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Motivation

Sampling aerosol particles from an
airborne platform moving at high speed
is a challenging task. Several inlet
systems have been designed for a
representative particle collection with
minimal alteration effects, e. g. the
CARIBIC inlet (Hermann et al., 2001)
or the Low Turbulence Inlet (Huebert
etal., 2004).

During the SAMUM project, which was
dedicated to the investigation of
mineral dust (e. g., Heintzenberg,
2009), a significant amount of particles
with diameters larger than 5 um had to Fig. 1
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