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Contribution of Atmospheric 
Diffusion Conditions to the Recent 
Improvement in Air Quality in China
Xiaoyan Wang1,2,3, Kaicun Wang2,3 & Liangyuan Su2,3

This study analyzed hourly mass concentration observations of PM2.5 (particulate matters with 
diameter less than 2.5 μm) at 512 stations in China from December 2013 to May 2015. We found that 
the mean concentrations of PM2.5 during the winter and spring of 2015 Dec. 2014 to Feb. 2015 and Mar. 
2015 to May 2015) decreased by 20% and 14% compared to the previous year, respectively. Hazardous 
air-quality days decreased by 11% in 2015 winter, with more frequent good to unhealthy days; and the 
good and moderate air-quality days in 2015 spring increased by 9% corresponding to the less occurrence 
of unhealthy conditions. We compared the atmospheric diffusion conditions during these two years and 
quantified its contribution to the improvement of air quality during the first half of 2015 over China. 
Our results show that during the 2015 winter and spring, 70% and 57% of the 512 stations experienced 
more favorable atmospheric diffusion conditions compared to those of previous year. Over central 
and northern China, approximately 40% of the total decrease in PM2.5 during the 2015 winter can be 
attributed to the favorable atmospheric diffusion conditions. The atmospheric diffusion conditions 
during the spring of 2015 were not as favorable as in winter; and the average contributions of the 
atmospheric conditions were slight.

PM2.5 (particulate matters with diameter less than 2.5 μ m) concentrations have attracted considerable attention 
due to their effects on human health1–5. In addition, PM2.5 can reduce visibility and directly affect land, sea and air 
traffic safety6–9. The interaction between particulate matter and the climate system should not be overlooked10–15. 
Severe PM2.5 pollution episodes have occurred frequently over China in recent years16–20. Air pollution has 
become a top concern for Chinese citizens, particularly since the occurrence of several severe pollution episodes 
in January 2013; as a result, China has “declared war” on pollution21–25.

In September 2013, the Chinese State Council issued the Action Plan on Prevention and Control of Air 
Pollution to prevent air pollution with the goal of achieving a 15–20% decrease in PM2.5 concentrations over 
three economic zones in 2017 compared with 201226. New air-quality regulations have been updated, and some 
local and regional principles for air-quality management have been designed to control and protect air quality. 
PM2.5 and other air pollutants have been measured nationwide on hourly basis since January 2013. A good news 
is that the air quality in the first half of 2015 was substantially better than that during the same period in 2014. 
This improvement has been attributed to the reduction of emissions from coal-fired power plants, an increase 
in non-fossil-fuel energy, reduced vehicle emissions, and new emission standards and environmental laws27–31.

It is well known that local meteorological conditions can determine the variability of air quality in brief time periods 
(hourly to daily) by removing and transporting pollutants21,32–38. A favorable atmospheric diffusion condition can result 
in better air quality. However, the national governments assess seasonal or annual air quality just by comparing the air 
quality data with those in the previous year, and completely ignored the large year-to-year difference of air quality due 
to the difference of atmospheric diffusion conditions, which will lead to the misunderstanding about the attribution to 
the change of air quality39. Therefore, the goal of this study is to diagnose how much of the improvement of air quality in 
the first half of 2015 over China can be attributed to the change in atmospheric diffusion conditions.

Results
Improved Air Quality in the First Half of 2015. Seasonal PM2.5 mass concentrations were used to eval-
uate the variation of local air quality. We compared the air quality in the first half of 2015 (i.e. wintertime: Dec. 
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2014–Feb. 2015 and springtime: Mar. 2015–May 2015) to the same period of 2014. Figure 1 shows the seasonal 
mean PM2.5 mass concentrations during the winters and springs of 2015 and 2014 and their relative differences. A 
higher seasonal PM2.5 concentration occurred at the intersection region of Hebei, Shandong, Shangxi and Henan 
Provinces, particularly during the 2014 winter, with better air quality in the east coastal area than in the inland 
regions, and better quality in the spring than in the winter. The PM2.5 concentrations decreased considerably 
in the first half of 2015 compared with the same period of 2014, by 20% and 14% during the winter and spring, 
respectively (summarized in Table 1). A total of 88.5% stations reported decreased PM2.5 concentrations during 
the winter of 2015, and 86.9% stations for the 2015 spring compared to that of 2014.

The occurrence of different air-quality levels is shown in Fig. 2. Six categories of air-quality levels (as shown 
in Table 2 and Table S1) are defined based on the air-quality index (AQI) of the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency40; we combined them into three major levels with increasing air pollution conditions: good and moder-
ate, unhealthy for sensitive and unhealthy, and very unhealthy and hazardous group. Compared with the winter 
of 2014, it showed a substantial decrease in hazardous air quality occurrences in 2015 winter but more frequent 
unhealthy and good air-quality occurrences, indicating that the decreased seasonal mean PM2.5 concentration 
was primarily due to the infrequency of severely polluted days. Approximately 40% of the stations did not record 
hazardous air quality in both spring seasons. As summarized in Table 2, good and moderate air-quality occur-
rences were 11% more frequent in the spring of 2015, corresponding to a 9% decrease in unhealthy condition 
occurrences.
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Figure 1. Seasonal mean PM2.5 concentrations during winter and spring of 2014 and 2015 (unit: μgm−3) 
and the relative difference in these two years (in the bottom panel, unit: %). A negative difference in the 
bottom panel indicates a decrease of PM2.5 in 2015 compared with that in 2014; 453 of the 512 stations showed 
a decreased PM2.5 in 2015 wintertime, and 445 stations showed a decreased PM2.5 in springtime. The statistical 
results of this figure are summarized in Table 1. This figure was produced by Matlab version 7.13 (http://www.
mathworks.com/products).
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Contribution of Atmospheric Diffusion Conditions to the Improved Air Quality. Air pollutants 
emissions from a particular area do not typically change over a short period, but local meteorological patterns can 
strongly affect the accumulation of air pollutants via removal and transport. Pollution episodes are usually related 
to the presence of air stagnation conditions with poor atmospheric horizontal transport or vertical diffusion 
abilities21,34,41–44. Another important factor for contaminant scavenging is wet deposition due to precipitation45–47. 

