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Abstract
We report experimental results on aerosol dispersion in two large German cash-
and-carry hardware/DIY stores to better understand the factors contributing to
disease transmission by infectious human aerosols in large indoor environments.
We examined the transport of aerosols similar in size to human respiratory
aerosols (0.3µm–10µm) in representative locations, such as high-traffic areas
and restrooms. In restrooms, the observed decay of aerosol concentrations was
consistent with well-mixed air exchange. In all other locations, fast decay times
were measured, which were found to be independent of aerosol size (typically a
few minutes). From this, we conclude that in the main retail areas, including
at checkouts, rapid turbulent mixing and advection is the dominant feature
in aerosol dynamics. With this, the upper bound of risk for airborne disease
transmission to a susceptible is determined by direct exposure to the exhalation
cloud of an infectious. For the example of the SARS-CoV-2 virus, we find
when speaking without a face mask and aerosol sizes up to an exhalation (wet)
diameter of 50µm, a distance of 1.5m to be unsafe. However, at the smallest
distance between an infectious and a susceptible, while wearing typical surgical
masks and for all sizes of exhaled aerosol, the upper bound of infection risk is
only ∼ 5% and decreases further by a factor of 100 (∼ 0.05%) for typical FFP2
masks for a duration of 20min. This upper bound is very conservative and we
expect the actual risk for typical encounters to be much lower. The risks found
here are comparable to what might be expected in calm outdoor weather.
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risk, SARS-CoV-2, large indoor environments, COVID-19.

1. Introduction

Humans spend most of their time indoors and it is important to keep the
air in enclosed living spaces free of pollutants and other harmful substances.
Airborne infectious diseases such as Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome (SARS),
avian flu and swine flu (H1N1), and more recently COVID-19 are transmitted5

through direct and indirect contact with an infectious person [1, 2, 3]; with
the predominant route of transmission for SARS-CoV-2 being via airborne
transport of respiratory aerosols [4] released from the respiratory tract of an
infectious person. (In this study, we use the terms particle(s) and aerosol(s)
interchangeably to refer to <100µm particulate matter suspended in air, regardless10

of composition.) The size of Human aerosol emissions vary greatly in magnitude
and span length scales of several decades. While moist exhaled aerosols larger
than 50µm settle by gravitational deposition on room surfaces before drying,
smaller droplets dry rapidly, thereby shrink, and due to their small mass remain
airborne for extended periods of time [3]. Such aerosols may contain single or15

multiple copies of pathogens when exhaled by an infectious, and when inhaled by
a susceptible, there is a risk of infection given by the absorbed dose of pathogens
[5]. In order to control and minimize airborne transmission risk by infectious
aerosols, it is essential to further our understanding of aerosol dynamics and
dispersion across their large spectrum of size distributions.20

The spread of aerosols and the infection risk of respiratory diseases have
been studied in different close contact indoor environments, such as aircraft
cabins [6], buses [7], hospital wards [8, 9], and residential buildings [10, 11].
Most studies consider a well-mixed room and study fine aerosol dispersion (e.g.
<10µm) under such assumptions [e.g. see 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20,25

21]. In well-mixed room models and their generalizations, it is assumed that
the contaminants (i.e. aerosols) are fully mixed into the whole volume of the
room before they reach the destination of interest. As a result, the aerosol
concentration is the same at all locations in the room and when the source is
removed, the concentration decreases exponentially with time due to aerosol30

removing mechanisms such as deposition and air exchange [22],

N(t) = N0 exp

(
−Q

V
t

)
, (1)

where N0 is the initial aerosol concentration, Q is the room clean-air supply
rate typically in m3 h−1 and V is the room volume. The ratio Q/V is also
known as the nominal Air Changes per hour (ACH). In cases where the mixing
of the clean air with the room air is not perfect and/or when the particulate35

matter is removed with an imperfect filtration device, Q should be replaced
with the effective supply rate QE = mQ, where 0 < m ≤ 1. This lead to the
derivation of an effective ACH = QE/V , which can be reformulated to calculate
the decay time τ defined as the inverse of the effective ACH. The exponential
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decay shown in Eq. 1 strictly applies to an ideal well-mixed closed room. As40

we shall show later, exponential decays can also appropriately approximate the
decay of aerosol concentration in open spaces, where the well-mixed assumption
does not clearly apply.

There are special cases where the well-mixed assumption is a good approximation,
e.g., in small spaces and when sufficient time has elapsed since the release45

of the pollutant. In practice, however, local emission sources always cause
concentration fluctuations in the room, even if the air flow in the room is a
fully developed turbulent flow. In particular, the well-mixed model fails when
the volume of the room increases and/or the distance between the source and
the target is large. In such situations, the aerosol concentration gradients can50

be taken into account with different methods, such as dividing the room into
near-field and far-field regions [23, 24, 22, 25, 26, 27] or by performing detailed
numerical simulations of specific scenarios [28, 29, 30].

