acquiring data
in 36 spectral bands, or groups of wavelengths. The infrared channels provide observations
of thermal anomalies/active fire. The observations are available in near-real-time and for
almost global coverage. The fire detection by MODIS is based on absolute detection of a
fire when the fire strength is enough to detect, and on detection, relative to its background,
taking into account the variability of surface temperature and reflection of sunlight.

The Visible Infrared Imaging Radiometer Suite (VIIRS) satellite instrument collects
global observations in the visible and infrared wavelengths across land, ocean, and at-
mosphere. It has 22 channels ranging from 0.41 µm to 12.01 µm. VIIRS is one of five
instruments onboard the Suomi National Polar-orbiting Partnership (SNPP) satellite plat-
form. Besides measuring aerosol properties, ocean and land surface temperature, ice
movement and temperature, the VIIRS data product can be used for fires observations.
The VIIRS 375 m resolution thermal anomalies/active fire data product and near-real-time
MODIS thermal anomalies and fire locations provide images of the area [44], which pro-
duced strong aerosol contamination of the atmosphere over the city of Kyiv (Figure 2).
Satellite image for the date of the outburst of pollution is shown in Figure 2b for 8 April
2020 with the large forest fire in the north of the Kyiv region [43].

2.4. Back-Trajectories Simulation Technique

To analyze the impact of weather conditions on the aerosols loading and transport
in the atmosphere during wildfires in March–April 2020, we calculated trajectories of
air masses using Hybrid Single Particle Lagrangian Integrated Trajectory Model (HYS-
PLIT) [41,42,54,55]. This model was developed by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration’s (NOAA) Air Resources Laboratory (ARL) [41,42]. Based on numerical
and physical limitations of the model, the error in the trajectory location is typical of ~20%
of the distance traveled by the air parcel [54]. The HYSPLIT model uses a large variety of
meteorological data, which are results of observations and calculations by numerical mete-
orological models. The following meteorological parameters are employed for computing
the trajectory: horizontal components of wind speed, temperature, pressure on the altitude
of the trajectory, and surface pressure. We used the online version of the HYSPLIT program
via AERONET/Data Synergy Tool [55] to compute the back-trajectories of the air mass
starting from the Kyiv AERONET site for altitudes of 100 and 500 m above ground level
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(AGL). For back-trajectory calculations in this paper, we used the Global Data Assimilation
System (GDAS) meteorological data with spatial resolution of 1 degree [55].
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3. Results and Discussion
3.1. Fire Locations

Increasing wildfires in the spring in Ukraine and neighboring countries is a typi-
cal situation often caused by traditional grass burning. However, in 2020 these events
and dry weather conditions led to extensive problems, such as huge uncontrolled wild-
fires (especially in the northern part of Ukraine), widely burned territories, and strong
air contamination over Kyiv and other cities. The satellite observations detected numer-
ous places of thermal anomalies in North Ukraine during the period from 15 March to
15 April 2020. Figure 2a shows the image provided by VIIRS, to 375 m resolution, of thermal
anomalies/active fire data and near-real-time MODIS thermal anomalies and fire location
products [44], where fire locations are marked with red color. The northeast winds brought
aerosol-rich airs over large distances from fire sources; dense smoke could be observed
from space. The city of Kyiv and its suburbs were covered by a powerful smoke layer from
wildfire regions from time to time during the considered period. Satellite imagery [43]
shows the outburst of pollution from the large forest fire in the north of the Kyiv region on
8 April 2020 (Figure 2b).

3.2. In Situ Measurements

Using observations from four AirVisual sites and Popudrenka station, the data of
PM2.5 concentration in the atmosphere over the city of Kyiv were collected for the March–
April 2020 period (Figure 3a,b). In March, four maxima of PM2.5 were observed. The PM2.5
concentration increased up to approximately 80 µg m−3, which is three times higher than
the threshold of PM2.5 pollution according to European standards of 25 µg m−3 (Figure 3a).
The largest pollution was observed at the Nauky Avenue site in the first half of March, and
at Artema Street and Trostyanetska sites in the second half of March 2020 (Figure 3a).
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Figure 3. Air Visual network PM2.5 daily averaged in situ measurements in the city of Kyiv in four
sites (Nauky, Artema, Trostyanetska, Golosiiv) and APDA-371 Popudrenka site in (a) March and
(b) April 2020; the daily averaged AOD of all particles (total) and AOD fine particles (fine) over the
city of Kyiv from observations with the AERONET Kyiv site sun-photometer at 500 nm wavelength
during (c) March and (d) April 2020.

