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ABSTRACT
Urban climate models can predict the environmental impacts of urban development by simulating the exchange
processes between the atmosphere and urban surfaces. A comprehensive simulation of urban climate requires
adequate representation of the exchanges of momentum, heat, and water between the atmosphere and the
impervious, vegetated, or soil surfaces. This study presents the inclusion of hydrological processes in a
computationally-efficient urban micro-climate model, the Vertical City Weather Generator (VCWG v2.0.0).
VCWG v2.0.0 accounts for not only the interaction between indoor and outdoor environments through
parameterizations including building energy, surface energy balance, radiation, and vertical diffusion models,
but also the biophysical and ecophysiological behavior of urban vegetation via an advanced hydrology model.
VCWG v2.0.0 is evaluated against field measurements from Basel, Switzerland, in 2002, and Vancouver,
Canada, in 2008. The model outperforms the previous version by reducing the RMSE of potential temperature,
wind speed, and specific humidity by 0.5 K, 0.52 m s−1 , and 0.001 kg kg−1 , respectively. Inclusion of the
hydrology model also improves prediction of sensible/latent heat fluxes with RMSE of 18.1/27.7 W m−2 for the
Vancouver case. VCWG v2.0.0 is further assessed by explorations related to seasonal variations, modification
of ground vegetation, green and cool roofs, and changes in the Local Climate Zone (LCZ), which are all in
reasonable agreement with models and observations in previous studies. VCWG v2.0.0 can be used as a design,
prediction, or investigation tool to understand how urban climate variables are influenced as a function of
forcing environmental conditions and urban configurations.

1. Introduction
Urban expansion and conversion of the Earth’s surface for urban
uses have brought numerous environmental issues at various scales.
Cities and industrial areas disturb the natural water cycle and thermal
energy exchange between the earth surface and the atmosphere. In
addition, these areas release anthropogenic pollutants into the atmosphere with negative impacts from local to global scales.
The Urban Heat Island (UHI) is recognized as one of the clearest
examples of climate modification caused by replacing natural areas
with artificial surfaces. This phenomenon causes greater temperatures
in cities compared to their surrounding rural areas. Built-up areas make
changes to the energy balance at the lower atmospheric layer (roughness sublayer), which are identified as the main causes of UHI [1]. The
UHI is mainly attributed to the reduction in loss of longwave radiation
at street level, increased heat storage, anthropogenic heat released
from human activities, urban greenhouse effect, radiation trapping

within the urban areas, and loss of evaporation from surfaces compared
to vegetated surfaces [2], all of which affect energy performance of
buildings [3]. Urbanization generally includes vegetation removal and
increases in soil aridity, which reduce the available area for infiltration and increase surface runoff. These modifications can threaten to
reduce the amount of groundwater, and ultimately increase demand to
import water from distant sources by developing significant network
of channels and pipes. So, built-up environments require careful design
of drainage systems to cope with the increase in volume and speed of
surface runoff [4].
To capture the physical processes occurring in the urban environment, various urban atmospheric models have been developed.
Modeling the interaction between urban elements (e.g. trees, buildings,
vehicles) and their impacts on energy and water exchanges can help
urban planners develop cities more sustainably for climate control,
reduced flooding, and improved air quality. Urban climate models are
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to include urban hydrology in UCMs. The Environment and Climate
Change Canada (ECCC) has developed the Soil, Vegetation, and Snow
(SVS) scheme. SVS uses the tiling approach, and instead of a single
energy budget for the entire surface, separate energy budgets for bare
ground, vegetation, and snow cover are considered [47]. Wang et al.
[48] developed an urban hydrological model, which was coupled to
an urban canopy model, accounting for water transport from natural
and engineered surfaces. Recently, the SLUCM in WRF was modified by
integration of anthropogenic latent heat, urban irrigation, evaporation
from paved surfaces, and the urban oasis effect [49]. Yang et al.
[49] evaluated the new WRF-SLUCM model and found that the model
prediction underestimates precipitation in the summer and overestimates it in the fall. The results from this coupled model indicated that
hydrological processes decrease air temperature and increase dew point
temperature in the urban areas and there is a complex relationship
between surface temperature and 2-m air temperature. Järvi et al.
[46] developed the Surface Urban Energy and Water Balance Scheme
(SUEWS), which calculates energy and water balances in the urban
area with multiple surface types using hourly meteorological forcing
data. The Urban Tethys-Chloris (UT&C) model [50] has shown that the
biophysical and ecophysiological behavior of urban vegetation can be
a major contributor to urban energy and water balances.
An overview of the literature reveals a lack of an independent urban
micro-climate model that accounts for unique features of the builtup environment including building energy, urban energy exchange,
urban hydrology, low and high vegetation, and most importantly the
dynamic interactions between these elements. To address this need, the
Vertical City Weather Generator (VCWG v1.3.2) was developed [51].
VCWG v1.3.2 is a computationally-efficient urban micro-scale and
multi-physics simulation platform that predicts temporal and vertical
variation of potential temperature, wind speed, specific humidity, and
turbulence kinetic energy in the outdoor environment, temperatures on
the indoor and outdoor surfaces, temporal variation of building performance metrics such as indoor air temperature and specific humidity,
sensible cooling/heating loads, humidification/dehumidification loads,
and additional variables [51]. While evaluation and various explorations conducted on VCWG v1.3.2 suggested reasonable performance
of the model compared to the previous studies, the model still lacks
an appropriate representation of hydrological processes that occur in
built-up areas. Thus, inclusion of hydrological processes in VCWG is
the primary focus of this study.

generally designed for certain spatial and temporal scales that cover
the atmospheric processes of interest. For example, if the model aims
to determine the exchange processes within an entire city and the atmosphere, the computational domain should be extended far beyond the
horizontal and vertical size of the city. Depending on the scale of analysis, the surface representation can vary from a simple one-dimensional
slab in a meso-scale model to more realistic forms that include vertical
and horizontal dimensions. In meso-scale models, surface–atmosphere
interactions are parameterized using urban aerodynamic roughness
lengths [5] or adding source/sink terms in the momentum (drag) and
energy (anthropogenic heat) equations [6]. While Computational Fluid
Dynamics (CFD) models are used for flow analysis in the urban environment, they do not include many meteorological processes (e.g. clouds
and precipitation), and they are not computationally efficient [7–13].
Development of Urban Canopy Models (UCMs) has been undertaken with different levels of complexity. These models incorporate
physically- or empirically-based parameterizations for radiative, momentum, heat, and moisture exchanges within and above the built-up
areas [9,14–21], which make them computationally efficient. The urban canopy can be simplified into a slab or more realistically into two
and three-dimensional structures, which describe the thermal and aerodynamic characteristics of the urban canyon. The single-layer models
solve the equilibrium equations for each urban facet as they interact
with air state variables at a single hypothetical point. The singlelayer models, such as the Urban Weather Generator (UWG) [22] and
Canyon Air Temperature (CAT) [23], are designed to calculate the
climate variables in one layer, which is representative of a neighborhood [15,22,24–27]. These models are usually forced by standard
data from a nearby meteorological station. Other models such as the
Town Energy Balance (TEB) [28] and Temperatures of Urban Facets3D (TUF-3D) [29] are forced by meteorological data at the top of
the urban domain to solve energy balance equations for urban facades. Multi-layer models, such as Building Effect Parametrization-Tree
(BEP-Tree) [30], provide higher resolution in the vertical direction.
Multi-layer models solve the energy, mass, and momentum equations
at multiple layers extending from ground up to an elevation above
canyon height. There is a reciprocal relationship between the buildings
and the outdoor environment in forms of drag, which can alter the
flow pattern [31–33], and heat exchanges through infiltration, exfiltration, ventilation, walls, roofs, roads, windows, and building energy
systems [25,34,35]. In an effort to couple the indoor and outdoor
environments, the indoor–outdoor Building Energy Simulator (TUF3D-IOBES) [35], the Building Effect Parametrization-Building Energy
Model (BEP-BEM) [25], and the UWG model have been developed with
different levels of complexity.
Some efforts have begun to develop multi-scale climate models by
coupling meso-scale and the micro-scale models [36–39]. Meso-scale
models are generally coupled with either single-layer or multi-layer
canopy models for simulation of urban climate. The coupling approach
between the Weather Research and Forecasting (WRF) model and its urban canopy models has been extensively used for weather predictions,
regional climates, air quality, and water resources investigations. Different parameterizations have attempted to provide this coupling such
as the Noah land-surface model, the Single-Layer Urban Canopy Model
(SLUCM) [14,15], and the multi-layer urban canopy model [17,25,40].
Trees and low vegetation (at roof and street levels) can help cool
the environment [41,42] and improve the building energy performance [43–45]. Urban plants create these favorable environmental
conditions through increasing the latent heat flux and subsequently
reducing the sensible heat flux, altering overall albedo of a city, and
providing more shaded areas. Parameterization of these effects has been
made from a bulk representation of vegetation in UWG to multi-layer
representation of trees in BEP-Tree.
Precipitation is known as the primary driver of land surface hydrological processes and a major component in water and energy
circulations [46]. In recent years, this recognition has motivated efforts

1.1. Objectives
The present contribution develops the next version of VCWG v2.0.0,
which consists of not only the previous essential components, but also
an urban hydrology model. The new version simulates the hydrological
processes including evapotranspiration from low and high vegetation
at the roof and ground levels, soil evaporation, runon, surface runoff,
and infiltration. In addition to the capability to be forced near ground
at a nearby rural site, VCWG v2.0.0 can also be forced at the top
of the urban domain, which offers the opportunity to investigate the
simulation output variables on a spatial grid of the urban environment.
The advantages of VCWG over other urban canopy models are (1) the
addition of the building energy model and all the detailed physics
related to the calculation of building performance metrics such as
waste heat of buildings and building load calculation, (2) the ability to
resolve vertical profiles of climate variables, which makes the model
suitable for assessment of high-rise urban areas, and (3) the versatility
of the rural climate forcing based on either Monin–Obukhov Similarity
Theory (MOST) or top forcing. The model components and alternative
features of VCWG make it a comprehensive, computationally-efficient,
and accurate urban canopy model.
In this article, Section 2 provides detailed description of the model
components. In Section 3.1, VCWG v2.0.0 is evaluated for its ability
to predict meteorological state variables and sensible/latent heat fluxes
2
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against the observations of the Basel UrBan Boundary Layer Experiment
(BUBBLE) conducted in Basel, Switzerland, in 2002, and the Sunset
neighborhood field measurements conducted in Vancouver, Canada,
in 2008. Section 3.2 presents explorations of the model’s sensitivity
and performance in response to seasonal variations, modified levels of
vegetation, roof technologies, and changes in the local climate zone.
Finally, the summary of the findings and suggestions for future model
developments are discussed in Section 4.

these models is designed to update the boundary conditions, surface
temperatures, and the source/sink terms in the transport equations
in successive time step iterations. More details about the models are
provided in the subsequent sections and by Moradi et al. [51]. Since
this study provides an update of the earlier version of VCWG v1.3.2,
the focus of the methodology is on the new parameterizations, while
pre-existing formulations are not discussed in detail and can be found
in the Appendix or elsewhere [51].

