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Contrails are estimated to be the largest ... but persistent contrails occur only on ... and their climate impact can be reduced
contributor to aviation induced radiative forcing... few parts of some flights ... by using low-soot fuel.
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Also lowers CO,-emissions, but ... and its short-term availability Hydroprocessing of fossil kerosene might provide another cost-
incurs high cost ... IS l[imited. efficient option to mitigate the climate impact of contrails.
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The more specific the low-soot fuel is allocated to airports / flights

| ice-super-saturated regions, the less low-soot fuel is needed... ... but cost for infrastructure and / or aircraft modifications increase.
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