In April, a significant increase of PM2.5 aerosol contamination to 40–70 µg m−3 was
registered in the first half of April with the maximum detected at the Trostyanetska site.
Extreme contamination with the PM2.5 maximum of 220 µg m−3 was observed on 18 April
(Figure 3b). Therefore, the level of pollution by PM2.5 particles was almost 10 times higher
than the EU restrictions.

The extreme contamination with PM2.5 aerosols was observed at all sites of the in
situ measurement network in the Kyiv city, with the largest daily averaged values at
the Trostyanetska site. The data of AirVisual stations are in good agreement with the
PM2.5 values variations at Popudrenka station (Figure 3a,b). To estimate the reliability and
accuracy of the in situ measurements, we compared daily averaged PM2.5 concentrations
obtained by AirVisual stations with PM2.5 concentrations measured by the EU-certified
APDA-371 HORIBA sensor (Figure 4a).
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Figure 4. (a) Comparison of AirVisual PM2.5 data from Artema Street site with APDA-371 Pop-
udrenka site simultaneous measurements March–April 2020. (b) Comparison of the daily aver-
aged PM2.5 concentration with daily AOD (500 nm) data from the AERONET Kyiv site for March–
April 2020.

As shown in Figure 4a, the values of aerosol contamination obtained with the AirVisual
and the APDA-371 HORIBA sensors are consistent for small concentrations of PM2.5 (up to
~40 µg m−3), but the divergence increases at values of PM2.5 more than 60 µg m−3. Linear
regression with Pearson correlation coefficient provided a value of r = 0.94.

The measurements show a spatial difference between AirVisual stations (Figure 3). If
in March, the highest PM2.5 values were observed at Nauky Avenue and Artema Street
stations; in April, the highest (extreme) pollution levels were observed at Trostyanetska
station. The lowest values of PM2.5, as expected, were observed at Golosiiv station, which
is located in the forest-park zone on the outskirts of the Kyiv city. However, the time
variations of PM2.5 concentration at this station also follow the variations of PM2.5 at
other stations.

3.3. AOD and Ångström Exponent Data of the Kyiv AERONET Site

During March–April 2020, the events of significant AOD increasing were detected from
sun-photometer observations of the Kyiv AERONET site (Figure 3c,d). The aerosol content
increases mainly due to the fine-mode, as presented in aerosol size distribution plots.

It was for the first time when the event of the large atmosphere aerosol contam-
ination was observed in the Kyiv city simultaneously by the sun-photometer and
devices for PM2.5 measurements. To compare PM2.5 concentration and AOD data, the
daily averaged PM2.5 data obtained at four sites (Artema Street, Popudrenka, Nauky
Avenue, and Golosiiv) were used on the days when AOD were measured with the
sun-photometer at the Kyiv AERONET site during March and April 2020 (Figure 4b).
The daily PM2.5 data were averaged over four AirVisual sites and compared with
corresponding daily averaged AOD (500 nm). The equation of linear regression AOD
(500 nm) = a + b·PM2.5 was used to quantify the AOD versus PM2.5 relation. Obtained
parameters of regression: Pearson’s correlation coefficient r = 0.81, standard deviation
(STD) of 0.09; a = 0.088 ± 0.019; b = 0.004 ± 0.0004. Formally, the r value indicates the
close relationship between AOD and PM2.5 parameters of the atmosphere pollution,
but it is obviously caused mainly by high contamination level in the near-ground
air and atmosphere column on two days on 17 and 18 April. On the contrary, AOD
(500 nm) of 0.62 was observed on 29 March at relatively moderate contamination at the
ground level (PM2.5 = 45 µg m−3). Very low AOD occurred at the same level of PM2.5
(see Figure 3b).
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Comparison of the results of sun-photometer measurements with the data from the in
situ network shows that changes of AOD (500 nm) were accompanied with simultaneous
changes in the PM2.5 concentration (Figure 3). Both data series show a significant increase
in air pollution over the city of Kyiv on 17–19 and 25–30 March, and during the 16–19 April
period. The cloudiness explains the data gaps from 3 to 12 March and during some other
days in March and April (Figure 3c,d). However, some discrepancies are seen between
AOD and PM2.5 data (see Figure 3b and compare Figure 3a,c). Thus, PM2.5 concentration
during 17–19 March was approximately the same as during March 25–30 (~40 to 70 µg m−3),
but AOD increase was different: AOD (500 nm) was not greater than 0.3 during the former
period or greater than 0.6 during latter. On the contrary, on 10 April, the sun-photometer
registered a significant increase in AOD relative to its normal values from 1 to 15 April,
while ground-based PM concentration measurements showed a more-or-less stable, but
relatively high, level of PM2.5 concentrations. Apparently, this is possible due to the
peculiarities of the movement of air masses at different altitudes, and the increase in AOD
on this day could be caused by the transport of aerosol particles from distant sources above
the surface layer of the atmosphere. During a forest fire, the smoke originating near the
Earth’s surface can be transported by convection into the higher levels of the atmosphere,
depending on fire characteristics and local atmospheric conditions. However, the aerosols
at ~3–5 km can originate from elsewhere; for example, from fire-free regions. This can also
be a reason for the observed difference between AOD and PM2.5 measurements.