2. Methodology

2.1. Rural model

Fig. 1 shows the VCWG v2.0.0 model schematic. VCWG v2.0.0
consists of six integrated sub-models, coupled to predict vertical profiles
of climate variables within the urban area from ground up to multiple times of average buildings height, building energy performance
metrics, and surface variables:

The rural model reads the forcing meteorological variables including wind speed, temperature, and relative humidity near the ground,
incoming shortwave and longwave radiation from sky and possibly
precipitation. It then calculates the vertical profiles of potential temperature and specific humidity using Monin–Obukhov Similarity Theory
(MOST) [51–54]. The rural surface energy balance model is based on
the Penman–Monteith (PM) method [55,56]. Deep soil temperature and
surface sensible and latent heat fluxes are used to solve the transient
heat diffusion equation and ultimately determine the surface temperature. The surface energy balance for the rural area involves the balance
of net allwave radiation fluxes 𝑆n,rur +𝐿n,rur [W m−2 ] with sensible 𝐻rur
[W m−2 ], latent 𝐿𝐸rur [W m−2 ], and ground conductive 𝐺rur [W m−2 ]
heat fluxes,

1. A rural model forces meteorological boundary conditions on the
urban components of the model based on a rural surface energy
balance model and the vertical profiles of climate variables in
the rural area;
2. An urban one-dimensional vertical diffusion model calculates the
vertical profiles of meteorological variables in the urban area
considering the effects of momentum, heat, and water exchanges
due to the urban elements. This model is forced at the top of
the domain either by the rural model, which in turn is forced
near the surface and calculates the forcing variables on top of
the urban domain, or directly by a top meteorological forcing
dataset. This model is also bounded at the bottom by surface
energy and water balances;
3. A building energy model calculates the building energy fluxes,
energy loads, and waste heat of buildings ejected into the urban
environment;
4. A radiation model with trees computes the longwave and shortwave radiation fluxes exchanged with the urban canyon surfaces,
trees, and the sky;
5. An urban surface energy balance model calculates surface heat
fluxes including sensible, latent, and conductive heat fluxes. The
moisture sinks/sources include not only evapotranspiration from
tree foliage but also the wet surfaces and soil columns, which
contribute to the urban energy balance;
6. An urban hydrology model obtains ecophysiological behavior of
urban trees and low vegetation at the ground and roof levels and
calculates the urban hydrological exchanges and the soil water
content profile in the presence of precipitation.

(1)

𝑆n,rur + 𝐿n,rur = 𝐻rur + 𝐿𝐸rur + 𝐺rur ,

where the net shortwave radiation flux 𝑆n,rur [W m−2 ] can be calculated
as a function of incoming shortwave radiation flux and vegetation
coverage, the net longwave radiation flux 𝐿n,rur [W m−2 ] can be calculated as a function of incoming longwave radiation flux and surface
temperature, and the sensible heat flux can be calculated using the
formulation of Louis [57] and Moradi et al. [51].
Evapotranspiration in an open area covered by low vegetation
depends on meteorological quantities (including solar radiation, air
temperature, vapor pressure deficit, wind speed near the ground), and
types of vegetation, which have different transpiration rates. For an
area with low leaf area index, the water is mainly lost by the soil
evaporation as the soil surface is exposed to the atmosphere at a larger
area. However, rural areas with high vegetation index provide more
coverage of the ground underneath, so the transpiration becomes dominant. Based on the PM method, the latent heat flux can be calculated
as [58]
𝛥(𝑆n,rur + 𝐿n,rur − 𝐺rur ) +
𝐿𝐸rur =

The rural model requires a deep soil temperature, other meteorological variables near the ground, such as temperature, humidity,
wind speed, precipitation, and incident shortwave and longwave radiation fluxes. These variables can be supplied from an EnergyPlus
Weather (EPW) file. As an alternative to the rural model, VCWG can
read an external forcing file containing wind speed, wind direction,
temperature, humidity, and precipitation on an hourly basis at the
top of the urban domain. This option is particularly useful when the
user wants to couple VCWG with a meso-scale model. For example, if
EPW datasets are not available for the region of interest, alternatively
VCWG can retrieve forcing data from the ERA5-Land dataset. ERA5Land is a real-time reanalysis dataset that provides hourly atmospheric
variables with a spatial resolution of 9 km from 1981 to present. The
model assumes that the internal urban boundary layer has developed
sufficiently to be in equilibrium with the underlying urban surface,
and the top of the domain is above the urban boundary layer. While
forced by the rural model or an external forcing file, the urban onedimensional vertical diffusion model is also coupled with the building
energy, radiation, surface energy balance, and hydrology models. The
five models are fully interactive with each other. The coupling between

𝛥 + 𝛾l (

𝑟a +𝑟s
)
𝑟a

𝜌.𝐶p .𝑉 𝑃 𝐷
𝑟a

,

(2)

where 𝐺rur [W m−2 ] can be calculated as a fraction of the net allwave
radiation flux, 𝛾l = 0.00163𝑃b ∕𝐿 [kPa K−1 ] is the psychrometric constant and can be calculated as a function of barometric pressure 𝑃b
[kPa] and latent heat of vaporization 𝐿 [J kg−1 ], 𝐶p [J kg−1 K−1 ] is
air specific heat capacity, 𝑉 𝑃 𝐷 [kPa] is vapor pressure deficit, 𝑟𝑎 [s
m−1 ] is aerodynamic resistance, 𝑟𝑠 [s m−1 ] is surface resistance, and 𝛥
[kPa K−1 ] is the slope of saturated vapor pressure.
Potential temperature 𝛩rur [K] and specific humidity 𝑄rur [kg kg−1 ]
at the top of the domain are required to force the urban model. Vertical
profiles of these climate variables in the rural area are calculated
using MOST. In MOST, the gradients of potential temperature/specific
humidity are functions of sensible/latent heat fluxes at the surface,
temperature/humidity roughness lengths 𝑧𝛩,rur /𝑧𝑄,rur [m], and friction
velocity 𝑢∗ [m s−1 ]. The rural model also computes a rural friction
velocity using MOST, given the aerodynamic roughness length 𝑧0,rur
[m], wind speed 𝑆 rur [m s−1 ], and the universal wind shear function.
This friction velocity is used to calculate a source term for the onedimensional momentum equation. The details of parameterizations are
provided by Moradi et al. [51].
3
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Fig. 1. Illustration of the Vertical City Weather Generator (VCWG v2.0.0) model and the constituent sub-models. The new modeling components in VCWG v2.0.0 (with respect to
the predecessor model VCWG v1.3.2) are highlighted in blue. The rural model is furnished with the Penman–Monteith parameterization for surface energy balance. Alternative to
the rural model, the forcing data can be retrieved from the ERA5 dataset and imposed on top of the urban model. The urban model is furnished with surface water balance and
soil moisture parameterizations. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

studies by Ryu et al. [59] and Meili et al. [50]. Presence of two trees is

2.2. Urban model

identified by geometric parameters including tree height ℎ𝑡 [m], crown

2.2.1. Radiation model
The radiation model calculates radiation fluxes on the urban surfaces after infinite reflections of longwave and shortwave rays within
the urban canyon in the presence of trees, which is adopted from

radius 𝑟𝑡 [m], distance from canyon walls 𝑑𝑡 [m], and Leaf Area Index
(𝐿𝐴𝐼) [m2 m−2 ], which is the vertical integral of the Leaf Area Density
(𝐿𝐴𝐷) [m2 m−3 ].
4
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The magnitude of direct shortwave radiation received by each urban
surface element is computed by accounting for shade effects according
to known methodologies for the case with no trees [14,15,45] and with
trees [59]. Sky view factors determine the amount of diffuse shortwave
radiation that arrives at a surface from the sky. Infinite reflections of
diffuse shortwave radiation are computed within the urban canyon
using view factors for each pair of urban surface elements [60,61].
These view factors are calculated analytically for the case with no
trees [14,48,62]. If trees are considered, the view factors are computed
with a basic two-dimensional Monte Carlo ray-tracing algorithm [61,
63]. More details about the radiation model are provided by Meili et al.
[50] and Moradi et al. [51]. The absorbed (net) longwave radiation for
each surface element is calculated as a function of surface temperature,
surface emissivity, and the incident longwave radiation flux. Infinite
reflections of longwave rays within the urban canyon are accounted for
with the use of reciprocal view factors. More details about the radiation
model are provided in the Appendix.

of precipitation and ecophysiological behavior of urban trees, road
vegetation, and roof vegetation are modeled. The hydrology model
solves the surface water balance equations for impervious surfaces,
soil surfaces, and interception on urban vegetation, and it calculates
transpiration as a function of soil moisture, photosynthetic activity,
and vapor pressure deficit. The VCWG adopts the urban hydrology
model developed by Meili et al. [50] with technical modifications that
improve prediction of urban climate variables.
The transient equation for interception of water by urban vegetation
(trees, roof, and road vegetation) and horizontal surfaces (impervious,
bare soil, and soil underneath low vegetation) can be obtained as [50]
𝑑𝐼𝑛𝑡
= 𝑃precip + 𝑃runon − 𝐷 − 𝐸int ,
𝑑𝑡

where 𝐼𝑛𝑡 [mm] is the intercepted water, 𝑃precip [mm s−1 ] is the fraction of total precipitation that reaches the surface, 𝑃runon [mm s−1 ] is
runon, 𝐷 [mm s−1 ] is the water system outflow in forms of infiltration,
deep leakage, and runoff, and 𝐸int [mm s−1 ] is the evaporation from
intercepted water. It is assumed that the surface runoff and soil water
leakage at the roof level travel directly to the sewer system and do not
affect the water balance in the urban canyon.