2014 (μgm−3) 2015 (μgm−3) Difference (%)

Winter 99.8 76.8 − 20.05

Spring 58.8 49.5 − 14.05

Table 1.  Seasonal mean PM2.5 concentrations during winter and spring of 2014 and 2015 and the relative 
difference between these two years.

Figure 2. Differences of the occurrence frequency of major air-quality levels between 2014 and 2015  
(unit: %). A positive value indicates more frequent occurrence of the specific air quality in 2015 than in 
2014. The winter of 2015 showed a substantial decrease in very unhealthy and hazardous air quality, with 
more frequent good and unhealthy conditions than the previous year, indicating better air quality in 2015. 
Similarly, the occurrence of good and moderate air quality increased in the spring of 2015 due to the decrease 
in unhealthy conditions. Stations without specific air-quality levels in both years are not shown. The statistical 
results of this figure are summarized in Table 2. This figure was produced by Matlab version 7.13 (http://www.
mathworks.com/products).
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Figure 3 shows the variation of PM2.5 and the simultaneous atmospheric conditions at a Beijing station from Oct. 
1 to Dec. 15, 2014, during which the PM2.5 concentration could dramatically increased from below 10 μ gm−3 to 
approximate 400 μ gm−3. Precipitation always tends toward the deposition of pollutants with a lower PM2.5 con-
centration during rainy days. Sustained weak surface wind and a shallow atmospheric boundary layer can trigger 
an air pollution episode, which can be broken by heavy surface wind or a well-developed boundary layer.

Air stagnation is typically used to describe the atmospheric capability for air pollutant diffusion, which 
involves horizontal transport, vertical diffusion and wet deposition; however, air stagnation criteria are sensitive 
to local meteorological conditions, and existing air stagnation definitions are empirical43,46. Therefore, we pro-
posed a quantitative criterion to identify the occurrence of air stagnation condition based on the daily boundary 
layer height (BLH), surface wind speed and the present of precipitation (as shown in Fig. 4, more detailed infor-
mation in Method). Daily surface wind speed and boundary layer height were used to indicate the horizontal and 
vertical diffusion ability of the atmosphere, and the present of precipitation is considered to be benefit to the wet 
deposition by default. Figure 4 shows that when there is no effective precipitation, near-surface PM2.5 concentra-
tions decreased with the increase of surface wind speed and BLH, i.e., shallow boundary layer and weak surface 
wind restricts the diffusion of near-surface pollutants. Thus, a day was considered as air stagnation day when the 
weak surface wind (2.7 ms−1 for winter and 3 ms−1 for spring) companied with shallow BLH (350 m for winter 
and 450 m for spring) and no-precipitation. As shown in Fig. 3, persistent air stagnation conditions can lead to air 
pollution episodes; a stagnation event was claimed to last at least 3 days in this study (the sensitivity of air stagna-
tion event duration was discussed in the SI).

Figure 5 shows the relative difference in PM2.5 concentrations between stagnation and no-stagnation periods, 
which considered as the effect of the air stagnation event on air pollutant accumulation. The effect of air stagna-
tion on PM2.5 was greater in the high-pollution scenario, i.e., stronger in 2014 than in 2015, and greater in winter 
than in spring due to the more frequent severe pollution occurrences, as shown in Fig. 2. PM2.5 concentrations 
during stagnation events were 49% higher than during no-stagnation events during the winter of 2014 and 40% 
higher for the winter of 2015 (Table 3). Air stagnation effects were relatively weaker during the springtime, with 

AQI level Good + moderate Unhealthy for sensitive + unhealthy Vary unhealthy + hazardous

PM2.5 concentration (μ gm−3) < 35.4 35.5–150.0 > 150.5

Winter (%) 3.95 6.17 − 11.3

Spring (%) 10.6 − 9.26 − 2.3

Table 2.  Comparison of the occurrence of different air-quality levels between 2014 and 2015. A positive 
value indicates a more frequent occurrence of the specific air quality in 2015 than in 2014 (detailed thresholds  
of each air quality level were summarized in Table S1).

