
 

 

Since January 2020 Elsevier has created a COVID-19 resource centre with 

free information in English and Mandarin on the novel coronavirus COVID-

19. The COVID-19 resource centre is hosted on Elsevier Connect, the 

company's public news and information website. 

 

Elsevier hereby grants permission to make all its COVID-19-related 

research that is available on the COVID-19 resource centre - including this 

research content - immediately available in PubMed Central and other 

publicly funded repositories, such as the WHO COVID database with rights 

for unrestricted research re-use and analyses in any form or by any means 

with acknowledgement of the original source. These permissions are 

granted for free by Elsevier for as long as the COVID-19 resource centre 

remains active. 

 



Contents lists available at ScienceDirect

Journal of Aerosol Science

journal homepage: www.elsevier.com/locate/jaerosci

Reprint of bioaerosol: A bridge and opportunity for many scientific
research fields

A R T I C L E I N F O

Keywords:
Bioaerosol
PBAP
Xiangshan Science Conference
Special issue
Sampling
Detection

A B S T R A C T

Bioaerosol is a concept that is used to describe all biological materials suspended in the air,
including bacteria, fungi, viruses, pollen, and their derivatives such as allergens, endotoxin,
mycotoxins and etc. In some studies, primary biological aerosol particle (PBAP) is also coined to
refer to intact microbes in the air. Bioaerosol is a multidisciplinary research subject, involving
many different fields such as microbiology, mechanical engineering, air pollution, medical sci-
ence, epidemiology, immunological science, biochemistry, physics, nanotechnologies and etc.
The bioaerosol field has undergone about 200 years' research history since 1833 when mold
spores were first detected in the air by Charles Darwin on the Cape Verde Islands. In recent
decades, there has been a research boom in bioaerosol field, thus triggering many outstanding
research opportunities. Visible progress has already been made in understanding bioaerosol roles
in human health, atmospheric and ecological impacts as well as their respective technologies:
bioaerosol capture, monitoring and also inactivation. Most recently, researchers from different
fields start to bridge together for solving bioaerosol challenges and addressing key scientific
problems, e.g., bioaerosol spread, real-time detection, indoor microbes, human bioaerosol
emissions, and bio-defense. Toward this effort, a “Bioaerosol Xiangshan Science Conference-the
600th” has been successfully held in the summer in Beijing, China. A total of 47 scientists and
funding agency officials including leading bioaerosol experts from overseas were invited and
two-day long extensive discussions on bioaerosol progress and problems were carried out. Future
bioaerosol directions have been outlined by the attendees during the conference. Some of the
participants have also contributed to this bioaerosol special issue. This special issue consists of a
total of 20 bioaerosol articles from eight countries including one review, and contributes to the
advances in bioaerosol emission, transmission, health effects, ambient bioaerosols, method de-
velopment and instrumentation, and control. Through this special issue, the bioaerosol com-
munity has obtained a better understanding of bioaerosol health risks and developed the cor-
responding strategies to confront the threats. This special issue might serve as a starting point to
not only link bioaerosol scientists from different continents, but also bring together people from
various fields yet with an interest in bioaerosol to collectively advance the field further.

