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COVID-19 has shown a high potential of transmission via virus-carrying aerosols as supported by growing evidence.
However, detailed investigations that draw direct links between aerosol transport and virus infection are still lacking.
To fill in the gap, we conducted a systematic computational fluid dynamics (CFD)-based investigation of indoor air
flow and the associated aerosol transport in a restaurant setting, where likely cases of airborne infection of COVID-19
caused by asymptomatic individuals were widely reported by the media. We employed an advanced in-house large
eddy simulation (LES) solver and other cutting-edge numerical methods to resolve complex indoor processes simul-
taneously, including turbulence, flow–aerosol interplay, thermal effect, and the filtration effect by air conditioners.
Using the aerosol exposure index derived from the simulation, we are able to provide a spatial map of the airborne
infection risk under different settings. Our results have shown a remarkable direct linkage between regions of high
aerosol exposure index and the reported infection patterns in the restaurant, providing strong support to the airborne
transmission occurring in this widely-reported incidence. Using flow structure analysis and reverse-time tracing of
aerosol trajectories, we are able to further pinpoint the influence of environmental parameters on the infection risks
and highlight the needs for more effective preventive measures, e.g., placement of shielding according to the local
flow patterns. Our research, thus, has demonstrated the capability and value of high-fidelity CFD tools for airborne
infection risk assessment and the development of effective preventive measures.

I. INTRODUCTION

The COVID-19 pandemic (caused by the SARS-CoV-2)

has led to more than 69 million infections and 1.5 million

deaths as of writing. A growing number of evidence has

suggested airborne transmission of respiratory droplets, ei-

ther both produced from asymptomatic or pre-symptomatic

individuals or none, is a potential pathway that contributes

to the wide spread of the disease1–4. In particular, an in-

cidence in a restaurant in Guangzhou, China, where a sin-

gle asymptomatic COVID-19 patient caused the infection of

eight people sitting in the same and two adjacent tables, has

been widely reported in the media5,6 and recent scientific

literature1 as a hallmark demonstration of such transmission

a)These two authors contributed equally
b)Electronic mail: jhong@umn.edu

pathway. Specifically, for airborne transmission, viruses at-

tached to small respiratory droplets (typically < 5 µm, re-

ferred to as aerosols hereafter) produced by even normal

breathing or talking can stay suspended in the air for hours,

and they can accumulate, particularly in indoor spaces with

poor ventilation, imposing high infection risk to individuals

who inhale them7–11. Under such circumstances, the com-

monly adopted social distancing rules can no longer serve as

a proper preventive measure12. As a result, there is a dire

need for science-driven risk assessment tools that can pro-

vide actionable and more appropriate guidelines under dif-

ferent practical settings. Despite numerous analytical and

numerical modeling work that provide the first order esti-

mate of aerosol exposure and corresponding airborne infec-

tion risk13–15, only recently, the computational fluid dynamics
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(CFD) tools have been actively employed to provide a more

precise risk assessment for aerosol exposure, especially, its

spatial and temporal variations in indoor spaces. Specifically,

using Reynolds-averaged Navier-Stokes (RANS) simulation

with Lagrangian particle models, Shao et al. (2020)16 in-

vestigated the airborne transmission risk associated with an

asymptomatic patient is representative elevator, classroom,

and grocery store settings. They introduced a local risk in-

dex and evaluated its spatial variation under different ventila-

tion settings, which reveals indoor infection hot spots (corre-

sponding to high risk of aerosol exposure) due to inappropri-

ate ventilation design. Mathai et al. (2020)17 uses RANS to

explore how the ventilation configuration of open and closed

windows influences the airborne transmission in a passen-

ger car cabin. The aerosols are modeled as passive scalars

by an advection-diffusion equation. Subsequently, Vuorinen

et al. (2020)18 performed large-eddy simulations (LES) and

Monte-Carlo simulations to understand the exposure risk of

the moving people in a public indoor environment where an

infected person coughs. They showed that the exposure time

for getting infected can range from seconds to hours depend-

ing on the aerosol diameter and indoor turbulence level, and

the spatial extent of high-risk zone can be as large as 4 m from

the infected person. Remarkably, Li et al. (2020)9 conducted

a simulation of air flows in the aforementioned restaurant case

and used the results to infer the strong influence of air condi-

tioning and ventilation on the reported breakout. In spite of

these vigorous efforts, there have been very few CFD stud-

ies so far that can offer direct linkage between the simulation

results and reported infection patterns as well as the corre-

sponding detailed physical mechanisms that lead to airborne

disease transmission. Such work is crucial not only to show-

case the validity of CFD to capture airborne transmission pro-

cesses, but also help us develop pinpointed interventions for

mitigating the disease spread.

To fill in the gap, in this paper we present a systematic

LES based investigation of indoor airflow and the associated

aerosol transport in the aforementioned restaurant setting,

where likely cases of airborne infection caused by asymp-

tomatic individuals were reported and the detailed informa-

tion of infection process through contact tracing are available.

Our simulation employs an advanced in-house CFD solver

and uses cutting-edge numerical methods (i.e., advanced im-

mersed boundary (IB) method, stochastic modeling of Brow-

nian motion and effect of subgrid-scale (SGS) flow struc-

tures on aerosols, Cunningham slip correction, etc.) to re-

solve complex indoor processes, including turbulence, flow–

aerosol interaction, thermal effect, and the filtration effect by

air conditioners. Such a combination of high-fidelity numer-

ical methods, several of which has not been adopted in the

past simulation work of indoor airflow, allows us to depict a

detailed picture of airborne transmission in this hallmark in-

cidence and derive a series of important insights that can ben-

efit our understanding of this transmission pathway and the
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development of more effective preventive measures. The rest

of this paper is organized as follows. The methodology used

in our simulation is described in Sec. II. Subsequently, we

provide the results of simulation under different ventilation

and thermal settings in conjunction with their potential con-

nection with reported infection in Sec. III, with conclusions

given in Sec. IV.

II. NUMERICAL METHOD AND SIMULATION SET-UP

A. Numerical method

In this study, LES is conducted, where the SGS stress is

modeled by the dynamic Smagorinsky model19–21. The gov-

erning equations are

∇ ·u= 0, (1)

∂u

∂ t
+u ·∇u=− 1

ρ
∇p+ν∇ ·S+fB−

1
ρ
∇ ·τsgs+f , (2)

where u is the velocity vector, ρ is the density, p is the pres-

sure, ν is the kinematic viscosity, S = (∇u+∇uT )/2 is

the strain rate tensor, fB is the buoyancy force, τsgs is the

SGS stress tensor, f represents the forces exerted by the solid

structures inside the room in the IB method, and the overbar

denotes the spatial filter in LES. In the case where the tur-

bulence in the inner boundary layer on the walls is not fully

resolved, a log-law-based wall model22 is used. The second-

order central differencing scheme is used for the spatial dis-

cretization of both the convection and diffusion terms, and the

second-order Runge–Kutta method is used for time integra-

tion. The equations are solved by the fractional-step method,

and the discretized Poisson equation for pressure is solved by

the Portable, Extensible Toolkit for Scientific Computation

(PETSc)23.

Thermal effect is accounted for in the simulation, due to the

consideration that the human bodies around tables and the hot

foods on the tables can lead to temperature variations, which

create thermal plumes in the room. Heat transfer is simulated

by an advection–diffusion equation for temperature as,

∂T
∂ t

+u ·∇T = α∇2T, (3)

where T denotes the fluid temperature and α = 22.39×10−6

m2/s is the thermal diffusivity. To couple the thermal effect

with the airflow dynamics, the Boussinesq approximation24

is applied to Eq. (2):

fB = βg
(

T −To

)
, (4)

where g is the gravitational acceleration, β = 3400× 10−6

/°C is the coefficient of thermal expansion and To is the refer-

ence temperature.

