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1. Abstract

Indoor airborne particulates are well-known health hazards and filtration is one common
method of reducing exposures. Based on our previously developed Regional Shelter Analysis
methodology and parameters that characterize the existing US building stock, we perform a
high-level assessment of the potential benefits of upgrading existing filters in furnace and in
heating, ventilation, and air conditioning systems using off-the-shelf filters. We use three
metrics to assess the improvement: Building Transmission Factor (a measure of protection
against outdoor airborne particles), Indoor Normalized Time and Space Integrated Air
Concentration (a measure of indoor exposure to indoor-origin airborne particles), and Building
Exit Fraction (fraction of indoor airborne particles that are released to the outdoor
atmosphere). We also discuss the potential reduction in regional exposures due to particles
exiting the building and exposing downwind building occupants.

Our modeling indicates that while buildings provide their occupants passive protection against
airborne particulate hazards, including but not limited to PM35, PM1o, and wildfire smoke;
improving particle filtration efficiency may further improve this protection. The degree of
improvement varies with particle size and building type. Of the building types studied,
apartments are predicted to benefit most, with greater than a factor of 2 improvement (>50%
reduction in exposures) for 1 um particle exposures when using MERV 7 to 12 rated filters.
Non-residential buildings were notably less responsive to improved filtration but had the
highest Building Exit Fractions with 30% to 40% of indoor airborne particles released to the
outdoor atmosphere (apartment buildings only released 6% to 9%). Improvements predicted
for single family homes were intermediate between apartments and non-residential buildings.
Improvements in the Regional Exposure metric are larger, ranging from a factor of 2.5x to 10x
for residences (when using MERV 7 to 12 rated filters) and up to 25x for large apartments with
MERV 14 or 15 rated filters. The results of our modeling analysis are broadly consistent with the
limited experimental data and modeling results available in the literature.
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2. Introduction

Indoor exposure to airborne particles can arise from many outdoor and indoor sources and
sufficient exposures are known to result in acute and chronic lung disease as well as heart
disease [1]-[5]. Buildings can passively provide — in some cases significant — protection to their
occupants from a broad range of particle inhalation hazards — including but not limited to PM s,
PM1o, and wildfire smoke — as discussed in detail in [6], [7]. Using the Regional Shelter Analysis
(RSA) method described in [6], we previously estimated the passive protection provided by the
existing US building stock for airborne particulate hazards [7]. The present work — utilizing the
same RSA approach — focuses on the degree to which straightforward changes in building
operation could yield an additional measure of protection. Specifically, this report considers the
building protection benefits of improving current particle filtration efficiency by (a) using off-
the-shelf furnace and heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) system filters and (b)
increased furnace fan operation for residential buildings.

Our modeling uses the Building Transmission Factor metric (BTF) which is the ratio of indoor to
outdoor exposures, where exposures are time-integrated airborne particle concentrations. The
BTF, sometimes called the Building Exposure Ratio, is the inverse of the Building Protection
Factor metric used in our previous RSA work [6], [7]. In addition to the BTF, two related, but
distinct, building metrics are also of interest and are analyzed here: (a) the Indoor Normalized
Time and Space Integrated Air Concentration (TSIAC) which is the degree to which indoor
individuals are exposed to indoor airborne particles (the indoor time and space integrated air
concentration normalized to the release of a unit amount of airborne material, such as a single
particle or a ug of material) and (b) the Building Exit Faction (BEF) which is the fraction of indoor
airborne particulates that exit the building and enter the outdoor atmosphere. The potential
improvement in (i.e., reduction in) regional exposures that arises due to the reduction in both
the number of particles exiting the building and entering downwind buildings is also discussed.

