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ABSTRACT

The COVID-19 pandemic has brought into sharp focus the need to understand respiratory virus
transmission mechanisms. In preparation for an anticipated influenza pandemic, a substantial body of
literature has developed over the last few decades showing that the short-range aerosol route is an
important, though often neglected transmission path. We develop a simple mathematical model for
COVID-19 transmission via aerosols, apply it to known outbreaks, and present quantitative guidelines
for ventilation and occupancy in the workplace.
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1 Introduction

The world is learning to navigate the COVID-19 pandemic
and a great deal of information about the disease is already
available [1, 2, 3]. In order to adjust to this new reality
it is important to understand what can be done to avoid
infection, and to avoid infecting others.

SARS-CoV-2, the coronavirus which causes COVID-19,
is thought to be transmitted via droplets, surface contam-
ination and aerosols [4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10]. COVID-19
outbreaks are most common in indoor spaces [11], and
evidence points to a dominant role of aerosol transmission
[12, 13]. Furthermore, infection via inhalation of aerosols
and small droplets dominates large droplet exposure in
most cases for physical reasons linked to complex, but
well understood fluid dynamics [14, 15, 16, 17]. Despite
this fact, there is a common misconception that aerosol
transmission implies efficient long-range transmission (as
in measles), and thus that the absence of long-range trans-
mission implies an absence of aerosol transmission. The
truth is more nuanced, and includes the possibility of a
dominant short-range aerosol path limited by pathogen
dilution, deposition, and decay [18, 19, 20].

The production of aerosolized viruses by a contagious
individual occurs naturally as a result of discrete events
(e.g., coughing or sneezing), or through a continuous pro-
cess like breathing and talking [21, 22]. Droplets that are
formed with diameters less than ∼ 50µm quickly lose
most of their water to evaporation, shrinking by a factor of

2-3 in diameter and becoming “droplet nuclei”. These fine
particles settle slowly and mix with the air in the environ-
ment [23, 24, 25].

Aerosol transmission happens when a susceptible individ-
ual inhales these now sub-20µm droplet nuclei that are
suspended in the air around them [26, 27]. This is thought
to be the dominant transmission mechanism for influenza
and rhinovirus [26, 28] and possibly also for SARS and
MERS [29]. For influenza, it has been shown that aerosol
particles as small as 1.5µm are sufficient for transmission
[30]. Furthermore, it is known from other viral respiratory
diseases that aerosol exposure can result in infection and
illness at much lower doses than other means (e.g., nasal
inoculation) [31].

In line with current recommendations [32], we will assume
that hand-hygiene protocols are being followed such that
surface contamination remains a sub-dominant transmis-
sion route [12, 9]. We will also assume that contagious
individuals are wearing some kind of face covering which
is sufficient to disrupt the momentum of any outgoing
airflow [33, 34] and catch large droplets [35]. These ac-
tions ensure that the aerosols investigated here remain the
dominant transmission mechanism.

In the following sections we present a simple model for
aerosol transmission in a variety of contexts, apply this
model to known outbreaks, and develop guidelines for
reducing the probability of transmission in the workplace.
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2 Risk Assessment

In this section we motivate the analysis that follows as a
foundation for guidelines based on the the probability that
a contagious individual will infect a coworker, Pinf , and
the absolute risk of infection during an epidemic such as
COVID-19. The later of these is not addressed directly
by the analysis presented in this work and depends on the
prevalence of highly-contagious (and presumably asymp-
tomatic or pre-symptomatic) individuals in the population
[36, 37, 38, 39, 40]. In the context of the current COVID-
19 pandemic, a return to work seems improbable if more
than 1 in 1000 people are unwittingly contagious on any
given day. This suggests that the absolute probability of
infection should be less than Pinf/1000, since our calcu-
lations of Pinf assumes the presence of a contagious indi-
vidual. An acceptable workplace transmission risk should
be chosen such that a contagious employee has only a
modest chance of infecting another employee during their
pre-symptomatic period, and such that the absolute risk of
infection remains acceptably low (e.g., less than 0.01% if
Pinf . 10%).

A more quantifiable and meaningful approach to risk as-
sessment can be derived from the relative risk of infection
by COVID-19 in the workplace vs. other locations, and
the associated contribution of the workplace to the growth
or decline of the epidemic (i.e., the reproduction num-
ber R0) [41]. The grander objective of ensuring that the
workplace’s contribution to the epidemic’s R0 is small
is sufficient to ensure that the relative risk of contracting
COVID-19 in the workplace is small compared with other
activities (e.g., homelife or recreation). A workplace trans-
mission probability of 10%, for instance, would contribute
0.1 to R0, meaning that for a decaying epidemic with
0.5 < R0 < 1, an employee would be 5 to 10 times more
likely to be infected away from work than at work.

This relative view of risk assessment requires a somewhat
counter-intuitive approach to setting guidelines: the focus
should not be on limiting the probability that an employee
becomes infected, but rather on limiting the quantity of
pathogens delivered to others by a contagious and as-yet-
asymptomatic employee.

3 Infection Model

The probability of developing an infection Pinf given ex-
posure to a volume V of saliva with a concentration ρ of
virus particles (“virions”) is

Pinf = 1− e−ρ V/Ninf (1)
where the infectivity Ninf is the number of virions needed
to make infection likely in the lungs for aerosol inhalation
[21, 31, 42, 43, 20]. The infectivity value Ninf includes
probable deposition location (i.e., upper vs. lower respi-
ratory tract) and local deposition efficiency (e.g., not all
inhaled droplets are deposited in the lungs [31, 44, 45]). It
should be noted, however, that small doses are less likely
to cause illness than what is indicated by Eqn. 1 [31, 46].

Rather than work explicitly with the probability of infec-
tion Pinf , we will use the ratio of the viral dose and the
infectivity

Dinf = ρ V/Ninf (2)
as a proxy, and refer to it as the “infectious dose”. Note
that the infectivity and the viral concentration always ap-
pear together here, so only their ratio ρ/Ninf is important
in our model. While ρ has been measured for COVID-19
[37, 47], Ninf has not been directly measured. We esti-
mate Ninf ∼1000 from influenza and other coronaviruses
[42, 48], and check this value by applying our model to
known outbreaks (see appendix A).

The relationship between Dinf and the probability of infec-
tion Pinf is shown in Fig. 1 (right). Equation 1 is shown
as the dashed-grey curve, indicating that the probability of
infection is high for any infectious dose greater than 1, and
Pinf is essentially proportional to Dinf when Dinf � 1.
The other curves in Fig. 1 account for variability in ρ, V
and Ninf , as described in section 7.

4 Aerosol infectious Dose Model

In this section we compute the infectious dose which re-
sults from the presence of a contagious individual in vari-
ous scenarios. This informs prescriptions for the maximum
time a susceptible individual may be exposed to potentially
contaminated air, or the minimum time between occupants
in the same space. Each of these calculations uses the
values in Table 1 and concludes with an exposure time
limit for a given infectious dose. The infectious dose limits
used here are chosen to maintain a transmission probability
less than 10%, as motivated in section 2 with examples in
section 7.

4.1 Steady State in a Room

A contagious individual will shed virions into the room
they occupy through breathing, talking, coughing, etc.
The aerosolized virion concentration in a room can be
expressed in the form of a differential equation as

dρA(t)

dt
= ρ0

rsrc

Vroom
− ρA(t)

(
1

τroom
+

1

τa

)
(3)

where ρ0 is the nominal viral concentration in saliva, which
is emitted in aerosol form at a rate of rsrc, and τa is the
timescale for aerosol concentration decay. The air-cycle
time in a room is

τroom = Vroom/rroom (4)
where rroom is rate at which air is removed from the room
(or filtered locally). The steady-state concentration is

ρSS
A = ρ0

rsrc

Vroom

τroomτa
τroom + τa

(5)

and has units of viral copies per liter of air.