We found that PM2.5 varied from ~5 µg m−3 to ~80 µg m−3 during the first smoke
event and from ~3 µg m−3 to ~220 µg m−3 during the second event. The results from the
first event are close to findings, e.g., in [56] for the forest fires in the province of Quebec,
Canada. However, the results of PM2.5 concentration from the second event are more than
twice higher, which indicates the extremely high fire activity during 17–19 April.

The large scattering of points relative to the regression line can be explained by differ-
ent smoke plumes observed by AirVisual devices and by the sun-photometer, particularly
because of the different velocities of the air mass moving at the different altitudes. However,
analysis of the back-trajectories and satellite data on the fire locations showed the same
origin of the atmosphere contamination by the aerosols during the period under study.
It was the forest fires over large areas of Ukraine and surrounding territories of Belarus
and Russia.

Along with AOD (500 nm), we considered other aerosol characteristics using the Kyiv
AERONET site data that allow for estimating the size of aerosol particles and making
assumptions about their nature; specifically, the Ångström exponent (AE) and the particle
volume size distribution averaged on the atmosphere column.

The details of the change of the daily averaged AOD and AE variations during the
period of significant pollution from 15 March 2020 to 21 April 2020 are presented in
Figure 5. Variations of the daily AE (440–870 nm) (Figure 5b) are in the range of 1.6–1.8,
which indicates the presence of a fine aerosol mode in the atmosphere produced by forest
fires and urban aerosols.

After 26 March, the AE values decreased following AOD increase, which indicated
coarse-mode aerosols incoming to the atmosphere column over the city of Kyiv up to
30 March, when AOD (440 nm) reached the peak value of approximately 0.8 (Figure 5a).
AE increased again to 1.6–1.7 on 31 March and changed in range to approximately 1.7 to
1.2, with the typical AOD at the Kyiv AERONET site AOD (440 nm) at 0.1–0.3 on 10 April.
The aerosol content and property variation during those days, as well as during the end
of April and start of May, is not interesting for analysis; firstly, low aerosol content was
determined from a low number of observations, and secondly, the AE short-time variations
suggest that AOD variations were provoked by aerosol of various origins. On 10 April, the
AOD increased dramatically, and AE values indicated fine mode aerosol as dominant in the
atmosphere column. It is obvious that the smoke plume passed over the Kyiv AERONET
site on that day.
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Significant pollution of the atmosphere over the Kyiv city with biomass-burning
aerosol occurred during 17–19 April. The AE increasing from 1.4 to 1.85 indicates that the
fine-mode particles dominated in the atmosphere column on those days.

3.4. Air Mass Back-Trajectories

Air mass back-trajectories indicate the influence mostly of the large forest fires in the
north region of Ukraine on the aerosol content and properties in the atmosphere over the
Kyiv city in the spring of 2020 (Figure 6). The back-trajectories were computed with an
online version of the HYSPLIT model [41,42,54,55] for altitude 0.1 to 5 km above ground
level (AGL) starting from the Kyiv AERONET site.