2.2.2. Surface energy balance model
The surface energy balance model parameterizes the exchange processes of heat between the atmospheric boundary layer and the urban
surface elements. Due to the diversity of shape, size, and composition of
urban surface elements, the surface energy balances in the urban areas
are more difficult to model than the rural areas. Fig. 2 shows the energy
fluxes from the urban surface elements. In VCWG, one can express the
energy balance equation for the individual urban surface 𝑖 as
𝐿𝑛,𝑖 + 𝑆𝑛,𝑖 = 𝐻𝑖 + 𝐿𝐸𝑖 + 𝐺𝑖 ,

Vertical and horizontal distribution of soil moisture in an urban area
is one of the important preconditions for urban climate models. Soil
moisture influences water and energy exchanges in the atmosphere and
vadose (unsaturated) zone, which is defined as the part of earth spanning from land surface to the position at which the ground water is at
atmospheric pressure. The vadose zone interacts with the active rooting
zone and provides water needed for growth of vegetation, affects water
balance at the surface by absorbing surface water and energy exchanges
via changing latent heat flux, and controls the transmission of water
from land surface to groundwater [68,69]. As shown in Fig. 3b, the
vadose zone in an urban area is divided into the three soil columns
underneath the vegetated, bare, and impervious surfaces. There is only
one soil column at the roof level for green roofs. The first few layers of
the soil column underneath the impervious surface do not contribute
to water balance. The vertical water movement in the soil columns is
modeled using the one-dimensional Richards equation, which is based
on the ordinary laws of hydrodynamics and the driving mechanisms
are gravity and the pressure gradient forces [50]. Then, the vertical
Richards equation is coupled to the simplified horizontal equation,
where the latter describes the dynamics of horizontal water flux for
each layer

(3)

where the left hand side of the equation represents net allwave radiation fluxes at the surface element 𝑖 (vegetated roof: (r,veg), impervious
roof: (r,imp), vegetated ground: (g,veg), bare ground: (g,bare), impervious ground: (g,imp), wall, and tree), 𝐻𝑖 [W m−2 ] is sensible heat flux,
𝐿𝐸𝑖 [W m−2 ] is latent heat flux, and 𝐺𝑖 [W m−2 ] is conductive heat flux.
The latent heat flux at the walls are assumed to be zero. The sensible
and latent heat fluxes can be calculated as [50]
𝛩
− 𝛩𝑖
𝐻𝑖 = −𝜌𝐶p atm
,
∑
𝑟
𝑗 𝑖,𝑗

(4)

𝑄sat (𝑇𝑖 ) − 𝑄
,
∑
𝑗 𝑟𝑖,𝑗

(5)

𝐿𝐸𝑖 or 𝐿𝑇 𝐸𝑖 = 𝜌𝐿

(6)

where 𝜌 [kg m−3 ] is density of air at the air temperature of 𝛩atm [K]
adjacent to the surface, 𝐿 [J kg−1 ] is the latent heat of vaporization,
𝑄sat [kg kg−1 ] is saturated specific humidity at the surface temperature
𝑇𝑖 [K], 𝑄 [kg kg−1 ] is the specific humidity of the adjacent air, and
∑
−1
𝑗 𝑟𝑖,𝑗 [s m ] is the sum of thermal resistances between the surface and
the atmosphere. VCWG accounts for aerodynamic, leaf boundary, soil,
and stomatal resistances. Aerodynamic resistance for horizontal and
vertical surfaces is calculated based on MOST and empirical convective
heat transfer coefficients, respectively. The leaf boundary layer is a thin
laminar layer of air surrounding the leaf, which controls the exchange
of mass and energy between the plant and the surrounding environment. The leaf boundary resistance can be calculated as a function of
leaf morphology and wind speed. Stomata of a leaf control the uptake of
CO2 from the atmosphere to its chloroplasts for photosynthesis activity.
The stomatal resistance of sunlit and shaded vegetation are calculated
separately. More details about the calculation of latent and sensible
heat fluxes are provided in the Appendix and studies by Meili et al.
[50] and Moradi et al. [51].

𝑛

𝑑𝑧,𝑖

𝑔
) (
) ∑
𝑑𝜃𝑖 (
= 𝑄ver,𝑖−1 − 𝑄ver,𝑖 + 𝑄in
− 𝑄out
−
𝐸soil,𝑗
lat,𝑖
lat,𝑖
𝑑𝑡
𝑗=1

𝑛

−

𝑔
∑

𝑗=1

𝑛

𝑇tree,𝑗 .𝑟tree,𝑖,𝑗 −

𝑔
∑

𝑇veg,j .𝑟veg,i,j ,

(7)

𝑗=1

where 𝑑𝑧,𝑖 [mm] is layer depth, 𝜃𝑖 [m3 m−3 ] is soil moisture content,
𝑄ver,𝑖−1 and 𝑄ver,𝑖 [mm s−1 ] are the vertical water fluxes in and out of
layer 𝑖, 𝑄in
and 𝑄out
[mm s−1 ] are the lateral water fluxes in and
lat,𝑖
lat,𝑖
out of the layer, and 𝐸soil,𝑗 [mm s−1 ] is soil evaporation of surface 𝑗,
which exists only in the first layer. In the presence of low vegetation
and trees, the sink term due to the transpiration of low vegetation 𝑇veg,𝑗
[mm s−1 ] and trees 𝑇tree,𝑗 [mm s−1 ] from surface 𝑗 should be taken into
account. 𝑇veg and 𝑇tree [mm s−1 ] are weighted based on the fraction of
root biomass in the layer 𝑟veg,𝑖,𝑗 [–] and 𝑟tree,i,j [–] of surface 𝑗. The low
vegetation at the roof and ground levels can only access water stored in
the soil column underneath the vegetated fraction of the surface. The
horizontal distribution of the tree root can be set to either have access
to all three soil columns or depending on the size of tree it can have
access to a fraction of them [50].

2.2.3. Urban hydrology model
Modeling of ecohydrological processes in natural areas has been
undertaken for decades [64–67]. Recently, much attention has been
also paid to such processes in the urban areas to support sustainable
urban water management and to improve understanding of urban
ecology. In this study, urban hydrological exchanges in the presence
5
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Fig. 2. Illustration of surface energy balance model in the urban area involving shortwave 𝑆 ↓ , longwave 𝐿↓ , sensible 𝐻𝑖 , latent 𝐿𝐸𝑖 , evapotranspiration latent 𝑇 𝐿𝐸𝑖 , and ground
𝐺𝑖 heat fluxes [W m−2 ].

Fig. 3. Illustration of the (a) water balance model in the urban area and (b) partitioning of the soil column; the blue and red arrows are the source and sink terms, respectively,
in the water balance equations; the black arrow is the indicator. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of
this article.)

floor, windows, ceiling) 𝑄surf [W m−2 ], internal heat sources 𝑄int,sens
[W m−2 ], Heating Ventilation and Air Conditioning (HVAC) system
𝑄ven,sens [W m−2 ], and infiltration/exfiltration 𝑄inf,sens [W m−2 ], which
can be formulated as
𝑑𝑇
∀𝜌𝐶p in = ± 𝑄surf ± 𝑄ven,sens ± 𝑄inf,sens ± 𝑄int,sens ,
(8)
𝑑𝑡
⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟

2.2.4. Urban vertical diffusion model
VCWG utilizes a vertical diffusion model, which was originally developed by Santiago and Martilli [70], to calculate the vertical profiles
of variables in the urban area including cross- and along-canyon wind
velocity vector components, turbulence kinetic energy, potential temperature, and specific humidity. The source/sink terms in momentum
and turbulence kinetic energy equations are parameterized based on
CFD simulations. The sensible heat fluxes from ground (impervious,
bare, and vegetated), walls, trees, roof (impervious and vegetated),
building, and anthropogenic activities contribute to the sink/source
terms in energy equation. The sources/sinks of specific humidity are
contributed from the total latent heat fluxes from wet surfaces, trees,
and vegetation at the ground and roof levels. The Appendix details the
vertical diffusion equations.

𝑄cool/heat

[m3

m−2 ]

where ∀
is indoor volume per building footprint area, 𝑇in [K]
is indoor air temperature, and 𝑄cool/heat [W m−2 ] is the building cooling
or heating demand. In this notation all symbols represent positive
quantities; however, in the equation either positive or negative signs
should be used to emphasize if a term contributes to indoor temperature
increase or decrease, depending on the operation mode (cooling versus
heating) and environmental conditions (indoor, outdoor, and surface
temperatures). Under cooling mode, the waste heat of the building
ejected to the urban environment is calculated by 𝑄waste = 𝑄cool +𝑊cool
[W m−2 ], where 𝑊cool = 𝑄cool ∕𝐶𝑂𝑃 [W m−2 ] is the energy consumption of the cooling system, which is determined by the Coefficient of
Performance (𝐶𝑂𝑃 ) [–]. Under heating mode, the waste heat of the
building ejected to the urban environment is calculated by 𝑄waste =
𝑄heat ∕𝜂heat − 𝑄heat [W m−2 ], where 𝜂heat [–] is the thermal efficiency of
the heating system.