1. Bioaerosol sources, transport and impacts

Bioaerosol collectively refers to all suspended particles of biological origins in the air. In theory, all biological materials can be
released either directly or resuspension into the air upon various disturbances from the earth surfaces such as soils, oceans, animals,
forests, humans and etc. Once airborne, as shown in Fig. 1 biaoerosol particles could undergo human inhalation, dry/wet depositions,
aerial transport, ice nucleation, cloud condensation processes, atmospheric transformation and others. Accordingly, they have im-
portant impacts on infectious disease spread, allergic diseases, bio-security, atmospheric chemistry as well as climate (Douwes et al.,
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2003; Nazaroff, 2016; Després et al., 2012; Xu et al., 2011; Dannemiller, Gent, Leaderer, & Peccia, 2016). According to World Health
Organization (2016), lower respiratory infection is ranked as the 4rd killer of humans, among which children under the age of 5 is
suffering significant loss of life. The evidence for bioaerosol related adverse health effects is accumulating and recognized by
worldwide bioaerosol scientists, and this can be exemplified by the citations (> 800) of the review by Douwes, Thorne, Pearce, and
Heederik (2003). In addition, the health threats from bioaerosol exposure can be also greatly enhanced by airborne transmission of
infectious agents via breathing such as SARS in 2003 and H1N1 in 2009 and also the potential risks of biological agent attacks, e.g.,
the anthrax events in 2001 in the United States. In term with allergic diseases, a study by Shiraiwa et al. (2012) reports that allergenic
potency of allergens can be significantly increased by the nitrification in polluted air, possibly explaining the increasing prevalence of
allergy in urban cities. On another front, increasing number of studies show that bioaerosol particles could have played important
roles in the atmospheric chemistry as oxidants/reducer and climate as ice nucleator (IN) and cloud condensation nuclei (CCN);and
specific discussions can be found in the review by Després et al (2012) and Haddrell and Thomas (2017). In a recent work, it was
shown that different geographic locations with varying climate conditions have distinctive fluorescent bioaerosol particle size dis-
tribution and concentration levels, which reflects or influences local ecological and microbial landscape (Wei et al., 2015) and such
similar findings were also observed in the United States (Perring et al., 2015). In a recent review by Haddrell and Thomas (2017), it
was pointed out that in next 10 years multidisciplinary approaches combining existing and novel techniques in atmospheric
chemistry, aerobiology and molecular biology will merge to help understand the long-sought mechanisms of bioaerosol transport and
decay. In addition to these impacts, some other studies are also emerging such as use of bioaerosols as forensic fingerprints (Castillo,
Staton, Taylor, Herckes, & Hayes, 2012) and bioaerosol emissions from humans via breathing or skin (Hospodsky et al., 2012; Xu,
Wu, & Yao, 2017; Yamamoto, Hospodsky, Dannemiller, Nazaroff, & Peccia, 2015). During the summer of 2017, the 600th “Xiangshan
Science Conference (2017)” with a bioaerosol focus has been successfully held in Beijing, China. A total of 47 scientists and funding
agency officials including leading bioaerosol experts from overseas were invited and two-day long extensive discussions on bioaerosol
progress and problems were carried out. Future bioaerosol directions have been outlined by the attendees during the conference. In
the 600th Xiangshan Science Conference, participants also discussed the potential beneficial roles of bioaerosol on human's health
such as the hygiene hypothesis. Nonetheless, biological fraction of particulate matter is often neglected in many health related
studies, which could be partially due to limited established dose-response relationship for bioaerosol (Eduard, Heederik, Duchaine, &
Green, 2012).

2. Bioaerosol sampling, detection and inactivation

In general, bioaerosol sampling is the first step toward characterizing bioaerosol exposure risks. For human health, indoor
bioaerosols are more relevant, which are largely originated from human emissions, floor resuspension and some direct emissions such
as fungal spore emissions (Qian, Peccia, & Ferro, 2014; Yamamoto et al., 2015). During the 600th Xiangshan Science Conference,
majority of the participants agreed that airborne transmission of infectious agents was responsible for the larger outbreaks of in-
fectious disease spreads. During the conference, the participants also outlined several challenges for bioaerosol sampling as shown in
Fig. 2, e.g., low quantity and small size and also loss of viability and identification property during the collection process. Among
others, electrostatic sampling and wetted cyclones are attracting great attention (Yao and Mainelis, 2006; Han, Nazarenko, Lioy, &
Mainelis, 2011; McFarland et al., 2010). Previously, it was discussed that high volume aerosol-to-hydrosol sampling is greatly needed
in order to concentrate bioaerosol agents into small amount of liquids (Xu et al., 2011). It was concluded that specific sampler should
be selected for a particular species of interest, and no standardized sampling protocol can be generalized in other studies (Haddrell &
Thomas, 2017; Haig, Mackay, Walker, & Williams, 2016). Overall, the sampling has to be adjusted accordingly for different purposes
of the studies. With the development of metagenomics, bioaerosol researchers are now able to analyze thousands of microorganisms

