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ABSTRACT: Exhaled respiratory droplets and aerosols can carry infectious viruses
and are an important mode of transmission for COVID-19. Recent studies have been
successful in detecting airborne SARS-CoV-2 RNA in indoor settings using active
sampling methods. The cost, size, and maintenance of these samplers, however, limit
their long-term monitoring ability in high-risk transmission areas. As an alternative,
passive samplers can be small, lightweight, and inexpensive and do not require
electrical power or maintenance for continual operation. Integration of passive
samplers into wearable designs can be used to better understand personal exposure to
the respiratory virus. This study evaluated the use of a polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS)-
based passive sampler to assess personal exposure to aerosol and droplet SARS-CoV-
2. The rate of uptake of virus-laden aerosol on PDMS was determined in lab-based
rotating drum experiments to estimate time-weighted averaged airborne viral
concentrations from passive sampler viral loading. The passive sampler was then
embedded in a wearable clip design and distributed to community members across
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Connecticut to surveil personal SARS-CoV-2 exposure. The virus was detected on clips worn by five of the 62 participants (8%) with
personal exposure ranging from 4 to 112 copies of SARS-CoV-2 RNA/m®, predominantly in indoor restaurant settings. Our findings
demonstrate that PDMS-based passive samplers may serve as a useful exposure assessment tool for airborne viral exposure in real-
world high-risk settings and provide avenues for early detection of potential cases and guidance on site-specific infection control

protocols that preempt community transmission.

B INTRODUCTION

COVID-19, caused by severe acute respiratory syndrome
coronavirus 2 (SARS-CoV-2)," was declared a global pandemic
by the World Health Organization in March 2020,” with more
than 263.5 million confirmed cases and 5.2 million deaths
worldwide to date.>* Inhalation of virus-laden aerosols and
contact with respiratory droplets’ ™ that are expelled from
infected individuals (asymptomatic, presymptomatic, and
symptomatic)® during coughing, sneezing, speaking, or breath-
ing are central routes of transmission for SARS-CoV-2.27712
Mitigating the spread of SARS-CoV-2 and other airborne
respiratory viruses requires layered infection prevention and
control strategies,s’9 including the availability of clinical testing,
use of masks, distancing, hand hygiene, environmental
cleaning, and enhanced ventilation.”""'

The effectiveness of many of the infection prevention and
control measures mentioned above can be evaluated using
monitors that measure airborne levels of virus. Recent studies
have been successful in detecting airborne SARS-CoV-2 RNA
in indoor settings using active sampling methods."*™"¢
However, the cost, size, and maintenance of these samplers
limit their long-term monitoring ability in high-risk trans-
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mission areas, includin§ hospital wards, nursing homes,
schools, and restaurants.'”'® Moreover, the nonportable nature
of many active samplers limits their feasibility as a wearable
device for evaluating personal exposures.”~">'7'® As an
alternative, passive samplers can be small, lightweight, and
inexpensive and do not require electrical power or main-
tenance for continual operation.'”'® The broad integration of
passive samplers in wearable designs can be used to better
understand personal exposure to respiratory virus. While
passive sampling is promising from a deployment perspective,
it does provide additional challenges, includin§ uncertainties
with regard to aerosol uptake conditions'® and higher
detection limits'” compared to active sampling,

This study uses a wearable passive air sampler, known as the
Fresh Air Clip, to monitor personal exposure to airborne
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Figure 1. Experimental setup for testing the uptake of viral aerosols by a PDMS air sampler in a rotating drum. A 44.5 L aluminum drum was
rotated at a constant speed. Filtered air was directly routed into the drum to supply active sampler makeup air or through a pressure gauge into a 6-
Jet Collison Nebulizer to generate aerosols. Aerosol was sampled on the opposite side of the drum. Sampling ports included four retractable lines fit
with 2.5 cm long PDMS sorbent tubes for passive sampling. Additional ports were used for active air sampling and real-time particle monitoring.

SARS-CoV-2. The Fresh Air Clip is a low-cost and lightweight
device composed of polydimethylsiloxane (PDMS), which has
previously been used to evaluate individual exposure to
hydrophobic chemical contaminants that are absorbed by the
polymeric surface."”™>' Additional studies have also used
PDMS as a model surface for salivary protein adsorption** and
demonstrated its ability to efficiently capture nonpolar
compounds,'”** such as lipid-enveloped viruses. In this
study, we employed the use of a rotating drum’** to
investigate the rate of uptake of virus-laden aerosol on PDMS
to estimate time-weighted average airborne viral concen-
trations from passive sampler viral loading results. Fresh Air
Clips then were distributed to community members across
Connecticut to surveil personal SARS-CoV-2 exposure.
Monitoring airborne SARS-CoV-2 with wearable sampling
devices could facilitate risk assessments for virus transmission,
providing avenues for early detection of potential cases and
guidance on site-specific infection control protocols that
preempt community transmission.

B MATERIALS AND METHODS

Experimental Uptake Rate Determination. Viral
Surrogate ®6. The bacteriophage Phi6 (®6) was used as a
BSL-1 surrogate organism to estimate the rate of uptake of
virus-laden aerosols by PDMS.'*?***” ®6 has previously been
explored as a surrogate for various enveloped viruses in
environmental exposure and persistence studies'”**™*° and
was recently utilized as a surrogate for SARS-CoV-2 because its
physiological characteristics are similar to those of the virus,
including a diameter ranging from 75 to 100 nm (vs a diameter
of 90—110 nm for SARS-CoV-2),”" a spherical shape with
gzﬁt)r;ci{rll(%ms’g’lg proteins, a lipid envelope, and an RNA

Rotating Drum Configuration, Aerosol Generation, and
Aerosol Sampling. A custom aluminum drum was constructed
to determine the rate of uptake of virus-laden aerosols by
PDMS (Figure 1). The drum rotated at a constant speed of 2.9
rpm to minimize aerosol loss.”* Laboratory air was routed
through an activated carbon filter to provide purified air to a
nebulizer (BGI Inc. 6-Jet Collison Nebulizer) and to supply
makeup due to losses from active samplers. The drum was
maintained at 20 °C throughout the tests. The phage lysate in
artificial saliva [~1.9 X 10° gene copies of ®6/uL (Table S1)]
was nebulized at 20 psi for 10 s to generate polydisperse ®6-
containing aerosols. To better simulate the size of virus-laden
aerosols released by infected people through various
respiratory activities,”> CaCl, (0.25 M) was added to the
nebulizing solution as a coagulant to promote aerosol

agglomeration and increased the rate of generation of larger
aerosols (1.0—5.0 um). Typical size distributions of the
generated aerosols are shown in Figure S1.