2.2.5. Building energy model
The Building Energy Model (BEM) solves the sensible and latent
heat balance at the indoor environment to determine the indoor temperature and humidity. The single thermal zone model calculates indoor air temperature and humidity with respect to the in-canyon
averaged air temperature and specific humidity. The indoor energy
balance accounts for the heat fluxes from building surfaces (wall, roof,
6
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Table 1
List of input parameters used in VCWG v2.0.0 for model evaluation in Basel and Vancouver; EB: Energy Balance, EB-WB: Energy Balance–Water Balance.
Parameter

Symbol

Vancouver

Basel

Latitude [◦ N]
Longitude [◦ E]
Average buildings height [m]
Width of canyon [m]
Building width to canyon width ratio [–]
Leaf Area Index [m2 m−2 ]
Tree height [m]
Tree crown radius [m]
Tree distance from wall [m]
Building type
Urban albedos (roof, ground, wall, vegetation) [–]
Urban emissivities (roof, ground, wall, vegetation) [–]
Ground aerodynamic roughness length [m]
Roof aerodynamic roughness length [m]
Ground fractions of vegetation, impervious, and soil coverage [–]
Roof fractions of vegetation and impervious coverage [–]
Rural overall albedo [–]
Rural overall emissivity [–]
Rural aerodynamic roughness length [m]
Rural roughness length for temperature [m]
Rural roughness length for specific humidity [m]
Rural zero displacement height [m]
Rural Bowen ratio [–]
Vertical resolution [m]
Time step [s]
Canyon axis orientation [◦ N]
Urban boundary condition
Urban surface energy balance model

lat
lon
𝐻avg
𝑤𝑥 = 𝑤y = 𝑤
𝑏x ∕𝑤x = 𝑏y ∕𝑤y = 𝑏∕𝑤
𝐿𝐴𝐼
ℎt
𝑟t
𝑑t
–
𝛼R , 𝛼G , 𝛼W , 𝛼V
𝜀R , 𝜀G , 𝜀W , 𝜀V
𝑧0G
𝑧0R
𝑓veg , 𝑓imp , 𝑓soil
𝑓veg , 𝑓imp
𝛼rur
𝜀rur
𝑧0,rur = 0.1ℎrur
𝑧𝛩,rur = 0.1𝑧0,rur
𝑧𝑄,rur = 0.1𝑧0,rur
𝑑rur = 0.5ℎrur
𝛽rur
𝛥𝑧
𝛥𝑡
𝜃can
–
–

49.26
−123.13
4.8
23
0.4
0.39
5
2
2.5
Mid-rise apartment
0.13, 0.14, 0.2, 0.27
0.95,0.95,0.95,0.95
0.02
0.02
0.5,0.5,0
0,1
–
–
–
–
–
–
–
1
60
0
Top forcing
EB-WB

47.55
7.58
14.6
18.2
1.1
0.41
8
2.5
3
Mid-rise apartment
0.15,0.15,0.15,0.2
0.95,0.95,0.95,0.95
0.02
0.02
0,1,0
0,1
0.2
0.95
0.2
0.02
0.02
1
0.9
1
60
65
Rural model
EB

Table 2
Bias, RMSE, and 𝑅2 for VCWG v1.3.2 and VCWG v2.0.0 predictions of potential
temperature 𝛩 [K], wind speed 𝑆 [m s−1 ], and specific humidity 𝑄 [kg kg−1 ] against
the BUBBLE observations averaged over all altitudes.

A similar approach is utilized to calculate indoor humidity, where
latent heat fluxes are from dehumidification processes and internal
sources, and the building dehumidification demand 𝑄dehum [W m−2 ].
Full parameterization of these terms are provided in predecessor studies [22,27,51,71–75]

Statistic

Bias
RMSE
𝑅2

3. Results and discussion
In this section, first the VCWG v2.0.0 model results are evaluated against the micro-climate field measurements including the Basel
UrBan Boundary Layer Experiment (BUBBLE) dataset in Basel, Switzerland, in 2002 [76,77] and the Sunset neighborhood field measurements
conducted in Vancouver, Canada, in 2008 [78]. The simulation results
are also compared with the predecessor version of VCWG v1.3.2 and
other studies. Next, the model performance is explored by various
parametric simulations related to seasonal variations, modification of
ground vegetation, green and cool roofs, and changes in the Local
Climate Zone (LCZ).

VCWG v1.3.2

VCWG v2.0.0

Difference

𝛩

𝑆

𝑄

𝛩

𝑆

𝑄

𝛩

𝑆

𝑄

−0.31
1.06
0.93

0.9
0.96
0.42

0.00065
0.0013
0.42

−0.53
0.56
0.98

−0.46
0.44
0.46

0.0000
0.0003
0.98

–
0.5
0.05

–
0.52
0.04

–
0.001
0.56

5 min. The urban canyon axis is oriented in the north direction with
canyon axis angle of 𝜃can = 0◦ . The measured downwelling shortwave
and longwave radiation fluxes, air temperature, humidity, and pressure
are used to force the model at the top of the simulation domain. The
model predictions of sensible and latent heat fluxes are compared to
the observations on an hourly basis.
The input parameters representing the urban area in Basel and
Vancouver are listed in Table 1. The input parameters are inferred
from variables, datasets, and simulation codes in the literature that
pertain to the field campaigns and associated models as well as general
assumptions found in the literature [22,30,59,76,78]. For the Basel
case, the simulations are conducted for 15 days with one day of
spin-up period starting from June 15, 2002, which is consistent with
other studies [59,79,80]. For the Vancouver case, the simulations are
conducted for five months from May 2008 to September 2008 with
one day of spin-up period. The simulation time step for both analyses
is 1 min. Ideally longer spin up times would be desirable for establishment of model internal variables that have a long response time to
environmental conditions, such as the soil moisture levels.

3.1. Model evaluation
3.1.1. Observation and forcing datasets
The model predictions of air temperature, wind speed, specific
humidity, and sensible and latent heat fluxes are compared to the
BUBBLE observations on an hourly basis. The BUBBLE field observation
was conducted in an urban canyon (47.55◦ N and 7.58◦ E) with a canyon
axis angle of 𝜃can = 65◦ and in a rural area approximately 7 km southeast of Basel. Wind speed and potential temperature were measured at
six levels in the urban site from near ground to a height above canyon.
Specific humidity was measured at two levels in and above the canyon.
The rural measurements were formatted as an EPW file to force the
model. For details of this campaign see the studies by Christen and Vogt
[76] and Moradi et al. [51].
Measurements in the Sunset neighborhood of Vancouver (49.26◦ N
and −123.13◦ E) consisted of air temperature and relative humidity at
26 m a.g.l, incoming shortwave and longwave radiation fluxes at 26.2
m a.g.l, and barometric pressure, latent, and sensible heat fluxes at
28.8 m a.g.l. The dataset provides the measurements averaged every

3.1.2. Potential temperature, wind speed, and specific humidity
To compare VCWG v2.0.0 results with measured meteorological
variables from the BUBBLE campaign, the Bias, Root Mean Square Error
(RMSE), and coefficient of determination 𝑅2 are computed for pairs
of model versus observed values every hour for available altitudes.
This analysis is performed for wind speed, potential temperature, and
specific humidity. The results from VCWG v1.3.2 and VCWG v2.0.0 are
7
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that VCWG v2.0.0 simulated 𝐿𝐸urban with a Bias, RMSE, and R2 of 1.35
[W m−2 ], 27.7 [W m−2 ], and 0.55 [–], respectively, compared to the
other studies that reported Bias of −4 [W m−2 ] [83], 1.9 [W m−2 ] [50],
RMSE of 16 [W m−2 ] [83], 32.5 [W m−2 ] [46], 26.8 [W m−2 ] [50], and
R2 of 0.35 [–] [83], 0.74 [–] [46], and 0.62 [–] [50]. This demonstrates
the reasonable performance of VCWG v2.0.0 relative to observations
and previous studies.

provided in Table 2. Considering all altitudes, the average Bias, RMSE,
and 𝑅2 for potential temperature are −0.53 [K], 0.56 [K], and 0.98 [–
], which are improved in comparison to the predecessor version of the
model. Considering all altitudes, VCWG v2.0.0 simulation results show
improvement in RMSE and 𝑅2 for potential temperature, as the RMSE
is decreased by 0.5 [K] and 𝑅2 is increased by 0.05 [–]. The average
Bias, RMSE, and 𝑅2 for wind speed are −0.46 [m s−1 ], 0.44 [m s−1 ],
and 0.46 [–], which are improved in comparison to the predecessor
version of the model. Considering all altitudes, VCWG v2.0.0 simulation
results show improvement in RMSE and 𝑅2 for wind speed, as the RMSE
is decreased by 0.52 [m s−1 ] and 𝑅2 is increased by 0.04 [–]. VCWG
v2.0.0 also shows better performance in estimating the specific humidity within and above the canyon. The average Bias, RMSE, and 𝑅2 for
specific humidity are 0.000 [kg kg−1 ], 0.0003 [kg kg−1 ], and 0.98 [–],
respectively. Considering all altitudes, VCWG v2.0.0 simulation results
show improvement in RMSE and 𝑅2 for specific humidity, as the RMSE
is decreased by 0.001 [kg kg−1 ] and 𝑅2 is increased by 0.56 [–]. Such
improvement is mainly attributed to incorporation of the hydrology
model and more accurate representation of the sources and sinks for
the latent heat flux in the urban vertical diffusion model.

3.2. Model exploration
The performance of VCWG v2.0.0 is assessed by evaluating the
model for different seasons, coverages of urban trees and ground vegetation, roof types (green and cool roofs), and Local Climate Zones
(LCZs). All explorations are performed by VCWG v2.0.0 simulations
of the urban micro-climate variables in Vancouver, Canada. For the
seasonal and roof type analyses, the model is automated to run for
a whole year in 2007. The other analyses are conducted in a warm
month (July). The spatial distribution of climate variables is simulated
by coupling an automated GIS process function with VCWG v2.0.0. For
these analyses, the ERA5 dataset is used to force the model at the top
of the urban domain at an elevation of 90 m above ground, which
is higher than the urban roughness layer, typically 2–5 times of the
building height [84]. The input parameters representing the urban area
and the model options used for these explorations are listed in Table 4.
Depending on the type of analysis, the input parameters vary within an
appropriate range that are discussed in the subsequent sections.