Increased pollution of the air in the Kyiv city on 17–19 April was caused by the large
forest fires that took place in the northern region of Ukraine, northwest of the city of Kyiv.
Smoke trails from the fire locations visible on the MODIS pictures (Figure 6a) show this.
The back-trajectories from the Kyiv city of the air mass movement (Figure 6b) indicate
the northwest wind and the air passing over the fires on the 17–19 April event. Distances
from the locations of the fires to the Golosiiv observational site ranged from approximately
90 to 240 km, as it can be estimated using the scale of the MODIS pictures. The largest fires
were located at the distance of about 200 km. The air mass moved to the Kyiv city from the
azimuth direction at approximately 300◦ while mixing the air layers in the altitude range
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from the surface to 1500 m AGL (Figure 6b) due to convection in the atmosphere (which
originate mixing) produced by the fire.
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Figure 6. Smoke plumes of the forest fires in the north part of Ukraine on 17 April 2020:
(a) MODIS/Terra image, (b) back-trajectories on altitude 100 and 500 m AGL for the Kyiv AERONET
site on 17 April passed over territories with fires. The Kyiv AERONET site and Golosiiv AirVisual
station location marked with an open orange circle in the center of (a). (c) Trajectory frequencies at
altitude 500 m AGL for the Kyiv AERONET site on 30 March and (d) 17 April passed over territories
with fires. The Kyiv AERONET site and Golosiiv AirVisual station locations are marked with a star.
Plots have been created using open access data from AERONET/Data Synergy Tool [55] and from
HYSPLIT website service [57], GDAS meteorological data were used.

The time-travel dependence on the altitude of the air mass means that the AirVisual
sensors and the sun-photometer can observe different aerosol particles at the same time.
It should be expected that, owing to the air mass speed dependence on altitude, the
sun-photometer observes “fresher” aerosol compared to AirVisual sensors.
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We also used trajectory frequency plots, which provide information about dominant
wind directions and air mass movements over Kyiv [57]. The trajectory frequency option
starts a trajectory from a single location: the Kyiv AERONET site at a height of 500 m AGL,
every 3 h. The analysis has been done on 3 days of archive trajectories (Figure 6c,d).

Back-trajectories at altitude 500 m AGL starting from the Kyiv AERONET site on
March 26–30 passed over territories with fires during the previous 3 days (Figure 6c). The
results for March 30 at 12 UTC include information from 26 March at 20 UTC (Figure 6c) and
show that most air mass was transported to Kyiv from the southeast–northwest direction.
Fires showed a maximum during 26–28 March, which were the most probable cause of
aerosol loading of the atmosphere over the Kyiv city on those days. During this period,
wildfires in the East and the South parts of Ukraine were detected.

Another case that contains calculation from 14 April at 20 UTC until 18 April at 12 UTC
(Figure 6d), shows opposite directions of air mass transfer. For this period, the north and
northwest air movements were typical. In this case, air masses with aerosol contamination
from the northwest and north regions, including the Chernobyl area, reached the Kyiv city
and its suburbs.

3.5. Aerosol Size Distribution, Single-Scattering Albedo, and Refractive Index

Observations with the sun-photometer at the Kyiv AERONET site during the events
of the forest fires in March and April of 2020 qualified to determine the aerosol size distri-
bution were sparse because of clouds. There were 20 successful blue-sky sun-photometer
observations with appropriate quality data to determine the aerosol size distribution in
the period 28 March 2020–19 April 2020. The data showed that particle size distribution
was very variable (Figure 7). During 29 March, coarse-mode particles predominated over
fine-mode only. In most of the other cases, the fine-mode was dominant.

The parameters of the size distribution for the accumulation mode (fine mode) and
coarse mode are given in Table 1, where Reff is the volume effective and RMed is the volume
median radius of the particles, and STD is the geometric standard deviation of particle
radius r from the RMed for lognormal radius distribution (RMed/STD ≥ r ≥ RMed STD) at
the confidence interval 0.67. The AOD and AE are the total particle parameters.

For all cases, the AOD (440 nm) was in the range 0.34–1.60, and uncertainties of the
fine-mode particles RMed and STD could be estimated using data demonstrated by [48] for
sites with dominant biomass-burning and urban/industrial aerosols. The uncertainties of
the fine-mode particles RMed are 0.03 to 0.06 µm and the size distribution width for fine
mode is 0.008 to 0.013 µm.