Passive sampling, active sampling, and real-time size-
resolved aerosol measurements were performed 3 min after
aerosolization to ensure a homogeneous distribution of aerosol
in the drum. For passive sampling, 2.5 cm long PDMS sorbent
tubes (effective sampling area of 0.09 cm?* SILASTIC
Laboratory tubing) were inserted into the drum following
aerosolization and were removed after various sampling
periods (ranging from 30 min to 2 h). Triplicate PDMS
sorbent tube samples were collected for each exposure
duration. For active sampling, air was sampled from the
drum through a gelatin filter (Sartorius Stedim Biotech)
mounted in a filter cassette (SKC Ltd.). Active air samples
were collected every 30 min at a rate of 1.5 L/min for 2 min
over the 2 h test periods. The aerosol number concentration
was monitored before and after active sampling using a size-
resolved (<0.3, 0.3—0.5, 0.5—1.0, 1.0—2.5, 2.5—5.0, and 5.0—
10 um) optical particle counter (MET ONE HHPC-6
Airborne Particle Counter), with an average of two measure-
ments used as the aerosol concentration at that time point.
Passive and active air samples collected from uptake experi-
ments were stored in microcentrifuge tubes at —80 °C prior to
extraction and quantification of viral RNA. Replicate uptake
rate experiments were conducted.

Calculating the Rate of Uptake of Viral Aerosols on
PDMS. To estimate airborne viral time-averaged concen-
trations using PDMS passive air samplers, the rate of uptake of
virus-laden aerosols by this sorbent was determined on the
basis of active measurements. This uptake rate (R), expressed
as cubic meters of air sampled per hour per square centimeter
of PDMS, was derived as follows:

m m
RNA RNA
R [ -

Crnat Crua_pmComt (1)
where mgya (RNA copies/cm® of PDMS) denotes the viral
RNA loading on a unit area of PDMS, which was back-
calculated on the basis of the recovered RNA quantities and
the recovery of the virus from PDMS [131 + 19% and 45 +
8% for ®6 and SARS-CoV-2, respectively (Figure S2)], and
Crna (RNA copies/m?) is the time-weighted average virus
concentration in the drum air over the sampling duration ¢
(hours). The denominator Cyypt, as a whole, is a measure of
the cumulative exposure to virus during the sampling period,*
and it was calculated by multiplying the ®6 concentration
contained in the aerosols (Cgna pyy cOpies per microgram of

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877
Environ. Sci. Technol. Lett. XXXX, XXX, XXX—=XXX


https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877/suppl_file/ez1c00877_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877/suppl_file/ez1c00877_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877/suppl_file/ez1c00877_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?fig=fig1&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?fig=fig1&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?fig=fig1&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?fig=fig1&ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/journal/estlcu?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

Environmental Science & Technology Letters

pubs.acs.org/journal/esticu

(A)

x10°

o Testl
A Test2

> >

Uptake rate, m 3/hr/em 2

— y=(0.032:0.001)x, R?=0.92 -
-+ 95% Confidence bounds

. 2
mona RNA copies/cm“ of PDMS

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
. 3 6
Cana'l (RNA copies/m®)-hr x10

0.035

=4
Q
&

13
=4

=4
o
S
&

o

Il
o

Outdoor Measures ——
@ Fungi Trace metals Particle-p_hase
r organic
1 Gelatin filter Polyurethane foam disk (PUF) , species
t g \ v, ‘:‘\ Glass
= N\ w microfiber
L - = filter

(B)

[ POMS !

Phié Fungi

Metals ESampIer
| type

Aerosol sp Season

[ This study [ Yamamoto et al., 2011 [TLietal.,, 2018 [l Gaga et al., 2019 [l Wang et al., 2019

Figure 2. (A) PDMS uptake of @6 as a function of cumulative virus exposure. The triplicate measurements from the two experimental tests are
displayed. The linear regression was fitted using all individual replicates (N = 41), and the dashed lines indicate the 95% confidence intervals. (B)
Uptake rates of passive samplers for airborne aerosol species measured by a rotating drum in this work (bacteriophage) and reported in the field

. . 0 1,42
studies for various fungal aerosols,* trace metals,*"*

and particle-phase persistent organic species.* The uptake rates were plotted against a variety

of affecting factors (aerosol species, sampler type or configuration, season, etc.) after being normalized on the basis of the effective collection area of

passive samplers. Error bars represent measurement uncertainties.

aerosol) by the cumulative PDMS exposure to viral aerosols
(Cpmt, pg m™ h).

Crna_pm Was determined from active samples:

MRNA_filter
C \%

air

Cryapm =

)

where Mgy, gier (copies) is the RNA amount measured from
the gelatin filter, Cpy;_sumpiing (#g m™> of air) is the average mass
concentration of suspended aerosol in the drum air during
active sampling, and V,;, (m?) is the air volume passed through
the gelatin filter. Assuming first-order aerosol decay in the
drum, the cumulative aerosol exposure by PDMS was
calculated as the sum of time-integrated mass concentrations
of aerosols with different sizes:

St
Comt = Z f Z CPMO_ie_kit de
i=1 7k (3)

where Cpy (ug m™) is the time-weighted average mass
concentration of aerosols suspended in the drum air during t =
t, ~ t,, Cpyo ; (4g m™) is the initial concentration of aerosol
in the ith size bin, and k; is its corresponding decay constant.
The decay constants for aerosols with different sizes were
calculated on the basis of particle counter measurements
(Figure S3). The mass concentrations of aerosol were
converted from number concentrations assuming spherical
aerosols and unity aerosol density (i.e.,, p = 1 g/cm®). Detailed
calculations are described in the Supporting Information.
The calculated uptake rate (R), the number of viral copies
per square centimeter of PDMS (mygy,), and the Fresh Air
Clip sampling duration () were then used to estimate the
time-weighted average viral aerosol concentration (Cyyys) or
the personal level of exposure to airborne virus over the
assessment period (Cyyat) in accordance with eq 1.
Assessment of Personal Exposure to Airborne SARS-
CoV-2 Using the Fresh Air Clip. A PDMS pad (4.10 cm?
effective sampling area) was fabricated (Dow Sylgar 184
Silicone Encapsulant Clear Kit) and embedded in a three-
dimensionally printed acrylonitrile butadiene styrene (ABS)
chamber. A perforated cover was also three-dimensionally

PM_sampling

printed from ABS, placed over the PDMS-containing chamber,
and mounted in a magnetic clip. This wearable passive air
sampler design was termed the Fresh Air Clip. Additional
details are provided in the Supporting Information.