The influence of the solid structures on the flow dynam-
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ics is simulated by the IB method25–29. This method can be

used on a static Cartesian grid to comply with the structure

geometry, and is thus convenient to apply to structures with

complex geometry. In the IB method, the velocity bound-

ary condition is satisfied by interpolating the velocity to the

grid points adjacent to the structure surfaces according to the

velocity profile of the boundary layer. Linear and nonlinear

interpolations are applied for cases where the boundary layer

is resolved and modeled, respectively.

The transport of aerosols is simulated with a Lagrangian

particle tracking algorithm. The aerosol location xp is solved

by

dxp

dt
= up, (5)

where up is the aerosol velocity obtained by

ρpV
dup

dt
=

3πµd
CC

φ

(
Rep

)(
u f −up

)
+

(
ρp−ρ f

)
Vg+

dW
(

t
)

dt
. (6)

In the above equation, the first and second terms on the

right-hand side represent the Stokes drag force and grav-

ity/buoyancy force, where ρp and ρ f are the density of the

aerosols and the fluid, respectively, up is the aerosol veloc-

ity, u f is the velocity of the fluid at the aerosol location, d

is the aerosol diameter, V = 1
6 πd3 is the aerosol volume, µ

is the fluid dynamic viscosity, Rep = ρ f d
∣∣u f −up

∣∣/µ is the

aerosol Reynolds number, φ(Rep) = 1+0.15Re0.687
p , and CC

is the Cunningham correction factor30. Note that the Cun-

ningham correction is applied to the Stokes drag force, be-

cause the aerosols are so small that the surrounding gas can-

not be modeled as a continuum medium and the non-slip

boundary condition on the aerosol surface cannot be strictly

applied31–33. The third term of the right-hand side represents

the Brownian motion effect, where each component ofW (t)

is a Wiener process with zero mean and variance 2γkBT with

γ = 3πµd
CC

φ(Rep) and kB the Boltzmann constant34,35. Both

equations (5) and (6) are numerically solved by an Adam–

Bashforth method. To capture the aerosol deposition effect,

an aerosol whose center has a distance from the wall less than

its radius is immediately removed from the computation do-

main.

The effect of the SGS flows on the aerosol dynamics is

accounted for by a stochastic model36,37. In this model, the

fluid velocity at the aerosol location u f is decomposed into a

grid-resolvable part u f ,r and a SGS part u f ,s,

u f = u f ,r +u f ,s, (7)

where u f ,r is obtained by interpolating the flow velocity val-

ues on the grid nodes to the aerosol location by a fourth-order

interpolation scheme and u f ,s is modeled by the following
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Langevin equation,

du f ,s =−
u f ,s

TLs
dt +

1
2

( 1
σ2

s

dσ2
s

dt
u f ,s +∇σ

2
s

)
dt

+
(2σ2

s

TLs

) 1
2
dξ, (8)

where TLs = 2σ2
s /C0ε , C0 = 3, σ2

s = 2es/3, es =

(∆Cs

∣∣∣S̃∣∣∣)2/0.3, ε = cε e3/2
s /∆, cε = 0.93, ∆ = (∆x∆y∆z)1/3,

Cs is the Smagorinsky coefficient, S̃ is the filtered rate-of-

strain tensor, and each components of dξ is a Gaussian ran-

dom variable with zero mean and variance dt. Equation (8)

is integrated in time with an implicit algorithm for numerical

stability.

The aerosol volume fraction in the present study is φ = 4×

10−7, which is much smaller than 10−3, the threshold of four-

way coupling30. Therefore, the aerosol-aerosol interaction is

not considered.

Our numerical tools are validated by a forced convection

case and a mixed convection case. See Appendix A for the

validation details.

B. Background of study and simulation set-up

The present numerical study is based on a real infection

event that occurred in a restaurant in Guangzhou, China,

which is illustrated in Fig. 1. On January 24th, 2020, there

were 89 customers dining in the restaurant during the lunch

time. After this lunch, nine people sitting on tables number

one, two, and three [labeled in Fig. 1(a) as T1, T2, and T3]

were infected. The other people sitting away from these three

tables were not infected9. It has been believed that three peo-

ple eating at T1 and two people at T3 were infected directly

during this lunch1. Virus was transmitted from patient zero

sitting at T2. In order to simplify the discussion, customers

are labeled as TAPBs as shown in Fig. 2, where A stands for

the index of the tables and B stands for the index of the cus-

tomers.

Our numerical simulations are set up with the configuration

shown in Fig. 1. A three-dimensional Cartesian coordinate

system is used in the mathematical formulation and numeri-

cal discretization of the computational domain, in which the

x-direction is set parallel to the longer wall of the room, the

y-direction is set as the opposite of the direction of gravity,

and the z-direction is set parallel to the shorter wall of the

room. The origin is located at a corner shown in Fig. 1(a).

The length of the longer wall is 17.5 m, which is located at

z = 8.3 m. The lengthes of the two shorter walls are 8.3 m

and 6.68 m, which are located at x = 0 m and x = 17.5 m,

respectively. The other wall has three segments as shown in

Fig. 1(a). The tables in this restaurant are captured in the

simulation using the IB method. There are two types of table,

one is round-shaped and the other is rectangular-shaped. The

round-shaped tables have two sizes with diameters d = 1.2 m

and d = 1.8 m, respectively, while the rectangular-shaped ta-

bles have two sizes as 0.9 m×0.9 m and 1.2 m×0.9 m. The
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FIG. 1. Sketch of the simulation set-up: (a) settings of air conditioners (AC), doors, and tables, and (b) modelling of thermal effect. The grey
shades show the walls. The cyan rectangular boxes show the air conditioners, which are labeled as AC1, AC2, AC3, AC4, and AC5 in (a).
The brown thin boxes and cylinders show the rectangular and round table surfaces. The dark blue rectangles on the wall show the fire-door
and the door to a restroom. The tables with infections are labeled as T1, T2, and T3 in (a). The zoom-in region in (a) shows the inlet, outlet,
and filtration setting of the ACs. The blue arrows close to the fire-door and the restroom in (a) show the flow directions at the two doors,
respectively. The yellow hemispheres in (b) show the hot region.
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FIG. 2. Sketch of the customers sitting around table T1, T2, and
T3 during the lunch time of January 24th, 2020, in the Guangzhou
restaurant shown in Fig. 1.

height of all the tables in the simulations is set as ht = 0.75 m,

based on our understanding of the typical height of the tables

used in China.

There are five working HVAC (heating, ventilation, and

air conditioning) systems in this room as shown in Fig. 1(a),

which are labeled in short as AC1, AC2, AC3, AC4, and AC5,

and are also simulated by IB method. Four of them are in-

stalled on the wall at z = 8.3 m, and the other one is installed

on the wall at x = 0 m. AC1, AC4, and AC5 have a size of

1.6 m×0.5 m×0.25 m (length×width× height), while AC2

and AC3 have a size of 1 m×0.5 m×0.25 m. Each AC has

both an inlet and an outlet, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). At the

inlet, air flow is sucked into the AC in the y−direction (i.e.

upward vertically) with a ventilation rate qAC. At the outlet,

air flow is blown out of the AC horizontally with the same

ventilation rate qAC. On the wall at x = 0 m, two rectangular

regions [colored by dark blue in Fig. 1(a)] are used to simu-

late the fire-door and the exhaust vent in the restroom of this

restaurant, respectively. Fresh air is sucked into the restau-

rant room through the fire-door, while the polluted air exits

through the restroom. The set-up of the restroom is simpli-

fied since virus-laden droplets are mostly concentrated near

AC1. The ventilation rates of the fire-door and the restroom

are both set as q = 0.044 m3/s following the literature9.

To simulate the thermal effect by the human bodies around

the tables and the hot food on the tables, a simplified model

is implemented, as illustrated in Fig. 1(b). Above each table,

a hemispherical hot region is defined, which has a diameter

the same as that of the round table below it, or the diagonal

length of the rectangular table below it. In each hot region,

the temperature is set by a constant T = Th. Moreover, the

temperature of the air blown out of the AC outlets is set to be a

constant T = Tr, which is lower than T = Th. The temperature

difference between them is denoted by ∆T = Th− Tr. The

dimensionless temperature

θ =
T −Tr

Th−Tr
(9)

is used to quantify the temperature variation in the flow field.