The time of smoke travel was estimated with the HYSPLIT model back-trajectories.
Location of the fires and smoke origin were determined for 17 April (Figure 6a) and the age
of aerosols was not more than approximately 10 h. In order to reach the Kyiv AERONET
site on 27–29 March, the air mass traveled more than 2 to 3 days over the large area where
fires took place (Figure 2a), and aerosol observed on those days was a mixture of particles
of different ages. However, following Alados-Arboledas et al. [58] we can consider the
aerosol observed at the Kyiv AERONET site as fresh during March and April events.

We note the difference in air mass movement during two smoke advection events
in 26–30 March and in 15–19 April (Figure 8). While during the 15–19 April event the air
mass movements were rather uniform from the northwest, the advection direction for the
26–30 March event changes from east and southeast to northwest, as seen in backward
trajectories (Figure 8a). In (Figure 8a), the change in wind direction is visible from 29 March
to 30 March. The change of aerosol properties (the aerosol size distribution) is seen in
transition from eastern (Figure 7a,b) to northwest (Figure 7c) advection. While in eastern
advection the coarse-mode aerosol prevails, after change to northwest advection, the
fine-mode prevailed.
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Figure 7. The aerosol particle columnar volume size distributions in the atmosphere over the Kyiv
AERONET site from sun-photometer observations (a–c) 28–30 March; (d–f) 17–19 April of 2020. The
legends show the time of observation (UTC), AOD (440 nm) and AE (440–870 nm).

Table 1. Parameters of the aerosol particle columnar size distribution in the atmosphere over the
Kyiv AERONET site during the days with significant aerosol contamination in March and April 2020.

Date Time

Fine Mode Parameters Coarse Mode Parameters
AOD

(440 nm)
AE

(440–870 nm)Reff,
µm

RMed,
µm STD Reff,

µm
RMed,
µm STD

28 March 2020 12:05 0.133 0.149 0.479 1.878 2.486 0.755 0.38 1.20
28 March 2020 13:05 0.112 0.122 0.432 1.932 2.567 0.737 0.38 1.15
28 March 2020 14:15 0.113 0.126 0.493 1.800 2.374 0.740 0.47 1.33
29 March 2020 08:04 0.110 0.121 0.467 1.779 2.229 0.672 0.50 1.11
29 March 2020 09:04 0.114 0.126 0.484 1.800 2.271 0.680 0.56 1.15
29 March 2020 10:04 0.092 0.100 0.463 1.791 2.219 0.653 0.43 0.91
29 March 2020 11:05 0.112 0.124 0.472 1.773 2.240 0.682 0.47 1.07
29 March 2020 12:04 0.111 0.122 0.471 1.833 2.363 0.704 0.48 1.05
29 March 2020 13:04 0.113 0.124 0.467 1.883 2.409 0.692 0.56 1.16
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Table 1. Cont.