Figure 3. Time series of PM2.5 mass concentration, surface wind, boundary layer height and precipitation 
period from Oct. 1 to Dec. 15, 2014, at Beijing Tiantan station. The shaded area indicates the precipitation 
period. PM2.5 concentration decreased with the increased wind speed and boundary layer height. A significant 
wet deposition effect was apparent during precipitation events. This figure was produced by Matlab version 7.13 
(http://www.mathworks.com/products).
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a 26–32% higher PM2.5 concentration during stagnation events than that in no-stagnation period. The difference 
of PM2.5 concentrations between air stagnation and no-stagnation period was small and even reversed at some 
stations over northwestern China during the springtime, which may be due to the increased likelihood of sand 
and dust storms with heavy winds in the arid and semi-arid regions in no-stagnation events.

PM2.5 accumulates on air stagnation days and exacerbates local pollution. More frequent air stagnation leads 
to worsening air quality under similar emission conditions, i.e., lower air-stagnation frequency indicates better 
atmospheric diffusion ability. Figure 6 exhibits the occurrence frequency of air stagnation events during the study 
periods, i.e., the proportion of the total number of days during all the stagnation events in the available seasonal 
records. It shows more frequent air stagnation events during winter than spring. The higher frequency of air 
stagnation over inland China contrasts with the infrequent stagnations along the coastlines during winter, which 
may be due to a heavy land-sea breeze. The spatial difference in air stagnation occurrences was slight during the 
spring, with a relatively higher frequency over Xinjiang, Gansu and Sichuan provinces.

There were significantly fewer air stagnation events during the winter of 2015 than that of 2014, with 70% of 
the stations showing lower air stagnation frequency in the winter of 2015 (shown in Fig. 6 and Table 3). However, 
in spring, only 57% of the stations displayed a better atmospheric diffusion environment in 2015 compared with 
the previous year, and these stations were primarily located over northern and northeastern China. In addition, 
the magnitude of decreased air stagnation frequency was greater in winter than in spring (Fig. 5). The greater 
reduction of air stagnation occurrences over the majority of stations during the winter of 2015 may led to the 
relatively stronger improvement in air quality during winter than spring (20% decrease in PM2.5 for winter and 
14% decrease for spring, as shown in Fig. 1).

We used the following method to quantify the contribution of changed atmospheric diffusion conditions to 
the improvement of air quality in China:

= × + ×− −C C f C f (1)if sta sta no sta no sta2015 2015 2014 2015 2014

where Cif2015 indicates the seasonal PM2.5 concentration at a specific station in 2015 if the air-stagnation frequency 
remained the same as in 2014. Csta2015 (Cno-sta2015) indicates the seasonal mean PM2.5 concentrations during the 
stagnation or no-stagnation periods of 2015, respectively. fsta2014 (fno-sta2014) is the seasonal occurrence frequency of 

0 1.5 3 4.5 6 7.5 9
0

250

500

750

1000

1250

1500

B
ou

nd
ar

y 
La

ye
r 

H
ei

gh
t (

m
)

Winter

0 1.5 3 4.5 6 7.5 9
0

250

500

750

1000

1250

1500
Spring

60

80

100

120

PM2.5

0 1.5 3 4.5 6 7.5 9

Surface Wind Speed (m/s)

0

250

500

750

1000

1250

1500

B
ou

nd
ar

y 
La

ye
r 

H
ei

gh
t (

m
)

0 1.5 3 4.5 6 7.5 9

Surface Wind Speed (m/s)

0

250

500

750

1000

1250

1500

100

200

300

400

500

600
 Sample Size

Figure 4. Dependence of normalized daily PM2.5 concentrations on surface wind speed and boundary layer 
height (top panel) and the number of samples in each grid (bottom panel). Datasets from the winter and 
spring of 2014 and 2015 throughout the entire country (512 stations) were used. Daily PM2.5 concentrations 
were normalized by the monthly mean of the specific year to avoid the effect of spatial and temporal variation. 
All the precipitation events were excluded in the dependence relationship to rule out the effect of wet 
deposition. Dot signs in the top panel indicate that the average of the normalized daily PM2.5 in this grid is 
greater than 100%, which means the daily PM2.5 concentration exceeded its monthly mean. The lower-left 
corner of the dashed line shows the condition of air stagnation with a higher PM2.5 concentration. Grids with 
samples exceeding 50 are shown. This figure was produced by Matlab version 7.13 (http://www.mathworks.com/
products).
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air stagnation or no-stagnation events in 2014. Seasonal concentrations and frequencies during winter and spring 
were used separately.

We compared the relative difference of Cif2015 to the actual observations in 2015 to estimate the variation of 
PM2.5 due to the different atmospheric diffusion condition in 2015:

=
−

×Diff
C C

C
100%

(2)if
if 2015 2015

2014

where Diffif is the relative difference of Cif2015 to the actual observations in 2015, and C2014 (C2015) is the actual 
observed seasonal mean PM2.5 concentration in 2014 or 2015:

=
−

×Diff C C
C

100%
(3)actual

2014 2015

2014

Figure 5. Air stagnation effect during the winter and spring of 2014 and 2015 (unit: %). Air stagnation effect 
was defined as the relative difference in PM2.5 concentration on air stagnation and no-stagnation days relative 
to the seasonal mean of the specific year. The majority of stations show a higher PM2.5 concentration during 
air stagnation events (positive effect). However, air stagnation at few stations over northern and northwestern 
China show a weak or even negative effect in spring, which could be attributed to the occurrence of sand storms 
in heavy winds. Statistical results are shown in Table 3. Results for air stagnation events, defined as the presence 
of an air stagnation day (at least one stagnation day), are shown in Fig. S1. This figure was produced by Matlab 
version 7.13 (http://www.mathworks.com/products).