Adiabatic condition is applied at the walls, floor, and ceiling.

The initial temperature in the room is set as T = Tr in the

simulation.

In the simulation, the height of the mouths of all the cus-

tomers is set as hm = 1.3 m, based on the statistics of the av-

eraged height of the sitting people38. Virus-laden aerosols are

released from patient zero, which is marked by the red dot in
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Fig. 1(a). aerosols are initialized following the measurement

by Shao et al.39. It is assumed that each breath cycle of pa-

tient zero includes a 2.37 s inhale period and a 1.58 s exhale

period. During the exhale period, the aerosols are released

uniformly in a circular disk with a diameter of 40 mm, which

is a size based on the averaged diameter of mouths40. The ve-

locity of the aerosols is set as the same as the breathing flow,

which is pointing to the center of T2. In the simulations, there

are 44 aerosols released during each exhale period, based on

the measurement result39. The diameter of the aerosols is

set as 1.5 µm, following the peak value of the measured size

distribution39. The density of the aerosols is set to be the den-

sity of water as 103 kg/m3, since the virus-laden aerosol be-

ing simulated is a droplet. Based on the research by Alsved

et al.41, the number of the aerosols released per second by

normal talking and that by loud talking are respectively about

two and four times as that by normal breathing. In order to

consider the effect by people normal talking or loud talking in

the restaurant, cases with higher numbers of aerosols released

per breath cycle have also been simulated, which produced

similar qualitative results compared with the cases using the

normal breathing setting. In the following sections, only the

results from the normal breathing setting are reported.

The filtration effect of the ACs and aerosol deposition are

considered in our simulations. As shown in Fig. 1(a), the fil-

tration effect is quantified by the filtration efficiency f . Once

N aerosols have been sucked into an AC, the N(1− f ) of

TABLE I. Simulation cases and parameters.

Cases qAC (m3/s) ∆T (oC)
AC14DT00 0.14 0.0
AC14DT10 0.14 10.0
AC112DT00 1.12 0.0
AC112DT10 1.12 10.0

them will be re-ejected into the room randomly from the out-

let of the AC. In the simulation, the filtration efficiency is

set as f = 80%, based on the typical performance of HVAC

systems42. To simulate the deposition effect, an aerosol will

be labeled as deposited and deleted from the computational

domain once the distance between the aerosol and the solid

surface close to it (walls, tables, and ACs) is smaller than the

radius of the aerosol.

C. Simulated cases

The computational domain in the present study has a grid

resolution of Nx×Ny×Nz = 200×200×200. The Reynolds

number is defined as

Re =
ρaUoLo

µa
, (10)

and has the value Re = 6.8× 104, where ρa is the density of

air, Uo = 1 m/s, and Lo = 1 m/s, Four cases with various

ventilation rate qAC and temperature difference ∆T are con-

sidered as shown in Table I. The range of qAC covers the

common range of the ventilation rate of a HVAC system43.

The temperature difference is based on the consideration of
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FIG. 3. Time evolution of velocity variances 〈u′u′〉, 〈v′v′〉, and
〈w′w′〉, normalized by the jet velocity UJ at the outlet of AC1, in
case AC112DT10.

the human body temperature, the food temperature, the room

temperature, and the implementation of the simplified model

shown in Fig. 1(b).

The simulations were run with sufficient duration for the

flow field to fully develop. Figure 3 shows the time evolu-

tion of the velocity variances 〈u′u′〉, 〈v′v′〉, and 〈w′w′〉 in case

AC112DT10, where u′, v′, and w′ are defined in Eq. (13), and

〈·〉 is the spatial–temporal average defined as

〈φ〉(t0) =
1

Vroom

∫
room

( 1
2∆s

∫ t0+∆s

t0−∆s
φ dt

)
dxdydz, (11)

where t0−∆s < t < t0 +∆s is a time window expanding from

t = t0 that is long enough to cover the temporal fluctuations,

Vroom is the whole volume of the room. The aerosols are re-

leased after the flow in the room has fully developed, as il-

lustrated in Fig. 3. Then the simulations continued till the

total number of aerosols in the whole computational domain

is statistically converged as a result of the balance between

the number of newly released aerosols and that of deposited,

filtered and exiled aerosols.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Flow structures under various indoor conditions

In this subsection, the indoor airflow structures are dis-

cussed to provide a general picture of the flow field in the sim-

ulated cases. The distributions of mean flow structures and

turbulent flow structures under different ventilation rates and

thermal settings are illustrated, which will be connected to

the aerosol exposure index and the infection risk of COVID-

19 discussed in Secs. III B and III C, respectively.

To investigate the indoor flow structure, a temporal average

is defined as

φ =
1

t2− t1

∫ t2

t1
φ dt, (12)

where t1 is a selected time instance after the total number of

aerosols reaches dynamical balance in the simulation. Based

on the temporal average, the flow field is decomposed into

two parts: the mean flow and the turbulence,

u= u+u′, (13)

where u is the mean flow velocity and u′ is the turbulent
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velocity fluctuation.

Figure 4 shows the streamlines of the mean flow traced for-

ward from the outlets of the ACs, under different ventilation

rates and thermal settings. The flow structures in the cases

without the consideration of thermal effect are displayed in

Figs. 4(a) and (c). It is observed that a recirculation flow with

the size of the width of the room is formed in front of the ACs

in cases AC14DT00 and AC112DT00, where the air ejected

from the ACs first moves along the initial jet direction, turns

to the floor direction once it reaches the wall, moves down-

ward until reaching the floor, turns back towards the ACs,

moves under the tables, and in the end, is sucked into the ACs

through the inlets. In the cases with the consideration of ther-

mal effect, the flow structures are more complex, as shown in

Figs. 4(b) and (d). It is found that the cold air blown from

the ACs moves downward at an angle due to the interaction

between the cold jet of a higher density and the rising thermal

plume of a lower density near T3. Before reaching the floor,

the cold air is heated by the interaction. Comparing cases

AC14DT10 and AC112DT10, it is illustrated in Fig. 4(b) that

in case AC14DT10, the heated air near the floor that origi-

nates from the jet from AC1 moves in various directions. In

case AC112DT10 [Fig. 4(d)] with a stronger jet momentum,

the air from AC1 moves in the initial jet direction till reach-

ing the wall near z = 0 m. For the same reason, the jet in-

clination angle in case AC14DT10 is larger than that in case

AC112DT10.

The exchange between the indoor and outdoor airs is inves-

tigated. To reduce the concentration of virus-laden aerosols,

besides applying the filtration system, the most commonly

used method is to keep exchanging indoor and outdoor airs.

Fresh outdoor air can reduce the indoor aerosol concentra-

tion through the dilution effect. Figure 5 shows the stream-

lines of the mean flows traced backward from the restroom.

As shown, the range covered by these streamlines varies

with indoor conditions. The shortest range is from the ta-

bles in front of AC4 to the restroom, which occurs in cases

AC14DT00 and AC112DT00, while the longest range is from

the space in front of AC1 to the restroom, which happens in

case AC112DT10. Figure 5 also shows that there are barely

any streamlines near T1-3 that are directly connected to the

restroom and thus it is less likely for the aerosols in this area

to exit the restaurant, which is consistent with the measure-

ment by Li et al.9.

The turbulence is quantified by the turbulent kinetic energy

(TKE), defined as

k =
1
2

(
u′2 + v′2 +w′2

)
, (14)

and is displayed by the contours plotted near T1-3 in Fig. 6.