Some simplification can be achieved by using Eqn. 4 to
rewrite Eqn. 5 as

ρSS
A = ρ0

rsrc

rroom
fa (6)

2
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Description Symbol Value Reference

Viral Load in Saliva ρ0 1000 /nL [37, 47, 49]
Sneeze Aerosol Volume Vs 1µL [50, 51]
Cough Aerosol Volume Vc 100 nL [50, 51]
Talking Aerosol Volume Vt 10 nL/min [50, 51]
Breathing Aerosol Volume Vb 1 nL/min [50, 51]
Aerosol Decay Time τa ∼ 20 min see Sec. 6.2
Breathing Rate rb 10 L/min [52]
Respiratory Infectivity Ninf 1000 [42, 31]

Frequently Used Symbols Units Equation

Infectious Dose (general) Dinf number Eqn. 2
Time t min Eqn. 3
Aerosol Source Rate rsrc nL/min Eqn. 3
Aerosol Source Volume Vsrc nL Eqn. 16
Room Volume Vroom m3 Eqn. 4
Room Ventilation Rate rroom m3/min Eqn. 4
Room Air-Cycle Time τroom min Eqn. 4
Aerosol Decay Factor fa number Eqn. 7

Conversion Factors

Cubic Feet per Minute CFM 1 m3/min ' 35 CFM
Air Changes per Hour ACH τroom ' 60 min/ACH

Maximum Exposure and Minimum Wait Times

Room Steady State tRoom
max ' 100 min 1 nL/min

rsrc
rroom

10 m3/min
Eqn. 11

System Steady State tSys
max ' 5 hour 0.1

1−fsys
3 nL/min
rsrc

fsysrsys
100 m3/min

Eqn. 14

Occupancy Wait Time tTE
min ' τroom ln

(
10 Vsrc

100 nL
1 m3/min
rroom

)
Eqn. 18

Passage Wait Time tPS
min ' τroom ln

(
10 Vsrc

100 nL
10 m3

Vroom

∆t
1 min

)
Eqn. 20

Table 1: Parameters used in the aerosol transmission model. See section 6 for more information.

where

fa =
τa

τroom + τa
∼ ACH

ACH + 3
(7)

is the aerosol concentration decay factor which results
from virion decay and setting of droplet nuclei (see section
6.2). The approximation gives fa in terms of air-changes
per hour (ACH) for a 3 meter ceiling height. In the well
ventilated limit (i.e., τroom � τa) fa goes to 1, meaning
that settling is not relevant. In poorly ventilated spaces
(i.e., τroom & τa), however, settling can play an important
role since it effectively adds 3 air-changes per hour to the
rate of aerosol concentration decay.

Breathing air in a room with an aerosol virion concen-
tration ρA will cause an accumulation of exposure NA

(number of virions) proportional to the time passed in that
room t

NA = ρA rbt (8)

such that the steady-state infectious dose is

DSS
inf =

ρ0

Ninf

rsrc

rroom
fa rbt (9)

where rb ∼10 L/min is the breathing rate. If the room is
well ventilated (i.e., fa ∼1) the infectious dose is

DSS
inf ' 0.01

rsrc

1 nL/min

1 m3/min

rroom

t

1 min
(10)

for any space (e.g. office, laboratory or bathroom) occu-
pied by a contagious individual.

The infectious dose crosses our example event expo-
sure threshold of 0.1 in an office-like space (rroom ∼
10 m3/min) after 100 minutes,

tRoom
max ' 100 min

1 nL/min

rsrc

rroom

10 m3/min
, (11)

while in small spaces with less ventilation (e.g., a car
or bathroom with rroom ∼ 1 m3/min) the dose would
cross the threshold after only 10 minutes. This assumes
that the contagious individual is quietly working such that
rsrc = Vb, but if they are talking or coughing occasionally
the source term may be much higher (e.g., rsrc�Vb). The
implication of this example is that in order to share a space
for 8 hours while maintaining D0

inf < 0.1, rroom should
be greater than 50 m3/min ∼ 2000 CFM per occupant
beyond the first, making shared occupancy of typical of-
fice spaces untenable. Allowing for a higher nominal dose

3
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(e.g., D0
inf ∼1), which may be acceptable if the incidence

of COVID-19 in the population is low, would reduce this
requirement by a factor of 10.

4.2 Steady State in a Building

When a susceptible individual occupies a room that is con-
nected via the HVAC system to a room occupied by a
contagious individual, there is the possibility of aerosol
transmission through the HVAC system [7, 53, 54].

However, the volume of a droplet is proportional to its
diameter cubed, which leads to the majority of the virions
being delivered in the ∼ 10 µm droplet nuclei [23, 30],
which are filtered by HVAC systems. Most HVAC fil-
ters will remove the majority of the viral load associated
with COVID-19 transmission, and a high quality filter (i.e.,
MERV 12) will remove at least 90% of relevant droplet
nuclei [55]. The remaining aerosols are further diluted by
fresh make-up air, and then spread among all of the air
spaces associated with the HVAC system. The associated
infectious dose in rooms connected to a room occupied by
a contagious individual will be roughly

DSys
inf = (1− fsys)

ρ0

Ninf

rsrc

Vsys

τsysτa
τsys + fsysτa

rbt (12)

where fsys is the fraction of the virions which is re-
moved by the filters or displaced by make-up air, and
τsys = rsys/Vsys is the time required to cycle the entire air
volume through the HVAC system.

In the well ventilated limit, as above, the infectious dose is

DSys
inf ' 10−5 1− fsys

0.1

100 m3/min

fsysrsys

rsrc t

1 nL
(13)

and the maximum occupancy time for DSys
inf < 0.01 is

tSys
max ' 5 hour

0.1

1−fsys

3 nL/min

rsrc

fsysrsys

100 m3/min
. (14)

We have set the rsrc scale at 3 nL/min to allow for occa-
sional conversation (e.g., video conferencing). The max-
imum dose used in this example is 0.01 instead of 0.1 to
allow for 10 exposed individuals (see section 7).

To understand why transmission through HVAC systems
appears to be rare we note that even medium quality air
filters (MERV 9) provide better than 99% filtering after
some loading [55]. The value we use here assumes little or
no fresh make-up air and is representative of an unloaded
(i.e., clean) air filter, which is the worst case. Also, in
buildings where the HVAC system does not recirculate air
this type of transmission cannot occur (i.e., fsys = 1).

As an explicit example, we consider 10 offices that
are connected to a HVAC system which moves rsys =
100 m3/min with 30% make-up air and a filter that re-
moves 90% of the virions

fsys = 1− (1− 0.3)(1− 0.90) = 0.93 . (15)

We assume that one of these offices is occupied by a con-
tagious individual who is emitting rsrc = 3 nL/min of
saliva in small droplets which evaporate to form airborne
droplet nuclei. According to Eqn. 13, each of the individ-
uals in the other offices will receive an infectious dose of
0.01 after working for 8 hours. The total dose, summed
over all susceptible individuals and assuming that all of-
fices are occupied, is 0.1, indicating that there is a 6%
chance that at least one of these individuals will be in-
fected (see Fig. 1, right). Generalizing this example, we
see that 10 m3/min ∼ 350 CFM per occupant, averaged
over all rooms connected by a well filtered HVAC system,
is sufficient to prevent a large nominal dose.

4.3 Transient Occupancy and Events

Some spaces are occupied briefly by many people (e.g.,
bathrooms) and may not have time to come to steady state.
Coughing and sneezing events can also cause a transient
increase in the viral concentration in a room. The infec-
tious dose associated with transients can be quantified as

DTE
inf =

ρ0

Ninf

Vsrc

Vroom
rb

∫ t2

t1

e−t
τroom+τa
τroomτa dt (16)

where the transient event occurs at time t = 0, exposure is
from time t1 to t2, and Vsrc is the aerosol source volume
(e.g., Vc for a cough, or Vs for a sneeze).

We can estimate when a room is “safe” for a new occupant
by computing the dose in the limit of t2 →∞,

DTE
inf '

ρ0

Ninf

Vsrc

rroom
farb e

−t1/faτroom . (17)

This leads to a minimum wait time of

tTE
min ' τroom ln

(
10

Vsrc

100 nL

1 m3/min

rroom

)
, (18)

where we have set the Vsrc scale at 100 nL to allow for
some coughing from the previous occupant, and assumed
good ventilation such that fa ∼1.

As a concrete example, for a 70 square-foot bathroom with
a 70 CFM fan in operation (i.e., τroom ' 10 minutes
and rroom = 2 m3/min), Eqn. 18 gives a 16 minute
wait time between occupants. Increasing the airflow to
10 m3/min ∼350 CFM eliminates the wait time.

Going back to Eqn. 16, we can also compute the exposure
due to brief passage through a common space in which
∆t = t2 − t1 � τroom (e.g., corridors and elevators),

DPS
inf '

ρ0

Ninf

Vsrc

Vroom
rb∆t e

−t1/faτroom . (19)

The minimum time between occupants for DPS
inf < 0.01 is

tPS
min ' τroomfa ln

(
10

Vsrc

100 nL

10 m3

Vroom

∆t

1 min

)
, (20)

which will give negative values for large spaces or short
passage times, indicating that no wait is necessary. How-
ever, this assumes well mixed air, so some mixing time

4
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Figure 1: Left: Probability that the infectious dose in any given encounter exceeds the nominal dose by some factor. The
three curves allow some or all transmission parameters to vary randomly (see section 6 and appendix B). For instance,
allowing all parameters to vary (blue trace) the probability of having Dinf > D0

inf is about 10%, Dinf > 10D0
inf will

happen in about 4% of cases, while 1% of cases will have Dinf & 100D0
inf . Choosing the nominal viral load ρ0 equal

to the median value of 1 /nL (rather than the 90th percentile as we have) would shift the blue curve to the right by a
factor of 1000. Right: Probability of infection as a function of nominal infectious dose D0

inf . The three solid curves
relate Pinf to D0

inf allowing some or all transmission parameters to vary randomly, while the dashed curve (grey) shows
Pinf with fixed parameters as in Eqn. 1. Allowing all parameters to vary, the probability of infection for a nominal dose
of 1 is 14%. D0

inf = 0.1 reduces Pinf to 6%, and D0
inf . 3× 10−3 is required for Pinf < 1%. Choosing the nominal

viral load ρ0 equal to 1 /nL rather than 1000 /nL would reduce D0
inf by 1000 relative to our calculations in section 4

and shift the blue curve to the left by 1000, such that Pinf would remain unchanged. The “random VsrcNinf” curve is
used in appendix A to evaluate Pinf in cases where ρ has a fixed value.

is necessary to avoid a “close encounter” as described
in the next section. For small spaces with poor circula-
tion long wait times are required: a sneeze in an elevator
(Vsrc < 1µL, Vroom ∼ 10 m3, ∆t ∼ 1 min) would put it
out-of-order for 4.6 air changes.