Fig. 1. Bioaerosol emission sources including primary and resuspension, transport & fate, IN/CCN, transformation and impacts.
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offline in the air. However, one study pointed out that it is still challenging to study viral aerosols using the technique due to limited
quantity of viruses in the air samples (Prussin, Marr, & Bibby, 2014). In terms of real-time detection, it is commonly agreed that it is
rather difficult if it is not impossible to achieve real-time detection to the species level. Current methods such as culturing and DNA
based method are time consuming, while fluorescence-based detection methods such as UV-APS or WIBS fail to identify bioaerosol
particles to the species levels in addition to interferences from fluorescent chemicals (Després et al., 2011). In a previous work, real-
time detection of airborne influenza viruses such as H3N2 has been successfully demonstrated by integrating air sampling, micro-
fluidics and silicon nanowire sensing (Shen et al., 2011; Xu et al., 2011), and the same technology was also used for detecting
influenza viruses in the exhaled breath (Shen et al., 2012). However, given current available technologies, it is impossible to real-time
monitor all the airborne biological agents to the species level unless there will be a breakthrough in analytical field in the distant
future. The ultimate goal of bioaerosol detection is able to protect people from the bioaerosol exposure in time. Over the past years,
many different approaches have been investigated in inactivating environmental bioaerosols, including thermal treatment, micro-
wave irradiation, ion emission, atmospheric cold plasma, nano-particle assisted fiber as well as ventilation (Ghosh, Lal, & Srivastava,
2015; Xu et al., 2011). However, with respect to personal protection most people often choose to wear a respirator especially during a
flu season (Zou and Yao, 2015). (Fig. 3)

3. Bioaerosol special issue

To further tackle emerging and unresolved problems, a “Bioaerosol” special issue has been approved by the editorial board of the
Journal of Aerosol Science during the European Aerosol Conference held in Tours, France in 2016. Particularly, this special issue was
targeted to focus on the following topics: 1) virus and endotoxin sampling, portable high volume sampler, bacteria detection, and

Fig. 2. Group photo of the attendees during the 600th Xiangshan Science Conference with a bioaerosol focus held in Beijing on June 29–30, 2017 (Photo credit by
Xiangshan Conference Office).

Fig. 3. Key bioaerosol challenges outlined during the 600th Xiangshan Science Conference held in Beijing.
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nosocomial viral aerosol infection control; 2) inhaled and exhaled bioaerosols, and their potential diagnosis application and en-
vironmental consequences; respiratory pathogen detection and survival as well as method and instrumentation developments; 3)
bioaerosol emission and aerosol related transmission of infectious diseases including those animal-borne ones; 4) ambient bioaerosols
as well as their monitoring in poultry and health effects; 5) bioaerosol control technologies including bio-defense. This special issue
consists a total of 20 bioaerosol articles from eight countries including one review, and contributes to the advances in bioaerosol
emission, transmission, health effects, ambient bioaerosols, method development and instrumentation, and control. This special issue
might serve as a starting point to not only link bioaerosol scientists from different continents, but also bring together people from
various fields yet with an interest in bioaerosol. Leading bioaerosol experts around the world have been invited to submit their
papers, and those accepted papers are set to appear both in a regular issue and also a virtual special issue (https://www.sciencedirect.
com/science/journal/00218502/vsi).