In Figs. 6(a) and (c), it is illustrated that the turbulence is

mostly concentrated around the jet from AC1, in the two cases

without considering thermal effect. Moreover, the TKE in

Fig. 6(c) is higher than that in Fig. 6(a) in most of the dis-
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FIG. 4. Mean flow streamlines traced forward from the outlets of the ACs in the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b) AC14DT10, (c)
AC112DT00, and (d) AC112DT10. The streamlines are colored by the local mean temperature θ .

played area, which is caused by the stronger entrainment by

the jet in case AC112DT00 than in case AC14DT00. How-

ever, the distribution of turbulence is different in the cases

with the consideration of thermal effect. In Figs. 6(b) and (d),

it is found that the turbulence is mostly concentrated near the

region where cold air interacts with the thermal plume, which

is located above T3 in case AC14DT10 and has a broader

range in case AC112DT10. Relatively weaker turbulence is

also observed from Figs. 6(b) and (d) above the surfaces of

T1 and T2, which is produced by the instability of the ris-

ing thermal plume. Comparing Figs. 6(b) and (d), it is shown

that the turbulence in case AC112DT10 is stronger than that

in case AC14DT10 in most of the area, due to the stronger

interaction between the cold jet and the thermal plume in

case AC112DT10. Furthermore, comparing Figs. 6(b) and

(d) with Figs. 6(a) and (c), it is found that the cases with the

consideration of thermal effect show more intense turbulence

near T1-3 than the cases without the thermal effect. In sum-

mary, different ventilation rates and thermal settings give rise

to different distributions and intensity levels of the indoor tur-
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FIG. 5. Mean flow streamlines traced backward from the restroom in the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b) AC14DT10, (c) AC112DT00,
and (d) AC112DT10. The streamlines are colored by the local mean temperature θ .

bulence. Another conclusion that is not directly shown from

these results but is reasonable to expect is that the relative

location between the tables and ACs also impacts the distri-

bution of indoor turbulence.

B. Exposure index of virus-laden aerosols

Before using the simulated data to predict the COVID-19

infection risk through airborne transmission, first, in this sec-

tion, we illustrate and analyze the distributions of aerosols

under different ventilation rates and thermal settings. Expla-

nation on the aerosol distribution is also given in this section,

based on the flow structure illustrated in Sec. III A.

The indoor spatial–temporal distribution of the aerosols

under various ventilation rates and thermal settings is quanti-

fied by the aerosol concentration C(x, t), which is defined as

the number of aerosols per unit volume. The mean value of C

during the statistical steady state, which is also called aerosol

exposure index in this study, is used to quantify the tempo-

rally averaged distribution of aerosols or the degree of being

exposed to the aerosols in the restaurant, which is numerically
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FIG. 6. Contours of log10[k/(m2/s2)] in the plane at x = 13 m in the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b) AC14DT10, (c) AC112DT00, and
(d) AC112DT10.

calculated in the present simulations as

C(i, j,k) =
1

n12

ni, j,k

∆V
, (15)

where ni, j,k is the total number of aerosols that have been in

the grid cell (i, j,k) at each timestep during the time period

t1 < t < t2, ∆V is the volume of the grid cell, and n12 is the

total time steps for the simulations running from t1 to t2.

In the simulations, the aerosols are transported by three

forces on the right hand side of Eq. (6), i.e. the Maxey–Riley

equation, including the Stokes drag force, the gravitational

force, and the Brownian motion effect force. It is found from

the results that in the simulated cases, the Stokes drag force

fstokes is dominant over the other two forces in most of the

computational domain. It can be further decomposed into
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four parts by substituting Eq. (13) into Eq. (6),

fstokes =
3πµd

CC
φ

(
Rep

)
u f︸ ︷︷ ︸

fm

+
3πµd

CC
φ

(
Rep

)
u′

f︸ ︷︷ ︸
ft

− 3πµd
CC

φ

(
Rep

)
ũp︸ ︷︷ ︸

fpe

,− 3πµd
CC

φ

(
Rep

)
u′

p︸ ︷︷ ︸
fpt

, (16)

where ũ is the ensemble averaged velocity of the aerosol, fm

is the force due to the mean flow velocity, ft is the force due to

the turbulent fluctuation, fpe is the force due to the mean ve-

locity of the aerosol, and fpt is the force due to the fluctuating

velocity of the aerosol. Based on the above decomposition, an

aerosol in general experiences less Stokes drag if its mean ve-

locity ũp is closer to the local mean flow velocity u f , because

of the opposite effects of fpe and fm. Therefore, the mean

flow tends to drag an aerosol to move along with its stream-

line by the combined effect of fm and fpe. The local tur-

bulence tends to randomly disperse a group of aerosols44–48

through the fluctuating shear forces ft +fpt . The aerosol ex-

posure index in the statistically steady state results from the

combination of all these effects.

Figure 7 shows the iso-surfaces of aerosol exposure index

C for C = 0.1Cmax (in black) and C = 0.01Cmax (in yellow)

under different ventilation rates and thermal settings, where

Cmax is the maximum of C. Comparing the iso-surfaces

of 0.1Cmax and 0.01Cmax, we can see that the former is

closer to patient zero and located around T2, while the lat-

ter reaches T1 and T3 in cases AC14DT00, AC112DT00,

and AC14DT10. In case AC112DT10, it is observed from

Fig. 7(d) that the iso-surface of 0.01Cmax is preferentially

concentrated around T3, in contrast to T1. The values of Cmax

in the different cases are: Cmax = 2740.9 in case AC14DT00,

Cmax = 783.6 in case AC14DT10, Cmax = 276.9 in case

AC112DT00, and Cmax = 279.3 in case AC112DT10. There-

fore, there are more aerosols concentrated inside the iso-

surface of 0.01Cmax in case AC14DT00 than the other three

cases, because the stronger air flows due to the higher qAC

and thermal effect in cases AC14DT10, AC112DT00, and

AC112DT10 drive more aerosols to collide and deposit on the

walls near T1-3, so that the total numbers of aerosols have

lower values in the latter three cases. Comparing the range

reached by the iso-surfaces of 0.01Cmax in the x−direction

with that reached in the z−direction, we can observe that in all

the cases the aerosol exposure index decays faster along the

x−direction than in the z−direction, since the mean flow drag

fm is dominant in the z−direction over in the x−direction due

to the jet flow from AC1. Moreover, the topography of the

iso-surface of 0.01Cmax varies with the ventilation rates and

thermal settings. Figures 7(a) and (c) display an L-shaped

contours of C inside the iso-surface of 0.01Cmax in cases

AC14DT00 and AC112DT00. The lower aerosol exposure in-

dex in the region between the two sides of the L-shape is due

to the turbulent dispersion around the jet flow. Figures. 7(b)

and (d) show a more complex distribution of the aerosol ex-

posure index with a rougher topography of the iso-surface of
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FIG. 7. Iso-surfaces of log10(C/Cmax) = −1 (black) and log10(C/Cmax) = −2 (yellow), and the contours of log10(C/Cmax) in the planes
at z = 2.6 m (across T1) and z = 6.8 m (across T3), in the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b) AC14DT10, (c) AC112DT00, and (d)
AC112DT10. Here, Cmax is the maximum of C.

0.01Cmax in cases AC14DT10 and AC112DT10, because the

rising plumes due to the thermal effect shown in Figs. 4(b)

and (d) create a more complex drag force field. Moreover,

Fig. 7(d) shows a preferential concentration on the T3 side

than on the T1 side due to the transport by the stronger mean

flow in case AC112DT10 compared with case AC14DT10.

Since the infections at T1 and T3 are believed to be di-

rectly related with the airborne transmission9, more research
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FIG. 8. Iso-surface of log10(C/Cmax) =−1.8 (yellow) around T1 and the mean flow streamlines colored by the local mean temperature θ , in
the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b) AC14DT10, (c) AC112DT00, and (d) AC112DT10. Here, Cmax is the maximum of C.

attentions are paid to the regions close to T1 and T3. The

iso-surface of C/Cmax = −1.8 (the threshold is selected as a

representative one based on the isolines concentrated near T1

and T3, see Figs. 9 and 11) and the mean flow streamlines

near T1 and T3 are shown in Fig. 8 and Fig. 10, respectively.