Date Time

Fine Mode Parameters Coarse Mode Parameters
AOD

(440 nm)
AE

(440–870 nm)Reff,
µm

RMed,
µm STD Reff,

µm
RMed,
µm STD

29 March 2020 14:17 0.113 0.123 0.434 1.947 2.477 0.684 0.60 1.23
29 March 2020 14:59 0.126 0.135 0.382 1.906 2.365 0.653 0.54 1.16
30 March 2020 05:49 0.147 0.162 0.456 1.952 2.448 0.679 0.77 1.67
30 March 2020 08:04 0.143 0.157 0.439 1.897 2.399 0.699 0.71 1.70
30 March 2020 09:04 0.144 0.156 0.392 1.782 2.385 0.758 0.76 1.66
30 March 2020 10:04 0.154 0.168 0.418 1.984 2.531 0.704 0.76 1.67
30 March 2020 11:04 0.162 0.178 0.470 2.079 2.528 0.644 0.98 1.72
17 April 2020 04:39 0.187 0.220 0.601 2.285 2.745 0.632 1.46 1.67
17 April 2020 11:59 0.135 0.149 0.471 1.828 2.676 0.837 0.63 1.38
17 April 2020 13:39 0.120 0.132 0.456 1.939 2.731 0.798 0.69 1.52
18 April 2020 06:17 0.192 0.213 0.453 1.669 2.286 0.826 1.60 1.41
18 April 2020 11:59 0.184 0.226 0.683 2.913 3.446 0.571 0.51 1.31
18 April 2020 14:49 0.176 0.223 0.711 3.575 4.183 0.532 0.47 1.41
19 April 2020 04:35 0.132 0.143 0.425 1.451 1.897 0.754 0.42 1.69
19 April 2020 06:15 0.159 0.176 0.476 1.706 2.249 0.765 0.46 1.73
19 April 2020 06:57 0.130 0.141 0.420 1.427 1.966 0.824 0.36 1.81
19 April 2020 07:05 0.149 0.172 0.582 2.180 2.677 0.647 0.34 1.80
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500 m altitude show when the respective air mass reached the Kyiv AERONET site.
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Aerosols of coarse mode apparently predominated in the particle size distribution
during 28 and 29 March, when air masses arrived in the Kyiv city along the trajectories
shown in Figure 8a from east and southeast over the burning open areas of both grasses and
forest-steppe fields. The vegetation burn can produce coarse-mode particles consisting of
dust, carbon aggregates, and ash. Some parts of aerosols in smoke plumes can reach quite
large sizes [13]. After steppe vegetation fires, the wind also can lift up coarse-mode particles
into the air from exposed soil. In the 28–29 March case, such particles arrived in large
amounts over Kyiv (as the back-trajectories show in Figure 8a), while during the previous
two or three days, air masses moved at low altitudes over regions where vegetation fires
of various types took place (see Figure 2a). Therefore, soil dust, ash, and unburned parts
of vegetation could rise into the air from wind. This process is more likely in the open
areas, like steppe and forest-steppe areas, than in forested areas in the north, which may
explain the predominance of coarse-mode aerosol in the particle size distributions during
28–29 March compared to the 30 March and 17–19 April periods (compare Figure 7a,b with
Figure 7c–f). The coarse-mode aerosol in the 28–29 March case was a mixture of vegetation
combustion products and mineral dust from open areas in the south and southeast of
Ukraine. The dust intrusion to southeast of Ukraine also was seen from the Navy Aerosol
Analysis and Prediction System (NAAPS) data on 27 March 2020, when the increased
dust concentration “tongue” moved at lower layers of the atmosphere from the regions of
Central Asia [59].

On 30 March, fine particles prevailed in the column of atmosphere over the Kyiv
city (Figure 7c). This type size distribution is typical for aerosol from forest fires, see
e.g., [8,11,59]. In that case, there is a lower content of soil dust, as air masses passed over
areas with a predominance of forests (Figure 8a: red, green, and blue trajectories), where
fires were observed during the previous three days.

Therefore, these two periods of the 26–30 March smoke advections differ due to
the vegetation type difference that dominates in the eastern and southeastern Ukraine
in comparison to northern Ukraine. In the northern part of Ukraine, mixed forest with
woodland and marsh prevails, but in the east and southeast, there are mainly forest-steppe
areas and the steppe open areas. The jump in the aerosol parameters of Reff, RMed, AOD,
and AE from 29 March to 30 March is marked in bold in Table 1. For example, the AE value
increased from 1.1 to 1.7, which closely corresponds to the transition from dust aerosol to
biomass-burning aerosol [48].

The particle size distribution of fresh smoke is typically dominated by lognormal
accumulation mode particles with median diameter of 0.12 µm, which is a fine mode
in terms of the AERONET algorithm [13]. The volume median radius of the fine-mode
particles in our study varies from 0.10 to 0.23 µm (see Table 1) and generally corresponds to
data of other studies, e.g., [8,13,58,60]. In addition, fine mode of the particle size distribution
is predominant in most cases except March 28 and 29, when the coarse-mode dominates
(Figure 7a,b).

Dubovik et al. [60] obtained the fine-mode particles volume RMed = 0.13–0.16 µm de-
pending on burned vegetation at different regions of the globe (Amazonian forest and Brazil
cerrado, African savanna, US and Canada boreal forest), and coarse mode RMed = 3.4 µm
for boreal forest fires and approximately 3.8–3.9 µm for the other noted vegetation fires.
The coarse-mode particles RMed obtained from our observations during events in March
and April is approximately 1.90 to 4.20 µm. This range is larger than obtained in [60]. It is
evidence of the complexity of coarse aerosol mixture in the considered case. It is necessary
to note that the data of the cited authors are a summary of several years of observations,
while our results were obtained from the case study.