With respect to bioaerosol emissions, Zheng, Chen, Yao, and Li (2018) utilized a new protocol (combing exhaled breath collection
with Loop Mediated Isothermal Amplification (LAMP) and detected Haemophilus influenzae, Pseudomonas aeruginosa, Escherichia coli,
Staphylococcus aureus and Methicillin-resistant Stphylococcus aureus (MRSA) in exhaled breath. Among these pathogens, H. influenzae
was found to be the leading cause for the respiratory bacterial infections (Zheng et al., 2018). Their study also suggests that human
exhaled breath might be an important bacterial pathogen emission source. Xu et al. (2017) have shown that exhaled breath alone
might account for about 17% of the total bioaerosol emissions from humans. In another study, an aerosol droplet sampling technique
was developed to collect pulmonary surfactant from alveolar lining fluid (ALF), and the developed method can be used to assess lung
functions (Mizev, Shmyrova, & Mizeva, 2018). These two studies indicate that breathing is an important source of bioaerosols, and
they could be potentially useful for disease diagnostics. In another work, computational fluid dynamics (CFD) method was applied to
studying exhaled droplet dispersion; and found that ambient relative humidity plays an important role on the droplet dispersion and
majority of the droplets reach within±0.5m of the person's mouth before they become droplet nuclei or fall onto the ground (Ji,
Qian, Ye, & Zheng, 2018). Ambient bioaerosols have many different emission sources, including humans as discussed here. Scientists
from Canada found that certain species such as Actinobacteria could be preferentially released into the air due to their dry surface
characteristics, e.g., from the compost facility (Veillette et al., 2018). Wu et al. (2018), on the other hand, found that virulence factor
genes in E. coli in animal houses can be emitted into the air, and further transmitted to the outside, implying a significant public
health challenge from zoonosis. Górny, Gołofit-Szymczak, Cyprowski, Stobnicka, and Ławniczek-Wałczyk (2018) suggest that mi-
crobial transport could be facilitated by fibers that are encountered in natural environments, but with influences from microbial
charges. Pyankov, Bodnev, Pyankova, and Agranovski (2018) studied the survival of airborne Middle East Respiratory Syndrome
(MERS-CoV) virus and found that their survival depended on the temperature and humidity. Particularly, in this special issue Yuan,
Zhang, Leung, Cowling, and Yang (2018) have reviewed viral aerosol transmission and infections as well as their controls in hospital
settings.

To identify these airborne biological agents, as discussed above, an important step is the sampling. In this special issue, a number
of sampling technologies have been developed including exhaled breath collection, endotoxin, bacteria and virus sampling, and
portable high volume sampling (Mizev et al., 2018; Zheng et al., 2018; Chen et al., 2018; Kim, Park, Kim, Yong, & Hwang, 2018; Li
et al., 2018; Duquenne, Coulais, Bau, & Simon, 2018). A new collection device called BioScreen was shown to be able to obtain
300–500 μL EBC within 3–5min (Zheng et al., 2018). Li et al. (2018) compared three different virus sampling methods, e.g., liquid
sampler BIoSampler (SKC), gelatin filter and a glass fiber filter, and they found that the highest viral collection efficiencies for the SKC
BioSampler and gelatin filter were 5% and 1.5%, respectively; and the SKC BioSampler was detected to perform best among the
methods tested. For biological derivatives, a NIOSH BC-112 cyclone was found to be suitable for the measurement of airborne
endotoxins (Duquenne et al., 2018). Air sampling, e.g., use of an impactor, often causes damages to the culturability of airborne
microbes. To overcome this problem, Kim et al. (2018) developed a lab-made electrostatic rod-type sampler and showed that those
micrograms such as S. aureus collected using the developed rod-type electrostatic sampler had much less morphological damages than
those collected from a single stage Andersen type impactor. Nonetheless, in some cases airborne pathogens could be in very low
counts, and a high volume sampler is needed especially in some urgent situations. In this special issue, Chen et al (2018) have
designed and developed a battery-powered high volume sampler (HighBioTrap) which was shown to have a cutoff size of 2 μm,
collecting 1m3 air per minute. The HighBioTrap sampler was shown to recover more bacterial aerosol species per min than the
BioStage impactor, and the sampler could be especially useful in rapid qualitative microbial analysis. All these sampling strategies
developed can assist in efficiently identifying the hidden airborne biological hazards.