Additionally, previous experimental work has shown that in the near-field
region three different time-scales govern the aerosol concentration evolution in55

time, namely tα, tβ , and tγ [31, 32, 33]. The first time-scale, tα, refers to
when the source is active. The duration in which the source is no longer active
and the space is not yet in a well-mixed state is tβ . And tγ is the duration
from when the space is well-mixed to when the aerosol concentration reaches
that of the background. Turbulent mixing caused, for example, by mechanical60

flow devices, human presence, and thermal convection results in the space to
become well mixed. If tα + tβ � tγ then the well-mixed room model was
proposed to be an adequate assumption for exposure risk calculations [31]. For
well mixed situations, experimental studies have examined the best strategies
for ventilation of indoor spaces such as schools [34], hospitals and clinics [35,65

36], and homes [37]. Others studied the transport dynamics of pollutants in
various confined indoor spaces [38, 39, 40] and how human presence and activity
can affect these dynamics [41, 42, 43, 44]. Studies also expand upon single
room confined spaces by looking at multi-zone indoor environments and how
aerosols can transfer from room to room and how this transport affects aerosol70

concentration [45, 46, 47, 48].
To the best of our knowledge, there has not been an experimental investigation

of aerosol transport in considerably large (>1000m3) indoor spaces, where the
well mixed assumption is known to fail. Risk of infection due to airborne disease
transmission in daily-encountered environments, such as large grocery stores,75

shopping malls or hardware/DIY stores, have become the center of debate
during the COVID-19 pandemic. The key questions in such environments are:
(i) how and how quickly do local contaminants, such as respiratory aerosols
produced by an infectious, disperse; (ii) what is the typical residence time of
contaminants; (iii) what is the influence of store layout, presence of people, and80

type of ventilation; and (iv) what is the risk of infection from infectious aerosols.
To answer these questions, we conducted a series of experiments in two large

cash-and-carry/DIY stores in Germany. We chose these stores because they
have different layouts and ventilation mechanisms. We studied the transport
of aerosols similar in size to human respiratory aerosols (0.3 − 10 microns) in85
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different locations of these stores and recorded their spatio-temporal evolution
with four aerosol spectrometers. We studied high traffic locations, where close
contact with people is more likely, to see how the presence of people affects
aerosol transport. We also studied the effect of room layout and the possibility of
aerosol transport through corridors and shelves. Our experimental observations90

show that exposure to local emissions, also known as near-field exposure, is
the most important factor contributing to the risk of infection from airborne
diseases and that the accumulation of infectious aerosols is negligible. As an
example, we provide the upper bound of SARS-CoV-2 infection risk for various
preventive measures such as social distancing and mask wearing. Our findings95

can also be applied to outdoor risk assessment in calm weather, which is similar
in all respects to large indoor spaces, especially with respect to the upper bound
calculations of infection risk presented here.

2. Methods

2.1. Experiments100

The experiments were performed at two different hardware stores in Germany.
The stores have the typical layout of similar cash-and-carry/DIY stores with
high ceilings (∼10m) and large indoor space. The two stores have different
ventilation systems where Store 1 had ventilation units installed periodically
on the ceiling as shown in Fig. 1(a) and Store 2 had ventilation units installed105

on the walls of the store, as shown in Fig. 1(b). Store 1 had a total volume
of ∼190.000m3 in which the garden center had a volume of ∼45 000m3. The
main retail area, not including the garden center, had a maximum air exchange
rate of 57 800m3 h−1 provided by the ventilation units which yield a nominal
ACH of 0.4 h−1. Store 2 had a volume of ∼60 000m3 in the main retail area and110

∼40 000m3 in the garden center. The measured air exchange rate was dependent
on the specific location in Store 2 as proximity to ventilation units and entrances
influenced the exchange rate and air currents, which made a determination of a
nominal ACH not possible. Fig. 1 also shows the locations in which the aerosols
were released and aerosol measurements took place. We measured specific areas115

of interest with higher potential for the risk of infection, such as high traffic areas
with high number of customer visits and prolonged customer dwelling times.
Additionally, as the store shelving may influence aerosol transport, experiments
were conducted in such areas with shelf layout also shown in Fig. 1.

The aerosol measurements were conducted with four Optical Particle Sizer120

(OPS) spectrometers manufactured by TSI, model ”Type 3330”, all of which
were calibrated no later than a year before the dates on which the experiments
were conducted. The individual devices are labeled as position 1, 2, 3 and 4
in each of the experiments. Each spectrometer measures particle sizes in the
range of 0.3-10µm. The devices allow for a maximum of 16 custom selected125

bins for size distribution analysis. In this investigation we used 16 bins that
were evenly spaced on the logarithmic scale. The sampling time was set to 1
second, which yields a sample volume of 16.7 cm3 per sample. The OPS devices

4
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Figure 1: Schematics of the store layouts with ventilation units marked as well as entrances
and exits that provide additional air exchange with the outside. The locations of dust release
and aerosol measurement are also marked. Only the shelving around experimental cites are
shown.
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were placed on ladders or shelves during measurements at approximately the
typical breathing height of an adult human (1.5-2m above ground level). The

100 101
101

102

103

Figure 2: Size distribution of the DMT test dust measured immediately after the release with
the OPS.