A stairwell, for instance, with Vroom = 100 m3 and very
little airflow (τroom = 60 min and fa = 1/4), would re-
quire a 34 minute wait between each use to allow airflow
and droplet-nuclei settling to clear out the previous occu-
pant’s sneeze. No waiting would be required if the previous
occupant was just breathing or talking (even loudly) while
in the stairwell (i.e., Vsrc < 100 nL). However, stairwells
require extra exertion during use, which will increase rb,
suggesting that at least 10–15 minutes may be advisable
before climbing many floors. Note that while stairwells
have unusually high ceilings, which could impact the time
required for droplet nuclei to settle, the ratio of volume
to horizontal surface area is similar to other spaces (see
section 6.2 for more discussion of settling times).

4.4 Close Encounters

Mixing of aerosols into an airspace may require a few
air-cycle times before a fairly uniform concentration can
be assumed [56, 57]. In order to understand the potential
infection risk associated with close proximity, we make

a very rough estimate of the exposure in the vicinity of
a mask-wearing cougher. The cough momentum will be
disrupted by the mask, but aerosols will exit the mask
on essentially all sides [34, 33, 22] resulting in a cloud
around the cougher that will then either move with local
air currents or rise with the cougher’s body plume [58].
We assume that large droplets are trapped in the cougher’s
mask or settle out around the cougher, while aerosols are
dispersed into the air around the cougher. The infectious
dose at a distance d for isotropic dispersion is

DCE
inf =

ρ0 Vc
Ninf

3

4π d3
rbt . (21)

For a typical cough this leads to

DCE
inf ' 0.04

(
1 m

d

)3
t

10 sec
(22)

which suggests that an infection risk is still present at short
distances, even if the cougher is wearing a mask [59]. This
analysis is clearly oversimplified, as details of the cough,
the mask, and local air currents will all prevent isotropic
dispersion, but serves to emphasize that extra care should
be taken for transient events at short distances as they may
result in a significant infectious dose.

5
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5 Mitigation Measures

The calculations in the previous section allow a variety
of possible mitigation measures. This section briefly de-
scribes some means of reducing the probability of aerosol
infection.

5.1 Masks and Respirators

Improvised face coverings, surgical masks and respirators,
all collectively referred to as “masks” herein, serve a vari-
ety of purposes related to respiratory virus transmission:

1. limiting direct transmission in face-to-face interactions

2. protecting the wearer by filtering inhaled air

3. protecting others by filtering exhaled air

The first of these is the easiest to achieve: by disrupt-
ing any high-velocity outgoing pathogen-laden air flow
[34, 33, 60, 14, 17] and the capturing large droplets
[35, 61], masks of essentially any sort can limit direct
transmission due to coughs, sneezes and conversations.
This paper assumes that this goal is achieved by universal
mask use, thereby allowing for our simplified analysis of
well-mixed aerosols.

Masks and respirators can reduce the probability of infec-
tion, both for the wearer and for the people they interact
with, by filtering the air inhaled and exhaled by the wearer
[41]. While improvised face coverings generally do not re-
move more than half of aerosolized particles on inhalation
(protection factor PF . 2) [61], surgical masks provide
some level of protection (PF of 2–10, typically around 3)
[62, 63]. Respirators which seal against the face are far
more effective protection for the wearer (e.g., PF of 8–80
for N95s) [64], but benefiting from them requires proper
fit and user compliance [65, 66, 67, 68, 69, 70], which
suggests that widespread use is likely to be ineffective with
currently available respirators [71, 72, 68]

Filtration of outgoing air is not well tested for most kinds
of masks, but there is evidence of some protective value
[61, 34]. Droplets produced while breathing, talking and
coughing can be significantly reduced by mask usage
[73, 74, 75, 22], but much of the air expelled while cough-
ing and sneezing goes around the mask [34].

Since effective filtration is difficult to achieve, both for
incoming and outgoing air, we assign no protective value
to the wearer for mask use, and assume no reduction in out-
going aerosols. These are conservative assumptions which
can be adjusted by reducing the infectious dose according
to any assumed protection factor. For example, a well fit
N95 respirator should reduce the infectious dose received
by the wearer by a factor of 20, and, in the absence of
an exhale valve, may reduce the quantity of low-velocity
outgoing aerosols by a similar factor.

5.2 HVAC and Portable Air Filters

Increasing air exchange rates in an HVAC system, and
avoiding recirculation can both be used to reduce aerosol
concentrations indoors. Consistent use of local ventilation
(e.g., bathroom fans) can also help to avoid infection. In
buildings and spaces where these measures are not avail-
able or not sufficient, local air filters (a.k.a., air scrubbers)
can be used to increase the introduction of clean air into
the space. Small stand-alone units which filter 10 m3/min
or more are readily available and could help to increase
safety in bathrooms and small offices.

As noted in sections 4.2 and 6, the particle size of interest
is greater than 1µm, so special filtering technology is not
required [55]. Care should be taken, however, when chang-
ing filters both in stand-alone units and HVAC systems as
they may contain significant viral load. Stand-alone units
should be disabled for at least 3 days before changing the
filter to allow time for viral infectivity to decay [76]. Build-
ing HVAC filters should be changed with proper personal
protective equipment, as recommended by the CDC [55].

5.3 Clean Rooms and HEPA Filters

Many laboratory spaces are outfitted with HEPA filters to
provide clean air for laboratory operations. Clean rooms of-
fer a clear advantage over other spaces as they are designed
to provide air which is free of small particles.

If the HEPA filters are part of a recirculating air cycle, Eqn.
14 can be used with fsys & 0.999, allowing for essentially
indefinite exposure times. It should be noted, however, that
HEPA filters require lower air-speeds than those offered
by typical HVAC systems and as such are not a “drop in
replacement” option.

Laboratories that use portable clean rooms in large spaces
can be treated in a similar manner, using Eqn. 13 for the air
inside the clean room and Eqn. 10 to represent the clean
air supplied to the laboratory space outside the portable
clean room.

Any clean room environment is likely to provide sufficient
air flow to make aerosol infection very unlikely in the well-
mixed approximation used in section 4. This will leave
close encounters, as described in section 4.4, as the dom-
inant infection path. If there are multiple occupants in a
clean room they should avoid standing close to each other,
or being “down wind” of each other [77].

5.4 UV-C Lighting

Illumination of the air-space in patient rooms with ultra-
violet light has been shown to dramatically reduce viral
longevity in aerosol form, and thereby prevent infection
[19, 78, 79]. This could be used to decrease τa in spaces
where increasing air circulation (i.e., reducing τroom) is
impractical. Clearly, this requires that air in the space
pass through the UV-C illuminated volume, and that it
received a long enough exposure to make inactivation ef-
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fective. Care is also required to avoid exposing occupants
to UV-C radiation, which is required for viral deactivation
but can be harmful to the eyes and skin. This could be done
geometrically (e.g., only illuminate spaces above 2.5 m),
or actively with motion sensors.

6 Model Parameters

The parameters used in this model are presented in Table
1. All of these parameters vary between individuals and
events, and as such the values given here are intended to
serve as a means of making rough estimates which can
guide decision making. This section describes the prove-
nance of these values and their variability.

6.1 Viral Shedding

The volume of saliva produced in a variety of activities is
used to understand the emission of virions into the envi-
ronment (known as “viral shedding”). The values given
here are for “typical” individuals and behaviors, and actual
values for any given person or event may vary by an order
of magnitude [22, 50, 51, 80, 81, 24]. Droplets produced
while speaking, for instance, depend on speech loudness;
speaking loudly, yelling or singing can produce an order of
magnitude more saliva than speaking normally [25]. We
are careful to avoid quantifying saliva production in terms
of the number of droplets produced, since the large droplet-
nuclei are relatively small in number but carry most of the
virions (i.e., slope of the number distribution is too shallow
to compensate the fact that volume goes with diameter
cubed) [50, 82]. For a viral load of 1000 /nL, for example,
a 1µm droplet nucleus has only a 1% probability of con-
taining a single virion, while a 10µm droplet nucleus is
likely to contain 5–15 virions [25].

