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ARTICLE INFO ABSTRACT

Keywords: Understanding the transmission phenomena of SARS-CoV-2 by virus-laden droplets and aerosols
Droplet is of paramount importance for controlling the current COVID-19 pandemic. Detailed infor-
Acoustic levitation mation about the lifetime and kinematics of airborne droplets of different size is relevant
Evgfporatmn in order to evaluate hygiene measures like wearing masks but also social distancing and
iﬁﬁne transmission ventilation concepts for indoor environments. However, the evaporation process of expiratory
COVID-19 droplets and aerosols is not fully understood. Consequently, the main objective of this study

is to present evaporation characteristics of saliva droplets. An acoustic levitator is utilized in
conjunction with microscopic imaging for recording the temporal evolution of the evaporation
of saliva droplets under well-defined ambient conditions. Following the evaporation of the water
content, a saliva droplet reaches a final size, which remains stable in the timescale of hours. By
investigating numerous droplets of different size, it was found that the final droplet diameter
correlates well to 20 % of the initial diameter. This correlation is independent of the ambient
conditions for a temperature range from 20 °C to 29 °C and a relative humidity from 6% to
up to 65%. The experimentally obtained evaporation characteristics are implemented into a
numerical model, which is based on one-dimensional droplet kinematics and a rapid mixing
evaporation model. By taking into account the evaporation-falling curve as presented by Wells,
the significance of the experimental results for predicting the lifetime of saliva droplets and
aerosols is demonstrated. The numerical predictions may be used to determine the impact of
the droplet size and the ambient conditions on the transmission risks of infectious diseases like
COVID-19.

1. Introduction

The Coronavirus Disease 2019 (COVID-19) is caused by the Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome Coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2),
which has been classified and named by Gorbalenya et al. (2020). Since the outbreak of the disease in December 2019 (Huang
et al., 2020; Zhu et al., 2020), COVID-19 has become a pandemic with more than 53 million confirmed cases and 1.3 million
deaths worldwide as reported by the World Health Organization on November 13, 2020 (WHO, 2020). Understanding the
dominating transmission phenomena of SARS-CoV-2 is the key for controlling the pandemic until an effective vaccination or specific
anti-infective treatments are available.

Besides direct human contact or indirect contact through an intermediate object, airborne transmission by means of droplets and
aerosols plays a major role for the spread of infectious diseases (Morawska, 2006). Any person generates a considerable amount of
droplets during different respiratory activities like breathing, talking, coughing, or sneezing. In order to determine the probability
of infecting others by getting in touch or inhaling these droplets, two main questions have to be assessed:
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Nomenclature

Latin Letters

By Spalding heat transfer number
By Spalding mass transfer number
Bi Biot number

p Drag coefficient

D Diameter

Dy, Binary diffusion coefficient
g Gravitational acceleration
i Mass flow

Nu Nusselt number

Pe Peclet number

Pr Prandtl number

0 Heat flux

R? Coefficient of determination
Re Reynolds number

RH Relative humidity

Sc Schmidt number

Sh Sherwood number

T Temperature

t Time

u Vertical velocity

Y Mass fraction

Greek Letters

Convective heat transfer coefficient

o

A Heat conductivity
v Kinematic viscosity
P Density

(o] Reduction coefficient
Subscripts

0 Initial

d Droplet

eq Equilibrium

g Gas

pre Precipitated

s Surface

vap Evaporating

1. How long does the virus survive within saliva droplets and aerosols?
2. How long do saliva droplets and aerosols stay airborne?

The study by van Doremalen et al. (2020) provides insights for discussing the first question. The authors investigated the lifetime
of SARS-CoV-2 within aerosols experimentally. One major result is that the virus remained viable for the complete observation time
of 3h with a half-life of 1.1h to 1.2h. Based on such long survival times, a detailed answer to the second question may provide the
decisive timescale for a clearer understanding of airborne transmission phenomena of the ongoing COVID-19 pandemic.

The droplet size was identified by Duguid (1945, 1946) and Loudon and Roberts (1967) as the most important parameter
determining the time for which saliva droplets may remain airborne. However, the characterization of the spectrum of different
droplet sizes as generated during respiratory activities is a challenging task, in particular since a wide range of droplet diameters
from the sub-micrometer to the millimeter scale needs to be covered by experimental techniques. Hence, the size distribution and the
sites of origin of droplets generated during different expiratory activities were the focus of more recent research studies by Papineni
and Rosenthal (1997), Morawska et al. (2009), Xie et al. (2009), and Johnson et al. (2011). The results of these studies differ
considerably. Nevertheless, it can be stated that the droplet concentration, the size distribution, and the initial velocities mainly
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Fig. 1. Schematic illustration of a breathing and talking person in an indoor environment without sufficient ventilation considering (a) simplified water and (b)
actual saliva droplets.

depend on the respiratory activity itself. For instance, higher droplet concentrations and initial velocities are reported for coughing
and sneezing as compared to breathing and talking.

Assuming a breathing and talking person in an indoor environment without sufficient ventilation, the lifetime of droplets of
different size can be estimated by the well-known evaporation-falling curve introduced by Wells (1934). This methodology was
refined using a state of the art modeling approach by Xie et al. (2007). The main conclusion is that large droplets are quickly
accelerated downwards by gravitation and hit the ground, whereas small droplets will evaporate before they can move far away, as
schematically illustrated in Fig. 1(a). Using this approach, a distinctive size of droplets surviving longest in the air can be identified
as a function of the ambient temperature and humidity. Moreover, the evaporation-falling model can be used to define a safe distance
from a potentially infected person with a low probability of virus transmission by droplets and aerosols. It is important to note that
droplets can travel much greater distances in the case of coughing and sneezing as reviewed in the work of Jayaweera et al. (2020).

In addition to the droplet size, the composition of expiratory droplets must be considered for predicting the droplet lifetime.
According to Xu et al. (2020), saliva is in particular important for the transmission and diagnosis of COVID-19. In the studies
by Wells (1934) and Xie et al. (2007), pure water droplets are investigated. This is a reasonable assumption, since human saliva
mainly consists of water. However, saliva droplets also comprise a mixture of ions and proteins, which do not evaporate under
typical ambient conditions. Hence, a complete evaporation of expiratory droplets, as illustrated in Fig. 1(a), is not possible. Instead,
the droplets reach an equilibrium diameter as soon as the water content has evaporated. This knowledge is used in the example of
a breathing and talking individual in an indoor environment as discussed in Fig. 1(b). The fate of large droplets does not change,
since they fall to the ground before the water content has evaporated. However, the residues of smaller droplets, usually described
as droplet nuclei, are characterized by a considerably longer residence time in comparison to pure water and can linger in the air
for extended periods (Jayaweera et al., 2020; Morawska, 2006).

Specifying the risk of transmission of COVID-19 to a susceptible person via these aerosols is an ongoing discussion (Allen &
Marr, 2020; Asadi et al., 2020; Fennelly, 2020; Meselson, 2020; Morawska & Cao, 2020; Shiu et al., 2019; Stadnytskyi et al., 2020).
In fact, most authors claim that the airborne transmission route through aerosols is significant and has to be considered in order
to control the current pandemic. This thesis is supported by documented outbreaks associated with the spread of the disease in
indoor environments, for instance by Wang and Du (2020), Ong et al. (2020), and Lu et al. (2020). A vital parameter for modeling
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the airborne transmission through droplets and aerosols is the equilibrium diameter after evaporation of the water content, since
the size of the residual droplets determines how long they remain suspended in the air. However, the evaporation characteristics
of actual expiratory fluids are poorly understood. As a consequence, the ratio of equilibrium and initial diameter reported in the
literature varies considerably.

A substantial amount of numerical studies neglect the protein content and use saline solution as a surrogate for expiratory
fluids (Chao et al., 2009; Chaudhuri et al., 2020; Feng et al., 2020; Parienta et al., 2011). Based on this assumption, Liu et al.
(2016) predicted the dried droplet nuclei size to be 32% of the initial diameter. Nicas et al. (2005) take also the proteins into
account and estimate the equilibrium diameter to be 50 % of the initial diameter based on a theoretical analysis of the droplet
composition. Marr et al. (2019) use an advanced modeling approach by Mikhailov et al. (2004) and demonstrate that the assumed
amount of proteins is a major source of uncertainty. The authors determine an equilibrium diameter of 19 % to 41 % depending on
the assumed protein content. In view of the wide range of numerical results, experimental data is indispensable for validation of
the modeling approaches.

However, experimental results from actual expiratory fluids are scarce. Duguid (1946) investigated the evaporation character-
istics of six saliva droplets, which were suspended by a fine glass fiber. The equilibrium diameter after evaporation of the water
content is reported to be in the range of 20 % to 33 % of the initial diameter with an average result of 25 %. It is important to note
that Duguid (1946) mixed the saliva with a red dye, and the author mentions that the actual equilibrium diameter may be smaller. Liu
et al. (2016) investigate the evaporation of saliva droplets on a flat Teflon surface. The evolution of the droplet mass is recorded
using an analytical balance. Based on this experiment, the authors determine an equilibrium diameter of approximately one third
of the initial diameter at a relative humidity of 84 %. The results of two droplets suspended in an acoustic levitator are presented
by Chaudhuri et al. (2020). The authors use a saline solution as a surrogate for expiratory fluids and observe crystallization after
complete evaporation of the water content. In a similar study by Basu et al. (2020) is concluded that the size of the final crystallite
is 20 % to 30 % of the initial diameter for different droplet sizes and ambient conditions. Whether the results of saline droplets can be
directly applied to actual respiratory fluids is not clear. Moreover, information on the accuracy of the diagnostics used to determine
the droplet size is insufficiently documented.