Fresh Air Clips were deployed to individuals across
Connecticut between January and May 2021 with participants
residing in communities with high COVID-19 transmission
rates or working in high-risk indoor occupational environ-
ments, such as restaurants oftering indoor dining, a homeless
shelter, and healthcare facilities. To capture exposure of the
breathing zone (i.e., the area near the mouth and nose)*” and
allow for sufficient sampling of exposure event opportunities
for airborne virus detection, the study participants wore Fresh
Air Clips on their shirt collars for 5 days. Community members
living in regions with high COVID-19 transmission wore the
Fresh Air Clip during their daily activities (i.e., work from
home, exercise, shopping, etc.). Occupational sampling was
performed only while study participants were at work. Study
participants placed the passive samplers in sealed plastic bags
while asleep (community members) or while not at work
(occupational). Participants were instructed to wear the Fresh
Air Clips during their normal workday or daily activities for 5
days and completed a Qualtrics survey detailing the dates,
duration, and location the Fresh Air Clip were worn as well as
their activities during the sampling period. A total of 62 Fresh
Air Clips were collected from study participants. The PDMS
passive samplers were stored individually at —80 °C after
collection. Approval for this study was obtained by the
Institutional Review Board at Yale University (HIC
2000026109).

Virus Quantification. ®6 RNA was quantified for samples
(PDMS sorbent tubes and gelatin filters) collected from
rotating drum experiments. SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentrations
were determined for the Fresh Air Clips collected from study
participants. Viral RNA was extracted from each sample type
(Quick-RNA Viral Kit, Zymo Research) and quantified by
droplet digital polymerase chain reaction (ddPCR), with
corresponding primers and probes,””***” using the One-Step
RT-ddPCR Advanced Kit for Probes (Bio-Rad). Thermocy-
cling was performed according to the manufacturer’s
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Table 1. Location-Based Sampling of Distributed PDMS Fresh Air Clip Passive Samplers, Including Relevant SARS-CoV-2

Infection Rates***’

Exposure Number of samplers Number of samplers  Assessment Averaged estimated SARS-CoV-2 daily case rate
assessment location distributed returned period Mask mandate (cases per 100,000 people)
Restaurants 47 19 March to No (while patrons 27.2

May were eating)
Healthcare facilities 46 17 January to Yes 39.5
April
community 24 1S March to Varied 26.2
May
homeless shelter 26 11 March to Yes 19.0
May
Percentage
Lo il od vl il T OSTV
Restaurant Servers — —21%
Homeless Shelter Staff—;f; — 9%
Healthcare Workers — 0%
Community Members — ~ 0%
iMDL
Non-Detect 1 10 100 1000 10000 100000
Liuetal., 2020 === I Patient Areas
Liu et al., 2020 ) - Medical Staff Areas
Chia et al., 2020 ~ Infected Patient Hospital Room
Santarpia et al., 2020 = I Hallway by Infected Patient Hospital Room
Santarpia et al., 2020 [ - Infected Patient Hospital Room: Personal
Non-Detect 1 10 100 1000 10000 100000

SARS-CoV-2 Viral Concentration in Air
Number of RNA copies / m?3

Figure 3. Distribution of SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentrations in indoor air based on PDMS Fresh Air Clip passive sampling by sampling location
compared to previously reported SARS-CoV-2 RNA concentrations in indoor air using active sampling methods.'***** Black circles indicate
samples that were deemed positive for SARS-CoV-2 (above the MDL with both replicates positive). Yellow circles depict samples that were above
the MDL but only one replicate was positive. Thus, the sample was not counted as positive for SARS-CoV-2. The hollow blue samples report levels
of SARS-CoV-2 that fell below the MDL. The percentages specify the percentage of samples per sampling location that were positive for SARS-

CoV-2.

recommended protocol with annealing/extension temperatures
of 60 °C for ®6 and 55 °C for SARS-CoV-2 samples. Details
can be found in the Supporting Information.

B RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Uptake of Virus-Laden Aerosols by PDMS. The kinetic

uptake of virus-laden aerosols by PDMS was evaluated for
cumulative exposure to bulk aerosol ranging from 80 to 600 ug
m~ h (Figure S4A) with a viral load of 6.3—9.0 X 10° RNA
copies/ug of aerosol (Figure SS). A positive linear relationship
was found between the RNA copies sampled by the PDMS and
the cumulative ®6 exposure (Figure S4B), suggesting the
PDMS had not approached its equilibrium uptake capacity
during the exposure period. The high aerosol exposure of 600
ug m~> h (Figure S4A), therefore, can be used to estimate the
time over which linear uptake was expected on the basis of the
ambient aerosol levels in different environments. Within the
linear uptake regime, the average viral concentration in
ambient air over the sampling period can be quantified given
the passive sampler’s uptake rate.