3.1.3. Sensible and latent heat fluxes
The VCWG v2.0.0 is further assessed based on the comparison
between the measured and simulated urban sensible 𝐻urban [W m−2 ]
and urban latent 𝐿𝐸urban [W m−2 ] heat fluxes above the canyon.
𝐻urban and 𝐿𝐸urban are calculated as functions of potential temperature
and specific humidity gradients, respectively, obtained from the urban
vertical diffusion model and turbulent diffusion coefficient (𝐾𝑚 [m2
s−1 ])
)
(
𝐾 𝜕𝛩
𝐻urban = − 𝜌𝐶𝑝 𝑚
(9)
𝑃 𝑟𝑡 𝜕𝑧 𝑧=𝑧
obs
)
(
𝐾 𝜕𝑄
,
(10)
𝐿𝐸urban = − 𝜌𝐿 𝑚
𝑆𝑐𝑡 𝜕𝑧

3.2.1. Seasonal variations
Compared to the regions close to the equator, the areas at higher
latitudes (greater than 45 degrees) experience stronger seasonal variability in the cycle of surface energy and water fluxes [85]. The amount
of solar radiation flux reaching the Earth’s surface and the solar zenith
angle vary significantly over the course of a year, leading to different
meteorological conditions, shading effects, foliage amounts, soil moisture content, patterns of anthropogenic heat fluxes, and building energy
performance.
As shown in Fig. 5, the urban area is characterized by higher latent
and sensible heat fluxes in the warm season (April–September). While
the sensible and latent heat fluxes follow approximately the same trend
and magnitude during the cold season (January–March and October–
December), the sensible heat flux is substantially higher during the
summer months. Although the sensible heat flux in cold months is
considerably lower, it still transfers energy from surfaces to the urban
boundary layer with a daytime mean value of 60 [W m−2 ]. This
suggests that the building waste heat and other anthropogenic activities
in the urban areas are dominant during cold months (see Fig. 7). The
larger values of heat fluxes in the summer months is mainly attributed
to the larger magnitude of solar radiation fluxes interacting with the
urban surfaces and the growth of active vegetation. The latent heat flux
is mainly characterized by the moisture availability in the urban area.
Due to the high impervious surface coverage in the urban area, the
latent heat flux exhibits less seasonal variation. However, more active
vegetation in the warm months contributes significantly to the total
latent heat flux and increases the daytime mean value of latent heat
flux from 50 [W m−2 ] in the winter to 90 [W m−2 ] in the summer.
In other words, the higher net radiation in the warm months leads
to a higher vapor pressure deficit. However, this analysis is a strong
function of climate zone. For instance, tropical regions (e.g. Singapore)
experience less variability in latent heat flux with fluctuations around
80 [W m−2 ] [50]. On the other hand, regions at higher latitudes show
more variability, which is consistent with the findings in this study
(e.g. Melbourne: latent heat flux from 40 [W m−2 ] in the winter to
140 [W m−2 ] in the summer [50,85]; London: latent heat flux from
20 [W m−2 ] in the winter to 80 [W m−2 ] in the summer [86]).
Precipitation and anthropocentric water (e.g. irrigation) are the main
contributors to the latent heat flux in the urban areas. Prescribed time

𝑧=𝑧obs

where 𝑧obs [m] is the height at which sensible/latent heat fluxes are
measured, and 𝑃 𝑟𝑡 and 𝑆𝑐𝑡 [–] are the turbulent Prandtl and Schmidt
numbers, respectively [81], with values provided by Moradi et al. [51].
For the Basel case, the heat fluxes are measured at the altitude of 31.7
[m] above ground. The statistical analysis provided in Table 3 shows
that VCWG v2.0.0 results in a lower Bias, lower RMSE, and higher 𝑅2
relative to the results from VCWG v1.3.2. VCWG v2.0.0 results in Bias,
RMSE, and 𝑅2 of 22 [W m−2 ], 34.3 [W m−2 ], and 0.88 [–], respectively,
for sensible heat flux and −17.3 [W m−2 ], 23.1 [W m−2 ], and 0.35 [–
], respectively, for latent heat flux. Considering the short evaluation
period using VCWG v2.0.0, the model shows reasonable performance
in comparison to the previous studies that reported Bias of −4.15 [W
m−2 ] [59] and −71.8 [W m−2 ] [82] and RMSE of 38.9 [W m−2 ] [59]
and 100.2 [W m−2 ] [82] for sensible heat flux and Bias of −20.6 [W
m−2 ] [59] and RMSE of 33.8 [W m−2 ] [59] and 36.0 [W m−2 ] [82] for
latent heat flux.
The capability of VCWG v2.0.0 to predict latent and sensible heat
fluxes over longer periods of time is evaluated against the Vancouver
Sunset dataset. For this analysis, the model is forced at the top of
the urban domain using the observed dataset over five months. Fig. 4
illustrates the cross-comparison between VCWG v2.0.0 simulation results and the field measurements. The simulated and observed urban
sensible heat flux show reasonable agreement with a Bias, RMSE, and
R2 of 0.65 [W m−2 ], 18.1 [W m−2 ], and 0.94 [–], respectively (see
Table 3). Compared to the previous studies, Oleson et al. [83] obtained
Bias of 62 [W m−2 ], RMSE of 81 [W m−2 ], and R2 of 0.87 [–] using
an urban parameterization for a global climate model. The results
from the Surface Urban Energy and Water balance Scheme (SUEWS)
model showed RMSE of 39.1 [W m−2 ] and R2 of 0.77 [–] [46]. This
comparison signifies the adequate performance of VCWG v2.0.0. Urban
latent heat flux is also well-captured with the model. The statistics show
8
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Fig. 4. Comparison between the Vancouver Sunset dataset (blue/squares) versus simulated (red/circles) values of sensible and latent heat fluxes above the urban area using
VCWG v2.0.0; the hourly means are shown; times in Local Standard Time (LST); simulation for a 5-month period in 2008. The shaded area is sensible/latent heat flux ± standard
deviation. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

Table 3
Bias, RMSE, and 𝑅2 for VCWG predictions of sensible and latent heat fluxes [W m−2 ] against the observations and previous studies.
Urban fluxes

Hurban (Vancouver)
Hurban (Basel)

VCWG v1.3.2

VCWG v2.0.0

Literature

Bias

RMSE

𝑅2

Bias

RMSE

𝑅2

Bias

RMSE

𝑅2

–
−45.2

–
63.5

–
0.58

0.65
22.0

18.1
34.3

0.94
0.88

62a
−4.15b ,−71.8d

81a ,39.1c
38.9b ,100.2d

0.87a ,0.77c
–

LEurban (Vancouver)

–

–

–

1.35

27.7

0.55

−4a

16a ,32.5c

0.35a ,0.74c

LEurban (Basel)

−28.7

37.1

0.28

−17.3

23.1

0.35

−20.6b

33.8b ,36.0d

–

a Oleson

et al. [83] evaluation period is 15 days.
et al. [59] evaluation period is 30 days.
c Järvi et al. [46] evaluation period is 147 days.
b Ryu

d

Kawai et al. [82] evaluation period is 39 days.

Table 4
List of input parameters used in VCWG v2.0.0 for model explorations in Vancouver.
Parameter

Symbol

Value

Latitude [◦ N]
Longitude [◦ E]
Average buildings height [m]
Width of canyon [m]
Building width to canyon width ratio [–]
Tree height [m]
Tree crown radius [m]
Tree distance from wall [m]
Leaf area index [m2 m−2 ]
Building type
Urban albedos (roof, ground, wall, vegetation) [–]
Urban emissivities (roof, ground, wall, vegetation) [–]
Ground fractions of vegetation, impervious, and soil coverage [–]
Roof fractions of vegetation and impervious coverage [–]
Vertical resolution [m]
Time step [s]
Canyon axis orientation [◦ N]
Urban boundary condition
Urban surface energy balance model

lat
lon
𝐻avg
𝑤𝑥 = 𝑤y = 𝑤
𝑏x ∕𝑤x = 𝑏y ∕𝑤y = 𝑏∕𝑤
ℎt
𝑟t
𝑑t
𝐿𝐴𝐼
–
𝛼R , 𝛼G , 𝛼W , 𝛼V
𝜀R , 𝜀G , 𝜀W , 𝜀V
𝑓veg , 𝑓imp , 𝑓soil
𝑓veg , 𝑓imp
𝛥𝑧
𝛥𝑡
𝜃can
–
–

49.23
−123.08
10.0
23.0
0.4
8.0
1.5
2.2
Variable
Mid-rise apartment
0.13, 0.14, 0.2, 0.27
0.95, 0.95, 0.95, 0.95
Variable
Variable
1
300
0.0
Top forcing
EB-WB

series of anthropocentric water for vegetated and bare surfaces can be
considered in the simulation. Days with more precipitation, particularly
in the warm months, are more likely to have increased latent heat flux
and decreased sensible heat flux (e.g. late August and early September
in Fig. 5). The results obtained from this exploration are in reasonable
agreement with other studies [50,85,86].
Due to the high variability of radiative, thermal, and moisture
properties of the urban surfaces, they more likely experience different
temperatures through a diurnal cycle. The surface temperature controls
the magnitude and direction of heat fluxes at the surface. Fig. 6 shows
the daytime and nighttime percentiles of urban surface temperatures
in January, May, August, and November, which are indicative of each
season. Diurnal variation of the roof temperature is considerably higher

than the other surfaces, as roofs are directly exposed to solar radiation
fluxes and are less influenced by the in-canyon surfaces [21]. In the
warm months (May and August), all surfaces experience higher temperatures than the canyon air temperature except ground vegetation
that remains close to the air temperature. During nighttime, there is a
substantial decrease in roof temperature, while building walls have the
highest temperatures, and temperature of vegetation remains close to
the air temperature. The same pattern was observed by Christen et al.
[87] and Aliabadi et al. [21], where roof and lawn temperatures fell
below the canyon air temperature during the nighttime. In general, surfaces with higher temperature fluctuations (roof) exhibit considerably
higher daytime temperatures than the canyon air temperature, which is
consistent with the findings in the literature [21,87,88]. This analysis
signifies the effect of replacing natural areas by impervious surfaces.
9
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Fig. 5. Hourly simulated sensible and latent heat fluxes [W m−2 ] for Vancouver in 2007; (top) sensible heat flux above the canyon over the course of a year; (middle) latent heat
flux above the canyon over the course of a year; (bottom) mean diurnal variation of latent (blue) and sensible (red) heat fluxes for January–March, April–June, July–September,
and October–December; (inset) a period of seven days is highlighted. The black line shows daily precipitation [mm day−1 ]. (For interpretation of the references to color in this
figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

Fig. 6. Variability of urban surface temperatures in January, May, August, and November for Vancouver in 2007; the roof is impervious and the ground is partially covered by
vegetation; the box plot represents 5th, 25th, 50th, 75th, and 95th percentiles for temperature; red line is canyon median air temperature; top row is the daytime and bottom row
is the nighttime; daytime temperatures are sampled from 1000 to 1400 LST, and nighttime temperatures are sampled from 2200 to 0200 LST.