LLNL-TR-809043 3
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3. Building Models and Key Metrics

Outdoor airborne particles can enter a building through mechanical ventilation (e.g., HVAC
systems), natural ventilation (e.g., open windows), and/or infiltration (e.g., through exterior
wall cracks). Once indoors, airborne particles can be removed from the indoor air through (a)
air leaving the building by mechanical or natural ventilation and exfiltration; (b) active filtration
by recirculation through furnace or HVAC systems (if present); (c) deposition on indoor surfaces
(particle resuspension is not accounted for in this study); and (d) other processes, including but
not limited to, chemical reactions and portable (stand-alone) indoor air filtration systems
(neither of which are considered here). For this study, we have assumed building doors and
windows are closed.

Modeling indoor contaminant concentrations requires choosing among a variety of
mathematical models with increasing complexity, ranging from simple single compartment
models to multizone models to highly detailed computational fluid dynamics models. While
increasingly detailed and complex models may reduce modeling conservatism and uncertainty,
the number and required fidelity of the input parameters also increases (see [8] for a general
discussion). Since our goal is to provide a broad, high level assessment across a range of
building categories and, as a practical matter, detailed parameters are not generally available
for many buildings of interest; we make two key modeling assumptions (these assumptions are
consistent with prior studies [9]-[12]). First, indoor air volumes, such as the breathing space of
a building, can be represented as a single compartment, which can be used to describe the time
evolution of indoor contaminant concentrations. Second, airborne particle concentrations
within that single compartment are spatially uniform.

These assumptions are codified in the single box model (Equation 1) which can be used to
describe the time evolution of indoor airborne particle concentrations. This study includes the
additional, commonly used assumption that the transport and loss terms, i.e., the A
parameters, are independent of both time and air concentration on the timescales of interest.

(Equation 1)

dCIndoor

dt = Ain X COutdoor(t) - (Aout + Ainternal) X Clndoor(t)

LLNL-TR-809043 4
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where

Ain = the rate at which outdoor airborne particles enters the building — typically via infiltration or
ventilation. Includes losses that occur during transport from outdoor to indoor (h™)

Ainternai = the rate at which indoor airborne particles are lost within the building — typically by

deposition to surfaces or by filtration (h™)

Aout = the rate at which indoor airborne particles exit the building — typically via exfiltration or

ventilation (h™)
Cindoor(t) = the indoor particle air concentration at time t (g m™)
Coutdoor (t) = the outdoor particle air concentration at time t (g m™)

t =time (h)

LLNL-TR-809043 5
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We adapt Equation 1 to develop two sets of generalized equations for each of the three
building metrics (Building Transmission Factor, Indoor Normalized TSIAC, and Building Exit
Fraction). Each equation set is defined on the basis of one of two common combinations of (a)
the two building airflow mechanisms described above (filtered recirculation; HVAC systems)
and (b) the relevant indoor loss mechanisms. In addition to any filtration that might be present,
and already incorporated into the airflow terms, we consider two additional indoor loss
mechanisms: (a) deposition of airborne particles to indoor surfaces, A4ep, and (b) a generic first-
order airborne loss mechanism that can be used to account for other loss mechanisms not
explicitly considered in this analysis, Adecay. Several parameters are particle-size-dependent. For
readability, these dependencies are not shown in the equations themselves, but are denoted by
(particle size) in the list of variable definitions.

The first set of airflow equations (denoted by R) corresponds to buildings with filtered
recirculation, which in the US are typically residences. Outdoor airborne material enters the
building only through the infiltration pathway. The forced air furnace recirculation air filter, if
present and active (fan on), removes a fraction of indoor airborne particles.

The second set of airflow equations (denoted by H) corresponds to buildings with an active
HVAC system, which in the US are typically non-residential buildings. Outdoor airborne material
enters the building through either infiltration or the HVAC system outdoor air intake. The HVAC
system air filter removes airborne particles from both the entering and recirculating air. This
equation implicitly assumes that the HVAC system fan duty cycle is 100% (the system is always
moving building air, although not necessarily heating or cooling it).