The uptake rates determined from the two experimental
tests were found to be similar (p = 0.54 for a regression
comparison t test). Upon combination of all of the individual
observations, the average rate of uptake of ®6 by unit area of
PDMS was determined to be 0.032 + 0.001 m*h™! em™ [R? =
0.92, and N = 41 (Figure 2A)]. This experimentally derived
uptake rate is higher than the rates reported in previous studies
(0.0007—0.004 m* h™! cm™2) that were derived on the basis of
outdoor measurements of airborne fungi,40 trace metals,*""**
and persistent organic species in aerosols* utilizing different
passive sampler configurations and collection media (Figure
2B). The variability in the uptake rates may be due to changes
in aerosol composition, aerosol size distribution, sampler types,
and environmental conditions (e.g, wind speed).”*™*® The
sheltered design of passive air samplers used in previously
published studies served to minimize variable air flow over the
sorbent material by controlling the boundary layer of air above
the sampling surface.”” While this design limited variability in
the rate of uptake of airborne contaminants, the rate of uptake
was also reduced. To enhance aerosol deposition for our
wearable passive air sampler, we used an open-face design that
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allowed for increased air flow over the PDMS pad. The
hydrophobic and porous properties of PDMS likely also
enhanced uptake of virus-laden aerosol.

Assessment of Personal Exposure to Airborne SARS-
CoV-2 Using the Fresh Air Clip. Sixty-two Fresh Air Clips
were returned and assessed: 47 from occupational environ-
ments and 15 from community members (Table 1). The
uneven distribution of total samplers analyzed per category was
due to difficulties of public reliance, particularly in wearing the
Fresh Air Clip for 5 days, completing the associated survey,
and returning the used clip. While the Fresh Air Clip itself is
easily deployable, the sampling duration of 5 days in addition
to the necessity of an extended time commitment filling out
the survey made it challenging for participants, particularly
essential workers in high-stress environments, to reliably
complete the sampling process.

We were able to reliably detect samples positive for SARS-
CoV-2 with >6 copies of viral RNA per sampler extraction,
based on analysis of method blanks (detailed in the Supporting
Information). Eight percent of Fresh Air Clips were positive
for SARS-CoV-2 viral RNA, with values ranging from 7 to 200
copies per clip (Figure S7). This represents the total SARS-
COV-2 viral RNA detected on the passive sampler using
ddPCR methods; infectious viral concentrations were not
assessed. The SARS-CoV-2 occurrence observed with passive
sampling is consistent with prior studies utilizing active
sampling methods that reported no detection of SARS-CoV-
2 among many air samples, specifically in hospital settings.' >’
Of the positive Fresh Air Clips, four were worn by restaurant
servers and one was worn by a homeless shelter staff person.
Notably, two positive samples collected in restaurants with
indoor dining were found to have high viral load when
compared to the other samples (>100 copies per clip),
suggestive of close contact with one or more infected
individuals. Sampling was conducted when case rates in the
communities studied ranged from ~4 to 102 estimated daily
COVID-19 cases per 100,000 people.*® All locations were
under mask mandates during the sampling; however,
restaurant patrons are not required to wear masks while
seated, potentially accounting for the more frequent and higher
SARS-CoV-2 values observed in restaurants. Similarly, the lack
of SARS-CoV-2 detection in healthcare facilities is fairly
expected, as hospitals have strict personal protective equip-
ment (PPE) requirements, cleaning protocols, and high
ventilation rates that have previously been associated with
decreased transmission.””*"*

Viral load measurements on positive samplers were
converted to the cumulative exposure (copies m™ h) of
corresponding participants to SARS-CoV-2 during deployment
(eq 1), based on the viral uptake rate and the sampler
collection area (the results are listed in Table S2). Ambient
SARS-CoV-2 concentrations in indoor settings were further
determined on the basis of the passive sampling duration of
each participant (Figure 3). Positive samples estimate a range
of 4—112 copies of SARS-CoV-2 RNA/m? (Table S2). The
ambient viral levels in this study are comparable to those
determined with active gelatin filter sampling in a medical staff
area but lower than the levels observed in hospital rooms of
infected patients.' ">

Detection of SARS-CoV-2 using Fresh Air Clips demon-
strates that exposure to airborne or droplet virus can be
detected using passive sampling methods. The collection of 14
copies of SARS-CoV-2 viral RNA was necessary on a Fresh Air

Clip to identify a positive sampler. This is ~21 times lower
than the estimated inhalation dose for SARS-CoV-2;> thus,
the Fresh Air Clip can detect exposure events at subinfectious
doses. While the size of the study population limited
comparison between microenvironments, one can conclude
that PDMS passive samplers can serve as a semiquantitative
screening tool for assessing personal exposure to viral aerosols.
Scaling the deployment of Fresh Air Clips could facilitate the
identification of high-risk areas for indoor SARS-CoV-2
exposure. More broadly, future research could apply use of
this PDMS passive air sampling tool for public health
situational awareness for the presence of other biological
threats to the health of the public.*®

B ASSOCIATED CONTENT

© Supporting Information

The Supporting Information is available free of charge at
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877.

Method details of the rotating drum experiments used to
evaluate uptake of virus by the passive air sampler
(Figures S1—S6 and Table S1), a comprehensive
description of viral quantification and recovery methods,
a visual representation of the Fresh Air Clip sampler
(Figures S6 and S7 and Table S2), and additional results
detailing viral loading and exposure levels for the study
population (PDF)

B AUTHOR INFORMATION

Corresponding Author
Krystal J. Godri Pollitt — Department of Chemical and

Environmental Engineering, Yale School of Engineering and
Applied Science, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut
06520, United States; Department of Environmental Health
Sciences, Yale School of Public Health, New Haven,
Connecticut 06520, United States; © orcid.org/0000-0001-
7332-2228; Email: krystal.pollitt@yale.edu

Authors

Darryl M. Angel — Department of Chemical and
Environmental Engineering, Yale School of Engineering and
Applied Science, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut
06520, United States

Dong Gao — Department of Environmental Health Sciences,
Yale School of Public Health, New Haven, Connecticut
06520, United States

Kayley DeLay — Department of Chemical and Environmental
Engineering, Yale School of Engineering and Applied Science,
Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06520, United
States; Department of Environmental Health Sciences, Yale
School of Public Health, New Haven, Connecticut 06520,
United States

Elizabeth Z. Lin — Department of Environmental Health
Sciences, Yale School of Public Health, New Haven,
Connecticut 06520, United States

Jacob Eldred — Department of Mechanical Engineering and
Materials Science, Yale School of Engineering and Applied
Science, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06511,
United States

Wyatt Arnold — Department of Chemical and Environmental
Engineering, Yale School of Engineering and Applied Science,
Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06520, United
States