2014 (%) 2015 (%) Difference (%)

Air stagnation effect
Winter 40.34 34.74 \\

Spring 21.87 27.83 \\

Air stagnation frequency
Winter 31.15 24.95 − 17.35 (73.05%)

Spring 19.14 17.56 − 15.35 (62.30%)

Table 3.  Air stagnation effect and occurrence frequency during 2014 and 2015 and the relative difference 
in air stagnation frequency between the two years. The value in the brackets of the last column indicates the 
percentage of stations with decreased air-stagnation frequency in 2015 compared with the same period in the 
previous year.
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Diffactual indicates the actual observed difference between 2014 and 2015. Diffif/Diffactual shows the contribution of 
atmospheric conditions to the decreased PM2.5 concentration in 2015.

Figure 7 shows the relative difference in PM2.5 concentrations between those actually observed during 2015 
and those if all the stations had the same atmospheric conditions as in 2014. During the winter, 68% of the sta-
tions would have worse air quality levels than the observed level, which indicates that atmospheric conditions in 
2015 were more favorable for pollutant removal; however, the proportion of stations decreased to 53% during 
the spring. 40% of the decreased PM2.5 in 2015 winter over Hebei, Henan, Shandong and Shanxi provinces can 
be attributed to the better atmospheric diffusion conditions in 2015 compared to 2014. For southern China, 
favorable atmospheric conditions in the winter of 2015 contributed to approximately 5–10% of the total decrease 
of PM2.5 concentration. The atmospheric diffusion ability of the 2015 spring was not as favorable as in winter, 
although approximately half of the stations had better air conditions than in the same period of the previous year 
(Fig. 6). Overall, the average contribution of atmospheric conditions was slight throughout the entire country.

Conclusions and Discussion
China’s overall air quality significantly improved during the winter and spring of 2015 compared with that of 
2014, with the near-surface PM2.5 concentrations decreased by 20% and 14%, respectively. The occurrences of 
very unhealthy and hazardous air quality decreased by 11%, which corresponds to a 6% more frequent nor-
mal unhealthy conditions in the winter of 2015 compared with 2014. In the spring of 2015, good and moderate 
air-quality days occurred 11% more frequently than in the same period of the previous year, with a corresponding 
infrequency of unhealthy conditions.

Figure 6. Occurrence of air stagnation events during winter and summer of 2014 and 2015 (top two panels) 
and the relative difference between these two years (bottom panel) (Unit: %). A total of 70% and 57% of the 
stations showed decreased air stagnation occurrences during the 2015 winter and spring, compared to that of 
2014. The magnitudes of decreased frequency were much higher in winter than in spring. Statistical results are 
shown in Table 3. This figure was produced by Matlab version 7.13 (http://www.mathworks.com/products).
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A seasonal dependence of PM2.5 concentrations on surface winds, boundary layer height and the occurrence 
of precipitation was established and used to define the presence of air stagnation conditions. Air stagnation events 
were defined as comprising at least 3 continuous air stagnation days. It showed higher PM2.5 concentrations dur-
ing stagnation periods compared with no-stagnation events, particularly in the winter of 2014, with 49% higher 
PM2.5 concentration during air stagnation periods. Lower frequency of air stagnation events occurred at 70% and 
57% of stations during the 2015 winter and spring, respectively, compared with the same periods of the previ-
ous year. Compared with the spring of 2015, the more significant improvement in air quality during the winter 
because the reduced air stagnation event frequency was observed at more stations in winter of 2015. The favorable 
atmospheric diffusion conditions contributed to approximately 40% of the total decreased concentrations during 
the winter of 2015 compared with the same period of the previous year over central and northern China (Hebei, 
Henan, Shandong and Shanxi Provinces). The atmospheric diffusion ability during the spring of 2015 was not 
as favorable as in the winter, and the average contribution of atmospheric conditions was slight throughout the 
country.

Significant northerly wind anomalies occurred over northern China in 2015 compared with the previous year 
(as shown in Fig. 8), providing cleaner air and strengthening the horizontal transport of highly polluted regions. 
The stronger and northerly wind field anomalies could be attributed to the strong El Niño that developed in 
201513,48.

Figure 7. Relative difference between PM2.5 concentrations in 2015 but based on the 2014 air stagnation 
frequency and actual observed PM2.5 concentration in 2015 (top panel, unit: %), contribution of improved 
atmospheric diffusion conditions to the decreased PM2.5 in 2015 (middle panel, unit: %) and its probability 
distribution function (bottom panel). Positive Diffif indicates that the air quality of 2015 would be worse than 
the actual observed quality if the atmospheric conditions were the same as in 2014. The favorable atmospheric 
diffusion conditions in the winter of 2015 accounted for approximately 40% of the total decreased PM2.5 
concentration over central and northern China. The overall averaged contribution of atmospheric conditions 
in spring was slight. Results for air stagnation events defined as at least one stagnation day are shown in Fig. S3. 
This figure was produced by Matlab version 7.13 (http://www.mathworks.com/products).
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The average PM2.5 concentrations under air stagnation and no-stagnation conditions worked with the occur-
rence frequency of air stagnation and no-stagnation conditions were used to estimate the PM2.5 concentration 
in 2015 if it has the same atmospheric diffusion conditions as 2014 in Eq. (1). The PM2.5 concentrations were 
assumed to be the same on all air stagnation (or no-stagnation) days in our method. Actually, the air pollutant 
concentrations are significantly different on all available air stagnation (or no-stagnation) days, especially in dif-
ferent evolution stage of an air pollution episode39, which will increase the uncertainty of our estimation about 
the PM2.5 concentration in 2015.