Building waste heat released into the atmosphere is considered

alter the urban air temperatures [90]. Fig. 7 shows the total building

as the main source of anthropogenic heat in the urban areas and is

energy fluxes for three-month periods of the year. The heating and cool-

controlled by the building heating and cooling demand [89]. In cold

ing demands are at their maximum in the cold months and the warm

months, when the building energy system is on heating mode, the

month, respectively. Shoulder seasons are the transition period from

building heat emission dominates the urban sensible heat flux and can

cooling (heating) mode to heating (cooling) mode, for fall (spring). A
10
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Fig. 7. Seasonal variation of the total building energy fluxes integrated over a three-month period including cooling demand (𝑄cool ), dehumidification demand (𝑄dehum ) heating
demand (𝑄heat ), and building waste heat (𝑄waste ) within JFM (January, February, and March), AMJ (April, May, and June), JAS (July, August, and September), and OND (October,
November, and December) months. The simulation is conducted for Vancouver in 2007.

Fig. 8. Monthly variation of water balance components for Vancouver in 2007; hourly terms in the water balance equation are integrated over time to calculate the monthly
magnitude for all sink, source, and storage terms.

small amount of energy is required for dehumidification in the warm
months.
Water budget analysis in urban areas is mostly carried out on a
seasonal or annual basis, which provides insight into the urban water
management to cope with extreme weather conditions [91]. In an
urban unit the precipitation and anthropogenic water (e.g. garden
irrigation) are the main water inputs to the urban hydrologic cycle that
are partitioned into surface runoff, evaporation, leakage at the bottom
of the soil column, and depression storage [91,92]. Performance of
VCWG to take into account the seasonal variation of water budget terms
is assessed. Fig. 8 depicts the monthly variation of water balance terms
for an entire year in Vancouver. In warm months, a large fraction of
input water (precipitation plus anthropogenic water) is returned to the
atmosphere via evaporation in forms of evapotranspiration, soil evaporation, and intercepted water evaporation. Due to the replacement of
natural areas by impervious surfaces in the urban areas, a considerable
fraction of precipitations moves over land. This surface runoff is higher
during cold seasons, when cold weather restricts water evaporation.
Urban runoff usually hits a peak during and immediately after rainfall
events. In general, the ratio of surface runoff to precipitation varies
from 0.3 in the winter to 0.1 in the summer. The same pattern has been

observed in the Oakridge, Vancouver, suburban area in 1982, where
maximum evaporation and surface runoff were reported in June and
January, respectively [93]. During the warm months, particularly in
July, rainfall is reduced significantly and urban vegetation and soil are
the main sources for water evaporation. This period of the year experiences extensive soil moisture depletion; water storage in the urban
unit is approximately zero; and leakage is at its minimum. Extreme
precipitation events, which usually occur in cold months in Vancouver,
replenish the soil column, increase the soil moisture content, and may
surpass the maximum capacity of the soil.
3.2.2. Effect of low vegetation on runoff and evaporation
Vegetation can alter the energy and water balance in the urban
area and ultimately mitigate the negative impacts of UHI and urban
flooding during extreme weather events. The effect of low vegetation
on water budget terms are assessed for Vancouver in the summer.
For this exploration, the model input variables are listed in Table 4.
Urban vegetation has the desired effect of reducing flood hazards in the
urban area. As shown in Fig. 9, increasing the low vegetation coverage
fraction 𝑓veg from 0 to 1 can substantially decrease the surface runoff
from 1.7 [mm day−1 ] to almost zero, while evaporation flux and deep
11
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of clay, sand, and organic material, respectively. An exponential root
profile is considered as the root biomass profile. To investigate the
environmental effect of a cool roof, the surface albedo is increased
to 0.7 [–], which is common for roofs coating with high reflective
material [94].
Cool roofs can decrease the daytime roof surface temperatures by 10
[K] in the summer with no change on nighttime surface temperatures,
as expected (see Fig. 10). While green roofs reduce surface temperatures to a lesser extent than cool roofs, they can decrease temperature
fluctuations more effectively, particularly in warm months. Plant type,
fraction of roof vegetation coverage, and soil properties control the
green roof performance. Green and cool roofs can also increase the
thermal comfort at the street level by reducing air temperature. Fig. 11
shows the cooling effect of green and cool roofs on canyon air temperature, which is more significant during warm months. It is worth noting
that cool roofs can reduce canyon air temperature more effectively
than green roofs. In terms of annual building energy performance,
buildings with cool roofs save 16.1% cooling energy demand and 16.0%
dehumidification energy demand. However, buildings with green roofs
are less efficient and only save 5.2% cooling energy demand and
5.0% dehumidification energy demand. Fig. 12 illustrates the maximum building energy loads and sensible waste heat from buildings
to the atmosphere for different seasons. It is worth noting that these
technologies work more effectively in the warm months as they can
increase the heating demand during the cold months due to their
cooling effects, which can be observed from this analysis. Additionally,
green and cool roofs reduce the annual building waste heat by 4%
and 1%, respectively. This analysis shows that VCWG can adequately
predict impacts of green and cool roofs on both buildings and outdoor
climate.

Fig. 9. Effect of low vegetation coverage fraction 𝑓veg on mean daily water budget
terms [mm day−1 ] for Vancouver in July 2007; storage term is not significant, so it is
added to the evaporation term; 𝑓veg varies from 0 (road is all covered by impervious
surface) to 1 (road is all covered by vegetation); the blue line is the mean daily rainfall
[mm day−1 ]. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the
reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

3.2.4. Variation of local climate zone and model output variables
Local urban climate is primarily influenced by urban morphometric
variables such as building plan area density, frontal area density,
anthropogenic activities, and urban vegetation. There could be some
pre-defined diurnal/seasonal schedule for human activities, however
some other factors such as urban morphometric variables could vary
over a longer time scale. One may experience different climate conditions within a city and one may sense such changes by traveling from
the high-density built-up regions to the areas with more open space
and ultimately rural areas. Stewart and Oke [99] developed the Local
Climate Zone (LCZ) classification that identifies a region based on its
ability to modify local surface climates. The surface thermal properties,
land cover, and land structure define LCZ 1 as compact highrise to LCZ
9 as sparsely built areas. In this classification LCZ 10 is considered as an
area with heavy industrial activities and LCZs A to G represent natural
areas, which are out of scope of this study (For further details, readers
are referred to Stewart and Oke [99]).
In this section, the capability of VCWG to simulate climate variables
within the urban roughness sublayer for a typical city is investigated.
It is assumed that the urban area is extended from LCZ 1 at the center
to LCZ 9 far from the center. Fig. 13 shows the spatial variation of plan
area density (𝜆p [–]), leaf area index of urban trees (𝐿𝐴𝐼𝑡𝑟𝑒𝑒 [m2 m−2 ]),
canyon aspect ratio (𝐻∕𝑊 [–]), and fraction of ground covered by
vegetation (𝑓veg [–]). The building area density and canyon aspect ratio
vary from 0.6 to 0.2 [–] and 3.0 to 0.2 [–], respectively. Such a setup
alongside with the urban trees are accompanied with ground–sky view
factor variations from 0.15 [–] in the compact highrise region to 0.9 [–]
in the sparsely built region. The range of variation of these parameters
are consistent with the typical properties that are considered for LCZ 1
to LCZ 9 [99]. More high and low vegetation covers are considered
as moving away from high-density built-up areas by changing 𝑓veg
(ground) and 𝐿𝐴𝐼𝑡𝑟𝑒𝑒 from 0.1 to 0.85 [–] and 1 to 4 [m2 m−2 ],
respectively.
It has been observed that nocturnal UHI increases as urban heat
flux increases and wind speed decreases [1,100]. As shown in Fig. 15,

leakage increase. The results from this exploration are consistent with
the simulation results from the UT&C model, where increasing 𝑓veg
from 0 to 1 for a case study in Singapore resulted in reduction of surface
runoff from 4.5 [mm day−1 ] to zero with a mean daily rainfall of 5 [mm
day−1 ] [50].
3.2.3. Effect of Green and cool roofs on model output variables
Given the growing demand for energy in urban areas, numerous energy saving technologies have been employed to mitigate the
environmental effects of buildings and improve building energy performance. Green and cool roofs are common technologies for reducing
heat in urban areas, building energy demand, and moderating roof and
canyon surface temperatures. He et al. [94] simulated the performance
of a building with green roof in Shanghai and showed that this technology can save cooling energy demand by 6.2%. Cool roofs with radiative
properties of high solar albedo and high thermal emissivity, reduce
urban heat, surface temperature, and improve building energy performance. Such an urban environment regulation is accomplished by
reflecting more solar radiation fluxes and absorbing less heat, compared
to the standard roofs [95,96]. Simulation results obtained from integrating BEP-BEM into WRF in a semi-arid urban environment (Phoenix
and Tucson) showed that cool roofs can reduce cooling energy demand
by 14% [97]. Krayenhoff et al. [98] showed that cool roofs provide
about 0.2–0.6 [K] of cooling per 0.1 neighborhood albedo increase.
The effects of green and cool roofs on urban heat mitigation, roof
surface temperature, and building energy performance are studied by
simulating VCWG for an entire year in Vancouver in 2007. For the base
case simulation, the roof surface is all covered by impervious surface
(𝑓veg = 0 [–]) and the radiative properties are as listed in Table 4.
For the green roof scenario, half of the roof surface is covered by low
vegetation (𝑓veg = 0.5 [–]) with leaf area index (LAI) of 2.5 [m2 m−2 ]
and soil layer thickness of 100 [mm]. No lateral water flux is calculated
for the soil column, as there is only one soil column underneath the
vegetated surface. Roof soil is composed of 0.2, 0.4, and 0.025 fraction
12
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Fig. 10. Effects of green and cool roofs on roof surface temperature [K] in different seasons; the surface temperatures are diurnally-averaged over January–February–March (JFM),
April–May–June (AMJ), July–August–September (JAS), and October–November–December (OND) for Vancouver in 2007. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure
legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

Fig. 11. Effects of green and cool roofs on canyon air temperature [K] in different seasons; hourly mean and standard deviation of the canyon air temperature difference between
base

GR

base

CR

the base case and green roof (𝛥𝛩canyon = 𝛩canyon − 𝛩canyon ) and the canyon air temperature difference between the base case and cool roof (𝛥𝛩canyon = 𝛩canyon − 𝛩canyon ) are calculated
over January–February–March (JFM), April–May–June (AMJ), July–August–September (JAS), and October–November–December (OND) for Vancouver in 2007. (For interpretation
of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