The important conclusion of the literature review is that statistically significant data for validation of expiratory droplet
evaporation is not available. Consequently, the prediction of airborne transmission phenomena by droplets and aerosols is subject
to considerable uncertainty. In particular, the differences between expiratory and pure water droplets, as illustrated in Fig. 1, are
inconclusive. This issue is emphasized by the vast range of size ratios between equilibrium and initial diameter found in the literature.

In order to improve this situation, experimental investigations of saliva droplets are performed in the present study. An acoustic
levitator is used in conjunction with suitable diagnostics for recording evaporation characteristics under well-defined ambient
conditions in detail. The main objective of the levitation experiments is to determine the equilibrium droplet diameter with sufficient
accuracy. The influence of the relative humidity on the equilibrium diameter is highlighted in many studies (Liu et al., 2016; Marr
et al., 2019; Nicas et al., 2005; Yang & Marr, 2011). Hence, the relative humidity in the proximity of the evaporating droplet is varied
over a wide range from 6 % to up to 70 %. Furthermore, the experimentally obtained evaporation characteristics are implemented into
a numerical model in order to predict the time saliva droplets may stay airborne. This is done by recalculating the evaporation-falling
curve by Wells (1934) for non-completely evaporating saliva droplets.

2. Experimental setup and diagnostics

The experimental setup is based on an acoustic levitator with a resonance frequency of 100kHz, which is well suited for the
contact-free investigation of droplets with a diameter in the range of approximately 10 pm to 1000 pm. The largest droplets that
can be investigated with the present experimental setup are limited by the manual injection of a droplet using a syringe, whereas
the smallest droplet limit is due to destabilization effects. We are well aware that acoustic streaming does affect the evaporation
rate of droplets suspended in an acoustic levitator (Yarin et al., 1999). In the present study, experimental conditions are sought,
which minimize the influence of acoustic streaming on the evaporation process. This is mainly realized by the comparatively high
resonance frequency of 100 kHz, a low amplitude of the acoustic actuator and the focus on small droplets. Additionally, a preliminary
study was performed with the objective to compare the effect of acoustic streaming to forced convection flow. This approach has
been established by Zaitone and Tropea (2011). Using Particle Image Velocimetry, it was found that the increase of the evaporation
rate due to acoustic streaming corresponds to that of forced convection at a relative velocity of approximately 0.1 ms~!. Hence,
the impact of acoustic streaming is assumed to be negligible compared to the variation of ambient conditions. This judgment is
supported by a comparison of experimental and model results in Section 4.1.

The acoustic levitator is installed in a process chamber. A miniaturized combined temperature-humidity probe is placed in the
vicinity of the levitated droplet, as illustrated in Fig. 2. In this way, well-defined ambient conditions around the levitated droplet
are ensured during the experiments. The temperature-humidity probe is positioned sufficiently far outside of the acoustic field in
order to avoid disturbances, which may compromise the acoustic levitation of the droplet.

Saliva probes were taken from the mouth of two healthy men and injected into the acoustic levitator using a syringe. The actual
injection process is based on the careful atomization of some saliva at the edge of the acoustic actuator. By doing so, several saliva
droplets are generated, which will quickly accumulate at the pressure nodes of the acoustic field. This process is not accessible
with the rather slow camera used for the detailed analysis of the evaporation process, since the frame rate is set to 1 Hz for all
experiments of the present study. Nevertheless, a similar injection process of a water droplet was recorded with a frame rate of
4000 Hz using a high speed camera as part of a preliminary study with focus on different injection strategies. The resulting video is
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Fig. 2. Schematic (a) and real (b) illustration of the experimental setup.

provided as supplementary material. In this paper, the key result is that the duration of the complete video is about 0.3 s, whereas
the evaporation process of the droplets covers one to several minutes. For this reason, the portion of water that evaporates during
the injection process is assumed to be negligible. This assumption is supported by the discussion of numerical results in Section 4.1.

Following successful injection of a droplet, the evaporation process of the suspended droplet was recorded using microscopic
imaging. A shadowgraphy configuration was chosen for determining the temporal evolution of the droplet diameter (see Fig. 2).
Exemplary microscopic images taken immediately after injecting a saliva droplet into the acoustic levitator are shown in Fig. 3.
The contour of the levitated droplet is well recognizable, which is of major importance for determining the evolution of the droplet
diameter during the evaporation process. However, two considerably smaller droplets are also observable in all three consecutive
images. These droplets are remnants from the injection process, which have not coalesced to the actual droplet under investigation.
From some experiments, it has been found that these remnants may hover around the large droplet for extended periods in a manner
similar to moons. This phenomenon does not have a considerable impact on the experiment unless the contour of the droplet under
investigation and the contour of smaller droplets overlap (see Fig. 3). In this case, the droplet diameter is measured too large by
the automatic post-processing routine. The working principle of this routine will be elucidated in the last paragraphs of this section.
It should be noted that the bias of moon like droplets was only corrected manually for determining the ratio between equilibrium
and initial diameter.

In addition, a distinct bright spot in the center of the levitated droplet can be observed in Fig. 3. This optical effect is caused by
the first order refracted light from the main illumination source. In other words, the droplet is acting as a lens in the optical path of
the measurement setup. This is evident as the shape of the rectangular light source can be recognized and is actually imaged more
sharply for smaller droplets (cf. Fig. 6). Even the small droplets shown in Fig. 3 are characterized by a rectangular bright spot, which
will be referred to as the glare point in the following. This glare point is relevant for the discussion of precipitation phenomena of
evaporating saliva droplets, since it relies on the highly transparent nature of saliva. In particular, the glare point will not appear
for opaque objects (Blaisot & Yon, 2005; Hovenac, 1986). Hence, the glare point can be utilized to distinguish between optically
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Fig. 3. Exemplary microscopic images taken immediately after injecting a saliva droplet into the acoustic levitator.

Table 1

Essential characteristics of the microscopic imaging diagnostics.

Parameter Unit Value
Measurement volume mm? 1.6x1.2x0.4
Field of view mm? 1.6x1.2
Resolution pm/pixel 1
Detectable diameters pm 20-1000
Numerical aperture ~0.1
Exposure time ms ~10

transparent and opaque droplets, which was realized for detecting the crystallization of urea-water droplets by Kontin et al. (2010).
Furthermore, the vanishing of the glare point can also be observed in studies using a saline solution as a surrogate for respiratory
fluid (Basu et al., 2020; Chaudhuri et al., 2020). Finally, the glare point should not be confused with a small bright spot on the left
side of the droplet images shown in Fig. 3. This bright spot results from the direct reflection of a circular illumination source used
for the live view camera depicted in Fig. 2.

The post-processing of the recorded droplet images is based on a robust threshold algorithm, which has been developed in
previous studies (Gepperth et al., 2012; Lieber et al., 2019; Miiller et al., 2006). Basically, the routine separates the droplet from
the white background using a dynamic threshold, which is set to 80 % of the median intensity of the image under investigation. By
separating the droplets from the background, the outer contour of each droplet is identified and the diameter is determined based
on the enclosed area. However, a calibration is necessary since the determination of the droplet size is dependent on the selected
threshold level, the droplet position relative to the focal plane, and the droplet size itself (Kashdan et al., 2003). In order to address
this issue, a depth of field calibration is performed, which has been discussed previously in detail by Lieber et al. (2020). Briefly
speaking, a glass plate with numerous opaque dots is installed in the test section at the same optical setting like for the levitation
experiments. In this study, opaque dots with a diameter between 20 pm and 1000 pm are recorded during the calibration procedure.
It is important to note that the dots are generated by an etching process with an absolute accuracy of 0.1 pm.

The depth of field calibration is achieved by moving the calibration plate in the direction perpendicular to the image plane. This
is necessary to obtain quantitative data from slightly blurred droplets, which are located outside the focal plane. In the calibration
procedure, this situation can be simulated by blurred dots on the calibration plate. Following this procedure, the measured diameter
of one droplet is corrected based on the known diameter from the calibration plate and the average intensity gradient at the outer
contour of the droplet. The accuracy of the diagnostics for determining the droplet diameter is verified by applying the calibration
procedure to the data of the recorded dots from the calibration plate. In the present study, the maximum deviation was 2.5 pm within
a defined distance from the focal plane of 200 pm. The main characteristics of the measurement technique as defined by the optical
setup and the calibration procedure are summarized in Table 1.

3. Experimental results

The first results to be presented will focus on a general discussion about the evaporation process of saliva droplets. This includes
the comparison to the evaporation of a pure water droplet and the definition of the most important qualitative and quantitative
evaporation characteristics. Subsequently, the equilibrium diameter is determined for a total of 75 saliva droplets. The acquired
data is used to investigate the impact of the initial droplet diameter as well as the ambient temperature and humidity. Moreover,
the measurement accuracy is discussed and a correlation between initial and equilibrium diameter is derived.
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Fig. 4. Temporal evolution of the normalized surface of a saliva and a water droplet (7, = 23°C, RH = 50 %). The evaporation process of the saliva droplet is
illustrated by means of microscopic images at specific times after start of the levitation experiment. In addition, a video of this levitation experiment is provided
as supplementary material.