130

aerosol used in the experiments was a dolomite test-dust from DMT GmbH &
Co KG with diameters of less than 20µm as specified by the manufacturer. The
aerosol size distribution of this dust is relatively flat over the whole aerosol sizes
and is shown in Fig. 2. The dust was released at approximately 1.0-1.5m above
ground in order to have situations similar to human aerosol generation. The135

release was obtained by shaking a dust-filled microfiber cloth of size 30cm x
30cm several times in a 33L bucket and for a total duration of <5 s. Within
the requirements of the experiment, this allowed for a satisfactorily controlled
local release of dust, while minimizing the flow generated by the movement of
the cloth itself.140

For flow visualization around inlet and outlet vents in Store 1, we used a
commercial fogger (Smoke Factory GmbH), and a 5W continuous wave (CW)
frequency-doubled Nd:YAG laser that with a cylindrical lens produced a light
sheet of approximately 3mm beam width and opening angel of 90◦. Fig. 3145

shows an example of flow visualization with the laser sheet under an exhaust
vent, revealing the turbulent structures in the airflow by the concentration
fluctuations of the turbulently entrained fog. A thermal imager (VarioCam
head from Jenoptik Laser Optik Systeme GmbH, equipped with an IR 1.0/25
LW lens) was also used to measure the temperature distribution at several150

experimental sites to determine whether thermally induced convective aerosol
transport is possible.

6
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Figure 3: Flow visualization with a laser sheet reveals the turbulent vortices in the store air
currents and their size distribution.

2.2. Data analysis
In this study, we examine the main features of aerosol concentration evolution

using two parameters, namely the aerosol decay time and the 90% aerosol155

residence time. These time scales indicate how long it takes for test aerosols
to become indistinguishable from background aerosols. The smaller these time
scales, the faster a space returns to background conditions after aerosol release
was stopped, and the lower the aerosol accumulation in space.

The aerosol decay time τ can only be measured if a significant portion of160

aerosol concentration evolution can be approximated by an exponential decay.
This, however, is the case for only 42% of our measurements, i.e. 54 out of 127,
which could be fitted well with an exponential similar to Eq. 1 with r2 ≥ 0.7.
The starting point of such a fit was usually either the local maximum in aerosol
concentration or the point in time immediately following the sharp drop that165

followed the maximum. The end point was either the termination of the time
series or the point at which the background concentration was reached, or the
point at which the concentration reached a plateau. In addition, the fit was not
applied to regions where a sudden drop in aerosol concentration was observed.
Some measurements required manual tuning of start and end points due to170

multiple peaks and other deviations from the ideal case of a simple exponential
decay. We attribute these large variations to quickly changing air currents
generated by the presence of customers (motion wakes and thermal convection)
near the instrument.

The second parameter that parameterizes aerosol dynamics is the 90% aerosol175

residence time, which allows us to determine the event duration and, as shown,

7
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can be related to the aerosol decay time. The 90% aerosol residence time is
calculated based on the cumulative normalized concentration evolution. By
definition, the cumulative normalized concentration is a monotonically increasing
function of time with values between 0 and 1. From this function, the time for180

reaching a certain concentration level can be determined. We use the times
where the cumulative normalized concentration is 0.05 (5th percentile) and 0.95
(95th percentile) to determine the time span that covers 90% of the total aerosol
concentration t90%.

It should be noted that in some experiments, the aerosol concentration at185

one or more measurement locations was not sufficient for quantitative analysis
as the aerosol dust was carried away by weak air currents from the measurement
locations. A threshold of 5% total concentration relative to the maximum total
concentration was set for discrimination, and 104 of 127 data sets exceeded this
threshold.190

2.3. Infection risk
The infection risk calculations follow the methods described in [49], which

were developed to estimate an upper bound for COVID-19 infection transmission
risk from human aerosols in large indoor environments. Two scenarios are
considered:195

• distancing scenario in which unmasked individuals are separated by
1.5m meters and the susceptible individual is always in the exhalation
cloud of the infectious individual. Aerosol concentrations in the breathing
zone of the susceptible individual are estimated to be diluted by a factor
of 15 compared to concentrations generated by the infectious individual.200

• mask scenario in which persons wearing half-face masks are in close
proximity to each other, while the susceptible person inhales all exhaled air
directly from the infectious person’s face mask. Only surgical and FFP2
masks are considered. Aerosol size-dependent inhalation and exhalation
leakages from Bagheri et. al. [49] are used which are based on measurements205

with human subjects.