The viral load in saliva, ρ, has been seen to vary by more
than 8 orders of magnitude in individuals that test posi-
tive for COVID-19 [37, 47]. Roughly 90% of individuals
tested have a viral load less than ρ0 = 1000 /nL, while
1% may have a viral load above 3× 104 /nL [47]. Vi-
ral load is seen to decline after symptom onset, so the
pre-symptomatic viral load may be on the high-end of the
distribution [37, 49, 83]. We use ρ0 = 1000 /nL for our
nominal dose calculations because it results in a rough
estimate of the probability of infection relative to the full
distribution for probabilities of a few percent (i.e., the “ran-
dom ρVsrcNinf” curve is close to the other curves around
Dinf ∼0.03 in Fig. 1, right). This choice does not impact
the final probability of infection shown in Fig. 1, since a
different choice of ρ0 would shift the “random ρVsrcNinf”
curve to compensate.

6.2 Aerosol Decay Time

Ventilation rates aside, there are two timescales relevant
to the decay of the infectious aerosol concentration: the
decline in potency or “infectivity“ of virions over time,
and the slow settling of droplet nuclei due to gravity. The

infectivity decay time of SARS-CoV-2 in aerosol form has
been found to be τdecay & 90 min [76, 84]. Note that we
are using the 1/e decay time, not the half-life, for ease of
computation.

The second timescale is set by the settling time of the larger
aerosol particles which contain the majority of the virions
shed into the environment. Using the “continuous fallout”
model presented in [14] and the data presented in [24, 25]
we estimate this as

τfall ' usettleVroom/Aroom ∼ 20 min (23)

for a room with a 3 m ceiling (i.e., the ratio of the
room volume to the floor area Aroom is 3 m). We use
usettle ∼ 0.1 m/min ∼ 1 mm/s for the characteristic set-
tling speed of speech-generated droplet nuclei [25, 24, 85],
corresponding to a particle with an aerodynamic diameter
of approximately 5µm.

Since the decay of the infectious aerosol concentration is
dominated by settling rather the infectivity decay of the
virions themselves, we use τa ∼ 20 min. The impact of
settling is non-negligible in poorly ventilated spaces, as
demonstrated by the outbreak described in appendix A.1.

6.3 Viral Intake and Infection

The rate of air exchange with the environment while breath-
ing (“breathing rate” rb) varies among individuals and
activities by a factor of a few, except in the case of strenu-
ous exercise which can increase it by as much as a factor
of 5 [21]. As such, this is a relatively well determined
parameter and we use only the nominal value in our calcu-
lations. Our nominal value, rb = 10 L/min, corresponds
to a standing individual who is resting or engaged in light
exercise, such that their tidal volume is about 0.5 L, and
their breathing cycle has a 3 s period [52].

The respiratory infectivity, Ninf , is not well known for
SARS-CoV-2, but it has been measured for SARS [42],
other coronaviruses, and influenza [31, 48]. Variation
by an order of magnitude among individuals is observed
both for coronaviruses and influenza. The number we use,
Ninf = 1000, is intended to be “typical” for coronaviruses
[86] and represents roughly 100 “plaque forming units”
(PFU) as measure for SARS [42], each of which is roughly
10 virions [87].

7 Transmission Probability

In this section we relate the infectious dose calculations
presented in section 4 to the probability of infection (for
a single individual) or transmission (to any member of a
group) while accounting for the probability distributions
of the parameters discussed in section 6 and appendix B.

While the infectious dose for any set of parameters can
be estimated using the equations in section 4, estimat-
ing the probability of infection in a given situation re-
quires marginalizing over the probability distribution func-
tion associated with each of the parameters. Fortunately,
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marginalization is made simpler by the fact thatDinf is pro-
portional to ρVsrc/Ninf in all dose calculations, allowing
us to connect Dinf computed from parameters in Table 1
to Pinf by introducing the concept of a “nominal infectious
dose” D0

inf . Figure 1 (left) shows the cumulative distribu-
tion of Dinf relative to the nominal value D0

inf obtained
using the parameters in Table 1.

Similarly, the “random ρVsrcNinf” curve in Fig. 1 (right)
can be used to estimate the probability of a contagious in-
dividual causing infection in the people they interact with,
given a nominal infectious dose D0

inf computed with the
parameters in Table 1. For instance, using Fig. 1 (right,
blue curve) we can estimate that a brief encounter which
delivers D0

inf ∼0.01 results in Pinf ∼2%. This infection
probability accounts for parameter variation relative to the
nominal values, so no further computation is required.

The infectious dose can be summed over multiple encoun-
ters to compute the probability of infection in at least one
susceptible individual. For example, if a contagious indi-
vidual delivers a dose ofD0

inf ∼0.01 on each of 10 encoun-
ters with susceptible individuals, then the total infectious
dose is D0

inf ∼ 0.1 and the probability of transmission to
at least one person is Pinf ∼6% (again using Fig. 1, right).
The distribution of virions via a building’s HVAC system,
discussed in section 4.2, provides a similar example of a
weak interaction with a large group of people (occupants
of rooms connected via the HVAC system).

Note that the final probability of transmission is not the
sum of the infection probabilities for each susceptible in-
dividual because of the correlation between these proba-
bilities (i.e., the viral load of the contagious individual is
common to all events). It is exactly this correlation that
leads to large outbreaks: if a highly-contagious individual
delivers an infectious dose Dinf ∼2 to many individuals
they will each have a 80% probability of being infected
(“random Ninf” curve in Fig. 1, right).

The above example shows that limiting the number of po-
tential transmission events between members of a group,
and limiting group size, are both important to minimizing
transmission and preventing outbreaks. If only 4 encoun-
ters are allowed per person, and the contagious individual
only encounters 2 people, then D0

inf . 0.05 per encounter
gives a total D0

inf . 0.4 and a 10% probability of transmis-
sion.

8 Conclusions

The new world of COVID-19 is here and we will all have to
learn to live in it. Understanding how to navigate the dan-
gers of this new world will be necessary as we come out of
our houses and return to our workplaces. The calculations
presented here suggest that keeping the risk of infection
low in the workplace may require mitigation techniques
and protocols that limit the infectious dose a contagious
individual can deliver to their coworkers.

Some broad guidelines which we draw from the above
analysis are:

1. Aerosol build-up in closed spaces should be treated
with care. Avoiding infection requires good ventilation
and/or short exposure times. Generally, office spaces
should not be occupied by more than one person. In
the early phases of epidemic decay, airflow in shared
spaces should be at least 50 m3/min ∼2000 CFM per
occupant beyond the first. As the prevalence of COVID-
19 in the population decreases this could be reduced as
low as 5 m3/min ∼200 CFM per occupant beyond the
first (see section 4.1).

2. Recirculation in HVAC systems should be avoided if
possible. High quality filters (e.g., MERV 12) should
be used in recirculating HVAC systems, and office use
should be kept to a minimum to avoid transmission
through the air circulation. In the early phases of epi-
demic decay, airflow should be at least 10 m3/min ∼
350 CFM per occupant (averaged over the full HVAC
system distribution, see section 4.2).

3. Small or poorly ventilated common spaces where many
people spend time (i.e., bathrooms, elevators and stair-
wells) are of particular concern. Consider increasing
airflow and/or adding local air scrubbers to avoid wait
times between occupants. For single occupancy shared
spaces, 10 m3/min ∼350 CFM should be considered
a minimum (see section 4.3).

4. Mask use may help to prevent direct exposure when
a minimum of 2 m interpersonal distance cannot be
maintained, but is not sufficient to prevent infection in
an enclosed space regardless of the distance between
occupants. Distances less than 1 m remain more danger-
ous than larger distances due to aerosol leakage around
masks, especially in the event of coughing or sneezing.
Additional personal protective equipment (PPE) should
be used for tasks which require close proximity (see
sections 4.4 and 5.1).
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A Outbreaks
Documented outbreaks offer a means for checking the plausibility of our aerosol transmission model. In this section we
select a few outbreaks where transmission via aerosols appears likely (e.g., distances were too large for droplets, or the
pattern of infection followed the airflow).

Information about the outbreaks is, however, limited, and the viral load of the contagious individual is not known, so
these comparisons only provide weak constraints on the model parameters. In particular, reported outbreaks are likely
to involve unusually contagious individuals (a.k.a. “super-spreaders”), with ρ0 & 1000 /nL (roughly 10% of cases), so
we use that value in these computations. Since this fixes the value of ρ, we use the “random VsrcNinf” curve in Fig. 1 to
compute the probability of infection.