3.1. Evaporation characteristics of single saliva droplets

The evaporation process of a levitated saliva droplet at an ambient temperature of 23 °C and a 50 % relative humidity is shown
in Fig. 4. In the first minutes of the droplet lifetime, an approximately linear evolution of the normalized surface D?/ Dg is observed.
This behavior is known as the classical D?>-law. Hence, this phase of the evaporation process can be described by a constant reduction
rate of the droplet surface. The time axis shown in Fig. 4 is normalized by the squared initial diameter of the droplet D(Z). The
resulting unit corresponds to the reciprocal unit of the reduction rate of the droplet surface. This normalization is suitable for a
direct comparison of droplets with different initial diameters.

In addition, a pure water droplet is investigated under the same ambient conditions as the saliva droplet. The initial evaporation
rate of both droplets is nearly identical (see Fig. 4). Hence, the first stage of the evaporation process of saliva droplets can be
represented by the evaporation of pure water. A complete evaporation of the water droplet is expected. However, the presented
evolution of the normalized surface does not reach zero. The reason for this behavior is that very small droplets with a diameter of
the order of 10 pm become unstable and consequently move out of the pressure node of the acoustic field. This phenomenon limits
the investigation of smaller droplets in the acoustic levitator as addressed in Section 2.

In contrast to the evaporation of the water droplet, the evaporation of the saliva droplet is characterized by a sudden stop of
the linear decrease of the droplet surface at approximately 200s after the start of the evaporation process. From this point on, the
measured droplet size remains constant over the entire observation time of half an hour. This phenomenon can be explained by the
presence of salts and proteins contained in saliva droplets. These compounds do not decompose under typical ambient conditions
and therefore prevent the complete evaporation of the saliva droplet.

For a discussion of precipitation effects, the transition from a linear decrease of the droplet surface to a constant diameter is of
particular interest. During this transition phase, a decrease of the evaporation rate is determined as illustrated by a zoom-in view
in Fig. 4. This slow evaporation rate may be an indication for the formation of a precipitate. A more detailed discussion about the
transition phase will be presented in Section 4.1. Furthermore, conspicuous peaks of the normalized surface are observed. However,
these peaks may be attributed to small droplets, which did stabilize after the injection process around the droplet under investigation
as addressed in Section 2. This thesis is confirmed by a video of the levitation experiment provided as supplementary material.

In order to perform a qualitative analysis of the evaporation characteristics, several shadow images of the evaporating saliva
droplet at specific time steps are additionally shown in Fig. 4. An important indication can be derived from the bright spot located
at the center of the droplet image called glare point. The vanishing of this optical effect can be utilized to detect the onset of
crystallization as discussed in Section 2. During the transition phase, the glare point of the droplet becomes blurred. No further
changes of the droplet image are observed within the remaining observation time. Therefore, this state is expected to be stable in
the time frame of hours and the final droplet size will be named the equilibrium diameter D,,. However, the glare point is still slightly
visible and the spherical shape of the droplet is preserved. Hence, it can be concluded that no complete crystallization did occur in
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Fig. 5. Correlation between equilibrium diameter D, and initial droplet diameter D, under typical indoor thermodynamic conditions (a), and illustration of the
experimental uncertainty of the diagnostics and the saliva samples (b).

the present levitation experiment. Instead, the equilibrium droplet is found to be partially translucent. This outcome may be caused
by a sol-gel transformation of the saliva droplet, which was also speculated by Vejerano and Marr (2018). Moreover, Richards
et al. (2020) showed that gel transitions can occur in levitated droplets containing similar compounds as respiratory droplets.
In conjunction with the literature cited above, the experimental observations of the present study indicate that a gel transition
can indeed occur in respiratory droplets. Further discussion of the precipitation behavior of saliva droplet will be given based on
numerical results in Section 4.1.

In summary, the evaporation process of saliva droplets can be subdivided into two main stages. The first stage can be represented
by the evaporation of pure water, while the second stage is mainly characterized by a constant equilibrium diameter. This final
droplet size remains stable in the time frame of hours and is therefore a decisive criterion for determining the time saliva droplets
may stay airborne. Moreover, the results highlight the difference between water and saliva droplets, which must be taken into
account for predicting the airborne transmission of infectious diseases. This applies in particular to closed rooms, as previously
discussed by means of Fig. 1. In this context, the size of the equilibrium diameter is of major importance. In order to address this
issue, 75 levitation experiments with saliva droplets were conducted and evaluated for determining the effect of the initial droplet
size and the ambient conditions. The corresponding results will be elucidated in the following subsections.

3.2. Effect of the initial droplet size

A first set of 39 levitation experiments is conducted under typical indoor thermodynamic conditions at a temperature between
22°C and 29°C and a relative humidity from 41% to 53 %. The main objective is to determine the equilibrium diameter after
evaporation of the water content. Furthermore, the impact of the initial droplet size is assessed. This is of interest, since a wide
range of droplet sizes are generated during any respiratory activities. Eventually, the equilibrium diameter could be determined for
a range of initial droplet diameters between approximately 150 pm and 700 pm.

Care was taken that the droplets were already recorded during the injection process in order to capture the actual initial diameter
of each droplet. The decrease of the droplet diameter was then recorded until the droplet reached a constant size. To ensure that
this was the case, at least additional 60 seconds were recorded from the time a constant drop diameter was visually observed the
first time. The resulting equilibrium diameter D, of all droplets is presented as a function of the initial droplet diameter D, in
Fig. 5(a). Obviously, the equilibrium diameter correlates well with a value of 20 % of the initial droplet size. This result is confirmed
by the high linear regression coefficient of R> = 0.967.

In addition, four exemplary levitation experiments are illustrated by means of shadow images of the initial and equilibrium
droplets in Fig. 6. Obviously, not all droplets maintain a perfectly spherical shape. Moreover, some images show a blurred droplet
contour, which may be caused by small oscillations of the droplet exposed to the acoustic field. These phenomena are of great
importance to the discussion of the measurement accuracy. Using the calibration procedure, a maximum deviation of the droplet
diameter of 2.5 pm was derived. However, non-spherical droplets and small oscillations must also be considered. Hence, the absolute
measurement accuracy of the microscopic imaging diagnostics is estimated to be 5 pm.

The impact of the estimated accuracy on the determined ratio between equilibrium and initial diameter is illustrated in Fig. 5(b).
The resulting measurement uncertainty increases considerably towards the smallest initial droplets of this study. The experimental
data is also shown by means of different markers. The markers indicate different saliva samples, which were taken from different
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Fig. 6. Shadow images of the initial and equilibrium droplets of four exemplary levitation experiments.

persons at an ambient temperature of about 25 °C and at different times from early morning to late evening. In this way, it can be
studied whether the concentration of salts and proteins changes depending on the taken saliva sample. However, no clear correlation
is observed. Instead, most experimental data points are almost uniformly distributed within the estimated uncertainty band. Hence, it
is assumed that the main uncertainty of the experimental investigation is caused by the limitation of the accuracy of the diagnostics.
This implies that a statistically significant amount of experimental data is required to determine the equilibrium diameter of saliva
droplets with sufficient accuracy. Therefore, more levitation experiments are performed, which will be elucidated in the following
section.

3.3. Effect of the ambient temperature and humidity

During all levitation experiments, the temperature and humidity were monitored in the proximity of the droplets in order to assess
the impact of the ambient conditions on the evaporation process of saliva droplets. The influence of the humidity is of particular
interest, since many studies report a strong dependency (Liu et al., 2016; Marr et al., 2019; Nicas et al., 2005; Yang & Marr, 2011).
Therefore, 33 additional levitation experiments were performed at significantly lower humidities of 6 % to 21 % relative humidity.
The experimental setup is not very well suited to achieve higher humidity conditions than those of typical indoor environments,
as reported in the previous section. Nevertheless, results of three droplets at a relative humidity between 65% to 70 % could be
obtained.

The impact of the ambient temperature on the ratio between equilibrium and initial diameter is illustrated in Fig. 7(a) for the
complete set of 75 levitation experiments. It was found that no correlation can be derived, since the results are randomly distributed
within the uncertainty band of the measurement technique (cf. Fig. 5(b)). However, one droplet at a temperature of 22.7 °C features
a considerably higher ratio between equilibrium and initial diameter over 0.3.

This outlier may be explained by the dependency of the equilibrium diameter on the humidity, which is presented in Fig. 7(b).
The outlier corresponds to the highest relative humidity of approximately 70 %, which could be achieved by the present measurement
setup. At the same time, no distinct impact of the relative humidity is visible in the complete range between 6 % and 65 %. These
experimental results reflect well the numerical predictions by Marr et al. (2019) assuming a protein concentration of 3mgml~!. The
authors report a constant ratio between equilibrium and initial diameter of 19 % for a relative humidity lower than 64 %. Furthermore,
an exponential increase of the equilibrium diameter is predicted for a higher humidity. Nevertheless, it should be noted that more
experimental data is required to validate the behavior at high humidity conditions.