It is known that air is a receptor for many pollutants emitted from the ground. Any biologicals from the ground, e.g., soils,
humans, forests, river and many human activities, could be to some extent released into the air. As an effort of understanding ambient
bioaerosols, Emygdio, Degobbi, Gonçalves, and Andrade (2018) reported fungal spore concentration levels in Brazil and found the
highest concentration up to 23,780 spores/m³ in autumn and typically the concentration was found to be the highest at the dawn. On
the other hand, Lin et al. (2018) showed that the spore concentration levels depended the urbanization, and they also found that
urban and rural areas had significantly different airborne fungal floras and spore concentration. Recently, there is an increased
interests in studying bioaerosol dynamics during the haze events (Wei et al., 2016). Here, Xie et al. (2018) studied the culturable
bacterial aerosol dynamics under different air pollutions levels, and they found that the concentration levels varied greatly with
season and microbial levels were not always increasing during the haze days. As an important bacterial membrane component,
endotoxin exposure has attracted great attention with respect to health. In this special issue, researchers have studied endotoxin
levels in a typical university campus and evaluated the exposure risks (Liu, Zhang, Li, Liu & Sui, 2018). They have indicated that
children presented the highest exposure risk of airborne endotoxin. In addition to traditional detection methods, some studies in this
special issue reported the developments of new bioaerosol detection methods such as use of LAMP together with microfluidics and
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DNA stain together with UV-APS (fluorescence-based bioaerosols sensor) (Liu et al., 2018; Nasrabadi, An, Kwon, & Hwang, 2018;
Zheng et al., 2018). Liu, Zhang, Wen, and Wang (2018) reported a bioaerosol detection system that combines sampling, transport,
DNA extraction and also LAMP-based detection, while Nasrabadi et al. (2018) reported a new method of differentiating alive and
dead bioaerosol particles using fluorescence-based method. All these new developments have helped the researcher obtain a better
understanding of bioaerosols in the atmosphere and also help protect people from the hidden biological threats.

In addition to bioaerosol emission, transmission, detection, this special issue also consisted three control studies including one
review for viral aerosol control in hospital environments. Lu, Hsu, Huang, Liang, and Huang (2018) studied the performances of
airborne disinfectants such as chlorine dioxide and weak acid hypochlorous water on bioaerosol levels in a university library, and
found the disinfectants can be used to reduce the bioaerosol levels that comply with the regulations. For hospital environments, Yuan
et al. (2018) pointed out that cross infections through aerosol routes still occur despite of controlling efforts such as engineering
solutions, hand hygiene and wearing face masks. The 2017–2018 winter occurrence of large number of flu infections both in China
and the world further necessitates the viral aerosol transmission and exposure control. In some rare situations, some bio warfare
agents could be intentionally or accidentally released into the human environments. Here, one study investigated the possibility of
using iodine-bearing reactive materials for inactivating airborne spores such as anthrax, and they discussed the relevant mechanisms
and influencing factors on the inactivation (Wang, Schoenitz, Grinshpun, Yermakov, & Dreizin, 2018). Despite of many efforts in
airborne pathogen control, lower respiratory infections still remain to be one of the major killer for humans worldwide.

4. Concluding remarks

Bioaerosol is a multidisciplinary research subject, involving many different fields such as microbiology, mechanical engineering,
air pollution, medical science, epidemiology, immunological science, biochemistry, physics, nanotechnologies and etc. There will be
about 200 years' research history for the bioaerosol field since 1833 when mold spores were first detected in the air by Charles
Darwin on the Cape Verde Islands. In recent decades, there has been a research boom in bioaerosol field, which thus triggers many
outstanding research opportunities. Visible progress has already been made in understanding bioaerosol roles in human health,
atmospheric and ecological impacts as well as their respective technologies: bioaerosol capture, monitoring and also inactivation.
Most recently, researchers from different fields start to bridge together for solving bioaerosol challenges and addressing key scientific
problems, e.g., bioaerosol spread, real-time detection, indoor microbes, human bioaerosol emissions, and bio-defense. Toward this
effort, a “Bioaerosol Xiangshan Science Conference-the 600th ” has been successfully held in the summer in Beijing, China. As a part
of the conference effort, this biaoerosol special issue was organized. This special issue consists of a total of 20 bioaerosol articles from
eight countries including one review, and contributes to the advances in bioaerosol emission, transmission, health effects, ambient
bioaerosols, method development and instrumentation, as well as control. Particularly, this special issue highlights the risks of
hospital viral infection, animal-borne pathogen transmission, virus and endotoxin sampling, portable high volume sampler, breath-
borne pathogens and dispersion, airborne pathogen detection and survival, ambient bioaerosol monitoring, and control technologies
in different settings. Through this special issue, the bioaerosol community has obtained a better understanding of bioaerosol health
risks facing mankind and correspondingly developed the strategies to confront the threats. In addition, this effort was also expected to
help build a larger bioaerosol community in the scientific world. This special issue might serve as a starting point to not only link
bioaerosol scientists from different continents, but also bring together people from various fields yet with an interest in bioaerosol to
collectively advance the field further.