100 [W m−2 ], particularly during daytime (see Fig. 16). This process
is accompanied with lowering sensible heat fluxes by 150 [W m−2 ]
and canyon air temperatures by 3 [K], as shown in Figs. 14 and 16,
respectively.

built-up areas slow down the wind speed within the canyon and consequently reduce turbulent mixing. Lower magnitude of forcing wind
speed during nighttime facilitates trapping of heat within the canyon
and increasing air temperatures. Figs. 14 and 16 show larger magnitudes of air temperatures and sensible heat fluxes in the compact
high-rise region, respectively. Thus, higher temperature in high-density
built-up areas than the surrounding sub-urban and rural areas can lead
to nocturnal UHI. For the daytime, areas with higher canyon aspect
ratio (𝐻∕𝑊 [–]) trap building released waste heat, which can lead
to higher surface and air temperatures and urban sensible heat fluxes
(see Figs. 14 and 16). As discussed earlier, urban vegetation can significantly cool down urban environments. Increasing urban vegetation as
moving away from the urban center can increase latent heat fluxes by

4. Conclusions
The Vertical City Weather Generator (VCWG v2.0.0) is a
computationally-efficient
and
operationally-simple
urban
micro-climate model, which considers the effects of urban vegetation, urban hydrology, building energy, and the connection to the
surrounding rural area. VCWG v2.0.0 is a refinement of an earlier
version, VCWG v1.3.2 [51]. While the performance of VCWG v1.3.2
13

Building and Environment 207 (2022) 108406

M. Moradi et al.

Fig. 12. Effects of green and cool roofs on building energy performance in different seasons; the building energy fluxes are mean of daily maximum over January–February–March
(JFM), April–May–June (AMJ), July–August–September (JAS), and October–November–December (OND) in Vancouver 2007. (For interpretation of the references to color in this
figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

Fig. 13. Spatial variation of urban morphometric parameters including plan are density (𝜆p [–]), leaf area index of urban trees (𝐿𝐴𝐼𝑡𝑟𝑒𝑒 [m2 m−2 ]), canyon aspect ratio (𝐻∕𝑊
[–]), and fraction of ground covered by vegetation (𝑓veg [–]) for a typical city.

Fig. 14. Color plots of air potential temperature distribution from Local Climate Zone (LCZ) 1 to LCZ 9 at 1300 LST (left) and 2100 LST (right) in the summer; simulations are
for Vancouver in July 2007. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

is consistent with expectations and comparable to the other urban
climate models, simple parameterization of moisture source/sink terms
and lack of forcing datasets near surface levels at rural sites restrict
its application to non-rainy days and locations with available rural
measurements. VCWG v2.0.0 is composed of the predecessor version’s
models (rural model, urban vertical diffusion model, building energy
model, radiation model, and urban surface energy balance model)
coupled with an urban hydrology model, and alternative options for

the forcing variables in the rural site and the option to instead provide
meteorological boundary conditions at the top of the urban domain
using meso-scale data products (e.g. ERA5 reanalysis dataset). The
urban hydrology model is dynamically linked to the surface energy
balance model and predicts surface and subsurface water balances and
ecophysiological behavior of urban trees and low vegetation at the
ground and roof levels.
14
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Fig. 15. Color plots of wind speed distribution from Local Climate Zone (LCZ) 1 to LCZ 9 at 1300 LST (left) and 2100 LST (right) in the summer; simulations are for Vancouver
in July 2007. (For interpretation of the references to color in this figure legend, the reader is referred to the web version of this article.)

Fig. 16. Diurnal variation of sensible heat flux (left) and latent heat flux (right) of urban and sub-urban areas for LCZ 1 to LCZ 9.

The performance of VCWG v2.0.0 in predicting the potential temperature, wind speed, and specific humidity is evaluated against the
BUBBLE dataset and the results from VCWG v1.3.2. The average RMSE
of potential temperature, wind speed and specific humidity are improved by 0.5 [K], 0.52 [m s−1 ], and 0.001 [kg kg−1 ], respectively,
and average 𝑅2 [–] of potential temperature, wind speed and specific
humidity are improved by 0.05, 0.04, and 0.56 [–], respectively. The
capability of VCWG v2.0.0 to simulate urban sensible and latent heat
fluxes is also evaluated against the BUBBLE and Vancouver Sunset
datasets. The results show that VCWG v2.0.0 can predict the heat
fluxes in reasonable agreement with the observed datasets. For the
BUBBLE case, inclusion of urban hydrology reduces Bias and RMSE of
sensible heat flux by 23.2 [W m−2 ] and 29.2 [W m−2 ], respectively,
and increases the 𝑅2 by 0.3 [–]. The statistics for latent heat flux also

exhibit an improvement, as absolute Bias and RMSE are decreased by
11.4 [W m−2 ] and 14 [W m−2 ], respectively, and 𝑅2 is increased by
0.07 [–]. These statistics provide evidence that VCWG v2.0.0 represents
an improvement relative to VCWG v1.3.2 because it provides more
accurate predictions of urban climate variables. Various explorations of
the model are also conducted, which include the study of model output
variables in relation to seasonal variations, effects of ground vegetation,
effects of green and cool roofs, and different Local Climate Zones
(LCZ), in order to assess the performance of VCWG v2.0.0. The results
obtained from these evaluations and explorations show that VCWG
v2.0.0 can successfully overcome the limitations of VCWG v1.3.2 and
combine most of the necessary models that are required for accurate
prediction of urban climate variables.
While this study contributes to the development of a new urban climate model that overcomes several limitations of the previous studies,
15
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Appendix

other shortcomings remain. Further development is required to provide
more realistic representation of a neighborhood and extend the single
thermal zone building energy model to a multi zone model as well as
development of a multilayer radiation model. VCWG can also be used
as a diagnostic tool to investigate the simulation results obtained from
complex models. Other models (e.g. an air pollution model) can be
integrated into VCWG. The building energy model of VCWG can be
adjusted to consider renewable energy technologies (e.g. solar collectors and wind turbines), which could result in more realistic estimation
of building energy performance while using these technologies. VCWG
can be improved to include snow processes. Also, VCWG can be investigated and improved in terms of its prediction of urban climate variables
during extreme meteorological events (e.g. storms and flooding). At
present, the VCWG model can account for the spatial variation of
urban micro-climate variables in a computationally-efficient manner
independent of an auxiliary meso-scale model. However, there is still a
lack of representation of meteorological processes (such as advection,
clouds, fogs, atmospheric meandering, etc.) that can only be captured
by meso-scale models.

Radiation model
The incoming shortwave (both direct and diffuse) and longwave
radiation fluxes from the sky are retrieved from an EPW file or the
ERA5 dataset. The net allwave radiation flux on a surface is the sum of
the net shortwave and longwave radiation fluxes
𝑅𝑛 = 𝑆 ↓ − 𝑆 ↑ + 𝐿 ↓ − 𝐿 ↑ ,
𝑆↓,

𝑆↑,

𝐿↓ ,

(11)
m−2 ]

𝐿↑

where
and
[W
are the incident shortwave, leaving
shortwave, incident longwave, and leaving longwave radiation fluxes.
The absorbed (net) shortwave radiation on surface element 𝑖 is given
by
)
( )
(
(12)
𝑆𝑛,𝑖 = (1 − 𝛼𝑖 ) 𝑆𝑖↓ = (1 − 𝛼𝑖 ) 𝑆𝑖↓direct + 𝑆𝑖↓diffuse ,
where 𝛼𝑖 [–] is the albedo of the surface and 𝑆𝑖↓direct and 𝑆𝑖↓diffuse [W
m−2 ] are the direct and diffuse incident shortwave radiation fluxes to
surface element 𝑖. In our notation 𝑖 can be R, G, W, or V for roof,
ground, wall, and vegetation, respectively.
The absorbed (net) longwave radiation for each surface element is
calculated by
(
)
𝐿𝑛,𝑖 = 𝜀𝑖 𝐿↓𝑖 − 𝜎𝑇𝑖4 ,
(13)
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Sensible heat flux
The resistances for the horizontal surfaces covered by vegetation
𝑟veg , bare soil 𝑟bare , and impervious 𝑟imp [s m−1 ] can be formulated
as [50,101]
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𝑟imp = 𝑟aero ,

(14)

𝑟bare = 𝑟aero ,

(15)
(16)

𝑟veg = 𝑟aero + 𝑟̂lb,veg ,
m−1 ]

m−1 ]

where 𝑟aero [s
is aerodynamic resistance and 𝑟̂lb,veg [s
is the
re-scaled leaf boundary resistance. The aerodynamic resistance is based
on the study by Louis [57] and can be calculated as [57]
(
)2
ln 𝑧𝑧
1
0
𝑟aero = 𝑅drag
(17)
(
),
𝑆 z 𝜅 2 𝐹h 𝑧 , 𝑅𝑖B
𝑧
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0

where 𝑅drag = 0.74 [–] is ratio of the drag coefficients for momentum to
heat [53], 𝑅𝑖B [–] is the bulk Richardson number, 𝜅 = 0.4 is von Kármán
constant, 𝑧0 [m] is aerodynamic roughness length of the surface, and
𝑆 z [m s−1 ] is wind speed near the surface, and 𝐹h [–] is the stability
function for sensible heat flux.
Re-scaling 𝑟lb,veg [s m−1 ] by a factor of 2, the leaf area index 𝐿𝐴𝐼veg
2
[m m−2 ], and the stem area index 𝑆𝐴𝐼veg [m2 m−2 ] account for twosided resistance of the leaf and the whole vegetation canopy [50,101]
𝑟̂lb,veg =

𝑟lb,veg
2(𝐿𝐴𝐼veg + 𝑆𝐴𝐼veg )

.

(18)

Detailed calculation of leaf boundary resistance is provided in Moradi
[74].
The sunlit and shaded walls are assumed to be impervious and the
thermal resistance between the surface and adjacent atmosphere can
be formulated as [102]
16
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𝑟wall =

1
,
ℎc

covered by intercepted water 𝑑w,veg [–] contributes to evaporation
from intercepted water, while the rest of it contributes to transpiration
(1 − 𝑑w,veg ) [–], and 𝑑w,veg [–] can be calculated as [50]

(19)

where ℎc = 5.678(1.09 + 0.23(𝑆 z ∕0.3048)) [m s−1 ] is an empirical
convective heat transfer coefficient calculated as a function of the
vertical profile of wind speed in the canyon.
The thermal resistance for tree 𝑟tree [s m−1 ] can be calculated using
Eq. (16). The leaf boundary resistance of trees (𝑟lb,tree [s m−1 ]) can be
calculated using the formulation provided in Moradi [74], with adopted
parameters for trees. The undercanopy resistance approach is used to
calculate the aerodynamic resistance (𝑟aero [s m−1 ]) from the tree to
the canyon [103].