The complete data set of 75 levitation experiments is presented in the two graphs shown in Fig. 7. For this reason, a color
coding is applied to resolve effects of the ambient conditions that may otherwise be lost. However, no further correlations on the
ambient temperature and humidity are resolved using the color coding. Most importantly, the impact of the ambient conditions can
obviously be neglected in the temperature range from 20 °C to 29 °C and the relative humidity range from 6 % to 65 %. For these
conditions, the ratio between equilibrium and initial diameter is found to be independent of the initial droplet size. This statement
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Fig. 8. Correlation between equilibrium diameter D,, and initial droplet diameter D, at low humidity conditions from 6% to 21 % (a) and for the range between
6% to 65% (b).

is confirmed by the correlation at low humidity conditions shown in Fig. 8(a) as well as for the complete humidity range shown in
Fig. 8(b). Both linear regressions are characterized by a high correlation coefficient R? = 0.963.

The experimentally obtained correlation between initial and equilibrium droplet diameter is in good agreement with the general
evaporation theory for an aqueous solution with a specific amount of non-volatile components. Hence, an extrapolation of the
correlation to smaller droplets, which were not accessible by the presented experimental methodology, seems to be feasible. Only
the Kelvin effect is expected to affect the equilibrium droplet diameter considerably for droplets smaller than 0.1 pm. However, such
small droplets are in the same size range as the virus. Hence, a constant equilibrium diameter of 20 % of the initial diameter may
be assumed when predicting the evaporation process of virus-laden saliva droplets. The experimentally determined equilibrium
diameter may be utilized to predict the time saliva droplets will stay airborne, which will be directly demonstrated in the next

section.
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4. Numerical analysis of saliva droplets and aerosols

The experimentally obtained evaporation characteristics are used in a numerical scheme for predicting the airborne lifetime
of saliva droplets and aerosols. First, the modeling approach will be discussed in detail and compared to experimental findings.
Subsequently, breathing and talking individuals are assumed in an indoor scenario without any ventilation as illustrated in Fig. 1.
Hence, freely falling droplets, which evaporate simultaneously, can be utilized to estimate the lifetime of respiratory droplets with
sufficient accuracy. This methodology was first proposed by Wells (1934) and later refined using a state of the art modeling approach
by Xie et al. (2007). However, pure water droplets are assumed in both studies. In the present numerical investigation, the so-called
evaporation-falling curve established by Wells (1934) is extended to actual saliva droplets.

4.1. Modeling of saliva droplets and aerosols

The numerical model is based on one-dimensional droplet kinematics, which is coupled to an evaporation model. It is applied
to predict the airborne lifetime of saliva droplets of different size. The evaporation model relies on the hydrodynamic approach
by Abramzon and Sirignano (1989). The two main equations represent the evaporating mass flow

tityap = 7 Dy pg Dipy In(1+ By) Sh* @, (€8

and the heat flux, which is imposed on the droplet surface

. In(1 + B,
—n( H) Nu*.

Oy =n Dq g (Ty=Ty) — ®)
H

It should be taken into account that these heat and mass transfer equations are mainly coupled by the temperature dependence
of the vapor pressure and the cooling enthalpy of the evaporating water. In addition, the fluid properties of the droplet and the
surrounding gas phase depend on the temperature and the composition of the fluid. The influence of the convective heat and mass
transfer is considered by the correlations of Frossling (1938) for calculating the Sherwood number

Shy=2+0552 Re}/* Sc'/3, 3)
and the Nusselt number
Nuy=2+0.552 Re)/> Pr'/3. “4)

Furthermore, the correction of the impact of the evaporating mass flow on the velocity field around the droplet is taken into
account (Abramzon & Sirignano, 1989):

N Shy—2
Ssh=2+4+— (5)
1 4+ By, )07 In(1+By)
(1 + By) By
Nuy—2
Nu* =2+ % ©

07 In(I+By)
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More detailed information about the fundamentals of the evaporation model can be found in textbooks, for example by Sirignano
(2009) or Sazhin (2014).

In general, saliva consists of a variety of salts and proteins, which are relevant for the physicochemical properties of the
fluid (Sarkar et al., 2019). However, only the water content will evaporate under typical ambient conditions. Hence, the complex
composition of saliva is simplified as a binary mixture of water with a certain proportion of non-volatile components in the present
study. A negligibly low vapor pressure is considered for the mixture of salts and proteins in saliva droplets in order to prevent any
evaporation of these components. This is reflected by the experimental findings of this study (cf. Fig. 4). Additionally, Raoult’s law
is used for calculating the vapor pressure of the aqueous solution. For reasons of simplicity and lack of data in the literature, it is
assumed that all other thermophysical properties of the non-evaporating components correspond to those of water. By doing so,
the difference between water and saliva is exclusively focused on the equilibrium droplet diameter, which has been determined by
the levitation experiments. A mass concentration of salts and proteins of 0.8 % is assumed for the saliva droplets, which results in a
ratio between equilibrium and initial diameter of 20 %.

The present evaporation model employs the rapid mixing approach with respect to droplet-internal heat and mass transfer. Hence,
infinitely fast transport inside the droplet is assumed, resulting in spatially uniform temperature, concentration, and fluid properties
within the droplet. Concerning heat transfer, this statement can be verified by means of the Biot number Bi, which relates the heat
transfer between the droplet and the gas phase to the heat conduction inside the droplet. As a matter of fact, the assumption

. aDy
Bi=—<«1, @

24
is valid over a wide range of thermodynamic conditions for saliva droplets in air. In contrast, the concentration of non-
volatile components within the droplet may develop considerable spatial gradients. Despite this, it is not mandatory to employ
a computationally expensive evaporation model with a spatial discretization of the droplet, since only one component of saliva will
evaporate. In this context, a computationally efficient model is advantageous for use in detailed numerical simulations to evaluate

ventilation concepts for indoor scenarios.
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Nevertheless, spatial concentration gradients inside of the droplet may become important, when the droplet size approaches
the equilibrium diameter. At this point of the evaporation process, most of the water content of the saliva droplet is consumed
by evaporation. Hence, precipitation effects of the non-volatile components are to be expected. One indication for such effects is
the reduction of the evaporation rate, which has been observed during the levitation experiment presented in Fig. 4. Other studies
speculate that a crystallization (Basu et al., 2020; Chaudhuri et al., 2020) or a sol-gel transformation (Vejerano & Marr, 2018)
occurs for respiratory droplets. The underlying processes, however, have not been determined for actual saliva droplets. In order to
provide new insights into this evaporation characteristic, exemplary model results of single droplets are discussed and compared to
the experimental results.

The modeled evaporation process of a water and a saliva droplet is illustrated by means of the evolution of the normalized
surface and the temperature in Fig. 9. To simulate an expiratory droplet expelled by a human in a typical indoor scenario, the
initial droplet temperature is set to 33 °C and the ambient conditions are defined by a temperature of 18 °C, a relative humidity of
50 % and a relative velocity of 0ms~'. The first phase of the evaporation process is characterized by rapid cooling of the droplet, until
an equilibrium temperature is established. The associated drop of the temperature causes increased fluid density and, consequently,
an additional reduction of the droplet surface. However, even for the strong temperature drop of over 20°C, the droplet surface
shrinks only by 2 % of the initial surface due to cooling and enhanced evaporation during this phase (see Fig. 9(a)).

Moreover, the timescale of this effect is extremely short and with approximately 1 % of the overall evaporation time comparable
to the timescale of the injection process used in the levitation experiments as discussed in Section 2. This provides an estimate
of the bias involved in determining the initial diameter, which is caused by the timeframe of the injection process. The estimated
bias accounts for 1% of the actual initial droplet diameter and is negligible. It should be noted that this estimation was verified for
droplets with an initial diameter between 5 pm and 500 pm.

The second characteristic phase of the evaporation process starts, after the droplet reaches its equilibrium temperature. This
phase can be described by the well-known D?-behavior, which was also observed in the experimental investigation of this study (cf.
Fig. 4). No apparent differences between water and saliva are detected, until the impact of the non-volatile components comes into
play. In the numerical model, the increasing amount of non-volatile components causes a decrease of the vapor pressure according
to Raoult’s law and, consequently, a decrease of the evaporation rate. This effect is partly compensated by a simultaneous increase
of the droplet temperature (see Fig. 9(b)). During this final phase of the evaporation process, precipitation phenomena are relevant.
In the case when no saturation of the aqueous solution is considered, the mass fraction of salts and proteins continues to increase
until an equilibrium droplet diameter is obtained. Apart from the amount of salts and proteins contained in saliva, this equilibrium
droplet size is mainly dependent on the ambient conditions, in particular the relative humidity. Even more important, a considerable
amount of water will not evaporate from the saliva droplet.

However, a supersaturated solution is not a physically sound assumption. In order to consider precipitation effects, information
about the saturated mass fraction of the salts and proteins contained in saliva is needed. In view of the vast range of components
contained in actual saliva, this represents a major challenge for the implementation in the numerical model. The formulation of a
widely used surrogate for saliva is discussed by Sarkar et al. (2019). The saturated mass fraction of some main components of this
surrogate are presented as a function of the droplet temperature in Fig. 10(a). The correlations for ammonium nitrate (NH,NO3),
sodium chloride (NaCl) and potassium chloride (KCl) can be found in the work by Seinfeld and Pandis (2016) and the one for
urea (CH4N,0) in the datasheet of BASF (2006). To stay within the scope of the present study, the saturation behavior of saliva is
simplified by that of a single component. Urea is chosen for this purpose as it represents an intermediate solubility of the components
shown in Fig. 10(a). The heat of solution of aqueous urea solution is taken from the study by Egan Jr. and Luff (1966).