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877
Environ. Sci. Technol. Lett. XXXX, XXX, XXX—=XXX


https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877/suppl_file/ez1c00877_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877/suppl_file/ez1c00877_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877/suppl_file/ez1c00877_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877/suppl_file/ez1c00877_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877/suppl_file/ez1c00877_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?goto=supporting-info
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/suppl/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877/suppl_file/ez1c00877_si_001.pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Krystal+J.+Godri+Pollitt"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7332-2228
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-7332-2228
mailto:krystal.pollitt@yale.edu
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Darryl+M.+Angel"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Dong+Gao"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Kayley+DeLay"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Elizabeth+Z.+Lin"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Jacob+Eldred"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Wyatt+Arnold"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Romero+Santiago"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
pubs.acs.org/journal/estlcu?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

Environmental Science & Technology Letters

pubs.acs.org/journal/esticu

Romero Santiago — Department of Internal Medicine, Yale
School of Medicine, New Haven, Connecticut 06510, United
States

Carrie Redlich — Department of Internal Medicine, Yale
School of Medicine, New Haven, Connecticut 06510, United
States

Richard A. Martinello — Department of Internal Medicine and
Department of Pediatrics, Yale School of Medicine, New
Haven, Connecticut 06510, United States; Department of
Infection Prevention, Yale New Haven Health System, New
Haven, Connecticut 06510, United States

Jodi D. Sherman — Department of Environmental Health
Sciences, Yale School of Public Health, New Haven,
Connecticut 06520, United States; Department of
Anesthesiology, Yale School of Medicine, New Haven,
Connecticut 06510, United States

Jordan Peccia — Department of Chemical and Environmental
Engineering, Yale School of Engineering and Applied Science,
Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06520, United
States; ® orcid.org/0000-0002-6482-2084

Complete contact information is available at:
https://pubs.acs.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877

Author Contributions
VD.M.A. and D.G. contributed equally to this work.

Notes
The authors declare no competing financial interest.

B ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This study was supported by National Science Foundation
Rapid Response Research (RAPID) Grant 2030545 and by the
Rothberg Fund. The authors thank Yale University’s Paul E.
Turner Laboratory for generously supplying the initial stock of
the @6 bacteriophage and its bacterial host, Pseudomonas
syringae.

B REFERENCES

(1) Schang, C.; Crosbie, N.D.; Nolan, M.; Poon, R.; Wang, M,; Jex,
A,; John, N.; Baker, L.; Scales, P.; Schmidyt, J.; Thorley, B.R,; Hill, K,;
Zamyadi, A;; Tseng, CW,; Henry, R.; Kolotelo, P.; Langeveld, J;
Schilperoort, R.; Shi, B.; Einsiedel, S.; Thomas, M.; Black, J.; Wilson,
S.; McCarthy, D.T. Passive Sampling of SARS-CoV-2 for Wastewater
Surveillance. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2021, 55, 10432.

(2) Baboli, Z.; Neisi, N.; Babaei, A. A.; Ahmadi, M.; Sorooshian, A.;
Birgani, Y. T.; Goudarzi, G. On the airborne transmission of SARS-
CoV-2 and relationship with indoor conditions at a hospital. Atmos.
Environ. 2021, 261, 118563.

(3) World Health Organization. WHO Coronavirus (COVID-19)
Dashboard, 2021. https://covid19.who.int/ (accessed 2021-12-04).

(4) Ritchie, H.; Mathieu, E.; Rodés-Guirao, L.; Appel, C.; Giattino,
C.; Ortiz-Ospina, E.; Hasell, J.; Macdonald, B.; Beltekian, D.; Roser,
M. Coronavirus Pandemic (COVID-19), 2020. https://
ourworldindata.org/coronavirus (accessed 2021-12-04).

(5) Cole, E. C.; Cook, C. E. Characterization of infectious aerosols
in health care facilities: An aid to effective engineering controls and
preventive strategies. American Journal of Infection Control 1998, 26
(4), 453—464.

(6) Fernstrom, A.; Goldblatt, M. Aerobiology and its role in the
transmission of infectious diseases. J. Pathog. 2013, 2013, 493960.

(7) Somsen, G. A.; van Rijn, C.; Kooij, S.; Bem, R. A.; Bonn, D.
Small droplet aerosols in poorly ventilated spaces and SARS-CoV-2
transmission. Lancet Resp Med. 2020, 8 (7), 658—659.

(8) Rothe, C.; Schunk, M.; Sothmann, P.; Bretzel, G.; Froeschl, G.;
Wallrauch, C.; Zimmer, T.; Thiel, V,; Janke, C.; Guggemos, W,;
Seilmaier, M.; Drosten, C.; Vollmar, P.; Zwirglmaier, K,; Zange, S.;

Wolfel, R.; Hoelscher, M. Transmission of 2019-nCoV Infection from
an Asymptomatic Contact in Germany. New England Journal of
Medicine 2020, 382 (10), 970—971.

(9) World Health Organization. Modes of Transmission of Virus
Causing COVID-19: Implications for IPC Precaution Recommenda-
tions. WHO/2019-nCoV/Sci_Brief/ Transmission_modes/2020.2
(accessed 2021-12-04).

(10) Fedorenko, A.; Grinberg, M.; Orevi, T.; Kashtan, N. Survival of
the enveloped bacteriophage Phi6 (a surrogate for SARS-CoV-2) in
evaporated saliva microdroplets deposited on glass surfaces. Sci. Rep
2020, 10 (1), 22419.

(11) Prather, K. A; Wang, C. C.; Schooley, R. T. Reducing
transmission of SARS-CoV-2. Science 2020, 368 (6498), 1422—1424.

(12) Wolfel, R;; Corman, V. M.; Guggemos, W.; Seilmaier, M.;
Zange, S.; Muller, M. A.; Niemeyer, D.; Jones, T. C.; Vollmar, P;
Rothe, C.; Hoelscher, M.; Bleicker, T.; Brunink, S.; Schneider, J.;
Ehmann, R,; Zwirglmaier, K; Drosten, C.; Wendtner, C. Virological
assessment of hospitalized patients with COVID-2019 2020, 581, 46S;
Nature 2020, 588 (7839), E35—E35.