This study only considered the physical removal of meteorological processes; however, the specific atmos-
pheric conditions in a similar atmospheric diffusion condition could be different (e.g., temperature and humidity) 
which can effect certain chemical reactions during the formation of secondary aerosol1,22,49,50. In addition, high 
concentrations of surface air pollutants can locally reduce the amount of solar radiation reaching the earth’s 
surface; thus suppressing the development of an atmospheric boundary layer. The consequent shallow boundary 
layer height increases surface PM2.5 concentrations by compressing their diffusion volume51,52. Moreover, the 
increase in absorptive aerosols can enhance the atmospheric stability, thus impairing the downward transport of 
momentum and leading to worsened diffusion conditions with low-velocity surface winds53,54. The contribution 
of meteorological conditions to the chemical reaction of aerosol and the feedback between air pollutants and 
boundary layer processes are complicated and require further exploration.

Data and Method
Data. The real-time hourly PM2.5 concentration dataset has been continuously recorded by the Chinese 
Ministry of Environmental Protection and made publicly accessible since January 2013. The mass concentra-
tions of PM2.5 are measured using either the micro-oscillating balance method or the β  absorption method with 
commercial instruments. The instrumental operation, maintenance, data assurance and quality control are con-
ducted according to HJ 655–201 Standards5. Some meteorological variables involved in this study (i.e., boundary 
layer height and surface wind) were obtained from a 0.25°*0.25° daily four-time ERA-Interim reanalysis dataset. 
Precipitation events were defined as the presence of rain, hail or snow rather than the daily precipitation amounts 
because of its high number of missing values over China, based on the US National Climate Data Center (NCDC) 
Global Surface Summary of the Day (GSOD) database.

Method to quantify the criterion of air stagnation condition. Figure 3 shows that the sustained 
weak surface wind and a shallow boundary layer can trigger an air pollution episode, which can be broken by 
heavy surface wind or a well-developed boundary layer. Daily surface wind speed and boundary layer height were 
used to indicate the horizontal and vertical diffusion ability of the atmosphere. Daily PM2.5 concentrations were 
normalized by the monthly mean of the specific year to avoid the effects of spatial and temporal variation. All 
of the precipitation events were excluded in the dependence relationship to rule out the effect of wet deposition, 
i.e., the air stagnation condition will be terminated only if it rains. In general, near-surface PM2.5 concentrations 
decreased with the increase of surface wind and BLH. A shallow boundary layer (350 m for winter and 450 m 
for spring) restricts the diffusion of near-surface pollutants. And weak surface wind (2.7 ms−1 for winter and 
3 ms−1 for spring) is favorable for the accumulation of air pollutants; however, this stagnation condition can be 
disrupted by a well-developed boundary layer during the winter. Atmospheric conditions in which the average 
daily normalized PM2.5 concentrations exceeded 100% were considered as air stagnation conditions, as shown in 

Figure 8. Anomalies of wind field between 2014 and 2015 (2015 minus 2014; wind speed anomaly is 
shaded). Compared with the previous year, stronger northerly wind occurred over northern and northeastern 
China in winter and spring 2015, respectively, during which the occurrence of air stagnation events decreased. 
This figure was produced by Matlab version 7.13 (http://www.mathworks.com/products).
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the lower-left corner of the dashed line in Fig. 4. All rainy days were defined as no-stagnation days because of the 
wet deposition affect.

A day can be designated as a stagnation day or a no-stagnation day based on its specific surface wind, BLH 
and the presence of precipitation. A stagnation event was claimed to last at least 3 days in this study, and the dif-
ferences of PM2.5 concentrations between air stagnation and no-stagnation events were compared to estimate the 
effect of air stagnation event on air pollutant diffusion. Sensitivity of air stagnation event duration was discussed 
in the SI, which indicated that the one-day air stagnation showed the same pattern with that of three-day air stag-
nation events, but with a small magnitude of impact on air pollutant dispersion.

References
1. Guo, S. et al. Elucidating severe urban haze formation in China. Proc. Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 111, 17373–17378, doi: 10.1073/

pnas.1419604111 (2014).
2. Zhang, Q., He, K. & Huo, H. Policy: cleaning China’s air. Nature 484, 161–162, doi: 10.1038/484161a (2012).
3. Sheehan, P., Cheng, E., English, A. & Sun, F. China’s response to the air pollution shock. Nature Clim. Change 4, 306–309, doi: 

10.1038/nclimate2197 (2014).
4. Geng, G. et al. Estimating long-term PM 2.5 concentrations in China using satellite-based aerosol optical depth and a chemical 

transport model. Remo. Sens. Environ. 166, 262–270, doi: 10.1016/j.rse.2015.05.016 (2015).
5. Zhang, Y. & Cao, F. Fine particulate matter (PM2. 5) in China at a city level. Sci. Rep. 5, doi: 10.1038/srep14884 (2015).
6. Sun, Y. et al. Real-Time Characterization of Aerosol Particle Composition above the Urban Canopy in Beijing: Insights into the 

Interactions between the Atmospheric Boundary Layer and Aerosol Chemistry. Environ. Sci. Technol. 49, 11340–11347, doi: 
10.1021/acs.est.5b02373 (2015).