The impact of taking saturation into account is illustrated in Fig. 9. For a first comparison, it is assumed that the precipitate
does not affect the evaporation process. By doing so, the only significant difference from a supersaturated solution is that the
mass fraction of non-volatile components is limited. A second equilibrium droplet temperature is established after the saturation
condition is fulfilled, since also the effect of Raoult’s law is limited. At the end of the evaporation process, the entire water content
is consumed by evaporation. Consequently, the equilibrium diameter depends solely on the amount of salts and proteins contained
in saliva. However, the saturated case in Fig. 9 is characterized by a sudden stop of the evaporation process, which does not agree
with the experimentally observed behavior (cf. Fig. 4).

In order to address this issue, the numerical approach is extended by taking into account an inhibiting effect of precipitation on
the evaporation rate. In contrast to the assumption of rapid mixing, spatial concentration gradients can develop inside of the droplet
due to a limited internal diffusion. Therefore, the most likely scenario is the formation of precipitates on the droplet surface, which
may induce the generation of a permeable shell around the evaporating saliva droplet. A similar scenario for respiratory droplets
was also speculated by Vejerano and Marr (2018). In the present study, the effect of precipitation on the evaporation rate is modeled
as a resistance on the evaporating mass transfer by introducing the reduction coefficient

O=1-Y. 3-2Y,,) (8)

pre

as a multiplier in Eq. (1). The precipitated mass fraction is denoted by Y,,.. An additional resistance of the permeable shell on heat
transfer is not considered. This approach for modeling the precipitation behavior of multi-component droplets is based on the work
of Reinhold (2001) and was also used by Kontin et al. (2010) for urea-water droplets. Model results considering a permeable shell
are additionally shown in Fig. 9. By taking into account the reduction coefficient from Eq. (8), the evolution of the normalized
surface is characterized by a continuous reduction of the evaporation rate as the droplet size approaches the equilibrium diameter.
Otherwise, the behavior is very similar to the purely saturated case. In particular, the equilibrium diameter converges to the same
magnitude and only a negligibly small amount of water remains within the droplet.
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Fig. 9. Normalized surface area (a), temperature (b) and reduction coefficient (c) of an evaporating droplet with an initial diameter of 20pm and an initial

temperature of 33°C at an ambient temperature of 18°C, a relative humidity of 50% and a relative velocity of Oms~'.

For a further in-depth analysis, the results of the model are compared to experimentally obtained evaporation characteristics. In
Fig. 10(b), the ratio between equilibrium and initial diameter (Deq /Dy) is illustrated as a function of the relative humidity (RH). The
experimental data was already discussed using Fig. 7(b). Apart from the outlier at RH ~ 70 %, no impact of RH on D,/ D, is detected.
This statement is supported by a linear fit of the experimental data showing an increase of D /D, of less than 0.1 % over the range
6% < RH < 65 %. Model results are presented considering two precipitation scenarios as well as the ambient temperature range of
the experimental investigation. The initial droplet temperature is set equal to the ambient temperature and the relative velocity is
0ms~!. If saturation is not taken into account, a continuous increase in D¢y/ D, is predicted with increasing RH. The reason for this
behavior is the growing impact of Raoult’s law with increasing RH. The influence of the ambient temperature is negligible as it is
only noticeable for extremely high humidity conditions. However, the continuous increase of D, /D, for the supersaturated case
does not match the experimental data.

By taking saturation into account, a better agreement to the experimental data is obtained (see Fig. 10(b)). This is caused by the
fact that saturation sets in before any further reduction of the droplet size is limited by Raoult’s law. Nevertheless, a distinct jump of
D/ D, is predicted for a humidity of approximately 70 % to 75 %. For situations where the relative humidity is higher, the saturated
mass fraction is not reached. Hence, D,/ D, is determined by the influence of Raoult’s law and the results are consistent with the
supersaturated case. Moreover, the discriminating humidity between a constant equilibrium diameter and an exponential increase of
D,/ D, depends on the ambient temperature. This behavior can be explained by the fact that the saturated mass fraction is modeled
as a function of the droplet temperature (see Fig. 10(a)). The outlier at RH ~ 70 % is an experimental indication that the numerically
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Fig. 10. Saturated mass fraction as a function of the droplet temperature for several components of a well-known model saliva formulation (a) and impact of

RH on D /D, for experimental and model results (b).

predicted jump of the equilibrium diameter might actually occur. However, this data point should not be used for further evaluation,
since it was not possible to establish a sufficiently stable relative humidity for this levitation experiment. In this context, it should
be emphasized that more experimental data is necessary for the validation of the numerical model at high humidity conditions. For
this purpose, a detailed variation of the relative humidity for different temperature levels must be performed.

For a more detailed validation of the modeling approach at lower humidity conditions, numerical results are compared to
exemplary data of levitation experiments in Fig. 11. The precipitation behavior is modeled by taking into account saturation and the
build-up of a permeable shell. In order to enable a direct comparison to the experimental results, the initial droplet temperature is set
to the equilibrium temperature during the phase of water evaporation and the relative velocity is 0Oms~!. In Fig. 11(a), experimental
and numerical results are depicted for two cases, which cover a wide range of ambient humidity conditions, and consequently
feature considerably different evaporation rates. The reduction of the normalized surface is approximately twice as fast at RH ~ 7%
compared to RH =~ 53 %. Even more important, the evaporation rate during the phase of water evaporation and the time scale of
the precipitation dynamics are in good agreement with the experimental data.

In addition, the long-term experiment, which has been presented and discussed in Section 3.1, is compared to model results
using a zoom-in view in Fig. 11(b). Here, the transition phase from the D?-behavior to the formation of the equilibrium diameter
is the focus of the analysis. It is important to mention that the recording of this experiment was started with a significant time
delay after successful injection of the droplet, since it was the first levitation experiment performed in the present study. Hence,
the resulting equilibrium diameter is with 25% of the initial diameter too large and was not used for any further evaluation. In
order to enable a direct comparison to the numerical approach, the model results are scaled up to fit the experimentally determined
equilibrium diameter. By doing so, the precipitation dynamics can be studied in detail. The evaporation rate and the time scale of
the precipitation dynamics are predicted fairly well. However, the experimental results deviate earlier from the D?-behavior and
reach the equilibrium diameter later. Similar trends can also be deduced from the data shown in Fig. 11(a). One reason for this
characteristic is that the saturation of salts and proteins is modeled as a single component. Consequently, a better adaption of the
model results may be achieved by taking into account several non-volatile components with different saturated mass fractions.

In summary, it could be demonstrated that precipitation dynamics have to be taken into account for predicting the evaporation
process and the equilibrium diameter of saliva droplets. The best fit to experimental results was achieved by assuming a formation of
a permeable shell around the droplet. Moreover, optical diagnostics suggest a sol-gel transition rather than complete crystallization
of the droplet as discussed in Section 3.1. Therefore, the experimental and numerical results provide new insights into the
environment the virus is exposed to within the droplet, which may be relevant for predicting the virus lifetime. Nevertheless, more
experimental evidence is needed for further validation of the precipitation dynamics. The most important finding of the present

study, however, is that the evolution of the droplet diameter D, can be predicted with sufficient accuracy by the evaporation model.
This is relevant to modeling of the droplet kinematics. A one-dimensional approach is chosen, which is based on the equation of
motion for a single droplet
dug 3 Ps
it 4py Dy
In Eq. (9), the effects of inertia, drag, gravity, and buoyancy are taken into account. The correlation established by Ihme et al.
(1972) is used for the drag coefficient
2 (10)
Rey

p
lug — g (g — uq) + (1 p—g) g. ©)
d
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Fig. 11. Comparison between the experimental and numerical results for two droplets with considerably different evaporation rates (a) and the long-term
experiment presented in Fig. 4(b).

It should be noted that the correlation is only valid for perfect spheres, which is justified by the low aerodynamic forces acting on
the freely falling droplets.

4.2. Applicability of the results to smaller droplets respectively aerosols

The majority of expiratory droplets are smaller than those accessible by the experimental technique. Hence, a direct validation of
the numerical model for such small droplets respectively aerosols cannot be performed. From a theoretical point of view, however,
the evaporation process of droplets with different initial diameter scales very well if the square of the initial droplet diameter is used
for normalization. For instance, the model results presented in Fig. 11 are completely independent of the initial droplet diameter.
One exception is the influence of the convective heat and mass transfer, which is considered by correlations for Sh, and Nu,
in Egs. (3) and (4). The dependency of Sh, and Nu, on the droplet diameter D, is taken into account using the droplet Reynolds
number

g DMl an
g
which is defined by the relative velocity between a droplet and the gas phase u; —u4 and the kinematic viscosity of air v;. According
to Eq. (11), the evaporation rate increases with increasing droplet diameter if a significant relative velocity between the droplet
and the gas phase prevails. However, small droplets respectively aerosols follow the air flow almost perfectly and are therefore
characterized by a negligible relative velocity. Hence, the effect of forced convection is presumably negligible.