In both scenarios, the susceptible person is breathing, while the infectious
person is either breathing or speaking. It should be noted that the mask scenario
greatly overestimates the risk of infection as explained in Bagheri et. al. [49]. In
short, the main emission from individuals wearing face masks is due to leakage210

flows between the mask and the face. For FFP2 masks, leakage occurs mostly
at the sides of the nose and is directed upward; for surgical masks, nasal leakage
and cheek leakage to the side are significant. To achieve an upper bound for
infection risk all exhaled air is inhaled by a masked individual. When considering
geometry alone, the upper bound given here may overestimate the risk by at215

least a factor of 10; when considering turbulent mixing away from the person,
it may overestimate the risk by at least a factor of 100. However, because the
upper bound is the most conservative and best estimate of the risk for aerosol
transmission of disease, the results are presented as such.

8
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It is assumed that both individuals are 35 years old. Gender and BMI have220

little effect on the estimation of the upper bound. In addition, the viral load
in the respiratory fluid of the infectious individual is assumed to be constant
across all aerosol sizes and equal to 1.5× 108 mL−1, which is close to the mean
viral load for the initial SARS-CoV-2 variant but lower than those found for the
B.1.1.7 variant [50]. The SARS-CoV-2 infective dose required for 63.21% chance225

of infection is taken to be 200. Both values are within the range reported in
the literature on the current variants of the virus [49]. Aerosol size distributions
for breathing and speaking activities investigated here are obtained from the
HEADS database [51]. Aerosols with exhale (wet) diameter of <50µm are
considered for calculating risk of infection, assuming that larger aerosols deposit230

on the mask fabric or room surfaces before reaching the susceptible individual.
Virus inactivation is negligible for the investigated duration of up to 60min.

For both scenarios, it is also assumed that all aerosols inhaled by the susceptible
individual have become smaller by a factor of 4 due to drying than when
they were generated in the respiratory tract of the infectious individual [49].235

Ventilation rates and deposition in the respiratory tract of the susceptible individual
are calculated based on the ICRP lung deposition model [52], where the inhaled
aerosols undergo time-dependent hygroscopic growth and under best estimates
are only composed of water and NaCl. The risk of infection is calculated under
the assumption of an exponential model and monopathogenic aerosols [5]. Note240

that for the parameters studied here, the polypathogen model yields a lower
infection risk [5] and therefore the monopathogen model is best for estimating
the upper bound. We also assumed that the initial absorbed dose to the
susceptible individual was zero.

If the indoor space is sufficiently large the accumulation of virus in the245

background is negligible. In the case of a large open space, the threshold
sufficiently large can be estimated such that the sum of the exhaled volume
for each person for a residence time of 1 h in the room is <1% of that of the
capped room volume. The capped room volume represents the estimation for
an effective (virtual) room size, it is the area of the room multiplied by 2m250

as the capped height, which is a conservative estimate of the height at which
most of the exhaled cloud should dwell (in practice, this depends on the type
of ventilation, the buoyancy of the exhaled cloud, and other factors). Given a
typical respiratory rate of 0.5m3/hour for breathing/speaking activities for an
adult person, the occupancy density that meets our criterion is 25m2/person.255

The initial viral concentration of the air is also assumed to be zero. Note
that the infection risks presented here therefore do not apply to situations in
which the infectious person is in a fixed location for a long time, i.e. >1 h.
In this case, infectious aerosol accumulation is possible and well-mixed zone
assumptions with actual air exchange rates should be considered. For this a260

detailed knowledge of the individual situation is necessary. However, since the
upper bound is already quite generous in estimating the risk of infection, we
expect that the risk of infection in such situations will not exceed the upper
bound given here for realistic situations, where some airflow and air exchange
can be expected. In addition, the aerosol decay time, τ , should be <4min so that265

9
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the influence of viral accumulation in the space between individuals compared
with that of the exhalation cloud is <10% [49]. For more details on infection
risk calculations and the effects of different masks on infection risk, see Bagheri
et. al. [49].

3. Results and discussion270

3.1. Aerosol decay
Aerosol measurements were performed at different locations in the two stores

to study aerosol transport in different scenarios and environments. For example,
areas where customers typically take longer to find a particular item were
studied, which also results in these areas having a higher number of visitors at275

a given time. Such locations are important for realistic calculations of infection
risk in large indoor spaces, where local aerosol concentrations have the highest
probability of causing infection. Measurements were also conducted in confined
spaces with lower ventilation rates, such as public restrooms.