The isolines of C/Cmax near T1 and T3 at the height of mouth

hm are also displayed in Fig. 9 and Fig. 11, respectively. The

correlations between the contours of aerosol exposure index

and the mean flow streamlines are evident.

Near T1, the mean flow streamlines in Figs. 8(a) and (c)

indicate that there exists a recirculation zone above T1 in

cases AC14DT00 and AC112DT00. Inside the recirculation

zone, the streamlines originate from the region around T2,

first move towards the negative z−direction, and then grad-

ually turn to T1 with a spiral-like trajectory. The recircu-

lation zone above T1 is generated by the interaction among

the walls, the surface of T1, and the local air flows. It is

illustrated in Figs. 9(a) and (c) that from C/Cmax = −0.5
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FIG. 9. Contours of log10(C/Cmax) at y = 1.3 m and the corresponding isolines near T1, in the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b)
AC14DT10, (c) AC112DT00, and (d) AC112DT10. T1 is denoted by the black dashed circle, and the people sitting around it are displayed
by the small white circular regions.

to −1.8, the isolines of C/Cmax near T1 tend to be elon-

gated while turning to T1. This pattern of spreading is due

to the convection by the mean flow in the recirculation zone

observed in Figs. 8(a) and (c). In Fig. 8(b), two peaks on

the iso-surface of C/Cmax =−1.8 are observed around T1 in

case AC14DT10. The left peak is associated with a recir-

culation zone attached to the wall, which is formed by the

thermal plume rising from T1 indicated by the red stream-

lines. Another peak is located between T1 and T2, where

hot air passes through, indicated by the streamlines together

with the green arrows in the Fig. 8(b). Corresponding to the

two peaks observed in Fig. 8(b), it is illustrated in Fig. 9(b)

that from C/Cmax = −0.5 to −2, the isolines of C/Cmax are

preferentially distributed in the region between T1 and the
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FIG. 10. Iso-surface of log10(C/Cmax) =−1.8 (yellow) around T3, where Cmax is the maximum of C, and mean flow streamlines colored by
the mean temperature θ , in the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b) AC14DT10, (c) AC112DT00, and (d) AC112DT10.

wall, where there is the recirculation zone, and in the region

between T1 and T2, where the hot air flow caused by the ther-

mal passes by. The spreading of aerosols to the first region is

due to the convection by the thermal plume that generates the

recirculation, and the spreading to the latter region is due to

the convection by the hot air flow passing by. As for the case

AC112DT10, it is found in Fig. 9(d) that the magnitude of the

gradients of aerosol exposure index |∇C| around the isoline of

C/Cmax = −1.7 is significantly larger than those in the other

cases, which indicates the less spreading of the aerosols in the

region colored by dark blue in Fig. 9(d). The less spreading

is consistent with the observation in Fig. 8(d). Near T1, the

streamlines are directly connected to AC1, indicating that the

aerosols in the dark blue region in Fig. 9(d) are mostly trans-

ported by the mean flow along these streamlines. However,

there are less aerosols concentrated in front of AC1 as shown
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FIG. 11. Contours of log10(C/Cmax) at y = 1.3 m and the corresponding isolines near T3, in the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b)
AC14DT10, (c) AC112DT00, and (d) AC112DT10. T3 is denoted by the black dashed circle, and the people sitting around it are displayed
by the small white circular regions.

in Fig. 7(d). Therefore, less aerosols are transported to the re-

gion near T1 in case AC112DT10. The irregular distribution

of the isolines of C/Cmax in Fig. 9(d) also indicates that the

turbulence due to the thermal effect around T1, which is also

illustrated in Fig. 6(d), plays a role in dispersing the aerosols

by exerting the turbulent shear force ft +fpt on the aerosols.

To illustrate the aerosol exposure index near T3, Figs. 10(a)

and (c) show the streamlines of the mean flow inside the

iso-surface of C/Cmax = −1.8 in cases AC14DT00 and

AC112DT00. Along these streamlines, the air moves from
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the region close to patient zero to the wall and the inlet

of AC1. The isolines of C/Cmax displayed in Figs. 11(a)

and (c) are elongated in the same direction around T3, from

C/Cmax =−1.2 to C/Cmax =−1.9. The elongation indicates

the aerosol spreading, which is due to the transport by the

mean flow shown in Figs. 11(a) and (c). Comparing Fig. 11(a)

with (c), the isolines in the latter figure are sharper near the

spot below AC1. This is because the stronger suction in case

AC112DT00 exerts more forcing on the aerosols, which at-

tracts more aerosols to AC1 compared with case AC14DT00.

As shown in Figs. 11(b) and (d), in both the cases AC14DT10

and AC112DT10, there exists a peak of the iso-surface of

C/Cmax = −1.8, which is located above the surface of T3.

The isoline of C/Cmax = −2.1 in Fig. 11(b) indicates a lo-

cal high aerosol exposure index region, which corresponds

to the peak observed in Fig. 10(b) in case AC14DT10. Also

in Fig. 11(d), from C/Cmax = −1.4 to C/Cmax = −2.2, the

elongation of the isolines above T2 corresponds to the peak

observed in Fig. 10(d). The streamlines in parallel with the

green arrows in Figs. 10(b) and (d) indicate that the aerosol

spreading in this region is due to the mean flow convection

associated with the heated air to interact with the cold air

in the jet above T3. Comparing the peak observed in case

AC14DT10 with the one observed in case AC112DT10, the

latter is located lower, because in the latter case, the cold jet

from AC1 has stronger momentum, which makes the con-

verging point closer to the surface of T3.

FIG. 12. Schematic of a susceptible and his/her exposure region49.

C. Prediction of infection risk based on the simulated results

In this section, first, a discussion about using the simulated

results to predict the infection risk of COVID-19 is presented.

Then, the simulation-based distribution of the infection risk

is illustrated and explained by linking it to the analysis in

Sec. III B.

There are various factors that can determine the total infec-

tion risk of COVID-19 associated with airborne transmission.

According to Mittal et al.50, the total infection risk Rin is the

product of the risk functions of a series of complex factors

and processes, which can be expressed as

Rin = ...×Rfm,1×Rfm,2× ...×Rfm,n︸ ︷︷ ︸
Rfm

×Rph,1×Rph,2× ...×Rph,m︸ ︷︷ ︸
Rph

×..., (17)

where Rfm is the infection risk due to the fluid mechanical fac-

tors (e.g., ventilation rate, temperature difference and initial
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FIG. 13. Distributions of the infection risk Rfm of the customers sitting around T1 in the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b) AC14DT10,
(c) AC112DT00, and (d) AC112DT10.

velocity of droplets) and Rph is the infection risk due to the

physiological factors (e.g., the health condition of different

people and the survival rate of the virus during transmission).

It is important to clarify that in the present study, only Rfm,

which is the risk due to the fluid mechanical factors, is an-

alyzed based on the CFD results. The infection risk Rfm is

connected to the simulated aerosol exposure index distribu-

tions by an infection model50, which is illustrated in Fig. 12.

An exposure region in front of a person with volume 2000 ml

is defined, and Rfm is defined by averaging the mean virus-

laden aerosol exposure index inside the volume as

Rfm =
1
Ve

∫
exposure region

C dV, (18)

where Ve is the volume of the exposure region.