LLNL-TR-809043 6
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3.1. Reducing Indoor Exposures to Outdoor Airborne Particles (Building Transmission

Factor)

The building transmission factor equations were previously derived in [6], [7], where the
Building Protection Factor metric was used. Equation 2 provides the general form. This term is
the ratio of the total indoor exposure to total outdoor exposure. For this application, exposure
is defined as the time-integrated airborne particle concentration, hence the Building
Transmission Factor is not simply the ratio of indoor to outdoor concentrations. [6], [7] provide
more details, discussion, and alternative equations for other exposure metrics.

(Equation 2)

1
[Building Protection Factor]

[Building Transmission Factor]| =

— fCIndoor(t)dt — Ain
fCOutdoor(t)dt (Aout + Ainternal)

For buildings with filtered recirculation, Equation 3R specifies the Building Transmission Factor.

(Equation 3R)

(ing X Ling)
/1inf + (Ffilter X Fr,fan X Tfan + Adep + Adecay)

[Building Transmission Factor]| =

For buildings with an active HVAC system, Equation 3H specifies the Building Transmission
Factor.

(Equation 3H)

(Ainf X Linf + Uran X Foa X (1_Ffilter))
AT + (Ffilter X Uran X (1_Foa) + Adep + Adecay)

[Building Transmission Factor]| =

LLNL-TR-809043 7
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where

Agep(particle size) = the particle-size-dependent indoor deposition loss rate (h™)

Adecay = the “generic” first-order airborne decay (loss) rate. This term is used to estimate the impact of
loss mechanisms that are NOT otherwise specified. (h™)

Ains = the air infiltration rate at which air enters a building (h™)

Ar = the total building ventilation rate [= sum of the infiltration and mechanical ventilation rates] (h™).

Lins(particle size) = the particle-size-dependent efficiency by which particles can penetrate the
building shell (dimensionless)

Friter(particle size) = the particle-size-dependent filtration efficiency (dimensionless)
F,, = the fraction of outdoor air passing through the HVAC supply fan (dimensionless)

Frran = the fraction of time the forced air furnace recirculation fan is on, i.e., the fan’s duty cycle
(dimensionless)

Tran = the rate at which a building volume of air recirculates through the furnace systems when the fan
ison (h™)

Vran = the rate at which a ventilation or HVAC supply fan delivers a building volume of air when the fan
is on and combines the outside and recirculation air rates (h™)

[Building Protection Factor] = ratio of the outdoor to indoor exposure. Similar to sunscreen and
personal protective respirator rating systems, higher protection factor values indicate lower
exposures and thus increased protection. (protection factor)

[Building Transmission Factor] = ratio of the indoor to outdoor exposure. ( (protection factor)™ )

LLNL-TR-809043 8
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199 3.2. Reducing Indoor Exposures to Indoor Airborne Particles (Indoor Normalized
200 TSIAC)

201  The following equations define the indoor normalized time and space integrated airborne

202  particle concentration (Indoor Normalized TSIAC). While this metric can be applied more

203  generally, it is used here to evaluate the exposure to particles released indoors. The equations
204  are developed with the additional assumptions that outdoor airborne particle concentrations
205 are zero and the indoor emission of a single particle occurs at single time (t = 0). With these
206  assumptions, Equation 1 simplifies to Equation 4. When a unit amount of material is released
207  indoors att = 0, Equation 4 reduces to Equation 5.

208 (Equation 4)
209 Cindoor(t) = Cingoor(t = 0) X e~ Gour* dinternal)t
210
211 (Equation 5)
212 [Indoor Normalized TSIAC] = [Building Floor Area] X j Cindoor (t) dt
0

L7 7. 1 -1
213 = [Building Floor Area] X ([Building Volume]) X (Aout + Ainternat)
214 = !

[Room Height] X (Aout + Ainternal)

215

216  For buildings with filtered recirculation, Equation 6R specifies the Indoor Normalized TSIAC.

217 (Equation 6R)
218 [Indoor Normalized TSIAC]
1
219 =
[Room H6lght] X (Ainf + (Ffilter X Fr,fan X T'fan + Adep + Adecay))
220

LLNL-TR-809043 9
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221  For buildings with an active HVAC system, Equation 6H specifies the Indoor Normalized TSIAC.
222 (Equation 6H)

223 [Indoor Normalized TSIAC]
1

[Room Helght] X (AT + (Ffilter X vfan X (1 _Foa) + Adep + Adecay))

224 =

225

226  where

227

228  [Building Floor Areal] = floor area of the building (m?)