7. Liu, X. G. et al. Formation and evolution mechanism of regional haze: a case study in the megacity Beijing, China. Atmos. Chem. 
Phys 13, 4501–4514, doi: 10.5194/acp-13-4501-2013 (2013).

8. Liao, H., Chang, W. & Yang, Y. Climatic effects of air pollutants over china: A review. Advances in Atmospheric Sciences 32, 115–139, 
doi: 10.1007/s00376-014-0013-x (2015).

9. Wang, K., Dickinson, R. E. & Liang, S. Clear sky visibility has decreased over land globally from 1973 to 2007. Science 323, 
1468–1470, doi: 10.1126/science.1167549 (2009).

10. Bond, T. C. et al. Bounding the role of black carbon in the climate system: A scientific assessment. J. Geophys. Res.: Atmos. 118, 
5380–5552, doi: 10.1002/jgrd.50171 (2013).

11. Li, L. & Hong, L. Role of the Radiative Effect of Black Carbon in Simulated PM2. 5 Concentrations during a Haze Event in China. 
Atmos. Oceanic Science Lett. 7, 434–440, doi: 10.3878/j.issn.1674-2834.14.0023 (2014).

12. Wang, H. et al. Mesoscale modeling study of the interactions between aerosols and PBL meteorology during a haze episode in 
Jing–Jin–Ji (China) and its nearby surrounding region–Part 1: Aerosol distributions and meteorological features. Atmos. Chem. Phys 
15, 3257–3275, doi: 10.5194/acp-15-3257-2015 (2015).

13. Wu, G. et al. Advances in studying interactions between aerosols and monsoon in China. Sci. China Earth Sci. 1–16, doi: 10.1007/
s11430-015-5198-z (2015).

14. Li, Z. et al. Long-term impacts of aerosols on the vertical development of clouds and precipitation. Nature Geoscience 4, 888–894, 
doi: 10.1038/ngeo1313 (2011).

15. Wang, Y. et al. Assessing the effects of anthropogenic aerosols on Pacific storm track using a multiscale global climate model. Proc. 
Natl. Acad. Sci. USA 111, 6894–6899, doi: 10.1073/pnas.1403364111 (2014).

16. Wang, H. et al. Mechanism for the formation and microphysical characteristics of submicron aerosol during heavy haze pollution 
episode in the Yangtze River Delta, China. Sci. Total Environ. 490, 501–508, doi: 10.1016/j.scitotenv.2014.05.009 (2014).

17. Sun, Y. L. et al. Long-term real-time measurements of aerosol particle composition in Beijing, China: seasonal variations, 
meteorological effects, and source analysis. Atmos. Chem. Phys. Discus. 15, 14549–14591, doi: 10.5194/acp-15-10149-2015 (2015).

18. Liu, Z. et al. Diurnal and seasonal variation of the PM 2.5 apparent particle density in Beijing, China. Atmos. Environ. 120, 328–338, 
doi: 10.1016/j.atmosenv.2015.09.005 (2015).

19. Ji, D. et al. The heaviest particulate air-pollution episodes occurred in northern China in January, 2013: insights gained from 
observation. Atmos. Environ. 92, 546–556, doi: 10.1016/j.atmosenv.2014.04.048 (2014).

20. Xin, J. et al. The empirical relationship between the PM 2.5 concentration and aerosol optical depth over the background of North 
China from 2009 to 2011. Atmos. Res. 138, 179–188, doi: 10.1016/j.atmosres.2013.11.001 (2014).

21. Zhang, R. H., Li, Q. & Zhang, R. Meteorological conditions for the persistent severe fog and haze event over eastern China in January 
2013. Sci. China Earth Sci. 57, 26–35, doi: 10.1007/s11430-013-4774-3 (2014).

22. Huang, R.-J. et al. High secondary aerosol contribution to particulate pollution during haze events in China. Nature 514, 218–222, 
doi: 10.1038/nature13774 (2014).

23. Zhang, J. K. et al. Characterization of submicron aerosols during a month of serious pollution in Beijing, 2013. Atmos. Chem. Phys 
14, 2887–2903, doi: 10.5194/acp-14-2887-2014 (2014).

24. Wang, Q. et al. Probing the severe haze pollution in three typical regions of China: Characteristics, sources and regional impacts. 
Atmos. Environ. 120, 76–88, doi: 10.1016/j.atmosenv.2015.08.076 (2015).

25. Yuesi, W. et al. Mechanism for the formation of the January 2013 heavy haze pollution episode over central and eastern China. Sci. 
China Earth Sci. 57, 14–25, doi: 10.1007/s11430-013-4773-4 (2013).