Acknowledgements

This work was supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China (NSFC) Distinguished Young Scholar Fund
awarded to Maosheng Yao. It was also sponsored by his current ongoing NSFC grants (91543126, 21611130103, 21477003,
41421064) and the Ministry of Science and Technology (grants 2016YFC0207102, 2015CB553401, 2015DFG92040). Here, the guest
editor appreciates all the efforts and supports provided by the reviewers during the review process. In addition, the guest editor is also
thankful for all the attendees of the 600th Xiangshan Science Conference and also all the financial supports from the Xiansgshan
Science Conference Office and also those from environmental companies in China.

References

Castillo, J. A., Staton, S. J., Taylor, T. J., Herckes, P., & Hayes, M. A. (2012). Exploring the feasibility of bioaerosol analysis as a novel fingerprinting technique.
Analytical and Bioanalytical Chemistry, 403, 15–26.

Dannemiller, K. C., Gent, J. F., Leaderer, B. P., & Peccia, J. (2016). Indoor microbial communities: Influence on asthma severity in atopic and non-atopic children.
Journal of Allergy and Clinical Immunology. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2015.11.027.

Després, V. R., Huffman, J. A., Burrows, S. M., Hoose, C., Safatov, A. S., Buryak, G. A., ... Jaenicke, R. (2012). Primary biological aerosol particles in the atmosphere: A
review. Tellus B, 64, 15598.

Douwes, J., Thorne, P., Pearce, N., & Heederik, D. (2003). Bioaerosol health effects and exposure assessment: Progress and prospects. Annals Of Occupational Hygiene, 2,
187–200.

Duquenne, P., Coulais, C., Bau, S., & Simon, X. (2018). Performances of the BC-112 NIOSH cyclone for the measurement of endotoxins in bioaerosols: A study in
laboratory conditions. Journal of Aerosol Science, 116, 92–105.

Eduard, W., Heederik, D., Duchaine, C., & Green, B. J. (2012). Bioaerosol exposure assessment in the workplace: The past, present and recent advances. Journal of
Environmental Monitoring, 14, 334–339.

Emygdio, A. P. M., Degobbi, C., Gonçalves, F. L. T., & Andrade, M. F. (2018). One year of temporal characterization of fungal spore concentration in São Paulo
metropolitan area, Brazil. Journal of Aerosol Science, 115, 121–132.

Journal of Aerosol Science 119 (2018) 91–96

95

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaci.2015.11.027
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref7


Ghosh, B., Lal, H., & Srivastava, A. (2015). Review of bioaerosols in indoor environment with special reference to sampling, analysis and control mechanisms.
Environmental International, 85, 254–272.

Górny, R. L., Gołofit-Szymczak, M., Cyprowski, M., Stobnicka, A., & Ławniczek-Wałczyk, A. (2018). Effect of electrical charges on potential of fibers for transport of
microbial particles in dry and humid air. Journal of Aerosol Science, 116, 66–82.

Haddrell, A. E., & Thomas, R. J. (2017). Aerobiology: Experimental considerations, observations and future tools. Applied Environmental Microbiology (DOI:
AEM.00809-17. doi: 10.1128/AEM.00809-17).

Haig, C. W., Mackay, W. G., Walker, J. T., & Williams, C. (2016). Bioaerosol sampling: Sampling mechanisms, bioefficiency and field studies. Journal of Hospital
Infection, 93, 242–255.

Han, T., Nazarenko, Y., Lioy, P. J., & Mainelis, G. (2011). Collection efficiencies of an electrostatic sampler with superhydrophobic surface for fungal bioaerosols.
Indoor Air, 21, 110–120.

Hospodsky, D., Qian, J., Yamamoto, N., Nazaroff, W., Rismani-Yazdi, H., & Peccia, J. (2012). Dense human occupancy as a source of indoor airborne bacteria. PLoS
One, 7, e34867.

Ji, Y., Qian, H., Ye, J., & Zheng, X. (2018). The impact of ambient humidity on the evaporation and dispersion of exhaled breathing droplets: A numerical investigation.
Journal of Aerosol Science, 115, 164–172.