229 [Indoor Normalized TSIAC] = indoor time and space integrated air concentration assuming a unit
230 amount of material is released (s m™)

231  [Room Height] = height of building occupied space (m)
232

LLNL-TR-809043 10
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3.3.  Fraction of Indoor Airborne Particles Released to the Outdoors (Exit Fraction)

Equation 7 shows the fraction of material released indoors that exits the building and enters
the outdoor atmosphere. This equation is based on (a) the appropriate (normalized) indoor
concentration (Equation 5), (b) the rate at which indoor air (and airborne material) leaves the
building, and (c) particle losses to the building envelope that occur while airborne particles
suspended in the indoor air are exiting the building.

(Equation 7)

Jy (Cinaoor (t) X [Building Volumel]) X (Aue X Loue) dt
[Total Particles Released]

[Building Exit Fraction] =

= [Indoor Normalized TSIAC] X [Room Height] X Ayut X Loyt

Aout X Loyt
(Aout + Ainternal)

For buildings with filtered recirculation, outdoor air enters the building only through the
infiltration pathway and so A,y = Air and Equation 8R specifies the building exit fraction. We
assume here that most of the indoor air that exits the building does so via the exfiltration
pathway (as opposed to other exit pathways such as bathroom or kitchen exhaust fans, and
dryer vents) and therefore L,y = Liny.

(Equation 8R)

Aing X Lings
Ainf + (Ffilter X Fr,fan X rfan + Adep + Adecay)

[Building Exit Fraction] =

For buildings with an active HVAC system, indoor airborne material exits the building through
either infiltration or through mechanical means, e.g., the HVAC system exhaust; Equation 8H
specifies the building exit fraction. Again we note that the entrance and exit airflow paths may
differ, but as a practical matter assume (a) that they are the same (Aot = Aing; Lour = Ling)
and (b) no particles are lost while the indoor air is exiting through the exhaust system.

(Equation 8H)

(Ainf X Linf + vfan X Foa)
Ar + (Ffilter X Vran X (1_Foa) + Adep + Adecay)

[Building Exit Fraction] =

LLNL-TR-809043 11
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where

[Building Exit Fraction] = fraction of material released within a building that exits the building and
enters the outdoor atmosphere. (no units)

L.+ (particle size) = the particle-size-dependent efficiency by which particles in indoor air exit the
building through cracks and other penetrations in the building shell (dimensionless)

LLNL-TR-809043 12
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266 3.4. Regional Exposures

267  Equation 9 describes the fraction of indoor airborne particles that exit a source building, are
268 transported downwind, and enter another building’s indoor air space. This metric incorporates
269  both the source Building Exit Fraction (the fraction of indoor airborne particles that exit the
270  source building) and the downwind Building Transmission Factor (the fraction of outdoor

271  airborne particles that enter the second building’s air space). The [Outdoor Normalized TSIAC]
272  termin Equation 9, which requires analysis beyond that presented here, assesses the degree to
273  which particles, once emitted from the source building, are transported and diluted in the

274  outdoor atmosphere. Equation 10 defines the Improvement in Downwind Indoor Exposure
275  metric as a ratio to the baseline scenario and so the [Outdoor Normalized TSIAC] terms drops
276  out. This metric can be used to assess the degree to which improved filtration scenarios

277  decrease downwind indoor exposures relative to the baseline scenario.