As SSA depends on the complex refractive index (RI) of the aerosol particle, both
parameters were analyzed together (Figure 9).
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The columnar SSA and RI were determined for the aerosols observed at the Kyiv
AERONET site during events of significant pollution of the atmosphere in March and
April 2020 and were very changeable both in value and in spectral dependence (Figure 9).
The SSA and RI variation is very significant both from day to day and during each day.
During March 30 and the 17–18 April event, fine particles from forest fires dominated
over Kyiv, which determined both the particle size distribution and the spectral depen-
dence of SSA and RI (Figures 7d–f and 8b). The large values of SSA were retrieved
on 30 March and 17–18 April, when SSA (440 nm) varied from 0.97 to 1.0 and SSA
(1020 nm) varied from 0.90 to more than 0.99. The lowest values of SSA were retrieved
on 28–29 March with SSA (440 nm) and SSA (1020 nm) not more than 0.88. However,
generally the SSA values were quite high during those events of the aerosol loading in
the atmosphere over Kyiv. In addition, the prominent feature was the variation of the
spectral dependence of the SSA for those events. Although SSA (440 nm) was generally
larger than SSA (1020 nm), except for 29 March, the slope of the wavelength dependence
varied during a day.

During the 26–29 March case, the effect of coarse-mode aerosols appeared both in the
size distribution and in the spectral dependence of SSA and RI (Figure 9). The presence of
the coarse-mode aerosols led to an increase in SSA values with a wavelength on 29 March
compared to 30 March and 17 April. The real part of the RI values also increased with a
wavelength, but the imaginary part of the RI noticeably increased in the short-wavelength
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part of the visible spectrum in comparison to the spectral dependence imaginary RI on
17 April.

On the basis of data from the AERONET site [40] we can estimate the uncertainties of
spectral SSA for the Kyiv AERONET site for the events under study to be approximately
not more than 0.025 at 440 nm, 0.030 at 675 nm, 0.035 at 870 nm, and 0.045 at 1020 nm. The
uncertainties of the real RI (440 nm) values can be estimated as less than 0.02 for AOD
(440 nm) > 0.4, and the uncertainty for the imaginary RI (440 nm) values is less than 0.003,
according to Sinyuk et al. [48].

The forests in the north region of Ukraine with latitudes of approximately 51–52◦ N
are located on the border of the temperate and boreal zones, and in general, the properties
of the smoke particles observed at the Kyiv AERONET site during the fires in March–April
2020 agree with cited results for this type of burning vegetation.

4. Conclusions

The first results of the recently created local network of AirVisual devices for surface air
quality monitoring in the Kyiv city using PM2.5 concentration measurements are presented
in the paper. We examine in detail the results of measurements of AirVisual stations, APDA-
371 HORIBA Popudrenka station, and the Kyiv AERONET site air pollution by aerosol
particles in the Kyiv city over the March–April 2020 period during forest fires spanning
large areas in the northern region of Kyiv.

The properties of aerosol particles during pollution according to the measurements
of the Kyiv AERONET site are also considered. These data allowed us to estimate
variations in the size of aerosol particles and to make assumptions about their nature ac-
cording to the Ångström exponent and its dependence on AOD at different wavelengths.
Variability of the optical properties and chemical composition of the aerosol particles
in the smoke plumes, which have passed over Kyiv, were caused by different burning
materials and phases of fires at different times. These features of the BB aerosols are
typical for the region.

In the nearest future, we plan to expand the network of AirVisual stations to obtain
detailed information in other areas of Kyiv and to inform citizens on the state of air pollution.
It also is planned to assess the risks of aerosol pollution on the health of Kyiv residents
based on measurements in the AirVisual network and other existing tools. The discussed
case of enormous PM2.5 aerosol contamination in Kyiv shows the need to accept strong
measures for forest fire control and prevention in the Kyiv region, especially in northwest
areas where radioactivity contamination from the Chernobyl disaster is still significant and
impacting the ecosystem [61].
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