Furthermore, it is interesting to study if an impact on the precipitation behavior is to be expected for smaller droplets respectively

aerosols. For this purpose, the droplet Peclet number

Hityyp Sh D12g pg
27Dy pg Ding 2 Dy 4 pg

Pey = In(1 + By, 12)
as introduced by Makino and Law (1988), can be used. Similar to the Biot number for heat transfer, Pe, relates the mass transfer
between the droplet and the gas phase to the diffusion inside the droplet. In other words, the influence of diffusive resistance in
multi-component droplets on the evaporation process is quantified by Pe; (Burger et al., 2003). Hence, a higher concentration
gradient inside the droplet is expected for a higher Pe;. The dependency of Pey on the droplet diameter becomes apparent by
inserting Eq. (1) into Eq. (12). By doing so, Peq mainly depends on the binary diffusion coefficient of the gas phase D,,, and the
droplet Dy, 4. In addition, the density ratio ﬁ and the Spalding number for mass transfer By, account for the concentration jump
at the phase interface. Consequently, the only dependence on the droplet size is due to forced convection, which was found to be
negligible previously. In conclusion, the scaling of the precipitation dynamics to smaller droplets and aerosols is straightforward
assuming a negligible relative velocity. For a constant relative velocity, lower concentration gradients inside of the droplet are
expected, which leads to less pronounced precipitation dynamics.

4.3. Simulation results and discussion

For verification of the numerical model, the evaporation-falling curve by Wells (1934) is recalculated for water droplets and
compared to the results found by Xie et al. (2007). The ambient temperature is set to 18 °C, and a variation of the relative humidity
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Fig. 12. Results of recalculating the evaporation-falling curve by Wells (1934) for (a) water droplets, and (b) saliva droplets using the ratio between equilibrium
and initial diameter as determined in the present study.

between 0% and 90 % is studied. Moreover, quiescent ambient conditions with u; = 0Oms~! are assumed, which corresponds to the
indoor scenario without any ventilation flow. The initial droplet temperature is assumed to be 33 °C, and the initial height above
the ground is set to 2 m.

A variation of the initial droplet diameter from 5 pm to 200 pm is performed in steps of 2.5 pm. The airborne lifetime of each droplet
is set either when the droplet hits the ground or when it is completely evaporated. The results of the numerical model are illustrated
in Fig. 12(a). Obviously, large droplets are accelerated quickly by gravitation and fall to the ground, whereas small droplets evaporate
quickly and will not move large distances away (cf. Fig. 1(a)). A distinctive droplet size can be identified dependent on the ambient
humidity, which will survive the longest in the air. Even more important, the quantitative results are in very good agreement with the
ones found by Xie et al. (2007). In addition, some experimental support for the numerical results is provided in the study by Davies
et al. (2013). The authors present the evaporation process of a pure water droplet with an initial diameter of approximately 46 pm
at 80 % relative humidity. The evaporation time of about 7 is quite consistent with the model results shown in Fig. 12(a).

Following the successful verification of the numerical model, the airborne lifetime of saliva droplets is predicted for ambient
and initial conditions identical to those of the water droplets. As indicated in Section 3.1, the evaporation of large saliva droplets is
identical to that of pure water (see Fig. 12(b)). However, complete evaporation of saliva droplets does not occur. Instead, smaller
droplets continue to fall even after their water content is consumed by evaporation. Finally, the residual droplets will reach their
final velocity, which is mainly dependent on their equilibrium diameter. Consequently, the airborne lifetime increases drastically
in comparison to that of pure water droplets, as shown in Fig. 12(b).

For a further in-depth analysis, the airborne lifetime of the entire range of initial droplet sizes is shown in Fig. 13. Results at a
relative humidity of 90 % are excluded, since appropriate experimental data is necessary to validate the numerical model for such
high humidity conditions. This new illustration of the numerical results offers the possibility to subdivide the droplet size range into
three regimes with different dominating effects:

» Regime III: For droplets with an initial diameter larger than 150 pm, the airborne lifetime is mainly determined by the initial
droplet size. The studied variation of the relative humidity affects the airborne lifetime by less than one second. Hence, droplet
evaporation may be neglected with sufficient accuracy. It should be mentioned that during normal respiration, such large
droplets are barely generated.

Regime II: For droplets between 50 pm and 150 pm, the droplet lifetime is dominated by the evaporation process. Hence, the
impact of the ambient conditions is significant and the airborne lifetime increases with lower relative humidity and higher
temperature. In addition, the equilibrium droplet size is becoming increasingly important to smaller initial droplet diameters.
The combination of both effects may extend the airborne droplet lifetime of saliva droplets by up to two orders of magnitude
compared to water droplets.

Regime I: For droplets with an initial diameter that is smaller than 50 pm, the airborne lifetime is mainly determined by the
equilibrium droplet size. The evaporation time of the water content accounts for less than 1% of the total airborne lifetime.

The difference between pure water and saliva can be evaluated in Regimes I and II. For this range of initial droplet sizes,
the airborne lifetime may increase from seconds for water to minutes and hours for saliva droplets. Hence, the experimentally
determined equilibrium diameter is of great importance to predicting the time saliva droplets stay in the air. It should be noted that
similar one-dimensional predictions were performed in a recent study by Vuorinen et al. (2020). However, a higher concentration
of non-volatile components was assumed, which leads to considerably shorter airborne lifetimes in Regimes I and II.

The half-life of SARS-CoV-2, as determined by van Doremalen et al. (2020), is additionally indicated in Fig. 13 in order to relate
the predicted airborne lifetime of saliva droplets to the lifetime of the virus. Moreover, the corresponding times for a viable virus
content of 90 % and 1 % are estimated assuming exponential decay. This offers the possibility to come back to the two questions raised
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Fig. 13. Predicted airborne lifetime of saliva droplets for the entire range of initial droplet sizes. The virus lifetime is estimated based on the results found
by van Doremalen et al. (2020).

in Section 1, which are vital for assessing the probability of infecting other persons by getting in touch or inhaling airborne droplets.
Over a wide range of initial droplet sizes, the time saliva droplets will stay in the air is the decisive timescale for predicting the
airborne transmission risk of COVID-19. Nevertheless, the virus lifetime must be considered for the droplet size range of Regime I,
since the viable virus content decreases significantly from 90 % after approximately 10 min to 1 % after approximately 8h in the air.
The half-life of 1.1h to 1.2h corresponds to the airborne lifetime of a droplet with an initial diameter of 20 pm and a corresponding
equilibrium diameter of 4 pm.

One main conclusion is that a safe distance cannot be defined for an indoor scenario without sufficient ventilation (cf. Fig. 1(b)).
Medium-size droplets, which correspond to an airborne lifetime of minutes are particularly dangerous, since these droplets still
contain a high viable amount of the virus. Face masks, however, can remove most droplets of this size range and additionally will
reduce the number of smaller droplets. A detailed description of the protective mechanisms of face masks can be found in the studies
by Long et al. (2020), Dbouk and Drikakis (2020b), and Kéhler and Hain (2020). Furthermore, ventilation concepts are of utmost
importance to removing aerosols consisting of very small droplets, which follow small air currents almost perfectly. Consequently,
the accumulation of very small droplets with an airborne lifetime in the order of hours can be effectively prevented (Morawska
et al., 2020).

5. Outlook

The merits of the numerical model used in the present study are its simplicity and the low computational effort for investigating
the airborne lifetime of saliva droplets. In particular, the difference between pure water and actual saliva droplets can be assessed,
and the dominating parameters for predicting the airborne transmission risk can be identified. However, the present model includes
certain assumptions, which are restricted to the scenario of breathing and talking persons in an indoor environment without
ventilation. For a more general investigation of the airborne transmission risk, the interaction of the droplets and the ambient air
flow has to be taken into account. In this context, it should be noted that even in an unventilated environment, human respiration can
cause small air currents, which may affect the airborne lifetime of small droplets. Furthermore, the initial droplet velocity must be
considered for coughing or sneezing events (Xie et al., 2007). In order to assess the impact of these additional effects under realistic
initial and boundary conditions, numerical simulations are necessary, as shown by the recent studies by Feng et al. (2020), Dbouk
and Drikakis (2020a), Vuorinen et al. (2020), Peng et al. (2020), and Shao et al. (2021).

The droplet evaporation models of these numerical studies can be validated using the experimentally determined evaporation
characteristics presented in this study. By doing so, the uncertainty of predicting the airborne transmission risk of COVID-19 may
be reduced significantly. However, more experimental data is required covering a wider range of ambient conditions, especially
situations where humidity is higher than 65 %. An additional research objective is the identification of the ambient temperature
at which saliva droplets decompose completely as well as the rate of decomposition. This information may be of interest for the
development of effective indoor air cleaning devices. Moreover, the simultaneous experimental investigation of the droplet and the
virus lifetime is conceivable. In summary, the methodology of the present study may serve as a basis for future experimental work
on the evaporation characteristics of saliva droplets.
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6. Conclusion

The main objective of the present study was to extend the understanding of the evaporation characteristics of saliva droplets and
aerosols. For this purpose, an experiment was set up for investigation of single saliva droplets positioned in an acoustic levitator
under well-defined ambient and initial conditions. Microscopic imaging was used as diagnostics for recording the temporal evolution
of the droplet size during the evaporation process. By an established post-processing and calibration routine, the droplet diameter
was determined with high accuracy. Experimental data with known measurement uncertainty was obtained from 75 levitated
saliva droplets. These experimental results have been used to determine the impact of the initial diameter as well as the ambient
temperature and humidity. The main outcome is that a saliva droplet reaches an equilibrium size after evaporation of the water
content, which correlates well to 20 % of the initial diameter for a relative humidity between 6 % and 65 %.