278 (Equation 9)

279  [Downwind Indoor Exposure](source building, downwind building)

[Total Particles Released Indoors](source building)
/ X [Building Exit Fraction](source building)
280 = | X [Outdoor Normalized TSIAC](source building, downwind building) |
\ X [Building Footprint](downwind building)
X [Building Transmission Factor|(downwind building)

281 (Equation 10)

282  [Improvement in Downwind Indoor Exposure] =

283 [Downwind Indoor Exposure](source building,downwind building)pgseline scenario

[Downwind Indoor Exposure](source building,downwind building) improved filtration scenario

284 [Building Exit Fraction](source building)pgseline scenario %
[Building Exit Fraction](source building)improved filtration scenario

285 [Building Transmission Factor](downwind building)pgseline scenario
[Building Transmission Factor](downwind building)improved filtration scenario

LLNL-TR-809043 13
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where

[Building Footprint](building) = the projected area of the building onto the Earth’s surface. (m?)

[Downwind Indoor Exposure](source building, downwind building) = the number of airborne
particles in the breathing volume (respiratory second volume) of an individual in the downwind
building that were emitted within the source building. (particles s m?3)

[Improvement in Downwind Indoor Exposure] = ratio of indoor downwind exposure for the
baseline scenario to the improved filtration scenario. (no units)

[Outoor Normalized TSIAC](source building, downwind building) = particle air concentration
outside the downwind building integrated over the passage of the airborne particulate plume and
the building footprint assuming a single particle was released to the outdoor atmosphere from the
source building. (s m3)

[Total Particles Released Indoors](source building) = total number of airborne particles released
within the source building. (particles)
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301 4. Building Parameter Values

302  Our modeling is based on the building use type categories and parameters values described in
303  our earlier report [7] and briefly summarized here. The tables that follow are adapted from that
304  report, where additional discussion and descriptive details may be found. We provide building
305 air flow and particle parameters for most of the US Department of Homeland Security (DHS)
306  HAZUS convention of 33 building use types (termed building occupancy types in the HAZUS

307  documentation), see Table 1; and for individuals outdoors [13]. These parameters are used

308  when calculating the Building Transmission Factor, Indoor Normalized TSIAC, and Building Exit
309  Fraction values from the R and H airflow equations.

310 To assess the benefits from increasing building filter efficiencies, this report compares the

311 effects on indoor airborne particulate concentrations arising from the existing US building stock
312 filter efficiencies — as a baseline scenario — to the concentrations yielded from using higher

313 efficiency filtration scenarios that could be implemented. The only differences in parameters
314  between the baseline scenario and the 3 improved filtration scenarios analyzed are (a) different
315  furnace duty cycles (F fan) in Table 3 below and (b) the choice of filtration categories in Table 9
316  below. Room height, used in the calculation of the Indoor Normalized TSIAC metric, is assumed
317  to be 3 mfor all buildings.

318
319 4.1. Building Model Assignment

320 The Table 2 column “Building airflow type” assigns the appropriate airflow equation type (R =
321 filtered recirculation; H = HVAC system) to most US FEMA HAZUS building use type categories
322  specified in Table 1, and also specifies the appropriate airflow parameter values associated with
323  building infiltration, ventilation, and filtration. We note that the prior studies of building

324  performance and/or indoor pollutant behavior (discussed below) were not performed to

325  explicitly conform to HAZUS building use type categories. For some HAZUS building use type
326  categories, e.g., RES1, the mapping between the prior work and the HAZUS category is

327  straightforward. The mapping for other HAZUS categories is less clear and for some categories
328 there are limited published data available. For these cases, we made estimates based on best
329  engineering judgment and adapted the available input data to conform to the HAZUS building
330 types (as discussed below and in [7]). Single box modeling may not adequately represent the
331 indoor airborne particle concentrations for some parking garages (COM10) and so we exclude

332  this building use type from our analysis.
333
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334  Table 1. Mapping between HAZUS provided occupancy class and specific building use types. This
335 information is adapted from Table 13.2 presented in [13].