The distributions of Rfm of the customers sitting around T1

are shown in Fig. 13. For the cases without the consideration

of thermal effect, it is observed from Figs. 13(a) and (c) that

in cases AC14DT00 and AC112DT00, T1P1 has the high-
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FIG. 14. Distributions of the infection risk Rfm of the customers sitting around T3 in the simulation cases: (a) AC14DT00, (b) AC14DT10,
(c) AC112DT00, and (d) AC112DT10.

est Rfm, T1P3 has the lowest Rfm, and T1P2 and T1P4 are

in between. As illustrated by the aerosol exposure index and

streamlines shown in Sec. III B, this distribution is due to the

recirculation zone above T1, which creates a negative gradi-

ent of C, −∇C, roughly pointing from T1P1 to T1P3. For

the cases with the consideration of thermal effect, Fig. 13(c)

shows the similar trend in case AC14DT10 compared with the

observations from Figs. 13(a) and (b). However, the mecha-

nism that leads to this distribution is different. T1P2 is lo-

cated in a region where −∇C is roughly pointing from T1P1

to T1P2, due to the local thermal plume-formed recirculation

zone, while T1P4 is located in a region where−∇C is roughly

pointing from T1P1 to T1P4, due to the hot air flows passing

by. T1P3 is located the furthest to T1P1. Moreover, compar-

ing Fig. 13(d) with Figs. 13(a), (c), and (d), it is observed that

the Rfm value in case AC112DT10 is around 10% of those in

cases AC14DT10 and AC112DT00, and 1% of that in case

AC14DT00, because T1P1-T1P4 are all located in the region
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where aerosols are less concentrated and most of the local air

flows are directly from AC1. In the real infection event that

occurred in this restaurant, T1P3 is the only person who was

not infected during the lunch9. Without considering the fac-

tors beyond fluid mechanics, the present predictions around

T1 in cases AC14DT00, AC14DT10, and AC112DT00 show

a same trend as in the real infection.

The Rfm of the customers sitting around T3 is displayed

in Fig. 14. It is observed from Figs. 14(a)-(c) that the

distributions of Rfm in cases AC14DT00, AC14DT10, and

AC112DT00 have an approximate V-shape, where the two

ends have higher Rfm than those in between. The difference is

that the ratio between the left end in the V-shape distribution

to the right is lower in cases AC14DT00 and AC112DT00

than in case AC14DT10. The V-shape distributions observed

in cases AC14DT00 and AC112DT00 are due to the air flow

sucked into AC1, which creates a distribution of −∇C above

T3 roughly pointing from T3P7 to T3P4 and from T3P6 to

T3P3. However, the V-shape distribution observed in case

AC14DT10 is due to a more complex mechanism. Around

T3P1 and T3P2, −∇C is created by the hot air flows interact-

ing with the cold jet, while around T3P7 and T3P6, the ∇C

is created by the hot air flow being sucked into AC1. More-

over, a distribution of a different shape is observed in case

AC112DT10 in Fig. 14(d), where the Rfm values of T3P6 and

P3P7 are much larger than those of the other five people (the

ratios are higher than 2). Similar to the mechanism in case

AC14DT10, the distribution of −∇C is due to the combined

effect of the hot air flows being sucked by AC1 (around T3T7

and T3T6) and the hot air flows interacting with the cold jet

(T3P2). The observed much higher risks of T3P6 and T3P7

is due to the stronger cold jet in case AC112DT10 that drives

the concentrated region close to the surface of T3. In the

real infection event, it is believed that T3P3 and T3P6 were

infected during the lunch directly9. The prediction on the dis-

tributions of Rfm does not show a higher Rfm of T3P3 and

T3P6 than other people. However, it shows the approximate

V-shape distributions in cases AC14DT00, AC112DT00, and

AC14DT10, which indicate that the people sitting at the two

ends of the table have more risks than the ones in between,

which is consistent with the real infection at T3.

D. Further discussions

In this section, further discussions are provided based on

the simulated results.

First, we would like to offer some remarks on the applica-

bility of our CFD for infection risk prediction. Specifically,

our results have shown that CFD can provide detailed infor-

mation on the spatial variation of aerosol concentration and

aerosol exposure time as well as aerosol transport process to

illustrate airborne transmission process and show remarkable

agreement with infection pattern reported in the real scenario.

Moreover, the CFD results can be used to systematically eval-
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uate the effect of complex environmental factors such as ven-

tilation design, thermal plumes and turbulence on indoor air-

borne transmission risks. Such information may assist the de-

velopment of more accurate reduced order models for risk as-

sessment and the implementation of preventive measures un-

der different indoor settings. Nevertheless, we acknowledge

that the infection risk evaluation from our current CFD is only

derived from the aerosol exposure index. To yield a more sub-

stantiated metric of infection risk, a relevant infection-dose

model, currently not available for SARS-CoV-2, is needed.

In addition, our prediction of aerosol exposure index can be

further improved if the more detailed information about the

geometry of the space, ventilation, air-conditioning, thermal

condition, and human behaviors is accessible.

Second, beyond a quantification of aerosol exposure in-

dex, we would like to highlight the ability of our CFD to de-

termine the potential airborne transmission pathways, which

can directly lead to actionable preventive measures. Here we

use a reverse-time tracing method to determine the origin of

aerosols that cause the possible infection exposure of an indi-

vidual. Specifically, for example, Fig. 15 depicts two intrigu-

ing pathways that lead to the infection of T3P3. One, marked

by the blue and green aerosols in the figure, shows the po-

tential infection exposure associated with the aerosol trans-

port under the tables. This result suggests the need to shield

the space under a table, in addition to the space above, when

the interplay between ventilation flow and thermal plumes in-

duces the complex indoor air flows. The other pathway, high-

lighted with red aerosols, points to the infection potentially

caused by the returning aerosols from the AC due to limited

filtration efficiency. To further quantify relative significance

of such a transmission pathway, we introduce an AC exposure

fraction factor, defined as

fac =
neac

ne
, (19)

where ne and neac are the total number of aerosols and the

number of aerosols from AC1 that enter the exposure re-

gion during the averaging time. From Fig. 16(a), it is shown

that fac can reach as high as 30% for the individuals sitting

around T1 in case AC112DT10, due to the directional trans-

port of aerosols through the air flows generated straight from

AC1 as shown in Fig. 8(d). For the same reason, in cases

AC14DT00 and AC112DT00, T1P3 yields the peak value of

fac at about 15%. Among all the cases considered, the lowest

fac takes place in AC14DT10 because the air flow from AC1

is strongly disturbed by the rising thermal plumes causing

more omni-directional dispersion of aerosols in this case. In

contrast, the T3P1 in case AC112DT10 has the maximum fac

among all the case, due to the directional transport of aerosols

through the jet flow from AC1. Finally, at T3, the fac peaks at

T3P3 due to its location adjacent to AC1 with values of about

20% and 11% for the cases AC14DT00 and AC112DT00, re-

spectively. These results indicate that the aerosols returning
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FIG. 15. Selected aerosol trajectories traced back from the exposure region of T3P3 to patient zero in case AC112DT10.
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FIG. 16. Variations of fac in the exposure regions among the people sitting around (a) T1 and (b) T3.

from ACs is a potentially important factor when evaluating

infection risks, and an increase of AC filtration efficiency is

highly desirable for mitigating indoor infection risks.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we presented a systematic CFD-based inves-

tigation of indoor airflow and the associated aerosol transport
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in a restaurant setting, where likely cases of airborne infection