This correlation was implemented into a numerical model, which is based on one-dimensional droplet kinematics and a rapid
mixing evaporation model. From simulation runs, the airborne lifetime of saliva droplets and aerosols was predicted as a function of
the initial droplet size and the ambient humidity. The numerical results have been used to discriminate three regimes of the initial
droplet diameter, which highlight the relevant effects. While the largest expiratory droplets quickly hit the ground, the airborne
lifetime of droplets smaller than approximately 150 pm is mainly defined by their evaporation characteristics. The airborne lifetime
of droplets with an initial diameter of less than 50 pm is mainly determined by their equilibrium size. Most importantly, these small
droplets may stay airborne for more than one hour. It could be demonstrated that the experimentally determined ratio between
initial and equilibrium diameter may affect the airborne droplet lifetime considerably. Consequently, the experimental results can
serve for validating similar evaporation models, which are of great importance to numerical predictions of the airborne transmission
risk of infectious diseases like COVID-19.

Declaration of competing interest

The authors declare that they have no known competing financial interests or personal relationships that could have appeared
to influence the work reported in this paper.

Acknowledgments

The authors are grateful to Stephan Autenrieth, Amy Lebanoff, and Kai-Yannic Schonewolf, who supported the setup of the
levitation experiment.

Appendix A. Supplementary data
Supplementary material related to this article can be found online at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2021.105760.

References

Abramzon, B., & Sirignano, W. A. (1989). Droplet vaporization model for spray combustion calculations. International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 32(9),
1605-1618.

Allen, J. G., & Marr, L. C. (2020). Recognizing and controlling airborne transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in indoor environments. Indoor Air, 30(4), 557-558.

Asadi, S., Bouvier, N., Wexler, A. S., & Ristenpart, W. D. (2020). The coronavirus pandemic and aerosols: Does COVID-19 transmit via expiratory particles? Aerosol
Science and Technology, 54(6), 635-638.

BASF (2006). Technical leaflet: Adblue®.

Basu, S., Kabi, P., Chaudhuri, S., & Saha, A. (2020). Insights on drying and precipitation dynamics of respiratory droplets from the perspective of COVID-19.
Physics of Fluids, 32(12), Article 123317.

Blaisot, J. B., & Yon, J. (2005). Droplet size and morphology characterization for dense sprays by image processing: application to the Diesel spray. Experiments
in Fluids, 39(6), 977-994.

Burger, M., Schmehl, R., Prommersberger, K., Schifer, O., Koch, R., & Wittig, S. (2003). Droplet evaporation modeling by the distillation curve model: accounting
for kerosene fuel and elevated pressures. International Journal of Heat and Mass Transfer, 46(23), 4403-4412.

Chao, C., Wan, M., Morawska, L., Johnson, G., Ristovski, Z., Hargreaves, M., Mengersen, K., Corbett, S., Li, Y., Xie, X., & Katoshevski, D. (2009). Characterization
of expiration air jets and droplet size distributions immediately at the mouth opening. Journal of Aerosol Science, 40(2), 122-133.

Chaudhuri, S., Basu, S., Kabi, P., Unni, V. R., & Saha, A. (2020). Modeling the role of respiratory droplets in Covid-19 type pandemics. Physics of Fluids, 32(6),
Article 063309.

Davies, J. F., Miles, R. E. H., Haddrell, A. E., & Reid, J. P. (2013). Influence of organic films on the evaporation and condensation of water in aerosol. Proceedings
of the National Academy of Sciences, 110(22), 8807-8812.

Dbouk, T., & Drikakis, D. (2020). On coughing and airborne droplet transmission to humans. Physics of Fluids, 32(5), Article 053310.

Dbouk, T., & Drikakis, D. (2020). On respiratory droplets and face masks. Physics of Fluids, 32(6), Article 063303.

van Doremalen, N., Bushmaker, T., Morris, D. H., Holbrook, M. G., Gamble, A., Williamson, B. N., Tamin, A., Harcourt, J. L., Thornburg, N. J., Gerber, S. I,
Lloyd-Smith, J. O., de Wit, E., & Munster, V. J. (2020). Aerosol and surface stability of SARS-CoV-2 as compared with SARS-CoV-1. New England Journal of
Medicine, 382(16), 1564-1567.

Duguid, J. P. (1945). The numbers and the sites of origin of the droplets expelled during expiratory activities. Edinburgh Medical Journal, 52(11), 385.

Duguid, J. P. (1946). The size and the duration of air-carriage of respiratory droplets and droplet-nuclei. Epidemiology and Infection, 44(6), 471-479.

Egan Jr., E. P., & Luff, B. B. (1966). Heat of solution, heat capacity, and density of aqueous urea solutions at 25°c. Journal of Chemical and Engineering Data,
11(2), 192-194.

Feng, Y., Marchal, T., Sperry, T., & Yi, H. (2020). Influence of wind and relative humidity on the social distancing effectiveness to prevent COVID-19 airborne
transmission: A numerical study. Journal of Aerosol Science, 147, Article 105585.

Fennelly, K. P. (2020). Particle sizes of infectious aerosols: implications for infection control. The Lancet Respiratory Medicine, 8(9), 914-924.

18


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2021.105760
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb18

C. Lieber et al. Journal of Aerosol Science 154 (2021) 105760

Frossling, N. (1938). On the evaporation of falling drops (Uber die Verdunstung fallender Tropfen). Gerlands Beitrag zur Geophysik, 52(-), 170-216.

Gepperth, S., Miiller, A., Koch, R., & Bauer, H.-J. (2012). Ligament and droplet characteristics in prefilming airblast atomization. In Proceedings of the 12th
ICLASS. URL https://ilasseurope.org/events/12th-iclass-conference/.

Gorbalenya, A. E., Baker, S. C., Baric, R., de Groot, R. J., Drosten, C., Gulyaeva, A. A., Haagmans, B. L., Lauber, C., Leontovich, A. M., & Neuman, B. W. (2020).
The species severe acute respiratory syndrome-related coronavirus: classifying 2019-nCoV and naming it SARS-CoV-2. Nature Microbiology, 5(4), 536-544.

Hovenac, E. (1986). Use of rotating reticles for calibration of single particle counters. In Proceedings of the ICALEO: Flow & Particles Diagnostics Conference (pp.
129-134). URL https://lia.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.2351/1.5057795.

Huang, C., Wang, Y., Li, X., Ren, L., Zhao, J., Hu, Y., Zhang, L., Fan, G., Xu, J., Gu, X., Cheng, Z., Yu, T., Xia, J., Wei, Y., Wu, W., Xie, X., Yin, W., Li, H,,
Liu, M., .... Cao, B. (2020). Clinical features of patients infected with 2019 novel coronavirus in wuhan, China. The Lancet, 395(10223), 497-506.

Thme, F., SchmidtTraub, H., & Brauer, H. (1972). Theoretische Untersuchung iiber die Umstromung und den Stoffiibergang an Kugeln. Chemie Ingenieur Technik,
44, 306-313.

Jayaweera, M., Perera, H., Gunawardana, B., & Manatunge, J. (2020). Transmission of COVID-19 virus by droplets and aerosols: A critical review on the
unresolved dichotomy. Environmental Research, 188, Article 109819.

Johnson, G., Morawska, L., Ristovski, Z., Hargreaves, M., Mengersen, K., Chao, C., Wan, M., Li, Y., Xie, X., Katoshevski, D., & Corbett, S. (2011). Modality of
human expired aerosol size distributions. Journal of Aerosol Science, 42(12), 839-851.

Kahler, C. J., & Hain, R. (2020). Fundamental protective mechanisms of face masks against droplet infections. Journal of Aerosol Science, 148, Article 105617.

Kashdan, J., Shrimpton, J., & Whybrew, A. (2003). Two-phase flow characterization by automated digital image analysis. Part 1: Fundamental principles and
calibration of the technique. Particle & Particle Systems Characterization, 20(6), 387-397.

Kontin, S., Hofler, A., Koch, R., & Bauer, H.-J. (2010). Heat and mass transfer accompanied by crystallisation of single particles containing urea-water-solution.
In Proceedings of the 23rd annual conference on liquid atomization and spray systems. URL https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/.

Lieber, C., Koch, R., & Bauer, H.-J. (2019). Microscopic imaging spray diagnostics under high temperature conditions: Application to urea-water sprays. Applied
Sciences, 9(20), 4403.

Lieber, C., Koch, R., & Bauer, H.-J. (2020). Spray evaporation of urea-water solution: Experiments and modelling. Experimental Thermal and Fluid Science, 116,
Article 110108.

Liu, L., Wei, J., Li, Y., & Ooi, A. (2016). Evaporation and dispersion of respiratory droplets from coughing. Indoor Air, 27(1), 179-190.

Long, Y., Hu, T., Liu, L., Chen, R., Guo, Q., Yang, L., Cheng, Y., Huang, J., & Du, L. (2020). Effectiveness of N95 respirators versus surgical masks against
influenza: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Journal of Evidence-Based Medicine, 13(2), 93-101.

Loudon, R. G., & Roberts, R. M. (1967). Droplet expulsion from the respiratory tract. American Review of Respiratory Disease, 95(3), 435-442.

Ly, J., Gu, J., Li, K., Xu, C., Su, W., Lai, Z., Zhou, D., Yu, C., Xu, B., & Yang, Z. (2020). COVID-19 outbreak associated with air conditioning in restaurant,
Guangzhou, China, 2020. Emerging infectious diseases, 26(7), 1628.