Occupancy class Building use type Building use type description
RES1 Single family dwelling
RES2 Manufactured (Mobile) home
RES3A Multi-family dwelling: duplex
RES3B Multi-family dwelling: 3—4 units
RES3C Multi-family dwelling: 5-9 units
Residential RES3D Multi-family dwelling: 10—19 units
RES3E Multi-family dwelling: 20-49 units
RES3F Multi-family dwelling: 50+ units
RES4 Temporary lodging (e.g., hotel/motel)
RES5 Institutional dormitory (e.g., military, college, jails)
RES6 Nursing home
comMm1 Retail trade (e.g., stores)
CoM?2 Wholesale trade (e.g., warehouses)
CoM3 Personal and repair services (e.g., service station/shop)
comM4 Professional/technical services (e.g., offices)
Commercial cOM> Banks
COM6 Hospital
com7 Medical office/clinic
comMs8 Entertainment and recreation (e.g., restaurants/bars)
COM9 Theaters
coMm1o Parking (e.g., garages)
IND1 Heavy industry (e.g., factory)
IND2 Light industry (e.g., factory)
IND3 Food/drugs/chemicals (e.g., factory)
Industrial
IND4 Metals/minerals processing (e.g., factory)
IND5 High technology (e.g., factory)
IND6 Construction (e.g., office)
Agricultural AGR1 Agriculture
Religious REL1 Church/non-profit
GOV1 General services (e.g., office)
Governmental o )
GOV2 Emergency response (e.g., police/fire station/eoc)
SR P EDU1 ' N Grade scho.ols .
EDU2 Colleges/universities (does not include group housing)
336
337
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338  Table 2. Equation and corresponding parameter values associated with building use types. See [7] for
339  amore detailed discussion of the building use types taken from HAZUS.

Buildinguse  Building airflow < Airtiow H airflow Deposition Filtration
type ) type parameters parameters adjustment category
()\inf, F fan, I"fan) (b) (Vfan, Ar, Foa) (©) factor (@

Outdoors () N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
RES1 R SFH N/A 1 Single family
RES2 R MH N/A 1.2 Single family

RES3A R SFH N/A 1 Single family
RES3B R, H APT w/o corridors Apt w corridors 1.2 Low quality
RES3C R H APT w/o corridors Apt w corridors 1.2 Low quality
RES3D R, H APT w/o corridors Apt w corridors 1.2 Low quality
RES3E R H APT w/o corridors Apt w corridors 1 Low quality
RES3F R, H APT w/o corridors Apt w corridors 1 Low quality
RES4 H N/A Hotel 1 Low quality
RES5 H N/A Hotel 1 Low quality
RES6 H N/A Hotel 1 Low quality
com1 H N/A Retalil 1 Medium quality
Ccom2 H N/A Warehouse 0.6 Low quality
coM3 H N/A Retail 1 Low quality
com4 H N/A Office 1 Standard office
COM5 H N/A Office 1 Standard office
COM6 H N/A Health Care 1 Very high quality
com7 H N/A Health Care 1 Standard office
COMm8 H N/A Restaurant 1 Medium quality
com9 H N/A Retalil 1 Medium quality
com1o @ N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
IND1 H N/A Warehouse 0.6 Low quality
IND2 H N/A Warehouse 0.6 Low quality
IND3 H N/A Warehouse 0.6 High quality
IND4 H N/A Warehouse 0.6 Low quality
IND5 H N/A Warehouse 0.6 Very high quality
IND6 H N/A Warehouse 0.6 Low quality
AGR H N/A Warehouse 0.6 Low quality
REL1 H N/A Retail 1 Low quality
GOV1 H N/A Office 1 Standard office
GOVv2 H N/A Office 1 Medium quality
EDU1 H N/A School 1 Medium quality
EDU2 H N/A School 1 Medium quality

340 @ HAZUS building occupancy type; ® R = filtered recirculation. Values selected from the distributions
341 defined in Table 3; © H = HVAC system. Values selected from the distributions defined in Tables 3 to 6;
342 [ see discussion in text below; ¢ Values selected from the distributions defined in Tables 9 and 10; ) In
343  this analysis, the outdoor protection factor and exit fraction is defined to be one (1); ® Not included in