A.1 Guangzhou Restaurant

[88, 89] document a COVID-19 outbreak associated with air flow in a restaurant (Guangzhou, China). Unlike many
outbreaks, this one was studied in great detail, including on-site experimental recreation of the airflow and computational
fluid dynamics (CFD) modeling, making it an excellent cross-check for our simplified aerosol model [88].

In this outbreak, there was one contagious individual (CI) seated at a table with 9 family members. Air circulation in
the restaurant was dominated by wall mounted air conditioning units, one of which essentially defined a well mixed air
space that included 2 other families totaling 11 people. The distance between CI and the people infected varied from
∼50 cm to 4.6 m with 4 of the 5 people who were infected at other tables 2 or more meters from CI [88]. There is no
obvious correlation between who was infected and their distance from CI or the direction that CI was facing.

Of the people at the table with CI, 4 of 9 were infected, while 5 of the 11 people at the other 2 tables were infected
(45% attack rate in both cases). The aerosol concentration at these three tables was found to be quite similar, both
experimentally and in CFD models [88]. Given the common source (i.e., the contagious individual), we use the “random
Ninf” curve in Fig. 1 (right, yellow) to estimate the infectious dose required to produce this attack rate as Dinf ' 0.6.
In the next paragraph we compare this value with the estimate we get from direct calculation using Eqn. 9.

The recirculating air space defined by the wall mounted AC unit which transported air from CI to other diners
who were infected is roughly 60 m3 and was found to have rroom ∼ 1 m3/min, and roughly 1 air change per hour
(τroom ∼60 min). The overlap in time between CI and the other diners in this air space was approximately 60 minutes.
This is situation is not in the well ventilated limit, and has fa ∼1/4 according to Eqn. 7 with our estimated 20 minute
time-constant for settling (see section 6.2).

Assuming a somewhat talkative contagious individual (rsrc ∼4 nL/min), and given rroom ∼1 m3/min and t ∼60 min,
the other diners were exposed to a nominal infectious dose of D0

inf ∼0.6. This is a perfect match to the value computed
using the attack rate, and indicates that CI’s viral load was likely around ρ0 at the time of this outbreak. This is not
surprising since, as noted above, there is a selection bias when working with noteworthy outbreaks that precludes low
values of ρ.

The detailed analysis of this outbreak offers a number of other quantitative and qualitative tests of our simplified model
of aerosol infection. [88] notes that a table near the CI (“table 17”), but not in the air space defined by the AC unit, had
a relatively high aerosol concentration due to leakage from the primary air circulation pattern. There were 5 people at
this table, and they overlapped with CI for 18 minutes at the end of CI’s stay. It is unlikely that the infectious dose
summed over all 5 diners was larger than 1, since Pinf ' 0.7 for Dinf = 1, indicating an average Dinf . 0.2 with 70%
confidence (and average Dinf . 0.6 with 90% confidence). This is consistent with the shorter overlap time and the
somewhat reduced aerosol concentration at table 17.

However, a similar analysis applied to the 50 diners who were at more distant tables (e.g., “table 10” in [88]), none of
whom were infected, indicates a relatively short aerosol decay time. Since the total infectious dose required to cause at
least one infection does not depend on the number of people exposed (i.e., total Dinf . 1 with 70% confidence, and
Dinf . 3 with 90% confidence), the average infectious dose for these 50 diners must have been less than Dinf . 0.06
(90% confidence). Assuming an average overlap time with CI of at least 30 minutes, the virion aerosol concentration
must have been at least 5 times less than the concentration around the 3 tables where the attack rate was high. Using the
data in figure S4 of [88], we can see that this requires the aerosol concentration to come to steady-state much more
quickly than the tracer gas used in that study. Steady state was likely achieved in less than 10 minutes, and certainly in
less than 20 minutes. This agrees with the settling times of 5–10µm droplet nuclei, as discussed in section 6.2.

Analysis of surveillance videos reveals no close contact, or objects shared, among members of different families. None
of the restaurant staff were infected, nor were patrons of other businesses in the building. Simply put, this outbreak
is essentially impossible to explain with surface contamination or large droplet driven transmission, and yet easily
understood in terms of aerosol transmission.
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A.2 Hunan Coach

[90] documents an outbreak on a long distance coach (Hunan, China). This 45 person coach should have rroom '
8 m3/min [11], and we will estimate the ride duration as 2 hours. The contagious individual did not interact with
others, so we assign a source rate of rsrc = rb = 1 nL/min. The resulting nominal dose of D0

inf ∼0.15 is in reasonable
agreement with the fact that 8 of the 45 passengers were infected. The infections were somewhat localized, with the
most distant 4.5 meters from the contagious individual, possibly due to incomplete mixing of the air in the bus.

This outbreak also resulted in the infection of a passenger who boarded 30 minutes after the contagious passenger
disembarked. This could have been due to surface contamination, but then one must wonder why no passengers on later
voyages were infected (since fomites last for days) [76]. More likely it indicates settling and air exchange while the bus
was stopped resulted in an order of magnitude reduction in infectious dose. (Outbreaks on vehicles were common in
China, possibly due to poor ventilation [11].)

A.3 Seattle Choir

[91, 92] Of 60 singers 87% infected after singing together for 2.5 hours in a small church (Vroom ∼ 600 m3). An
air-cycle time of 30 minutes gives rroom ∼20 m3/min, and singing can be approximated by rsrc ∼30 nL/min. The
150 minute exposure yields an infectious dose of Dinf ∼0.9 (accounting for settling with fa = 0.4). Sadly, this makes
the probability of infection quite high (Pinf ∼60%). Even more sadly, this is not the only choir outbreak [93, 94], and
this can happen even if distancing and hand-hygiene rules are strictly followed [95]. The least we can do is to learn from
their tragic experience. (Like choir practice, aerobic dance classes [96] and call centers [97] are ideal environments for
SARS-CoV-2 transmission.)

A.4 Diamond Princess

[98] concludes from the outbreak on the Diamond Princess cruise ship that long-range airborne transmission is unlikely
since SARS-CoV-2 did not pass through the ship’s air conditioning system. Two Okinawa taxi-drivers were, however,
infected by passengers during a shore visit. This outbreak is different from the others in that the contagious individual
who initiated the outbreak was not involved in the taxi-driver infections. At the time of the shore visit in Okinawa there
were roughly 25 pre-symptomatic infected passengers on the Diamond Princess at least a few of whom disembarked.

If we assume that the taxi ride lasted 10 minutes (the port in Naha is close to the main attractions), that the contagious
passenger spent the ride talking to another passenger (or coughed once), and that the taxi had the fan on low (rroom ∼
1 m3/min), the driver was exposed to an infectious dose ofDinf ∼1 according to Eqn. 9. Using the “random ρVsrcNinf”
curve in Fig. 1 since these were secondary infections, we find that the probability of transmission was about 15% for
each contagious passenger who disembarked. This probability is relatively insensitive to our assumptions and would
only change by a factor of 2 if the dose changed by an order of magnitude (in either direction). If both infections in
Naha were caused by the same contagious individual (one on the ride in, one on the ride out) it would be appropriate to
use the “random VsrcNinf” probability of 60%.

Fortunately, there were no other COVID-19 infections linked to the Diamond Princess’ stop in Okinawa, indicating
that the closed environment and long exposure time of the taxi was likely a key ingredient for transmission. That is,
changing the air-flow rate in the above calculation to rroom & 100 m3/min to represent shops and more open spaces
would reduce the probability of infection to less than 2%. And, while surface transmission could explain transmission to
taxi drivers, it does not explain the absence of transmission to shop keepers or other people with whom the passengers
of the Diamond Princess interacted.

A.5 Hospital Air Sampling

There was no outbreak in the Nebraska Medical Center, but air sampling in and around COVID-19 patient rooms
[99] offers a further cross-check of the calculations presented here. Approximately 3 viral RNA copies per liter of
air sampled were found in a patient’s room (and in the hallway outside the patient’s room after the door was opened).
These rooms have τroom ' 8 min and Vroom ' 30 m3, indicating an airflow rate of rroom ∼4 m3/min [56]. Equation
5 indicates a steady-state concentration of ρSS

A ' 0.25 /L. This suggests that either this patient had a very high viral
load (ρ ∼ 1010 /mL, which is in the top 3%), or that they were occasionally talking or coughing and had ρ ∼ρ0.

Air sampling data is also available from hospitals and public areas in China. [100] reports quantitative viral deposition
rate of roughly 2 /m2 per minute in a patient’s room. The area sampled was 3 m from the patient’s bed, so too far for
most droplets [14]. If we assume that this is due to slow settling of the larger droplet-nuclei with characteristic a speed
of usettle ∼0.1 m/min (see section 6.2), this implies a aerosol concentration of roughly 20 /m3. (Oddly, air samplers
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in patient rooms did not detect concentrations above their detection threshold, but the patient’s bathroom and other
areas in the hospital had concentrations near 20 /m3).