The measured decay times and 90% aerosol residence times for experiments280

performed in the two hardware stores are shown in Table 1. Examples of
experiments with good quality exponential fits are shown in Fig. 4(a). Experiment
1 shows the aerosol concentration measured in the restroom of Store 1 where the
mixing timescale is much larger than the other timescales involved (tα+tβ � tγ).
Thus, the restroom can be considered a well-mixed room, where aerosol decay285

time was found to be long due to low ACH. In contrast, experiments 2 and 7
were conducted in the open retail areas of Store 1, where the assumption of a
well-mixed space cannot be applied. Nevertheless, the decay can be well fitted
by an exponential, as Eq. 1. The experiments performed in the large retail areas
have much shorter decay times as compared to small closed spaces [see 49, and290

references therein]. As a result, in open spaces, direct exposure to the source of
contaminants is more important in risk calculations than aerosols which are in
the well-mixed surrounding environment. A contrasting case of an experiment
with poor fits for aerosol concentration to an exponential is experiment 6, shown
in fig 4(c). This section of the store was a high-traffic area and customers with295

shopping carts passed by during the measurement. A well-defined exponentially
decaying region could not be found for this experiment and no estimate for τ
could be obtained. However, we were still able to estimate the 90% aerosol
residence time t90% from the relative cumulative aerosol concentrations. The
aerosol decay time and aerosol residence time are strongly correlated. Fig. 5300

shows the relationship between τ and the 90% aerosol residence time for the
7.2 µm sized aerosols for experiments performed in the main retail area that
have good exponential fits. The linear least-squares fits for aerosol sizes between
1µm to 9µm have reasonable coefficients of determination (r2 = 0.553− 0.794)
which potentially allows us to calculate an effective τ for cases where we have305

complicated flow conditions and no clear exponential decay.
The decay times for the different measurement locations as a function of

aerosol size are shown in Figure 6(a). Aerosols remain longer air-bound in the

10
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Figure 4: Normalized aerosol concentration for 0.90-1.12µm sized aerosols as measured by
one OPS. (a) Experiments 1 and 7 of Table 1 with an exponential decay showing different
dynamics. (b) Experiment 2 where tα + tβ ∼ tγ . (c) Experiment 6 where no good estimates
for τ are found but aerosol residence time can be measured.

11

 . CC-BY-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 May 24, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257577doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257577
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


0 200 400 600 800
90% residence time (s)

0

50

100

150

200

250

Data
Linear fit

Figure 5: Exponential decay constant τ as a function of the 90% aerosol residence time for
the 7.2µm sized aerosols. The data represents 45 out of the 127 available data-sets from both
stores excluding the restroom experiments that have longer τ .

smaller restroom areas than in the main retail areas. It was found that the
restrooms can be considered well-mixed environments where aerosol dynamics310

are dominated by settling and deposition. In the main retail areas with open
spaces and improved ventilation, the measured decay times were not strongly
dependent on aerosol size and were typically 1-2 min with little variation between
sites. The ventilation in Store 2 had unfiltered air intakes from outside which
created a higher background concentration of aerosols smaller than 0.5 µm in315

diameter and resulted in longer decay times for smaller aerosols. Fig. (b)
shows the PDF of measured decay times for experiments conducted in the main
retail area, with most sites having a decay time of approximately 1min. The
constancy of the decay times in the main retail areas shows that, unlike in the
restrooms, the aerosol dynamics in the open areas are not dominated by mixing320

and deposition, but by local transport through weak air currents. In our flow
visualization experiments with the laser sheet, we observed that the aerosol
cloud experienced strong advection-diffusion.

The aerosol decay times are grouped by experiment location type and are
shown in the box and whisker plots of Fig. 6(c). Fig. 6(d) shows a schematic325

of location types in the main retail area that have boundaries in the form of
walls or shelving. Channel describes aisles that have two parallel boundaries,
mostly shelves, on both sides. Edge has one boundary and the other directions
are free, and corner describes situations where there is one parallel boundary
and another boundary perpendicular to it. Open areas have no boundaries near330

the measurement location, such as checkout areas or garden center locations.
Enclosed spaces such as restrooms showed the longest aerosol decay time of
all locations studied, while the main retail spaces all showed similar and much
shorter decay, with no significant difference between location types.
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Figure 6: (a) Aerosol decay times τ as a function of aerosol size at different locations. In S2
the ventilation intake air from outside was not filtered, leading to larger decay times for small
aerosols. (b) PDF of τ for experiments performed in the main retail area of the two stores
(excluding the restrooms). (c) Box and whisker plots of τ for S1 and S2 where the data is
grouped by the experiment location type. (d) Schematic of experiment location types.
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Experimental values
Experiment Location τ range (min) τ mean (min) t90% (min) Description