of COVID-19 caused by asymptomatic individuals were re-

ported and detailed information of infection process through

contact tracing is available. We employed an advanced in-

house LES solver and other cutting-edge numerical methods

(i.e., IB method, stochastic modeling of Brownian motion and

effect of SGS flow structures on aerosols, Cunningham slip

correction, etc.) to resolve complex indoor processes simul-

taneously, including turbulence, flow–aerosol interplay, ther-

mal effect, and the filtration effect by air conditioners. Using

the aerosol exposure index derived from our simulation, we

are able to provide a spatial map of the airborne infection risk

in the restaurant under different air-conditioning and thermal

settings. Our results have shown a remarkable direct linkage

between regions of high aerosol exposure index and the re-

ported infection patterns in the restaurant, providing strong

support to the airborne transmission occurring in this widely-

reported incidence. Moreover, using flow structure analysis

based on the mean flow streamlines and the distribution of

turbulent kinetic energy and reverse-time tracing of aerosol

trajectories in the simulation, we are able to further pinpoint

the influence of different environmental parameters (i.e., ther-

mal, ventilation rate, and filtration efficiency) on the infec-

tion risks and various potential airborne transmission path-

way that can lead to the infection. Specifically, the thermal

plumes caused by the temperature difference between ambi-

ent air and human/table is shown to cause local recirculation

flows in low-ceiling/confined spaces that can substantially in-

crease infection risks. In addition, the interplay between ther-

mal plumes and ventilation flow from air conditioners can re-

sult in complex flow patterns that can transport the aerosol

circumventing regular shielding and lead to a potential expo-

sure of an individual behind a shield. Moreover, the returning

aerosols from air conditioning/ventilation systems due to the

limited filtration efficiency can also cause aerosol exposure of

individuals adjacent to or facing the ventilation outlets. These

results highlight the need for a proper shield design or place-

ment of shielding according to the local flow patterns as well

as the need for improving the filtration efficiency of our air

conditioning/ventilation system. Overall, our research has

demonstrated the capability and value of high-fidelity CFD

tools for airborne infection risk assessment and the develop-

ment of effective preventive measures, which can be further

strengthened if proper infection-dose models and more de-

tailed information of specific settings is available.
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FIG. 17. Set-up of validation Case 1.
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Appendix A: Validation

Two benchmark cases from the literature were simulated

to validate our simulation algorithm. Case 1 is about forced

convection, which was measured by Posner et al.51 The set-

up of this case is shown in Fig. 17. The dimension of the room

model is 0.914 m× 0.305 m× 0.457 m. A square inlet and a

square outlet vents are located on the ceiling of the room and

the length of their sides is 0.1 m. The inlet velocity is 0.235

m/s. A partition of height 0.15 m is located at the center of

the room. The grid number used in LES is 120× 40× 60.

Besides the inlet and outlet boundary conditions at the vents,

no-slip boundary condition is applied on the walls and the

partition. We compared the measured and simulated vertical

velocity along two lines as shown in Fig. 17, where Line 1 is

parallel to the central axis of the inlet vent and Line 2 goes

through the center of the partition. The comparison is plotted

in Fig. 18. As shown, the present LES result is very close to

the experiment result.

We have also conducted convergence tests on our numer-

ical algorithm. We performed LES for Case 1 with the grid

numbers of 80× 30× 45, 120× 40× 60, and 180× 60× 90.

The comparison of the vertical velocity along Line 1 is plotted

in Fig. 21. As shown, our simulation algorithm obtains good

convergence performance with different grid resolutions.

Case 2 is about mixed convection, which was measured by

Blay et al.52 The set-up of this case is shown in Fig. 19. The

dimension of room model is 1.04 m × 1.04 m × 0.7 m. An

inlet vent and an outlet vent span along the z–direction, and

their widths are 0.018 m and 0.024 m, respectively. The inlet

velocity is 0.57 m/s. The grid number is 120 × 120 × 60.

The boundary conditions for the flow velocity are the same

as those in Case 1. For the set-up of heat transfer, the floor

temperature is 35 °C, the temperature on all the walls and

the ceiling is 15 °C, and the temperature of the inlet flow is

also 15 °C. We compared our velocity and temperature results

along Line 1 (x = 0.52 m, z = 0.35 m) and Line 2 (y = 0.52

m, z = 0.35 m) with the previous experiment52. As shown

in Fig. 20, our simulation agrees with the measurement. Grid

convergence test for validation Case 2 have also be performed

in a way similar to validation Case 1 and is not repeated here.
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FIG. 18. Comparison of vertical velocity along (a) Line 1 and (b) Line 2 in Fig. 17 from the present LES and the previous experiment51 for
the validation Case 1. Lines 1 and 2 are marked in Fig. 17.

FIG. 19. Set-up of validation Case 2.

REFERENCES

1J. Lu, J. Gu, K. Li, C. Xu, W. Su, Z. Lai, D. Zhou, C. Yu, B. Xu, and
Z. Yang, “COVID-19 outbreak associated with air conditioning in restau-
rant, Guangzhou, China, 2020,” Emerg. Infect. Dis. 26, 1628 (2020).

2S. F. Sia, L.-M. Yan, A. W. Chin, K. Fung, K.-T. Choy, A. Y. Wong,
P. Kaewpreedee, R. A. Perera, L. L. Poon, J. M. Nicholls, et al., “Patho-
genesis and transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in golden hamsters,” Nature 583,
834–838 (2020).

3J. A. Lednicky, M. Lauzard, Z. H. Fan, A. Jutla, T. B. Tilly, M. Gangwar,
M. Usmani, S. N. Shankar, K. Mohamed, A. Eiguren-Fernandez, et al.,
“Viable SARS-CoV-2 in the air of a hospital room with COVID-19 pa-
tients,” Int. J. Infect. Dis. 100, 476–482 (2020).

4L. Morawska and J. Cao, “Airborne transmission of SARS-CoV-2: The
world should face the reality,” Environ. Int. , 105730 (2020).

5“This picture shows how 9 people in a restaurant got the coro-

navirus thanks to the placement of an air conditioning unit,”
https://www.businessinsider.com/how-restaurant-air-conditioning-gave-
nine-people-covid-china-2020-4, accessed: 2020-12-7.

6“How coronavirus infected some, but not all, in a restaurant,”
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/04/20/health/airflow-coronavirus-
restaurants.html, accessed: 2020-12-7.

7J. L. Santarpia, D. N. Rivera, V. L. Herrera, M. J. Morwitzer, H. M. Crea-
ger, G. W. Santarpia, K. K. Crown, D. M. Brett-Major, E. R. Schnaubelt,
M. J. Broadhurst, et al., “Aerosol and surface contamination of SARS-
CoV-2 observed in quarantine and isolation care,” Sci. Rep. 10, 1–8 (2020).

8Y. Liu, Z. Ning, Y. Chen, M. Guo, Y. Liu, N. K. Gali, L. Sun, Y. Duan,
J. Cai, D. Westerdahl, et al., “Aerodynamic analysis of SARS-CoV-2 in
two Wuhan hospitals,” Nature 582, 557–560 (2020).

9Y. Li, H. Qian, J. Hang, X. Chen, L. Hong, P. Liang, J. Li, S. Xiao,
J. Wei, L. Liu, et al., “Evidence for probable aerosol transmission
of SARS-CoV-2 in a poorly ventilated restaurant,” medRxiv (2020),
10.1101/2020.04.16.20067728.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.10.20247403doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.10.20247403


Simulation on COVID-19 Transmission in a Restaurant 29

FIG. 20. Comparison of the results for validation Case 2 from the present LES and the previous experiment52. (a) Temperature along Line 1,
(b) horizontal velocity along Line 1, (c) temperature along Line 2, and (d) vertical velocity along Line 2. Lines 1 and 2 are marked in Fig. 19.

FIG. 21. Grid convergence test of the vertical velocity along Line 1 in Case 1.

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.10.20247403doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.10.20247403


Simulation on COVID-19 Transmission in a Restaurant 30

10H. Qian, T. Miao, L. Liu, X. Zheng, D. Luo, and Y. Li, “Indoor transmis-
sion of SARS-CoV-2,” Indoor Air 00, 1–7 (2020).

11S. Zhu, S. Jenkins, K. Addo, M. Heidarinejad, S. A. Romo, A. Layne,
J. Ehizibolo, D. Dalgo, N. W. Mattise, F. Hong, et al., “Ventilation and
laboratory confirmed acute respiratory infection (ARI) rates in college res-
idence halls in College Park, Maryland,” Environ. Int. 137, 105537 (2020).

12R. Mittal, R. Ni, and J.-H. Seo, “The flow physics of COVID-19,” J. Fluid
Mech. 894 (2020).

13C. N. Haas, “Estimation of risk due to low doses of microorganisms: A
comparison of alternative methodologies,” Am. J. Epidemiol. 118, 573–
582 (1983).