(13) Kenarkoohi, A.; Noorimotlagh, Z.; Falahi, S.; Amarloei, A.;
Mirzaee, S. A.; Pakzad, I; Bastani, E. Hospital indoor air quality
monitoring for the detection of SARS-CoV-2 (COVID-19) virus. Sci.
Total Environ. 2020, 748, 141324.

(14) Chia, P.Y; Coleman, K.K,; Tan, Y.K; Ong, S. W. X;; Gum, M,;
Lay, SK,; Lim, X.F,; Lim, A.S.; Sutjipto, S.; Lee, P.H.; Son, T.T.;
Young, B.E,; Milton, D.K;; Gray, G.C,; Schuster, S.; Barkham, T.; De,
P.P,; Vasoo, S,; Chan, M,; Ang, B. S. P.,; Tan, BH,; Leo, Y.S.; Ng,
O.T.; Wong, M. S. Y.; Marimuthu, K. Detection of air and surface
contamination by SARS-CoV-2 in hospital rooms of infected patients.
Nat. Commun. 2020, 11 (1), 2800.

(15) Lednicky, J. A;; Lauzardo, M.; Fan, Z. H; Jutla, A;; Tilly, T. B;
Gangwar, M.; Usmani, M.; Shankar, S. N.; Mohamed, K.; Eiguren-
Fernandez, A.; Stephenson, C. J.; Alam, M. M,; Elbadry, M. A.; Loeb,
J. C.; Subramaniam, K.; Waltzek, T. B.; Cherabuddi, K.; Morris, J. G.;
Wy, C. Y. Viable SARS-CoV-2 in the air of a hospital room with
COVID-19 patients. Int. J. Infect. Dis. 2020, 100, 476—482.

(16) Bazzazpour, S.; Rahmatinia, M.; Mohebbi, S.R.; Hadei, M.;
Shahsavani, A.; Hopke, P.K.; Houshmand, B.; Raeisi, A.; Jafari, AJ;
Yarahmadi, M.; Farhadi, M.; Hasanzadeh, V.; Kermani, M.; Vaziri,
M.H.; Tanhaei, M,; Zali, M.R; Alipour, M.R. The detection of SARS-
CoV-2 RNA in indoor air of dental clinics during the COVID-19
pandemic. Environ. Sci. Pollut. Res. Int. 2021, DOI: 10.1007/s11356-
021-15607-6.

(17) Krupa, S. V.; Legge, A. H. Passive sampling of ambient, gaseous
air pollutants: an assessment from an ecological perspective. Environ.
Pollut. 2000, 107 (1), 31—45.

(18) Namiesnik, J.; Zabiegala, B.; Kot-Wasik, A.; Partyka, M.; Wasik,
A. Passive sampling and/or extraction techniques in environmental
analysis: a review. Anal. Bioanal. Chem. 2005, 381 (2), 279—301.

(19) Lin, E. Z.; Esenther, S.; Mascelloni, M.; Irfan, F.; Godri Pollitt,
K. J. The Fresh Air Wristband: A Wearable Air Pollutant Sampler.
Environ. Sci. Technol. Lett. 2020, 7 (5), 308—314.

(20) Koelmel, J. P.; Lin, E. Z.; Guo, P.; Zhou, J.; He, J.; Chen, A
Gao, Y,; Deng, F;; Dong, H; Liu, Y.; Cha, Y,; Fang, J.; Beecher, C,;
Shi, X.; Tang, S.; Godri Pollitt, K. J. Exploring the external exposome
using wearable passive samplers - The China BAPE study. Environ.
Pollut. 2021, 270, 116228.

(21) Koelmel, J. P.; Lin, E. Z.; Nichols, A.; Guo, P.; Zhou, Y.; Godri
Pollitt, K. J. Head, Shoulders, Knees, and Toes: Placement of
Wearable Passive Samplers Alters Exposure Profiles Observed.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 2021, 55 (6), 3796—3806.

(22) Macakova, L.; Yakubov, G. E.; Plunkett, M. A,; Stokes, J. R.
Influence of ionic strength changes on the structure of pre-adsorbed
salivary films. A response of a natural multi-component layer. Colloid
Surface B 2010, 77 (1), 31-39.

(23) Bao, L. J.; Xu, S. P; Liang, Y.; Zeng, E. Y. Development of a
low-density polyethylene-containing passive sampler for measuring
dissolved hydrophobic organic compounds in open waters. Environ.
Toxicol. Chem. 2012, 31 (5), 1012—1018.

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877
Environ. Sci. Technol. Lett. XXXX, XXX, XXX—=XXX


https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Carrie+Redlich"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Richard+A.+Martinello"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Jodi+D.+Sherman"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://pubs.acs.org/action/doSearch?field1=Contrib&text1="Jordan+Peccia"&field2=AllField&text2=&publication=&accessType=allContent&Earliest=&ref=pdf
https://orcid.org/0000-0002-6482-2084
https://pubs.acs.org/doi/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.1c01530?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.1c01530?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2021.118563
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2021.118563
https://covid19.who.int/
https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus
https://ourworldindata.org/coronavirus
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0196-6553(98)70046-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0196-6553(98)70046-X
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0196-6553(98)70046-X
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/493960
https://doi.org/10.1155/2013/493960
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30245-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2213-2600(20)30245-9
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc2001468
https://doi.org/10.1056/NEJMc2001468
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-79625-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-79625-z
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-79625-z
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abc6197
https://doi.org/10.1126/science.abc6197
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141324
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.141324
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16670-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-020-16670-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijid.2020.09.025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ijid.2020.09.025
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-15607-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-15607-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-15607-6
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-15607-6?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-021-15607-6?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0269-7491(99)00154-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0269-7491(99)00154-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-004-2830-8
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00216-004-2830-8
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.9b00800?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.116228
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2020.116228
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.0c05522?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.0c05522?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2009.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2009.12.022
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.1788
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.1788
https://doi.org/10.1002/etc.1788
pubs.acs.org/journal/estlcu?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

Environmental Science & Technology Letters

pubs.acs.org/journal/esticu

(24) Kormuth, K. A; Lin, K; Prussin, A. J.; Vejerano, E. P.; Tiwari,
A.J; Cox, S. S.; Myerburg, M. M.; Lakdawala, S. S.; Marr, L. C.
Influenza Virus Infectivity Is Retained in Aerosols and Droplets
Independent of Relative Humidity. Journal of Infectious Diseases 2018,
218 (5), 739—747.