26. Qiu, J. Fight against smog ramps up. Nature 506, 273–274, doi: 10.1038/506273a (2014).
27. Xinhua. China’s overall air quality improved in 2014 and early 2015. (2015) Available at: http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/

china/2015-06/29/content_21136325_2.htm (Accessed: 17th August 2016).
28. Xinhua. Beijing sees improved air quality. (2015) Available at: http://www.china.org.cn/environment/2015-06/06/content_35754231.

htm. (Accessed: 17th August 2016).
29. Liu, Q. Despite winter smog, China’s air quality ‘shows improvements’. (2015) Available at: https://http://www.chinadialogue.net/

blog/8312-Despite-winter-smog-China-s-air-quality-shows-improvements-/en. (Accessed: 17th August 2016).
30. Liu, Q. & Chen, T. Air quality in most Chinese cities improves. (2015) Available at: https://http://www.chinadialogue.net/blog/8082-

Air-quality-in-most-Chinese-cities-improves-Greenpeace-report/ch. (Accessed: 17th August 2016).
31. Greenpeace. New data shows Beijing air pollution improving, but rest of China still suffering. (2015) Available at: http://www.

greenpeace.org/eastasia/press/releases/climate-energy/2015/air-ranking-2015-Q1/. (Accessed: 17th August 2016).
32. Tao, W. et al. Effects of urban land expansion on the regional meteorology and air quality of Eastern China. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 

Discus. 15, 10299–10340, doi: 10.5194/acp-15-8597-2015 (2015).
33. Mu, M. & Zhang, R. Addressing the issue of fog and haze: A promising perspective from meteorological science and technology. Sci. 

China Earth Sci. 57, 1, doi: 10.1007/s11430-013-4791-2 (2014).
34. Chen, H. & Wang, H. Haze Days in North China and the associated atmospheric circulations based on daily visibility data from 1960 

to 2012. Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres 120, 5895–5909, doi: 10.1002/2015JD023225 (2015).
35. Jia, B., Wang, Y., Yao, Y. & Xie, Y. A new indicator on the impact of large-scale circulation on wintertime particulate matter pollution 

over China. Atmos. Chem. Phys 15, 11919–11929, doi: 10.5194/acp-15-11919-2015 (2015).

http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2015-06/29/content_21136325_2.htm
http://www.chinadaily.com.cn/china/2015-06/29/content_21136325_2.htm
http://www.china.org.cn/environment/2015-06/06/content_35754231.htm
http://www.china.org.cn/environment/2015-06/06/content_35754231.htm
https://http://www.chinadialogue.net/blog/8312-Despite-winter-smog-China-s-air-quality-shows-improvements-/en
https://http://www.chinadialogue.net/blog/8312-Despite-winter-smog-China-s-air-quality-shows-improvements-/en
https://http://www.chinadialogue.net/blog/8082-Air-quality-in-most-Chinese-cities-improves-Greenpeace-report/ch
https://http://www.chinadialogue.net/blog/8082-Air-quality-in-most-Chinese-cities-improves-Greenpeace-report/ch
http://www.greenpeace.org/eastasia/press/releases/climate-energy/2015/air-ranking-2015-Q1/
http://www.greenpeace.org/eastasia/press/releases/climate-energy/2015/air-ranking-2015-Q1/


www.nature.com/scientificreports/

1 1Scientific RepoRts | 6:36404 | DOI: 10.1038/srep36404

36. Zhang, X. Y. et al. Factors contributing to haze and fog in China. Chin Sci Bull 58, 1178–1187, doi: 10.1360/972013-150 (2013).
37. Zhang, Z. et al. Possible influence of atmospheric circulations on winter hazy pollution in Beijing-Tianjin-Hebei region, northern 

China. Atmos. Chem. Phys. Discus. 15, 22493–22526, doi: 10.5194/acpd-15-22493-2015 (2015).
38. Dawson, J. P., Adams, P. J. & Pandis, S. N. Sensitivity of PM 2.5 to climate in the Eastern US: a modeling case study. Atmos. Chem. 

Phys 7, 4295–4309, doi: 10.5194/acp-7-4295-2007 (2007).
39. Zhang, Y. et al. Impact of synoptic weather patterns and inter-decadal climate variability on air quality in the north China plain 

during 1980–2013. Atmos. Environ. 124, 119–128, doi: 10.1016/j.atmosenv.2015.05.063 (2016).
40. Venema, V. K. C. et al. Benchmarking homogenization algorithms for monthly data. Climate of the Past 8, 89–115, doi: 10.5194/

cp-8-89-2012 (2012).
41. Mu, Q. & Liao, H. Simulation of the interannual variations of aerosols in China: role of variations in meteorological parameters. 

Atmos. Chem. Phys 14, 9597–9612, doi: 10.5194/acp-14-9597-2014 (2014).
42. Wang, J. X. L. & Angell, J. K. Air stagnation climatology for the United States. NOAA/Air Resource Laboratory ATLAS (1999). 

Available at: http://www.arl.noaa.gov/documents/reports/atlas.pdf. (Accessed: 17 August 2016).
43. Horton, D. E., Skinner, C. B., Singh, D. & Diffenbaugh, N. S. Occurrence and persistence of future atmospheric stagnation events. 

Nature Clim. Change 4, 698–703, doi: 10.1038/nclimate2272 (2014).
44. Wang, X. Y. & Wang, K. C. Estimation of atmospheric mixing layer height from radiosonde data. Atmos. Meas. Tech. 7, 1701–1709, 

doi: 10.5194/amt-7-1701-2014 (2014).
45. Wang, K. C., Dickinson, R. E., Su, L. & Trenberth, K. E. Contrasting trends of mass and optical properties of aerosols over the 

Northern Hemisphere from 1992 to 2011. Atmos. Chem. Phys 12, 9387–9398, doi: 10.5194/acp-12-9387-2012 (2012).
46. Dawson, J. P., Bloomer, B. J., Winner, D. A. & Weaver, C. P. Understanding the meteorological drivers of US particulate matter 

concentrations in a changing climate. Bull. Am. Meteorol. Soc. 95, 521–532, doi: http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-12-00181.1 
(2014).