A concentration of 20 /m3 is more than a factor of 100 lower than that reported in Nebraska [99], but still implies ρ above
the median of the distribution function shown in Fig. 2. If we assume an air flow rate in the room of rroom ∼4 m3/min
and viral shedding dominated by breathing (i.e., Vsrc ∼Vb), for instance, ρ is roughly 108 /mL = ρ0/10.

B Parameter Probability Distributions

As described in section 6 several parameters used in this work vary significantly between individuals and events. This
appendix describe the details of the probability density functions use for ρ, Vsrc and Ninf .

Figure 2 shows the distribution for ρ. The estimated distribution used in this work is derived from [47] with the low
end of the distribution pushed up somewhat to account for the downward trend in viral load after symptom onset. The
log-normal distribution centered at 106 /mL with σ = 102 is estimated from the linear fit in figure 2 of [49]. These
distributions both have a median viral load of 106 /mL and roughly 10% of cases above 109 /mL. We have computed
Pinf as in Fig. 1 for both distributions and they give quantitatively similar, and qualitatively identical, results.

To account for individual variability, we use a log-normal distribution for Ninf which is centered around 1000 and has a
width of a factor of 2. This makes the 95% confidence interval 250–4000 which is in reasonable agreement with [42]
and [31].

Similarly, an order of magnitude variation among individuals and events is also expected in droplet and aerosol
production [80, 25]. For this we also use a log-normal distribution centered around the Vsrc values given in Table 1 with
a width of a factor of 3.
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Figure 2: Probability density functions for ρ. The estimated distribution used in this work is shown along with a
log-normal distribution centered at 106 /mL. The vertical line at 109 /mL indicates our “nominal ρ0” of 1000 /nL.
10% of the estimated ρ distribution lies above this line and 7% of the log-normal distribution lies above it.

References

[1] Michael Kochis. Medical Student COVID-19 Curriculum. https://curriculum.covidstudentresponse.
org/.

[2] Center for Disease Control and Prevention. Coronavirus (COVID-19). https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/
2019-ncov/index.html.

11

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.21.20108894doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://curriculum.covidstudentresponse.org/
https://curriculum.covidstudentresponse.org/
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/index.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/index.html
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.21.20108894
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


AEROSOL GUIDELINES - JUNE 4, 2020

[3] Carlos del Rio and Preeti N Malani. COVID-19—New Insights on a Rapidly Changing Epidemic. JAMA,
323(14):1339–1340, April 2020. https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.3072.

[4] Sima Asadi, Nicole Bouvier, Anthony S Wexler, and William D Ristenpart. The coronavirus pandemic and
aerosols: Does COVID-19 transmit via expiratory particles? Aerosol Science and Technology, 54(6):635–638,
April 2020. https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2020.1749229.

[5] Juan Wang and Guoqiang Du. COVID-19 may transmit through aerosol. Irish Journal of Medical Science (1971
-), 2020. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11845-020-02218-2.

[6] Elizabeth L Anderson, Paul Turnham, John R Griffin, and Chester C Clarke. Consideration of the Aerosol
Transmission for COVID-19 and Public Health. Risk Analysis, 40(5):902–907, May 2020. https://doi.org/
10.1111/risa.13500.

[7] Leslie Dietz, Patrick F Horve, David A Coil, Mark Fretz, Jonathan A Eisen, and Kevin Van Den Wymelenberg.
2019 Novel Coronavirus (COVID-19) Pandemic: Built Environment Considerations To Reduce Transmission.
mSystems, 5(2):e00245–20, April 2020. https://doi.org/10.1111/risa.13500.

[8] Matthew Meselson. Droplets and aerosols in the transmission of sars-cov-2. New England Journal of Medicine,
0(0):null, 0. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc2009324.

[9] Center for Disease Control and Prevention. How COVID-19 Spreads. https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/
2019-ncov/prevent-getting-sick/how-covid-spreads.html.

[10] Refrigerating American Society of Heating and Air-Conditioning Engineers. ASHRAE Position Docu-
ment on Infectious Aerosols. https://www.ashrae.org/filelibrary/about/positiondocuments/pd_
infectiousaerosols_2020.pdf.

[11] Hua Qian, Te Miao, Li LIU, Xiaohong Zheng, Danting Luo, and Yuguo Li. Indoor transmission of SARS-CoV-2.
medRxiv, 2020. https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/04/07/2020.04.04.20053058.

[12] Luca Ferretti, Chris Wymant, Michelle Kendall, Lele Zhao, Anel Nurtay, Lucie Abeler-Dörner, Michael Parker,
David Bonsall, and Christophe Fraser. Quantifying SARS-CoV-2 transmission suggests epidemic control
with digital contact tracing. Science, 368(6491):eabb6936, May 2020. http://doi.org/10.1126/science.
abb6936.

[13] Lidia Morawska and Junji Cao. Airborne transmission of SARS-CoV-2: The world should face the reality.
Environment International, 139:105730, 2020. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2020.105730.

[14] Lydia Bourouiba, Eline Dehandschoewercker, and John W. M. Bush. Violent expiratory events: on coughing and
sneezing. Journal of Fluid Mechanics, 745:537–563, 2014. https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2014.88.

[15] Wenzhao Chen, Nan Zhang, Jianjian Wei, Hui-Ling Yen, and Yuguo Li. Short-range airborne route dominates
exposure of respiratory infection during close contact. Building and Environment, 176:106859, 2020. https:
//doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2020.106859.

[16] L. Liu, Y. Li, P. V. Nielsen, J. Wei, and R. L. Jensen. Short-range airborne transmission of expiratory droplets
between two people. Indoor Air, 27(2):452–462, 2017. https://doi.org/10.1111/ina.12314.

[17] Prateek Bahl, Con Doolan, Charitha de Silva, Abrar Ahmad Chughtai, Lydia Bourouiba, and C Raina MacIntyre.
Airborne or Droplet Precautions for Health Workers Treating Coronavirus Disease 2019? The Journal of
Infectious Diseases, April 2020. https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiaa189.

[18] Giorgio Buonanno, Lidia Morawska, and Luca Stabile. Quantitative assessment of the risk of airborne transmis-
sion of SARS-CoV-2 infection: prospective and retrospective applications. medRxiv, page 2020.06.01.20118984,
January 2020. https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.01.20118984.

[19] Raymond Tellier. Review of aerosol transmission of influenza A virus. Emerging Infectious Disease journal,
12(11):1657–1662, November 2006. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3372341/.

[20] Refrigerating American Society of Heating and Air-Conditioning Engineers. ASHRAE Position Document
on Airborne Infectious Diseases. https://www.ashrae.org/filelibrary/about/positiondocuments/
airborne-infectious-diseases.pdf.

[21] G Buonanno, L Stabile, and L Morawska. Estimation of airborne viral emission: Quanta emission rate of
SARS-CoV-2 for infection risk assessment. Environment International, 141:105794, 2020. https://doi.org/
10.1016/j.envint.2020.105794.

[22] Rajat Mittal, Rui Ni, and Jung-Hee Seo. The flow physics of COVID-19. Journal of Fluid Mechanics, 894:F2,
2020. https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.330.

[23] X Xie. How far droplets can move in indoor environments – revisiting the Wells evaporation–falling curve.
Indoor Air, 17(3):211–225, 2007. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0668.2007.00469.x.

12

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.21.20108894doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1001/jama.2020.3072
https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2020.1749229
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11845-020-02218-2
https://doi.org/10.1111/risa.13500
https://doi.org/10.1111/risa.13500
https://doi.org/10.1111/risa.13500
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc2009324
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/prevent-getting-sick/how-covid-spreads.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/prevent-getting-sick/how-covid-spreads.html
https://www.ashrae.org/file library/about/position documents/pd_infectiousaerosols_2020.pdf
https://www.ashrae.org/file library/about/position documents/pd_infectiousaerosols_2020.pdf
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/04/07/2020.04.04.20053058
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.abb6936
http://doi.org/10.1126/science.abb6936
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2020.105730
https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2014.88
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2020.106859
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.buildenv.2020.106859
https://doi.org/10.1111/ina.12314
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiaa189
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.06.01.20118984
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3372341/
https://www.ashrae.org/file library/about/position documents/airborne-infectious-diseases.pdf
https://www.ashrae.org/file library/about/position documents/airborne-infectious-diseases.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2020.105794
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envint.2020.105794
https://doi.org/10.1017/jfm.2020.330
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0668.2007.00469.x
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.21.20108894
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


AEROSOL GUIDELINES - JUNE 4, 2020

[24] G Aernout Somsen, Cees van Rijn, Stefan Kooij, Reinout A Bem, and Daniel Bonn. Small droplet aerosols in
poorly ventilated spaces and SARS-CoV-2 transmissionComment. The Lancet Respiratory, pages 1–2, May
2020. https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30245-9.