(25) Verreault, D.; Duchaine, C.; Marcoux-Voiselle, M.; Turgeon,
N,; Roy, C. J. Design of an environmentally controlled rotating
chamber for bioaerosol aging studies. Inhal Toxicol 2014, 26 (9),
554-8.

(26) Fernandez de la Mora, J.; Angel, D. M.; Peccia, J. How narrow
is the gas phase mobility distribution of enveloped viruses? The case
of the Phi6 bacteriophage. Anal. Chem. 2021, 93, 12938—12943.

(27) Kaufer, A. M.; Theis, T.; Lau, K. A.; Gray, J. L.; Rawlinson, W.
D. Laboratory biosafety measures involving SARS-CoV-2 and the
classification as a Risk Group 3 biological agent. Pathology 2020, 52
(7), 790—~795.

(28) Aquino de Carvalho, N.; Stachler, E. N.; Cimabue, N.; Bibby,
K. Evaluation of Phi6 Persistence and Suitability as an Enveloped
Virus Surrogate. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2017, 51 (15), 8692—8700.

(29) Prussin, A. J; Schwake, D. O.; Lin, K; Gallagher, D. L,
Buttling, L.; Marr, L. C. Survival of the Enveloped Virus Phi6 in
Droplets as a Function of Relative Humidity, Absolute Humidity, and
Temperature. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2018, 84 (12), e00551-18
DOI: 10.1128/AEM.00551-18.

(30) Turgeon, N.; Toulouse, M. J; Martel, B.; Moineau, S;
Duchaine, C. Comparison of Five Bacteriophages as Models for Viral
Aerosol Studies. Appl. Environ. Microbiol. 2014, 80 (14), 4242—4250.

(31) Zangmeister, C. D.; Radney, J. G.; Vicenzi, E. P.; Weaver, J. L.
Filtration Efficiencies of Nanoscale Aerosol by Cloth Mask Materials
Used to Slow the Spread of SARS-CoV-2. ACS Nano 2020, 14 (7),
9188-9200.

(32) Bamford, J. K. H,; Bamford, D. H,; Li, T. S.; Thomas, G. J.
Structural Studies of the Enveloped Dsrna Bacteriophage Phi-6 of
Pseudomonas-Syringae by Raman-Spectroscopy. 2. Nucleocapsid
Structure and Thermostability of the Virion, Nucleocapsid and
Polymerase Complex. J. Mol. Biol. 1993, 230 (2), 473—482.

(33) Gonzalez, C. F.; Langenberg, W. G.; Van Etten, J. L.; Vidaver,
A. K. Ultrastructure of bacteriophage phi 6: arrangement of the
double-stranded RNA and envelope. J. Gen Virol 1977, 35 (2), 353—
359.

(34) Huang, S. H.; Kuo, Y. M,; Lin, C. W.; Ke, W. R;; Chen, C. C.
Experimental Characterization of Aerosol Suspension in a Rotating
Drum. Aerosol and Air Quanlity Reserach 2019, 19, 688—697.

(35) Alsved, M.; Matamis, A.; Bohlin, R; Richter, M.; Bengtsson, P.
E.; Fraenkel, C. J; Medstrand, P.; Londahl, J. Exhaled respiratory
particles during singing and talking. Aerosol Sci. Technol. 2020, 54
(11), 1245—1248.

(36) Gaylor, D. W. The use of Haber’s Law in standard setting and
risk assessment. Toxicology 2000, 149 (1), 17—19.

(37) Koelmel, J. P.; Lin, E. Z.; Nichols, A.; Guo, P.; Zhou, Y.; Godri
Pollitt, K. J. Head, Shoulders, Knees, and Toes: Placement of
Wearable Passive Samplers Alters Exposure Profiles Observed.
Environ. Sci. Technol. 2021, 55 (6), 3796—3806.

(38) Gendron, L.; Verreault, D.; Veillette, M.; Moineau, S.;
Duchaine, C. Evaluation of Filters for the Sampling and
Quantification of RNA Phage Aerosols. Aerosol Sci. Technol. 2010,
44 (10), 893-901.

(39) Titcombe Lee, M.; Pruden, A; Marr, L. C. Partitioning of
Viruses in Wastewater Systems and Potential for Aerosolization.
Environ. Sci. Technol. Lett. 2016, 3 (5), 210-215.

(40) Yamamoto, N.; Schmechel, D.; Chen, B. T.; Lindsley, W. G;
Peccia, J. Comparison of quantitative airborne fungi measurements by
active and passive sampling methods. J. Aerosol Sci. 2011, 42 (8),
499-507.

(41) Gaga, E. O.; Harner, T.; Dabek-Zlotorzynska, E.; Celo, V.;
Evans, G.; Jeong, C. H.; Halappanavar, S.; Jariyasopit, N.; Su, Y. S.
Polyurethane Foam (PUF) Disk Samplers for Measuring Trace
Metals in Ambient Air. Environmental Science & Technology Letters
2019, 6 (9), 545—550.

(42) Li, Q. L;; Yang, K; Li, J.; Zeng, X. Y.; Yu, Z. Q; Zhang, G. An
assessment of polyurethane foam passive samplers for atmospheric
metals compared with active samplers. Environ. Pollut. 2018, 236,
498—-504.

(43) Wang, Y. F.; Zhu, X. H;; Gao, Y; Bai, H.; Wang, P. Y.; Chen, J.
P.; Yuan, H. P,; Wang, L. X,; Li, X. X.; Wang, W. Monitoring gas- and
particulate-phase short-chain polychlorinated paraffins in the urban air
of Dalian by a self-developed passive sampler. Journal of Environmental
Sciences 2019, 80, 287—295.

(44) Bohlin, P.; Jones, K. C.; Strandberg, B. Field Evaluation of
Polyurethane Foam Passive Air Samplers to Assess Airborne PAHs in
Occupational Environments. Environ. Sci. Technol. 2010, 44 (2), 749—
754.