1 S1 L1 13.86-86.57 34.37 ± 4.94 32.68 ± 0.65 Restroom
2 S1 L2 0.82-1.99 1.13 ± 0.05 3.35 ± 0.1 High traffic area
3 S1 L2 1.28-2.12 1.47 ± 0.03 4.13 ± 0.16 "
4 S1 L2 3.32-15.04 5.82 ± 0.31 10.58 ± 0.1 "
5 S1 L2 NA NA 2.01 ± 0.03 High traffic area, brief event
6 S1 L2 NA NA 3.07 ± 0.01 Out of high traffic area
7 S1 L3 0.40-4.86 1.49 ± 0.12 2.29 ± 0.09 Under inlet
8 S1 L3 0.53-3.88 1.26 ± 0.11 2.6 ± 0.11 Under inlet
9 S1 L4 3.26-5.26 3.78 ± 0.14 6.6 ± 0.15 Between two inlets
10 S1 L4 1.81-4.24 2.49 ± 0.07 5.37 ± 0.05 Between two inlets
11 S1 L5 NA NA 2.37 ± 0.06 Strong air currents
12 S1 L6 NA NA 7.05 ± 0.16 Under outlet
13 S1 L6 1.79-2.75 2.10 ± 0.06 5.3 ± 0.08 Under outlet
14 S1 L7 0.45-1.02 0.55 ± 0.04 2.16 ± 0.05 Cash register
15 S1 L7 NA NA 2.08 ± 0.02 "
16 S1 L7 0.59-0.80 0.66 ± 0.02 2.09 ± 0.04 "
17 S1 L8 0.98-1.77 1.21 ± 0.04 1.84 ± 0.07 Garden center
18 S1 L9 0.71-2.37 1.37 ± 0.10 4.5 ± 0.07 Aisle to aisle
19 S1 L9 1.49-1.77 1.55 ± 0.02 6.14 ± 0.05 Aisle to aisle
20 S2 L1 7.01-22.10 9.34 ± 0.93 14.59 ± 0.09 Restroom
21 S2 L1 7.73-36.28 10.74 ± 1.79 11.68 ± 0.09 Restroom
22 S2 L2 1.19-8.33 2.40 ± 0.22 4.62 ± 0.07 High traffic area
23 S2 L2 0.71-6.25 1.37 ± 0.13 3.61 ± 0.09 "
24 S2 L2 1.26-3.06 1.48 ± 0.07 3.69 ± 0.06 "
25 S2 L2 1.77-8.90 2.46 ± 0.26 5.7 ± 0.19 Aisle to aisle
26 S2 L2 1.96-5.61 2.67 ± 0.22 5.97 ± 0.07 Across main aisle
27 S2 L3 0.55-3.59 0.83 ± 0.07 1.65 ± 0.07 Downstream of inlet
28 S2 L3 0.59-2.80 1.12 ± 0.11 2.4 ± 0.07 Downstream of inlet
29 S2 L3 0.48-1.07 0.58 ± 0.04 5.39 ± 0.03 Downstream of inlet
30 S2 L4 NA NA 1.72 ± 0.06 Cash register, brief event
31 S2 L4 0.87-5.01 1.96 ± 0.19 3.1 ± 0.04 Cash register
32 S2 L5 NA NA 0.5 ± 0.13 Garden center, brief event
33 S2 L5 0.45-1.80 0.59 ± 0.09 1.52 ± 0.06 Garden center
34 S2 L5 0.99-4.41 1.48 ± 0.14 5.11 ± 0.03 Garden center

Table 1: Aerosol decay times and 90% aerosol residence times for experiments performed in
the two stores. Here S refers to the store and L to the locations identified in Fig. 1.
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Figure 7: (a) Normalized aerosol concentration for aerosols of size 0.90-1.12µm at different
positions in the aisle for experiment 4. (b) Thermal camera image of an aisle with two people
standing in the aisle. The temperatures in the store are relatively constant with no significant
contributions to aerosol transport from thermal convection.
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High traffic locations335

The results of experiment 4 are shown in Fig. 7, this location is a high
traffic area with higher than average dwelling time for customers (screw section).
Fig. 7(a) shows the aerosol concentration normalized by the maximum value
observed in the particular experiment for aerosol sizes of 0.90-1.12 µm. The
measurement devices were evenly spaced in the aisle and the aerosol dust was340

generated near position 1. The existence of an air current in the direction
from device 1 to device 4 caused the aerosol cloud to be advected to the other
measurement devices in a short amount of time. The majority of experiments
performed in the open store areas were of this nature, where the aerosol dynamics
was dominated by advection and diffusion due to turbulent mixing. After the345

release of the aerosols, the sharp rise seen in the concentrations corresponds to
the arrival of the aerosols at the spectrometer locations as seen in Fig. 7(a). The
decay is similar for all 4 spectrometers reflecting that the cloud is uniformly
mixed in space and exponentially decays in time. Additionally, there is no
significant contribution to aerosol transport from thermal convection as demonstrated350

by a thermal image of the experiment aisle shown in Fig. 7(b). The temperature
profile of the store is relatively constant with no gradients between the floor,
ceiling, and walls that would cause convective motion of air and aerosols.