Kim, H. R., Park, J.-W., Kim, H. S., Yong, D., & Hwang, J. (2018). Comparison of lab-made electrostatic rod-type sampler with single stage viable impactor for
identification of indoor airborne bacteria. Journal of Aerosol Science, 115, 190–197.

Li, J., Leavey, A., Wang, Y., O’Neil, C., Wallace, M. A., Burnham, C.-A. D., ... Biswas, P. (2018). Comparing the performance of 3 bioaerosol samplers for influenza virus.
Journal of Aerosol Science, 115, 133–145.

Lin, W.-R., Wang, P.-H., Tien, C.-J., Chen, W. Y., Yu, Y.-A., & Hsu, L.-Y. (2018). Changes in airborne fungal flora along an urban to rural gradient. Journal of Aerosol
Science, 116, 116–123.

Liu, H., Zhang, Z., Wen, N., & Wang, C. (2018). Determination and risk assessment of airborne endotoxin concentrations in a university campus. Journal of Aerosol
Science, 115, 146–157.

Liu, Q., Zhang, X., Li, X., Liu, S., & Sui, G. (2018). A semi-quantitative method for point-of-care assessments of specific pathogenic bioaerosols using a portable
microfluidics-based device. Journal of Aerosol Science, 115, 173–180.

Lu, M.-C., Hsu, C.-S., Huang, D.-J., Liang, C.-K., & Huang, J.-W. (2018). Statistical evaluation of disinfection performance of chlorine dioxide and WAHW in improving
indoor air quality of university library. Journal of Aerosol Science, 115, 113–120.

McFarland, A. R., Haglund, J. S., King, M. D., Hu, S., Phull, M. S., Moncla, B. W., & Seo, Y. (2010). Wetted wall cyclones for bioaerosol sampling. Aerosol Science and
Technology, 44, 241–252.

Mizev, A., Shmyrova, A., & Mizeva, I. (2018). Pshenichnikova-Pelenevab, exhaled breath barbotage: A new method of pulmonary surfactant dysfunction assessing.
Journal of Aerosol Science, 115, 62–69.

Nasrabadi, A. M., An, S., Kwon, S.-B., & Hwang, J. (2018). Investigation of live and dead status of airborne bacteria using UVAPS with LIVE/DEAD® BacLight Kit.
Journal of Aerosol Science, 115, 181–189.

Nazaroff, W. W. (2016). Indoor bioaerosol dynamics. Indoor Air, 26, 61–78.
Perring, A. E., Schwarz, J. P., Baumgardner, D., Hernandez, M., Spracklen, D. V., Heald, C. L., ... Fahey, D. W. (2015). Airborne observations of regional variation in

fluorescent aerosol across the United States. Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres. http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JD022495.
Prussin, A. J., Marr, L. C., & Bibby, K. J. (2014). Challenges of studying viral aerosol metagenomics and communities in comparison with bacterial and fungal aerosols.

FEMS Microbiology Letters, 357, 1–9.
Pyankov, O. V., Bodnev, S. A., Pyankova, O. G., & Agranovski, I. E. (2018). Survival of aerosolized coronavirus in the ambient air. Journal of Aerosol Science, 115,

158–163.
Qian, J., Peccia, J., & Ferro, A. R. (2014). Walking Induced particle resuspension in indoor environments. Atmospheric Environment, 89, 464–481.
Shen, F., Tan, M., Wang, Z., Yao, M., Xu, Z., Wu, Y., & Zhu, T. (2011). Integrating silicon nanowire field effect transistor, microfluidics and air sampling techniques for

real-time monitoring biological aerosols. Environmental Science and Technology, 45, 7473–7480.
Shen, F., Wang, J., Xu, Z., Wu, Y., Chen, Q., Li, X., ... Zhu, T. (2012). Rapid flu diagnosis using silicon nanowire sensor. Nano Letters, 12, 3722–3730.
Shiraiwa, M., Selzle, K., Yang, H., Sosedova, Y., Ammann, M., & Pöschl, U. (2012). Multiphase chemical kinetics of the nitration of aerosolized protein by ozone and

