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Introduction

m

I'his work presents comparison among three operational modeling chains for air quality forecasts in the national territory: kAIROS, FORAIR-IT, and
CHIMBO, implemented respectively by Arpae/SNPA, ENEA, and CNR-ISAC. In particular, the experiment concerns quantitative comparisons between
numerical simulations and observations aimed at evaluating dlfferences attributable to the use of different initial and boundary conditions (IBC) for air
quality forecasts over Italy. The aim of this study is an assessment of using CAMS European air quality forecasts as boundary conditions with the aim
of eliminating one computational domain (the European one) and improving modeling performance.
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