[
]
𝑑w,veg = min 1, (𝐼𝑛𝑡∕𝐼𝑛𝑡max )2∕3 ,

where 𝐼𝑛𝑡 [mm] is the intercepted water and 𝐼𝑛𝑡max [mm] is maximum
interception capacity of the surface.
The latent heat flux from tree accounts for evaporation from intercepted water and transpiration from sunlit and shaded fractions of the
tree. The thermal resistances can be formulated as follows [50]

Latent heat flux
The evaporative fluxes at the ground and roof levels are caused by
evaporation from runon at the impervious ground 𝐸imp , evaporation
from runon at the bare ground 𝐸bare , evaporation from runon at the
soil surface underneath the low vegetation 𝐸veg , evaporation from
intercepted water on low vegetation 𝐸veg,int , transpiration from sunlit
low vegetation 𝑇 𝐸veg,sun , and transpiration from shaded low vegetation
𝑇 𝐸veg,shd , and they are all in [kg m−2 s−1 ]. The resistance for the
horizontal surfaces used in the calculation of latent heat fluxes are [50]
𝑟imp = 𝑟aero

(20)

𝑟bare = 𝑟aero + 𝑟soil

(21)

𝑟veg = 𝑟aero + 𝑟soil

(22)

𝑟veg,int = 𝑟aero + 𝑟̂lb,veg

(23)

𝑟veg,sun = 𝑟aero + 𝑟̂lb,veg,sun + 𝑟̂s,veg,sun

(24)

𝑟veg,shd = 𝑟aero + 𝑟̂lb,veg,shd + 𝑟̂s,veg,shd

(25)

𝐹shd,veg = 1 − 𝐹sun,veg ,

(34)

𝑟tree,sun = 𝑟tree + 𝑟̂lb,tree,sun + 𝑟s,tree,sun ,

(35)
(36)
m−1 ]

where 𝑟tree,int , 𝑟tree,sun , and 𝑟tree,shd all in [s
are used to determine
latent heat flux of intercepted water on trees 𝐿𝐸tree [W m−2 ], latent
heat of transpiration from sunlit faction 𝐿𝑇 𝐸tree,sun [W m−2 ], and
latent heat of transpiration from shaded fraction 𝐿𝑇 𝐸tree,shd [W m−2 ],
respectively. 𝑟̂lb,tree [s m−1 ] is the re-scaled leaf boundary resistance
of tree, 𝑟̂lb,tree,sun and 𝑟̂lb,tree,shd [s m−1 ] are re-scaled leaf boundary
resistance of sunlit and shaded fractions of the tree respectively, and
𝑟̂s,tree,sun and 𝑟̂s,tree,shd [s m−1 ] are the re-scaled soil resistances for the
sunlit and shaded fractions of the canopy, respectively. The resistances
can be calculated as [50]
𝑟lb,tree
𝑟̂lb,tree =
(37)
(𝐿𝐴𝐼tree + 𝑆𝐴𝐼t )𝑑w,tree
𝑟lb,tree

𝑟̂lb,tree,sun =

𝐿𝐴𝐼tree 𝐹sun,tree (1 − 𝑑w,tree )
𝑟lb,tree

𝑟̂lb,tree,shd =
𝑟̂s,tree,sun =
𝑟̂s,tree,shd =

𝐿𝐴𝐼tree 𝐹shd,tree (1 − 𝑑w,tree )
𝑟s,tree,sun
𝑟s,tree,shd

(39)
(40)

𝐿𝐴𝐼tree 𝐹sun,tree (1 − 𝑑w,tree )
𝐿𝐴𝐼tree 𝐹shd,tree (1 − 𝑑w,tree )

(38)

,

(41)

where 𝑟lb,tree is leaf boundary resistance, 𝑟s,sun and 𝑟s,shd are stomatal
resistances of the sunlit and shaded part of the tree, respectively, all
in [s m−1 ], 𝑑w,tree [–] is the fraction of tree covered by intercepted
water, and 𝐹sun,tree and 𝐹shd,tree [–] are fractions of sunlit and shaded
tree, respectively. The detailed calculation of soil, leaf boundary, and
stomatal resistances are provided in Moradi [74].
Urban vertical diffusion model

where 𝑟lb,veg [s m−1 ] is leaf boundary resistance, 𝑟s,veg,sun and 𝑟s,veg,shd
are stomatal resistance of the sunlit and shaded part of the vegetation
all in [s m−1 ], 𝑑w,veg [–] is the fraction of vegetation covered by
intercepted water, and 𝐹sun,veg and 𝐹shd,veg [–] are fraction of sunlit
and shaded vegetation, respectively. The detailed calculation of soil,
leaf boundary, and stomatal resistances are provided in Moradi [74].
The shaded and sunlit fractions of low vegetation are calculated based
on the assumption of exponential decay of direct radiation within the
vegetation canopy as [50]
1
1 − 𝑒(−𝐾opt 𝐿𝐴𝐼veg )
,
𝐿𝐴𝐼veg
𝐾opt

𝑟tree,int = 𝑟tree + 𝑟̂lb,tree ,

𝑟tree,shd = 𝑟tree + 𝑟̂lb,tree,shd + 𝑟s,tree,shd ,

where 𝑟aero [s m−1 ] is aerodynamic resistance which can be calculated
from Eq. (17), 𝑟soil is the soil resistance, 𝑟̂lb,veg is the re-scaled leaf
boundary resistance of low vegetation, and 𝑟̂s,veg is the re-scaled stomatal resistance all in [s m−1 ]. The subscript sun and shd denote the
sunlit and shaded part of the vegetation, respectively. The re-scaled
stomatal resistance can be calculated as [50,101]
𝑟lb,veg
𝑟̂lb,veg =
(26)
(𝐿𝐴𝐼veg + 𝑆𝐴𝐼veg )𝑑w,veg
𝑟lb,veg
(27)
𝑟̂lb,veg,sun =
𝐿𝐴𝐼veg 𝐹sun,veg (1 − 𝑑w,veg )
𝑟lb,veg
(28)
𝑟̂lb,veg,shd =
𝐿𝐴𝐼veg 𝐹shd,veg (1 − 𝑑w,veg )
𝑟s,veg,sun
𝑟̂s,veg,sun =
(29)
𝐿𝐴𝐼veg 𝐹sun,veg (1 − 𝑑w,veg )
𝑟s,veg,shd
𝑟̂s,veg,shd =
,
(30)
𝐿𝐴𝐼veg 𝐹shd,veg (1 − 𝑑w,veg )

𝐹sun,veg =

(33)

The momentum equations can be written as [70]
𝜕𝑈
𝜕𝑢𝑤
1 𝜕𝑃
=−
−
− 𝐷x ,
𝜕𝑡
𝜕𝑧
𝜌 𝜕𝑥
⏟⏟⏟ ⏟⏟⏟ ⏟⏟⏟
III
I

II

𝜕𝑉
𝜕𝑣𝑤
1 𝜕𝑃
=−
−
− 𝐷y ,
𝜕𝑡
𝜕𝑧
𝜌 𝜕𝑦
⏟⏟⏟ ⏟⏟⏟ ⏟⏟⏟
I

(42)

II

(43)

III

where 𝑈 and 𝑉 [m s−1 ] are cross- and along-canyon wind velocity
vector components, term I is the vertical gradient of momentum flux,
term II is acceleration caused by pressure gradient, and term III is
drag caused by buildings and trees. Parameterization of these terms
are based on CFD simulations by Martilli and Santiago [104], Santiago
and Martilli [70], Krayenhoff et al. [20], and Nazarian et al. [105].
The vertical gradient of fluxes are parameterized using the 𝐾-theory,
in which the 𝑘 − 𝓁 turbulence model is used to calculate the turbulent

(31)
(32)

where 𝐾opt = 0.5 [–] is light transmission coefficient. Eqs. (20)–(22)
are the resistances used to calculate evaporation from surfaces and
Eqs. (24) and (25) are the resistances used to calculate transpiration
from vegetation. As detailed in Eqs. (26)–(30), the fraction of canopy
17
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diffusion coefficient. The equation for turbulence kinetic energy 𝑘 can
be written as [70]
(
)
[(
)
) ]
(
𝑔 𝐾m 𝜕𝛩
𝜕 𝐾m 𝜕𝑘
𝜕𝑈 2
𝜕𝑉 2
𝜕𝑘
−
= 𝐾m
+
+
𝜕𝑡
𝜕𝑧
𝜕𝑧
𝜕𝑧 𝜎k 𝜕𝑧
𝛩0 𝑃 𝑟t 𝜕𝑧
⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟ ⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟ ⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟
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where term I is shear production, term II is the turbulent transport of
kinetic energy, term III is buoyant production/dissipation, term IV is
wake production by buildings and trees, and term V is dissipation. The
transport equations for the potential temperature and specific humidity
can be written as [70]
(
)
𝜕𝛩
𝜕 𝐾m 𝜕𝛩
+ 𝑆𝛩 ,
(45)
=
𝜕𝑡
𝜕𝑧 𝑃 𝑟t 𝜕𝑧
⏟⏟⏟
⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟
II
I

(

)
𝜕𝑄
𝜕 𝐾m 𝜕𝑄
+ 𝑆Q ,
=
𝜕𝑡
𝜕𝑧 𝑆𝑐t 𝜕𝑧
⏟⏟⏟
⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏞⏟
II

(46)

I

where 𝛩 [K] is the air potential temperature, 𝑄 [kg kg−1 ] is the air
specific humidity, term I represents the turbulent transport of potential
temperature/specific humidity, and term II accounts for the sink/source
terms corresponding to sensible/latent heat and evaporative fluxes,
which are obtained from the surface energy and water balance models.
More details about the calculation of sink and source terms in the
transport equations are provided in studies by Krayenhoff et al. [20]
and Moradi et al. [51].
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