nitrogen dioxide. Environmental Science Technology, 46, 6672–6680.
The 600th Xiangshan Science Conference (2107): 〈http://www.xssc.ac.cn〉; 〈http://pkunews.pku.cn/xwzh/2017-07/10/content_298595.htm〉.
Veillette, M., Bonifait, L., Mbareche, H., Marchand, G., & Duchaine, C. (2018). Preferential aerosolization of Actinobacteria during handling of composting organic

matter. Journal of Aerosol Science, 116, 83–91.
Wang, S., Schoenitz, M., Grinshpun, S. A., Yermakov, M., & Dreizin, E. L. (2018). Biocidal effectiveness of combustion products of iodine-bearing reactive materials

against aerosolized bacterial spores. Journal of Aerosol Science, 116, 106–115.
Wei, K., Zheng, Y., Li, J., Shen, F., Zou, Z., Fan, H., ... Yao, M. (2015). Microbial aerosol characteristics in highly polluted and near pristine environments featuring

different climatic conditions. Science Bulletin, 60, 1439–1447.
Wei, K., Zou, Z., Zheng, Y., Li, J., Shen, F., Wu, C.-Y., ... Yao, M. (2016). Ambient bioaerosol particle dynamics observed during haze and sunny days in Beijing. Science

of the Total Environment, 550, 751–759.
Wu, B., Duan, H., Qi, Q., Cai, Y., Zhong, Z., & Chai, T. (2018). Identifying virulence factor genes in E. coli in animal houses and their transmission to outside

environments. Journal of Aerosol Science. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2017.11.009.
Xie, Z., Li, Y., Lu, R., Li, W., Fan, C., Liu, P., ... Wang, W. (2018). Characteristics of total airborne microbes at various air quality levels. Journal of Aerosol Science, 116,

57–65.
Xu, C., Wu, C.-Y., & Yao, M. (2017). Fluorescent bioaerosol particles resulting from human occupancy with and without respirators. Aerosol and Air Quality Research,

17, 198–208.
Xu, Z., Wu, Y., Shen, F., Chen, Q., Tan, M., & Yao, M. (2011). Bioaerosol science, technology and engineering: Past, present and future. aerosol Science & Technology,

45,1337–1349.
Yao, M. and Mainelis, G. (2006). utilization of natural electrical charges on airborne microorganisms for their collection by electrostatic means. Journal of Aerosol

Science, 37, 513-527.
Yamamoto, N., Hospodsky, D., Dannemiller, K. C., Nazaroff, W. W., & Peccia, J. (2015). Indoor emission as a primary source of airborne allergenic fungal particles in

classrooms. Environmental Science and Technology, 49, 5098–5106.
Yuan, B., Zhang, Y.-H., Leung, N. H. L., Cowling, B. J., & Yang, Z.-F. (2018). Role of viral bioaerosols in nosocomial infections and measures for prevention and control.

Journal of Aerosol Science. http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2017.11.011.
Zheng, Y., Chen, H., Yao, M., & Li, X. (2018). Bacterial pathogens were detected from human exhaled breath using a novel protocol. Journal of Aerosol Science. http://

dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2017.12.009.
Zou, Z., & Yao, M. (2015). Airflow resistance and bio-filtering performance of carbon nanotube filters and current facepiece respirators. Journal of Aerosol Science, 79,

61–71.

Guest Editor
Maosheng Yao

State Key Joint Laboratory of Environmental Simulation and Pollution Control, College of Environmental Sciences and Engineering, Peking
University, Beijing 100871, China
E-mail address: yao@pku.edu.cn

Journal of Aerosol Science 119 (2018) 91–96

96

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref24
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/2014JD022495
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref31
http://www.xssc.ac.cn
http://pkunews.pku.cn/xwzh/2017-07/10/content_298595.htm
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref35
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2017.11.009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref39
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2017.11.011
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2017.12.009
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2017.12.009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(18)30028-4/sbref42

	Reprint of bioaerosol: A bridge and opportunity for many scientific research fields
	Bioaerosol sources, transport and impacts
	Bioaerosol sampling, detection and inactivation
	Bioaerosol special issue
	Concluding remarks
	Acknowledgements
	References