14G. N. Sze To, M. Wan, C. Y. H. Chao, F. Wei, S. Yu, and J. Kwan, “A
methodology for estimating airborne virus exposures in indoor environ-
ments using the spatial distribution of expiratory aerosols and virus viabil-
ity characteristics,” Indoor Air 18, 425–438 (2008).

15G. Buonanno, L. Stabile, and L. Morawska, “Estimation of airborne viral
emission: Quanta emission rate of SARS-CoV-2 for infection risk assess-
ment,” Environ. Int. , 105794 (2020).

16S. Shao, D. Zhou, R. He, J. Li, S. Zou, K. Mallery, S. Kumar, S. Yang,
and J. Hong, “Risk assessment of airborne transmission of COVID-19
by asymptomatic individuals under different practical settings,” J. Aerosol
Sci. 151, 105661 (2020).

17V. Mathai, A. Das, J. A. Bailey, and K. Breuer, “Airflows inside passen-
ger cars and implications for airborne disease transmission,” Sci. Adv. ,
eabe0166 (2020).

18V. Vuorinen, M. Aarnio, M. Alava, V. Alopaeus, N. Atanasova, M. Auvi-
nen, N. Balasubramanian, H. Bordbar, P. Erästö, R. Grande, et al., “Mod-
elling aerosol transport and virus exposure with numerical simulations in
relation to SARS-CoV-2 transmission by inhalation indoors,” Saf. Sci. 130,
104866 (2020).

19J. Smagorinsky, “General circulation experiments with the primitive equa-
tions: I. the basic experiment,” Mon. Weather Rev. 91, 99–164 (1963).

20M. Germano, U. Piomelli, P. Moin, and W. H. Cabot, “A dynamic subgrid-
scale eddy viscosity model,” Phys. Fluids A 3, 1760–1765 (1991).

21D. K. Lilly, “A proposed modification of the Germano subgrid-scale clo-
sure method,” Phys. Fluids A 4, 633–635 (1992).

22F. Roman, V. Armenio, and J. Fröhlich, “A simple wall-layer model for
large eddy simulation with immersed boundary method,” Phys. Fluids 21,
10–14 (2009).

23S. Abhyankar, J. Brown, E. M. Constantinescu, D. Ghosh, B. F. Smith,
and H. Zhang, “PETSc/TS: A modern scalable ODE/DAE solver library,”
arXiv:1806.01437 (2018).

24D. D. Gray and A. Giorgini, “The validity of the Boussinesq approximation
for liquids and gases,” Int. J. Heat Mass Transfer 19, 545–551 (1976).

25R. Mittal and G. Iaccarino, “Immersed boundary methods,” Annu. Rev.
Fluid Mech. 37, 239–261 (2005).

26F. Sotiropoulos and X. Yang, “Immersed boundary methods for simulating
fluid-structure interaction,” Prog. Aerosp. Sci. 65, 1–21 (2014).

27A. Calderer, S. Kang, and F. Sotiropoulos, “Level set immersed bound-
ary method for coupled simulation of air/water interaction with complex
floating structures,” J. Comput. Phys. 277, 201–227 (2014).

28Z. Cui, Z. Yang, H.-Z. Jiang, W.-X. Huang, and L. Shen, “A sharp-
interface immersed boundary method for simulating incompressible flows
with arbitrarily deforming smooth boundaries,” Int. J. Comput. Methods
15, 1750080 (2018).

29A. Calderer, X. Guo, L. Shen, and F. Sotiropoulos, “Fluid–structure in-
teraction simulation of floating structures interacting with complex, large-
scale ocean waves and atmospheric turbulence with application to floating
offshore wind turbines,” J. Comput. Phys. 355, 144–175 (2018).

30S. Balachandar and J. K. Eaton, “Turbulent dispersed multiphase flow,”

Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 42, 111–133 (2010).
31S. G. Jennings, “The mean free path in air,” J. Aerosol Sci. 19, 159–166

(1988).
32C. Kleinstreuer and Z. Zhang, “Airflow and particle transport in the human

respiratory system,” Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 42, 301–334 (2010).
33Y. Tang, B. Guo, and D. Ranjan, “Numerical simulation of aerosol depo-

sition from turbulent flows using three-dimensional RANS and LES turbu-
lence models,” Eng. Appl. Comput. Fluid Mech. 9, 174–186 (2015).

34N. Nowak, P. P. Kakade, and A. V. Annapragada, “Computational fluid
dynamics simulation of airflow and aerosol deposition in human lungs,”
Ann. Biomed. Eng. 31, 374–390 (2003).

35X. Wang, A. Gidwani, S. L. Girshick, and P. H. McMurry, “Aerodynamic
focusing of nanoparticles: II. Numerical simulation of particle motion
through aerodynamic lenses,” Aerosol. Sci. Technol. 39, 624–636 (2005).

36B. N. Bailey, R. Stoll, E. R. Pardyjak, and W. F. Mahaffee, “Effect of
vegetative canopy architecture on vertical transport of massless particles,”
Atmos. Environ. 95, 480–489 (2014).

37B. N. Bailey, “Numerical considerations for Lagrangian stochastic disper-
sion models: Eliminating rogue trajectories, and the importance of numer-
ical accuracy,” Bound.-Layer Meteorol. 162, 43–70 (2017).

38https://www.firstinarchitecture.co.uk/average-heights-dimensions-of-
person-sitting/; accessed December, 3, 2020.

39S. Shao, D. Zhou, R. He, J. Li, S. Zou, K. Mallery, S. Kumar, S. Yang, and
J. Hong, “Risk assessment of airborne transmission of covid-19 by asymp-
tomatic individuals under different practical settings,” J. Aerosol Sci. 151,
105661 (2020).

40https://www.mskcc.org/cancer-care/patient-education/trismus; accessed
December, 7, 2020.

41M. Alsved, A. Matamis, R. Bohlin, M. Richter, P.-E. Bengtsson, C.-J.
Fraenkel, P. Medstrand, and J. Löndahl, “Exhaled respiratory particles
during singing and talking,” Aerosol Sci. Technol. 54, 1245–1248 (2020).

42P. Azimi, D. Zhao, and B. Stephens, “Estimates of HVAC filtration effi-
ciency for fine and ultrafine particles of outdoor origin,” Atmos. Environ.
98, 337–346 (2014).

43https://iaqscience.lbl.gov/vent-info; accessed December, 3, 2020.
44Q. Zhang, H. Liu, Z. Ma, and Z. Xiao, “Preferential concentration of heavy

particles in compressible isotropic turbulence,” Phys. Fluids 28, 055104
(2016).

45Y. Liu, L. Shen, R. Zamansky, and F. Coletti, “Life and death of inertial
particle clusters in turbulence,” J. Fluid Mech. 902 (2020).

46A. A. Mofakham and G. Ahmadi, “Particles dispersion and deposition in
inhomogeneous turbulent flows using continuous random walk models,”
Phys. Fluids 31, 083301 (2019).

47J. P. Salazar and L. R. Collins, “Two-particle dispersion in isotropic turbu-
lent flows,” Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 41, 405–432 (2009).

48F. Toschi and E. Bodenschatz, “Lagrangian properties of particles in turbu-
lence,” Annu. Rev. Fluid Mech. 41, 375–404 (2009).

49Three-dimensional models are sourced from the 3D library of the Mi-
crosoft application Paint 3D.

50R. Mittal, C. Meneveau, and W. Wu, “A mathematical framework for esti-
mating risk of airborne transmission of COVID-19 with application to face
mask use and social distancing,” Phys. Fluids 32, 101903 (2020).

51J. D. Posner, C. R. Buchanan, and D. Dunn-Rankin, “Measurement and
prediction of indoor air flow in a model room,” Energy Build. 35, 515–526
(2003).

52D. Blay, S. Mergur, and C. Niculae, “Confined turbulent mixed convection
in the presence of horizontal buoyant wall jet,” ASME, HTD 213, 65–72
(1992).

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted December 14, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.10.20247403doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.12.10.20247403