We have also examined high traffic, long customer dwelling time areas for
cases with and without people present in the aisle. The experiments with these355

conditions were performed in Location 2 of Store 2 as shown in Fig. 1(b).
Fig. 9(a) shows the case without people present in the aisle where the measured
aerosol concentrations have been normalized by the observed maximum for
aerosol sizes of 0.90-1.12µm. For the case without people present, we found
similar results to those of Location 2 in Store 1. Fig. 9(b) shows the same360

location but with 5-6 people present in the aisle when the aerosol dust was
generated. The presence of people changes aerosol transport in a significant
way, where depending on the location of individuals, a person may obstruct the
aerosol transport path in the aisle. The movement of people can also create
wakes and cause re-suspension and vortical transport. This demonstrates the365

locality of aerosol dynamics and how the aerosol does not become well-mixed
in large environments. We can see this effect in the measurement made at Pos.
4 of Fig. 9(b) where the aerosol reaches Pos. 4 at a much later time and the
concentration only slightly goes above the background. Furthermore, human
presence can cause the incoming aerosol to be carried upward via convective370

flow. The displaced volume of air by the convective boundary layer of a human
is πr2v = 0.025m3 s−1, which is calculated by multiplying the area of a human
with radius r = 0.2m with the typical human convective boundary layer flow
velocity of v = 0.2m s−1 [41].

Cross-aisle aerosol transport375

Aerosol transport from aisle to aisle is also of interest. To study the paths
and routes that aerosols take to move from one aisle to the next, we conducted
experiments at Location 9 of Store 1. From Fig. 8(a) we see that the aerosol is
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Figure 8: Aerosol dispersion from aisle to aisle for aerosols of size 0.90-1.12µm. (a)
Initial experiments with all measurement devices at the same height. (b) Experiment with
measurement devices at various heights in the neighboring aisle to where the aerosol dust is
generated as a way to determine the aerosol transport path. The concentrations have been
normalized by the maximum measured concentration in the particular experiment.

17

 . CC-BY-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 May 24, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257577doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257577
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


(a)

(b)

4

3

2

1

Sh
el
f

D
us
tr
el
ea
se

3 m

3 m

1.5 m

1.5 m

0 100 200 300
10-4

10-3

10-2

10-1

100
Pos. 1
Pos. 2
Pos. 3
Pos. 4

0 200 400 600

10-2

10-1

100
Pos. 1
Pos. 2
Pos. 3
Pos. 4

Figure 9: Aerosol dispersion in an aisle for aerosols of size 0.90-1.12µm (a) with and
(b) without people. The concentrations have been normalized by the maximum measured
concentration in the particular experiment.

18

 . CC-BY-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 May 24, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257577doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.05.21.21257577
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


only slightly transported to the neighboring aisle but mostly remains local to
the area in which it was released. Here we have two spectrometers in the aisle380

where the aerosol dust was generated, and two spectrometers in the adjacent
aisle showing aerosol transport to the next aisle. Fig. 8(b) shows the results for
where we had one sepectrometer in the aisle where the aerosol is generated and
3 spectrometers in the neighboring aisle stacked on top of each other. Fig. 8(b)
shows that most aerosols are detected at approximately the same height as385

where the dust was generated. Thus, the aerosol did not travel over or around
the shelving but rather through perforations in the shelf itself. Similar to the
case where people were present in the aisle, the shelving acts as a barrier to
aerosol transport. The aerosol remains local to the location of release and does
not become strongly well-mixed and spread to neighboring areas.390

3.2. Infection risk for SARS-CoV-2
In summary, the decay time τ is short in large indoor environments and

is much longer for poorly ventilated confined spaces. The aerosol decay time
is inversely related to the volume in which the aerosol is released and the air
change per hour (ACH) of the indoor space. As the room size and ACH increase,395

the decay rate of aerosols decreases which is also observed by Mage and Ott [31]
where they report τ ≈ 2.6min in the large indoor space of a tavern (V ≈ 550m3).
The short decay times measured in large indoor spaces suggest that existing well-
mixed aerosols in the environment do not play a critical role in infection risk
calculations and that the strongest probability of infection is caused by direct400

contact with an infectious individual and their respiratory droplet emissions.
The COVID-19 infection risk as a function of time is shown in Fig. 10 for

distancing and mask scenarios. For each activity of the infectious individual,
the highest risk of infection occurs for the distancing scenario. Being in the
exhalation cloud of an unmasked speaking infectious individual for only a few405

minutes even at a distance of 1.5m is enough to pose a >90% risk of infection
to the susceptible individual. In all other cases, the absorbed viral dose is
small enough such that the risk of infection follows a linear trend in time.
Interestingly, risk of infection for speaking mask-SS is very similar to breathing-
distancing-1.5m, both with a slope of 0.23% per minute reaching ∼14% after410

60min. Breathing mask-SS is associated with 3.6% of infection risk after 60min,
i.e. a slope of 0.06% per minute. When FFP2 masks are used, mean infection
risk is <0.2% after 60min of exposure regardless of the infectious individual
activity.