[25] Valentyn Stadnytskyi, Christina E Bax, Adriaan Bax, and Philip Anfinrud. The airborne lifetime of small speech
droplets and their potential importance in SARS-CoV-2 transmission. Proc Natl Acad Sci USA, page 202006874,
May 2020. www.pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.2006874117.

[26] Raymond Tellier. Aerosol transmission of influenza a virus: a review of new studies. Journal of The Royal
Society Interface, 6(suppl_6):S783–S790, 2009. https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2009.0302.focus.

[27] Jasmin S Kutter, Monique I Spronken, Pieter L Fraaij, Ron AM Fouchier, and Sander Herfst. Transmission
routes of respiratory viruses among humans. Current Opinion in Virology, 28:142 – 151, 2018. https:
//doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2018.01.001.

[28] Elliot C Dick, Lance C Jennings, Kathy A Mink, Catherine D Wartgow, and Stanley L Inborn. Aerosol
Transmission of Rhinovirus Colds. The Journal of Infectious Diseases, 156(3):442–448, September 1987.
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/156.3.442.

[29] Raymond Tellier, Yuguo Li, Benjamin J Cowling, and Julian W Tang. Recognition of aerosol transmission of
infectious agents: a commentary. BMC Infectious Diseases, 19(1):101, 2019. https://doi.org/10.1186/
s12879-019-3707-y.

[30] Jie Zhou, Jianjian Wei, Ka-Tim Choy, Sin Fun Sia, Dewi K. Rowlands, Dan Yu, Chung-Yi Wu, William G.
Lindsley, Benjamin J. Cowling, James McDevitt, Malik Peiris, Yuguo Li, and Hui-Ling Yen. Defining the sizes
of airborne particles that mediate influenza transmission in ferrets. Proceedings of the National Academy of
Sciences, 115(10):E2386–E2392, 2018. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1716771115.

[31] Peter F.M. Teunis, Nicole Brienen, and Mirjam E.E. Kretzschmar. High infectivity and pathogenicity of influenza
a virus via aerosol and droplet transmission. Epidemics, 2(4):215 – 222, 2010. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
epidem.2010.10.001.

[32] Center for Disease Control and Prevention. How to Protect Yourself & Others. https://www.cdc.gov/
coronavirus/2019-ncov/prevent-getting-sick/prevention.html.

[33] Julian W. Tang, Thomas J. Liebner, Brent A. Craven, and Gary S. Settles. A schlieren optical study of the human
cough with and without wearing masks for aerosol infection control. Journal of The Royal Society Interface,
6(suppl_6):S727–S736, 2009. https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2009.0295.focus.

[34] I. M. Viola, B. Peterson, G. Pisetta, G. Pavar, H. Akhtar, F. Menoloascina, E. Mangano, K. E. Dunn, R. Gabl,
A. Nila, E. Molinari, C. Cummins, G. Thompson, C. M. McDougall, T. Y. M. Lo, F. C. Denison, P. Digard,
O. Malik, M. J. G. Dunn, and F. Mehendale. Face coverings, aerosol dispersion and mitigation of virus
transmission risk, 2020. https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.10720.

[35] Alexander Rodriguez-Palacios, Fabio Cominelli, Abigail Basson, Theresa Pizarro, and Sanja Ilic. Textile
masks and surface covers - a ’universal droplet reduction model’ against respiratory pandemics. medRxiv, 2020.
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/04/10/2020.04.07.20045617.

[36] Xi He, Eric HY Lau, Peng Wu, Xilong Deng, Jian Wang, Xinxin Hao, Yiu Chung Lau, Jessica Y Wong,
Yujuan Guan, Xinghua Tan, Xiaoneng Mo, Yanqing Chen, Baolin Liao, Weilie Chen, Fengyu Hu, Qing
Zhang, Mingqiu Zhong, Yanrong Wu, Lingzhai Zhao, Fuchun Zhang, Benjamin J Cowling, Fang Li, and
Gabriel M Leung. Temporal dynamics in viral shedding and transmissibility of covid-19. medRxiv, 2020.
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/03/18/2020.03.15.20036707.1.

[37] Roman Wölfel, Victor M Corman, Wolfgang Guggemos, Michael Seilmaier, Sabine Zange, Marcel A Müller,
Daniela Niemeyer, Terry C Jones, Patrick Vollmar, Camilla Rothe, Michael Hoelscher, Tobias Bleicker, Sebastian
Brünink, Julia Schneider, Rosina Ehmann, Katrin Zwirglmaier, Christian Drosten, and Clemens Wendtner.
Virological assessment of hospitalized patients with COVID-2019. Nature, 2020. https://doi.org/10.
1038/s41586-020-2196-x.

[38] Camilla Rothe, Mirjam Schunk, Peter Sothmann, Gisela Bretzel, Guenter Froeschl, Claudia Wallrauch, Thorbjrn
Zimmer, Verena Thiel, Christian Janke, Wolfgang Guggemos, Michael Seilmaier, Christian Drosten, Patrick
Vollmar, Katrin Zwirglmaier, Sabine Zange, Roman Wlfel, and Michael Hoelscher. Transmission of 2019-nCoV
Infection from an Asymptomatic Contact in Germany. New England Journal of Medicine, 382(10):970–971,
2020. https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc2001468.

[39] Jacob B Aguilar, Jeremy Samuel Faust, Lauren M. Westafer, and Juan B. Gutierrez. Investigating the Impact of
Asymptomatic Carriers on COVID-19 Transmission. medRxiv, 2020. https://www.medrxiv.org/content/
early/2020/03/31/2020.03.18.20037994.

13

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.21.20108894doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30245-9
www.pnas.org/cgi/doi/10.1073/pnas.2006874117
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2009.0302.focus
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2018.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.coviro.2018.01.001
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/156.3.442
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-019-3707-y
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12879-019-3707-y
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1716771115
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epidem.2010.10.001
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.epidem.2010.10.001
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/prevent-getting-sick/prevention.html
https://www.cdc.gov/coronavirus/2019-ncov/prevent-getting-sick/prevention.html
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2009.0295.focus
https://arxiv.org/abs/2005.10720
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/04/10/2020.04.07.20045617
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/03/18/2020.03.15.20036707.1
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2196-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2196-x
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc2001468
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/03/31/2020.03.18.20037994
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/03/31/2020.03.18.20037994
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.21.20108894
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


AEROSOL GUIDELINES - JUNE 4, 2020

[40] Hao-Yuan Cheng, Shu-Wan Jian, Ding-Ping Liu, Ta-Chou Ng, Wan-Ting Huang, , and Hsien-Ho Lin. High
transmissibility of COVID-19 near symptom onset. medRxiv, 2020. https://www.medrxiv.org/content/
early/2020/03/19/2020.03.18.20034561.

[41] Jeremy Howard, Austin Huang, Zhiyuan Li, Zeynep Tufekci, Vladimir Zdimal, Helene-Mari van der Westhuizen,
Arne von Delft, Amy Price, Lex Fridman, Lei-Han Tang, Viola Tang, Gregory L Watson, Christina E Bax,
Reshama Shaikh, Frederik Questier, Danny Hernandez, Larry F Chu, Christina M Ramirez, and Anne W Rimoin.
Face Masks Against COVID-19: An Evidence Review. pages 1–8, April 2020. http://doi.org/10.20944/
preprints202004.0203.v2.

[42] Toru Watanabe, Timothy A Bartrand, Mark H Weir, Tatsuo Omura, and Charles N Haas. Development
of a Dose-Response Model for SARS Coronavirus. Risk Analysis, 30(7):1129–1138, April 2010. https:
//doi.org/10.1111/j.1539-6924.2010.01427.x.

[43] C Noakes and P Sleigh. Mathematical models for assessing the role of airflow on the risk of airborne infection in
hospital wards. Journal of The Royal Society Interface, 6(suppl_6):1015, September 2009. https://doi.org/
10.1098/rsif.2009.0305.focus.

[44] Theodore F. Hatch. Distribution and deposition of inhaled particles in respiratory tract. Microbiology and
Molecular Biology Reviews, 25(3):237–240, 1961.

[45] Refrigerating American Society of Heating and Air-Conditioning Engineers. Legionellosis: Position Document.
http://xp20.ashrae.org/ABOUT/leg_papr.htm.

[46] Mark Nicas and Gang Sun. An integrated model of infection risk in a health-care environment. Risk Analysis,
26(4):1085–1096, 2006. https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1539-6924.2006.00802.x.

[47] Terry C Jones. An analysis of SARS-CoV-2 viral load by patient age. https://virologie-ccm.charite.
de/fileadmin/user_upload/microsites/m_cc05/virologie-ccm/dateien_upload/Weitere_
Dateien/analysis-of-SARS-CoV-2-viral-load-by-patient-age-v2.pdf.