Makino, A., & Law, C. (1988). On the controlling parameter in the gasification behavior of multicomponent droplets. Combustion and Flame, 73(3), 331-336.

Marr, L. C., Tang, J. W., Mullekom, J. V., & Lakdawala, S. S. (2019). Mechanistic insights into the effect of humidity on airborne influenza virus survival,
transmission and incidence. Journal of the Royal Society Interface, 16(150), Article 20180298.

Meselson, M. (2020). Droplets and aerosols in the transmission of SARS-CoV-2. New England Journal of Medicine, 382(21), 2063.

Mikhailov, E., Vlasenko, S., Niessner, R., & Poschl, U. (2004). Interaction of aerosol particles composed of protein and salts with water vapor: hygroscopic growth
and microstructural rearrangement. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, European Geosciences Union, 4(2), 323-350.

Morawska, L. (2006). Droplet fate in indoor environments, or can we prevent the spread of infection?. Indoor Air, 16(5), 335-347.

Morawska, L., & Cao, J. (2020). Airborne transmission of SARS-CoV-2: The world should face the reality. Environment International, 139, Article 105730.

Morawska, L., Johnson, G., Ristovski, Z., Hargreaves, M., Mengersen, K., Corbett, S., Chao, C., Li, Y., & Katoshevski, D. (2009). Size distribution and sites of
origin of droplets expelled from the human respiratory tract during expiratory activities. Journal of Aerosol Science, 40(3), 256-269.

Morawska, L., Tang, J. W., Bahnfleth, W., Bluyssen, P. M., Boerstra, A., Buonanno, G., Cao, J., Dancer, S., Floto, A., Franchimon, F., Haworth, C., Hogeling, J.,
Isaxon, C., Jimenez, J. L., Kurnitski, J., Li, Y., Loomans, M., Marks, G., Marr, L. C,, .... Yao, M. (2020). How can airborne transmission of COVID-19 indoors
be minimised? Environment International, 142, Article 105832.

Miiller, A., Koch, R., Bauer, H.-J., Hehle, M., & Schéfer, O. (2006). Performance of prefilming airblast atomizers in unsteady flow conditions. In Proceedings of
the ASME Turbo Expo 2006: Power for Land, Sea, and Air. Volume 1: Combustion and Fuels, Education. URL https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432.

Nicas, M., Nazaroff, W. W., & Hubbard, A. (2005). Toward understanding the risk of secondary airborne infection: Emission of respirable pathogens. Journal of
Occupational and Environmental Hygiene, 2(3), 143-154.

Ong, S. W. X, Tan, Y. K., Chia, P. Y., Lee, T. H.,, Ng, O. T., Wong, M. S. Y., & Marimuthu, K. (2020). Air, surface environmental, and personal protective
equipment contamination by severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2) from a symptomatic patient. JAMA, 323(16), 1610.

Papineni, R. S., & Rosenthal, F. S. (1997). The size distribution of droplets in the exhaled breath of healthy human subjects. Journal of Aerosol Medicine, 10(2),
105-116.

Parienta, D., Morawska, L., Johnson, G., Ristovski, Z., Hargreaves, M., Mengersen, K., Corbett, S., Chao, C., Li, Y., & Katoshevski, D. (2011). Theoretical analysis
of the motion and evaporation of exhaled respiratory droplets of mixed composition. Journal of Aerosol Science, 42(1), 1-10.

Peng, S., Chen, Q., & Liu, E. (2020). The role of computational fluid dynamics tools on investigation of pathogen transmission: Prevention and control. Science
of the Total Environment, 746, Article 142090.

Reinhold, M. (2001). Theoretische und experimentelle Untersuchungen zur Spriihtrocknung mit iiberlagerter chemischer Reaktion (Ph.D. thesis), Technische Universitét
Clausthal.

Richards, D. S., Trobaugh, K. L., Hajek-Herrera, J., Price, C. L., Sheldon, C. S., Davies, J. F., & Davis, R. D. (2020). Ion-molecule interactions enable unexpected
phase transitions in organic-inorganic aerosol. Science Advances, 6(47), eabb5643.

Sarkar, A., Xu, F., & Lee, S. (2019). Human saliva and model saliva at bulk to adsorbed phases - similarities and differences. Advances in Colloid and Interface
Science, 273, Article 102034.

Sazhin, S. (2014). Droplets and sprays. Springer London.

Seinfeld, J. H., & Pandis, S. N. (2016). Atmospheric chemistry and physics: from air pollution to climate change. John Wiley & Sons Inc.

Shao, S., Zhou, D., He, R., Li, J., Zou, S., Mallery, K., Kumar, S., Yang, S., & Hong, J. (2021). Risk assessment of airborne transmission of COVID-19 by
asymptomatic individuals under different practical settings. Journal of Aerosol Science, 151, Article 105661.

Shiu, E. Y., Leung, N. H., & Cowling, B. J. (2019). Controversy around airborne versus droplet transmission of respiratory viruses. Current Opinion in Infectious
Diseases, 32(4), 372-379.

Sirignano, W. A. (2009). Fluid dynamics and transport of droplets and sprays. Cambridge University Press.

Stadnytskyi, V., Bax, C. E., Bax, A., & Anfinrud, P. (2020). The airborne lifetime of small speech droplets and their potential importance in SARS-CoV-2
transmission. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, 117(22), 11875-11877.

Vejerano, E. P., & Marr, L. C. (2018). Physico-chemical characteristics of evaporating respiratory fluid droplets. Journal of the Royal Society Interface, 15(139),
Article 20170939.

Vuorinen, V., Aarnio, M., Alava, M., Alopaeus, V., Atanasova, N., Auvinen, M., Balasubramanian, N., Bordbar, H., Erésto, P., Grande, R., Hayward, N., Hellsten, A.,
Hostikka, S., Hokkanen, J., Kaario, O., Karvinen, A., Kivistd, L., Korhonen, M., Kosonen, R., .... Osterberg, M. (2020). Modelling aerosol transport and virus
exposure with numerical simulations in relation to SARS-CoV-2 transmission by inhalation indoors. Safety Science, 130, Article 104866.

19


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb19
https://ilasseurope.org/events/12th-iclass-conference/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb21
https://lia.scitation.org/doi/abs/10.2351/1.5057795
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb28
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
https://ilasseurope.org/events/23th-ilass-europe/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb40
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb41
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb43
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
https://doi.org/10.1115/GT2006-90432
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb60

C. Lieber et al. Journal of Aerosol Science 154 (2021) 105760

Wang, J., & Du, G. (2020). COVID-19 may transmit through aerosol. Irish Journal of Medical Science (1971 -).

Wells, W. (1934). On air-borne infection: Study II. Droplets and droplet nuclei. American Journal of Epidemiology, 20(3), 611-618.

WHO (2020). Coronavirus disease (COVID-2019) situation reports, 13 November 2020. (Accessed on 17 November 2020). URL https://www.who.int/emergencies/
diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/situation-reports/.

Xie, X., Li, Y., Chwang, A. T. Y., Ho, P. L., & Seto, W. H. (2007). How far droplets can move in indoor environments - revisiting the Wells evaporation-falling
curve. Indoor Air, 17(3), 211-225.

Xie, X., Li, Y., Sun, H., & Liu, L. (2009). Exhaled droplets due to talking and coughing. Journal of the Royal Society Interface, 6(suppl. 6).

Xu, R., Cui, B,, Duan, X., Zhang, P., Zhou, X., & Yuan, Q. (2020). Saliva: potential diagnostic value and transmission of 2019-nCoV. International Journal of Oral
Science, 12(1).

Yang, W., & Marr, L. C. (2011). Dynamics of airborne influenza A viruses indoors and dependence on humidity. PLoS One, 6(6), Article e21481.

Yarin, A. L., Brenn, G., Kastner, O., Rensink, D., & Tropea, C. (1999). Evaporation of acoustically levitated droplets. Journal of Fluid Mechanics, 399, 151-204.

Zaitone, B. A. A., & Tropea, C. (2011). Evaporation of pure liquid droplets: Comparison of droplet evaporation in an acoustic field versus glass-filament. Chemical
Engineering Science, 66(17), 3914-3921.

Zhu, N., Zhang, D., Wang, W., Li, X., Yang, B., Song, J., Zhao, X., Huang, B., Shi, W., Lu, R., Niu, P., Zhan, F., Ma, X., Wang, D., Xu, W., Wu, G., Gao, G. F.,
& Tan, W. (2020). A novel coronavirus from patients with pneumonia in China, 2019. New England Journal of Medicine, 382(8), 727-733.

20


http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb61
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb62
https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/situation-reports/
https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/situation-reports/
https://www.who.int/emergencies/diseases/novel-coronavirus-2019/situation-reports/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0021-8502(21)00493-6/sb70

	Insights into the evaporation characteristics of saliva droplets and aerosols: Levitation experiments and numerical modeling
	Introduction
	Experimental setup and diagnostics
	Experimental results
	Evaporation characteristics of single saliva droplets
	Effect of the initial droplet size
	Effect of the ambient temperature and humidity

	Numerical analysis of saliva droplets and aerosols
	Modeling of saliva droplets and aerosols
	Applicability of the results to smaller droplets respectively aerosols
	Simulation results and discussion

	Outlook
	Conclusion
	Declaration of competing interest
	Acknowledgments
	Appendix A. Supplementary data
	References