344  the present analysis.
345
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346 4.2. Air Flow Parameters (Ninf, Fr fan, Ffan, Vfan, AT, Foa)

347  There are two mechanisms by which indoor and outdoor air is exchanged — via (largely)

348  uncontrolled infiltration and via controlled mechanical means (typically HVAC or exhaust fan
349  systems). For the single family residences, manufactured homes, duplexes, and apartments
350  without corridors (the RES1, RES2, RES3A, and a portion of the RES3B to RES3F HAZUS building
351  use types), Table 3 provides the natural air infiltration rate (Aiy), furnace recirculation fan duty
352  cycle (Frfan), and furnace system recirculation rate (rsn) appropriate for scenarios in which

353  windows and doors are closed. The reported geometric standard deviation accounts for

354  variation in homes across the US and for the different seasons and times of the day.

355

356  Table 3. Select parameters used in R type airflow equations (filtered recirculation). These parameters
357  assume alog-normal distribution.

. Geometric standard
Geometric mean L
Parameter ) deviation Reference
(units) . .
(dimensionless)
Aing—SFH® 0.44 (hY) 2.04 [14], [15]
Aing —MH (a) 0.42 (h?) 1.86 [14]
Ains - APT w/o corridors @ 0.23 (hY) 1.82 [14]
Ffan 5.7 (h—l) 1.26 [15]
Fr fan 0.25
’ . . 1.85 15
(baseline scenario) (dimensionless) [15]
. " . o 1.0 N/A
(Min MERV 7 scenario) (dimensionless)
FI" an 1
. g . . . 1.0 N/A
(Min MERV 11 scenario) (dimensionless)
FI" an 1
. g . . . 1.0 N/A
(Min MERV 14 scenario) (dimensionless)

358 @ This parameter value assumes doors and windows are closed.
359  SFH = single family home (used for RES1 and RES3A)
360  MH = manufactured home (used for RES2)

361  APT w/o corridors = multifamily dwelling buildings that do NOT have corridors (RES3B to RES3F w/o
362 corridors)
363
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Table 4 provides our estimates for the average, minimum, and maximum values for the Aiyf, Van,
Foa, and A7 parameters for 9 representative US building types or subtypes: Restaurants, Offices,
Schools, Retail, Health Care, Hotels (guest rooms and common spaces), Apartments with
corridors, and Warehouses. [7] derives and discusses these values. As we lack a robust estimate
for the functional form of the probability distribution, we assume a triangular distribution for
each parameter.

For each of the given HAZUS apartment building use types (RES3B to RES3F), there is a mixture
of buildings with and without internal corridors. We estimate the key building parameter
metrics by combining both building types using the building height as a proxy for the presence
of a corridor: apartment buildings greater than 3 stories are assumed to have interior corridors
and apartment buildings less than 3 stories do not have them (3 story buildings were not
included in the reference dataset) [14]. For the latter, we use the R equations as described in
the prior paragraph. For the former, we use the H equations to incorporate a mechanical means
of supplying air to the internal corridors, following Persily et al. [16]. Table 5 gives the
percentile distributions for the total building air ventilation rates for apartments that do have
corridors. Table 6 summarizes the fraction of buildings in each category by HAZUS building

type.

Hotels (RES4), and presumably other institutional residential buildings such as dormitories and
nursing homes (RES5 and RES6), can have different air handling mechanisms in the common
use spaces (e.g., lobby, restaurants/dining areas, corridors) compared to the sleeping areas
(e.g., guest rooms). As discussed in [7], there is minimal mixing between these two regions, and
so we develop two, independent sets of building protection estimates — one for guest rooms
and the other for the rest of the building, see Table 4. We note that the population in these two
building areas varies by the time of day — with nearly all people in the guest room at night and
more evenly distributed throughout the building during the day [17]. As a result, the
appropriate building protection factors vary by time of day.
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391 Table 4. Select parameters used in H type airflow equations (active HVAC). These parameters
392  assume a triangular distribution. See [7] for more details.