If we consider 1% risk of infection as the upper threshold for a scenario to415

be considered low risk, various mitigation strategies can be implemented for
typical social interactions that include normal speaking and breathing within
large indoor spaces. The safest strategy between the investigated scenarios is to
use reliable FFP2 masks for both infectious and susceptible individuals. This
is associated with a risk of infection that is well below the low-risk threshold,420

even for prolonged interactions. If only (typical) surgical masks are worn by
individuals, the duration of exposure should be shortened as much as possible.
According to our conservative estimates, the duration at which the risk of
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Figure 10: Mean infection risk as a function of time for when both infectious and susceptible
individuals are breathing and for when an infectious individual is speaking to a breathing-only
susceptible individual. We consider the cases where there is a 1.5m distance between the two
unmasked individuals and when different face half-masks are used with no distancing, see
section 2.3 for more details on the models and assumptions. Mask-SS is the scenario in which
both infectious and susceptible individuals are wearing typical surgical masks, while mask-FF
represents the case in which both wear typical FFP2 masks. The x-y axes in the inset plot
show the same quantities as those of the main plot but with a zoomed-in x-axis (1-15min)
and a y-axis in logarithmic scale.
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infection reaches 1%, in this case, is approximately 4min. Nonetheless, the
safe exposure duration for mask scenarios can be increased by a factor of 10 or425

even more, as we greatly overestimate the risk of infection for mask scenarios.
This is justified considering that when a face mask is worn, most of the leakage
goes up and away from the subjects through the nosepiece. In addition, exhaled
air passes through a large area of the mask fabric with a significant reduction in
flow velocity, which leads to large dilution even at short distances. If masking430

is not possible, speaking is an extremely high risk activity even at a distance of
1.5m, while nonvocal activities such as passive breathing are safe only up to a
duration of 4min.

These results indicate that masking is by far more efficient in reducing
infection risk of transmission compared to social distancing in large indoor435

environments as shown also by [49]. For example, being in the exhalation
cloud of a speaking infectious person for 4 minutes at a distance of 1.5m is
associated with an infection risk 90 times more than when both individuals
have surgical masks and are directly next to each other. For breathing activities,
the differences between mask-SS and distancing scenarios is four-fold, which is440

comparatively not as prominent but still significant. While with FFP2 masks
the risk decreases by a factor of 100 compared to similar distancing scenarios.
Overall it can be concluded that in order to reduce risk of infection between
individuals in large indoor environments, masking is the only safe option. This
conclusion also applies to outdoor spaces, which is the limiting case of large445

indoor environments [49].

4. Conclusions

We measured aerosol transport and aerosol dynamics in two German cash-
and-carry hardware/ DIY stores to better understand the factors that are important
for disease transmission via human respiratory aerosols in large indoor spaces.450

The aerosol used in our experiments had a similar size distribution to human
respiratory aerosols, ranging from 0.3 µm to 10µm. We took measurements in
various locations that pose a high risk of infection from airborne diseases, such
as high-traffic areas and restrooms. To determine the appropriate method for
calculating the infection risk of infectious aerosols distributed in an environment,455

we measured the decay and residence time of the aerosol cloud for our experiments.
Small enclosed spaces with poor ventilation, such as restrooms, had long

aerosol decay times, i.e. the aerosols remained airborne for a long time. Such
environments can be considered well-mixed, with the history, i.e. the temporal
accumulation of infectious aerosols in the room, governing the risk of infection.460

In the much larger retail areas of the two stores, the decay and residence times
were much shorter. The decay times calculated in the large retail areas were
found to be independent of the aerosol size and the location in the store, such as
shelved areas, at the cash registers, or in open garden areas. This independence
shows that aerosol dynamics are dominated by rapid turbulent mixing and465

advection.
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We conclude that the large, well-ventilated areas with rapid aerosol decay
times are not fully mixed and the leading factor determining the upper bound
for the risk of disease transmission is direct exposure to aerosol emissions from an
infectious. This assumption applies in the case where the background environment470

is ”free” of infectious aerosols, which means that the occupancy must not be too
large. To get an upper bound on this, we know that a person typically exhales
0.5m3 of air per hour. If the person is infectious, then for the contribution to
be insignificant in terms of aerosol accumulation in space, we estimate that it
must be <1% of a volume that is capped to the height of a person, i.e. 2m.475

This then leads to a required 25m2/person.
Finally we report the upper bound of disease transmission of COVID-19

for scenarios of social distancing and wearing half-face masks. For exhaled
(wet) aerosol sizes of up to 50µm from speaking, we find that a distance of
1.5m between unmasked individuals is unsafe with a 90% risk of infection after480

4 minutes of exposure. However, even at the smallest distance between two
individuals wearing surgical masks, the maximum infection risk is ∼ 5% after
20 minutes of exposure which decreases further by two orders of magnitude
when masks are switched to FFP2 type masks.

The calculated upper bounds for infection risks are intentionally chosen to485

represent the most conservative estimate. In realistic situations, we expect the
infection risks reported here to be significantly lower for typical encounters, i.e.,
to be lower by at least a factor of 10 to 100. The results presented here can
also be applied to outdoor scenarios with calm weather, which are similar in
all respects to a large, well-ventilated indoor environment. Finally, we note490

that the infection risks calculated in this study only consider direct exposure
via inhalation of exhaled infectious aerosols and we do not consider the risk of
indirect exposure and contact with fomites.
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