[48] Nikolai Nikitin, Ekaterina Petrova, Ekaterina Trifonova, and Olga Karpova. Influenza Virus Aerosols in the
Air and Their Infectiousness. Advances in Virology, 2014:859090, 2014. https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/
859090.

[49] Kelvin Kai-Wang To, Owen Tak-Yin Tsang, Wai-Shing Leung, Anthony Raymond Tam, Tak-Chiu Wu,
David Christopher Lung, Cyril Chik-Yan Yip, Jian-Piao Cai, Jacky Man-Chun Chan, Thomas Shiu-Hong
Chik, Daphne Pui-Ling Lau, Chris Yau-Chung Choi, Lin-Lei Chen, Wan-Mui Chan, Kwok-Hung Chan,
Jonathan Daniel Ip, Anthony Chin-Ki Ng, Rosana Wing-Shan Poon, Cui-Ting Luo, Vincent Chi-Chung Cheng,
Jasper Fuk-Woo Chan, Ivan Fan-Ngai Hung, Zhiwei Chen, Honglin Chen, and Kwok-Yung Yuen. Temporal
profiles of viral load in posterior oropharyngeal saliva samples and serum antibody responses during infec-
tion by SARS-CoV-2: an observational cohort study. The Lancet Infectious Diseases, 20(5):565–574, 2020.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(20)30196-1.

[50] J. P. Duguid. The size and the duration of air-carriage of respiratory droplets and droplet-nuclei. Epidemiology
and Infection, 44(6):471–479, 1946. https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022172400019288.

[51] J Atkinson, Y Chartier, and CL Pessoa-Silva. Natural Ventilation for Infection Control in Health-Care Settings,
2009. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK143281/.

[52] Physiology, Tidal Volume. StatPearls. https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK482502/.
[53] Y Li, G M Leung, J W Tang, X Yang, C Y H Chao, J Z Lin, J W Lu, P V Nielsen, J Niu, H Qian, A C Sleigh,

H J J Su, J Sundell, T W Wong, and P L Yuen. Role of ventilation in airborne transmission of infectious
agents in the built environment: a multidisciplinary systematic review. Indoor Air, 17(1):2–18, February 2007.
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0668.2006.00445.x.

[54] Center for Disease Control and Prevention. Guidelines for Environmental Infection Control in Health-Care
Facilities (2003). https://www.cdc.gov/infectioncontrol/guidelines/environmental/appendix/
air.html.

[55] Pauline Elliott. Filtration and Air-Cleaning Systemsto Protect Building Environments. pages 1–
78, April 2003. https://www.cdc.gov/niosh/docs/2003-136/pdfs/2003-136.pdf?id=10.26616/
NIOSHPUB2003136.

[56] Angela L Hewlett, Scott E Whitney, Shawn G Gibbs, Philip W Smith, and Hendrik J Viljoen. Mathematical
Modeling of Pathogen Trajectory in a Patient Care Environment. Infection Control and Hospital Epidemiology,
34(11):1181–1188, 2013. https://doi.org/10.1086/673451.

[57] Luis A. Anchordoqui and Eugene M. Chudnovsky. A physicist view of the airborne infection. 2020. https:
//arxiv.org/abs/2003.13689.

14

 . CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted June 5, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.21.20108894doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/03/19/2020.03.18.20034561
https://www.medrxiv.org/content/early/2020/03/19/2020.03.18.20034561
http://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202004.0203.v2
http://doi.org/10.20944/preprints202004.0203.v2
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1539-6924.2010.01427.x
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1539-6924.2010.01427.x
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2009.0305.focus
https://doi.org/10.1098/rsif.2009.0305.focus
http://xp20.ashrae.org/ABOUT/leg_papr.htm
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1539-6924.2006.00802.x
https://virologie-ccm.charite.de/fileadmin/user_upload/microsites/m_cc05/virologie-ccm/dateien_upload/Weitere_Dateien/analysis-of-SARS-CoV-2-viral-load-by-patient-age-v2.pdf
https://virologie-ccm.charite.de/fileadmin/user_upload/microsites/m_cc05/virologie-ccm/dateien_upload/Weitere_Dateien/analysis-of-SARS-CoV-2-viral-load-by-patient-age-v2.pdf
https://virologie-ccm.charite.de/fileadmin/user_upload/microsites/m_cc05/virologie-ccm/dateien_upload/Weitere_Dateien/analysis-of-SARS-CoV-2-viral-load-by-patient-age-v2.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/859090
https://doi.org/10.1155/2014/859090
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1473-3099(20)30196-1
https://doi.org/10.1017/S0022172400019288
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK143281/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK482502/
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1600-0668.2006.00445.x
https://www.cdc.gov/infectioncontrol/guidelines/environmental/appendix/air.html
https://www.cdc.gov/infectioncontrol/guidelines/environmental/appendix/air.html
https://www.cdc.gov/niosh/docs/2003-136/pdfs/2003-136.pdf?id=10.26616/NIOSHPUB2003136
https://www.cdc.gov/niosh/docs/2003-136/pdfs/2003-136.pdf?id=10.26616/NIOSHPUB2003136
https://doi.org/10.1086/673451
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.13689
https://arxiv.org/abs/2003.13689
https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.21.20108894
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/


AEROSOL GUIDELINES - JUNE 4, 2020

[58] Brent A Craven and Gary S Settles. A Computational and Experimental Investigation of the Human Thermal
Plume. Journal of Fluids Engineering, 128(6):1251–1258, March 2006. https://doi.org/10.1115/1.
2353274.

[59] Seongman Bae, Min-Chul Kim, Ji Yeun Kim, Hye-Hee Cha, Joon Seo Lim, Jiwon Jung, Min-Jae Kim, Dong Kyu
Oh, Mi-Kyung Lee, Seong-Ho Choi, Minki Sung, Sang-Bum Hong, Jin-Won Chung, and Sung-Han Kim.
Effectiveness of Surgical and Cotton Masks in Blocking SARS–CoV-2: A Controlled Comparison in 4
Patients. Annals of Internal Medicine, April 2020. https://annals.org/aim/fullarticle/2764367/
effectiveness-surgical-cotton-masks-blocking-sars-cov-2-controlled-comparison.

[60] David S Hui, Benny K Chow, Leo Chu, Susanna S Ng, Nelson Lee, Tony Gin, and Matthew T V Chan. Exhaled
Air Dispersion during Coughing with and without Wearing a Surgical or N95 Mask. PLoS ONE, 7(12):e50845,
December 2012. http://dx.plos.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0050845.t001.

[61] Anna Davies, Katy-Anne Thompson, Karthika Giri, George Kafatos, Jimmy Walker, and Allan Bennett. Testing
the efficacy of homemade masks: would they protect in an influenza pandemic? Disaster medicine and public
health preparedness, 7(4):413–418, August 2013. http://doi.org/10.1017/dmp.2013.43.

[62] MacIntyre, Cauchemez, Dwyer, Seale, Cheung, and Browne. Face Mask Use and Control of Respiratory Virus
Transmission in Households. Emerg Infect Dis, 15:233–241, 2009. https://dx.doi.org/10.3201/eid1502.
081167.

[63] C Raina MacIntyre and Abrar Ahmad Chughtai. Facemasks for the prevention of infection in healthcare and
community settings. BMJ, 350, 2015. https://www.bmj.com/content/350/bmj.h694.

[64] Shu-An Lee, Sergey A Grinshpun, and Tiina Reponen. Respiratory Performance Offered by N95 Respirators
and Surgical Masks: Human Subject Evaluation with NaCl Aerosol Representing Bacterial and Viral Particle
Size Range. The Annals of Occupational Hygiene, 52(3):177–185, March 2008. https://doi.org/10.1093/
annhyg/men005.

[65] Youlin Long, Tengyue Hu, Liqin Liu, Rui Chen, Qiong Guo, Liu Yang, Yifan Cheng, Jin Huang, and Liang Du.
Effectiveness of N95 respirators versus surgical masks against influenza: A systematic review and meta-analysis.
Journal of Evidence-Based Medicine, n/a(n/a). https://doi.org/10.1111/jebm.12381.

[66] Shu-An Lee, Atin Adhikari, Sergey A. Grinshpun, Roy McKay, Rakesh Shukla, Haoyue Li Zeigler, and Tiina
Reponen. Respiratory Protection Provided by N95 Filtering Facepiece Respirators Against Airborne Dust and
Microorganisms in Agricultural Farms. Journal of Occupational and Environmental Hygiene, 2(11):577–585,
2005. PMID: 16234218. https://doi.org/10.1080/15459620500330583.

[67] Christopher C. Coffey, Robert B. Lawrence, Donald L. Campbell, Ziqing Zhuang, Catherine A. Calvert,
and Paul A. Jensen. Fitting Characteristics of Eighteen N95 Filtering-Facepiece Respirators. Journal of
Occupational and Environmental Hygiene, 1(4):262–271, 2004. PMID: 15204866 https://doi.org/10.
1080/15459620490433799.
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