(45) Chaemfa, C.; Barber, J. L.; Kim, K. S.; Harner, T.; Jones, K. C.
Further studies on the uptake of persistent organic pollutants (POPs)
by polyurethane foam disk passive air samplers. Atmos. Environ. 2009,
43 (25), 3843—3849.

(46) McKernan, J. L.; Grosse, D. W.; Truesdale, R. S.; Hayes, H. C.;
Dawson, H. E.; McAlary, T. A; Lutes, C. C. Passive Samplers for
Investigations of Air Quality: Method Description, Implementation, and
Comparison to Alternative Sampling Methods; U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency.

(47) Wania, F.; Shunthirasingham, C. Passive air sampling for semi-
volatile organic chemicals. Environ. Sci. Process Impacts 2020, 22 (10),
1925-2002.

(48) Peccia, J.; Zulli, A.; Sanchez, M.; Brown, C. Yale COVID-19
Wastewater Tracker: Data Reports. https://yalecovidwastewater.
com/reports (accessed 2021-10-22).

(49) Zulli, A; Pan, A,; Bart, S. M.; Crawford, F. W.; Kaplan, E. H;
Cartter, M.; Ko, A. I; Cozens, D.; Sanchez, M.; Brackney, D. E,;
Peccia, J. Predicting daily COVID-19 case rates from SARS-CoV-2
RNA concentrations across a diversity of wastewater catchments.
medRxiv 2021, DOI: 10.1101/2021.04.27.21256140.

(50) Kim, UJ; Lee, S.Y.; Lee, J.Y,; Lee, A,; Kim, S.E.; Choi, O.J.;
Lee, J.S.; Kee, SJ.; Jang, H.C. Air and Environmental Contamination
Caused by COVID-19 Patients: a Multi-Center Study. J. Korean Med.
Sci. 2020, 35 (37), €332 DOL: 10.3346/jkms.2020.35.e332.

(51) Amoatey, P.; Omidvarborna, H.; Baawain, M. S.; Al-Mamun, A.
Impact of building ventilation systems and habitual indoor incense
burning on SARS-CoV-2 virus transmissions in Middle Eastern
countries. Sci. Total Environ. 2020, 733, 139356.

(52) Vernez, D.; Schwarz, S.; Sauvain, J. J.; Petignat, C.; Suarez, G.
Probable aerosol transmission of SARS-CoV-2 in a poorly ventilated
courtroom. Indoor Air 2021, 31, 1776—1785.

(53) Santarpia, J. L.; Rivera, D. N.; Herrera, V. L.; Morwitzer, M. J.;
Creager, H. M,; Santarpia, G. W.; Crown, K. K; Brett-Major, D. M.;
Schnaubelt, E. R.; Broadhurst, M. J.; Lawler, J. V.; Reid, S. P.; Lowe, J.
J. Aerosol and surface contamination of SARS-CoV-2 observed in
quarantine and isolation care. Sci. Rep. 2020, 10 (1), 12732
DOI: 10.1038/s41598-020-70939-6.

(54) Liu, Y.; Ning, Z.; Chen, Y.; Guo, M; Liu, Y. L;; Gali, N. K;
Sun, L.; Duan, Y. S.; Cai, J.; Westerdahl, D.; Liu, X. J.; Xu, K;; Ho, K.
F.; Kan, H. D; Fu, Q. Y,; Lan, K. Aerodynamic analysis of SARS-
CoV-2 in two Wuhan hospitals. Nature 2020, 582 (7813), 557.

(55) Basu, S. Computational characterization of inhaled droplet
transport to the nasopharynx. Sci. Rep 2021, 11 (1), 6652.

(56) Gould, D. W.; Walker, D.; Yoon, P. W. The Evolution of
BioSense: Lessons Learned and Future Directions. Public Health Rep.
2017, 132, 7S—11S.

https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877
Environ. Sci. Technol. Lett. XXXX, XXX, XXX—=XXX


https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiy221
https://doi.org/10.1093/infdis/jiy221
https://doi.org/10.3109/08958378.2014.928763
https://doi.org/10.3109/08958378.2014.928763
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.1c02402?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.1c02402?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.analchem.1c02402?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pathol.2020.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pathol.2020.09.006
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.7b01296?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.7b01296?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00551-18
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00551-18
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00551-18
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00551-18?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00767-14
https://doi.org/10.1128/AEM.00767-14
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c05025?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acsnano.0c05025?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmbi.1993.1164
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmbi.1993.1164
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmbi.1993.1164
https://doi.org/10.1006/jmbi.1993.1164
https://doi.org/10.1099/0022-1317-35-2-353
https://doi.org/10.1099/0022-1317-35-2-353
https://doi.org/10.4209/aaqr.2018.05.0174
https://doi.org/10.4209/aaqr.2018.05.0174
https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2020.1812502
https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2020.1812502
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0300-483X(00)00228-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0300-483X(00)00228-6
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.0c05522?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.0c05522?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2010.501351
https://doi.org/10.1080/02786826.2010.501351
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.6b00105?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.6b00105?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2011.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jaerosci.2011.05.004
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.9b00420?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.9b00420?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.01.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.01.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2018.01.043
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jes.2019.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jes.2019.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jes.2019.01.007
https://doi.org/10.1021/es902318g?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/es902318g?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1021/es902318g?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2009.05.020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2009.05.020
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0EM00194E
https://doi.org/10.1039/D0EM00194E
https://yalecovidwastewater.com/reports
https://yalecovidwastewater.com/reports
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.27.21256140
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.27.21256140
https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.27.21256140?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.3346/jkms.2020.35.e332
https://doi.org/10.3346/jkms.2020.35.e332
https://doi.org/10.3346/jkms.2020.35.e332?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.139356
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.139356
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2020.139356
https://doi.org/10.1111/ina.12866
https://doi.org/10.1111/ina.12866
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70939-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70939-6
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-70939-6?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2271-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41586-020-2271-3
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-85765-7
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-021-85765-7
https://doi.org/10.1177/0033354917706954
https://doi.org/10.1177/0033354917706954
pubs.acs.org/journal/estlcu?ref=pdf
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.estlett.1c00877?urlappend=%3Fref%3DPDF&jav=VoR&rel=cite-as