47. Tai, A. P. K., Mickley, L. J. & Jacob, D. J. Impact of 2000–2050 climate change on fine particulate matter (PM 2.5) air quality inferred 
from a multi-model analysis of meteorological modes. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 12, 11329–11337, doi: 10.5194/acp-12-11329-2012 
(2012).

48. Wang, B., Wu, R. & Fu, X. Pacific-East Asian teleconnection: how does ENSO affect East Asian climate? Journal of Climate 13, 
1517–1536, http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0442(2000)013%3C1517:PEATHD%3E2.0.CO;2 (2000).

49. Wang, J. et al. Impact of aerosol–meteorology interactions on fine particle pollution during China’s severe haze episode in January 
2013. Environ. Res. Lett. 9, 094002, doi: 10.1008/1748-9326/919/094002 (2014).

50. Zhang, Y. et al. Chemical composition, sources and evolution processes of aerosol at an urban site in Yangtze River Delta, China 
during wintertime. Atmos. Environ. 123, 339–349, doi: 10.1016/j.atmosenv.2015.08.017 (2015).

51. Petäjä, T. et al. Enhanced air pollution via aerosol-boundary layer feedback in China. Sci. Rep. 6, doi: 10.1038/srep18998 (2016).
52. Tang, G. et al. Mixing layer height and its implications for air pollution over Beijing, China. Atmos. Chem. Phys. 16, 2459–2475, doi: 

10.5194/acp-16-2459-2016 (2016).
53. Lin, C. et al. Impacts of wind stilling on solar radiation variability in China. Sci. Rep. 5, doi: 10.1038/srep15135 (2015).
54. Jacobson, M. Z. & Kaufman, Y. J. Wind reduction by aerosol particles. Geophys. Res. Lett. 33, doi: 10.1029/2006GL027838 (2006).

Acknowledgements
This study was funded by and the National Natural Science Foundation of China (41525018 and 91337111) and 
the National Basic Research Program of China (2012CB955302). Meteorological datasets were obtained from 
ERA-Interim (http://apps.ecmwf.int/datasets/data/interim-full-daily/levtype= sfc/) and the Global Surface 
Summary of the Day-GSOD (https://data.noaa.gov/dataset/global-surface-summary-of-the-day-gsod). PM2.5 
hourly mass concentration data were downloaded from the Chinese Ministry of Environmental Protection 
website.

Author Contributions
K.W. and X.W. designed and conducted the research and analysis. L.S. collected PM2.5 dataset and contributed 
analysis tools. X.W. and K.W. worked together on the interpretation of results and wrote the paper.

Additional Information
Supplementary information accompanies this paper at http://www.nature.com/srep
Competing financial interests: The authors declare no competing financial interests.
How to cite this article: Wang, X. et al. Contribution of Atmospheric Diffusion Conditions to the Recent 
Improvement in Air Quality in China. Sci. Rep. 6, 36404; doi: 10.1038/srep36404 (2016).
Publisher’s note: Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

This work is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International License. The images 
or other third party material in this article are included in the article’s Creative Commons license, 

unless indicated otherwise in the credit line; if the material is not included under the Creative Commons license, 
users will need to obtain permission from the license holder to reproduce the material. To view a copy of this 
license, visit http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/
 
© The Author(s) 2016

http://www.arl.noaa.gov/documents/reports/atlas.pdf
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/BAMS-D-12-00181.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1175/1520-0442(2000)013%3C1517:PEATHD%3E2.0.CO;2
https://data.noaa.gov/dataset/global-surface-summary-of-the-day-gsod
http://www.nature.com/srep
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Contribution of Atmospheric Diffusion Conditions to the Recent Improvement in Air Quality in China
	Introduction
	Results
	Improved Air Quality in the First Half of 2015
	Contribution of Atmospheric Diffusion Conditions to the Improved Air Quality

	Conclusions and Discussion
	Data and Method
	Data
	Method to quantify the criterion of air stagnation condition

	Additional Information
	Acknowledgements
	References



 
    
       
          application/pdf
          
             
                Contribution of Atmospheric Diffusion Conditions to the Recent Improvement in Air Quality in China
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2016). doi:10.1038/srep36404
            
         
          
             
                Xiaoyan Wang
                Kaicun Wang
                Liangyuan Su
            
         
          doi:10.1038/srep36404
          
             
                Nature Publishing Group
            
         
          
             
                © 2016 Nature Publishing Group
            
         
      
       
          
      
       
          © 2016 The Author(s)
          10.1038/srep36404
          2045-2322
          
          Nature Publishing Group
          
             
                permissions@nature.com
            
         
          
             
                http://dx.doi.org/10.1038/srep36404
            
         
      
       
          
          
          
             
                doi:10.1038/srep36404
            
         
          
             
                srep ,  (2016). doi:10.1038/srep36404
            
         
          
          
      
       
       
          True
      
   