average maximum minimum
supply fan rate, vg,y (h)

Restaurant 7.0 13 6.1
Office 3.8 25 1.1
School 3.1 11 2.8
Retail 3.7 9.1 2.0

Health care 5.8 18 3.9

Warehouse 0.9 1.0 0.6

Hotel, guest rooms 1.0 1.4 0.6

Hotel, common spaces 4.2 6.6 1.9

Apt w corridors 7.4 7.6 7.2
fraction of outside air entering the building, F,, (dimensionless)

Restaurant 0.5 0.7 0.0
Office 0.1 1.0 0.0
School 0.2 0.6 0.1
Retail 0.1 0.6 0.0

Health care 0.1 0.2 0.1

Warehouse 0.05 0.06 0.04

Hotel, guest rooms 1.0 1.0 1.0

Hotel, common spaces 0.13 0.17 0.09

Apt w corridors 0.05 0.08 0.02
natural air infiltration rate, A;, ¢ (h™)

Restaurant 0.5 1.9 0.01
Office 0.12 1.2 0.0
School 0.3 1.2 0.02
Retail 0.2 0.8 0.0

Health care 0.05 0.9 0.0

Warehouse 0.3 1.0 0.05

Hotel, guest rooms 0.0 0.0 0.0
Hotel, common spaces @ 0.3 1.2 0.0
Apt w corridors Ar = Vpan * F,q (see Table 5 for A7)

393 @ Assumes infiltration rates are the same for the (i) other rooms and (ii) whole building
394

395  Table 5. Percentile distribution for the total building air ventilation rate, A (h?)
396  for Apartments that DO have Corridors (RES3B-F) from [14].

P1% Psy% P2s% Pso% P7s5% Pass Pgoy

0.23 0.33 0.42 0.46 0.54 0.71 0.87

397
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Table 6. Fraction of apartment buildings by HAZUS building use type that are either less than or
greater than 3 stories in height (from [16]).

.I-IA.ZUS HAZUS building use type Fraction of bulld!ngs Fraction of bwldmgs
building use .. less than 3 stories greater than 3 stories
description . . . .
type (dimensionless) (dimensionless)
RES3B® Multi-family dwelling: 3—4 units 0.87 0.13
RES3C Multi-family dwelling: 5-9 units 0.80 0.20
RES3D Multi-family dwelling: 10-19 units 0.60 0.40
RES3E® Multi-family dwelling: 20-49 units 0.24 0.76
RES3F© Multi-family dwelling: 50+ units 0.10 0.90

3 persily et al. [16] results correspond to buildings with 2 to 4 units.
®) persily et al. [16] results correspond to buildings with 20 to 39 units.
© persily et al. [16] results correspond to buildings with 40+ units.

4.3. Particle Size Specific Parameters (Adep, Linf, Frilter)

Indoor particle concentrations are affected by three parameters: deposition to indoor surfaces,
losses that occur when airborne particles penetrate through the building envelope, and losses
that occur during filtration. Particle deposition loss rates are primarily controlled by particle
size, the indoor surface to volume ratio, and, to some extent, turbulence conditions within a
given space. We treat airborne particles as chemically inert, with negligible thermophoretic or
electrostatic interactions with indoor surfaces in buildings. Table 7 provides the particle
deposition loss rate distributions for residential buildings and is based on experiments
conducted in actual homes or room-sized chambers. There are almost no comparable, size-
resolved particle deposition rate data reported for other building types. For these buildings, we
have used the residential loss rates and, for some cases, multiplied the residential loss rates by
our estimated deposition adjustment factor. This factor is based on our estimates of the
differences in surface-to-volume ratios in those buildings compared with those in residences
and accounts for the quantity and type of furnishings. These factors are shown in the next to
the last column of Table 2.

Table 7. Cumulative frequency distribution of airborne particle deposition loss rates in buildings (Adep,
h™) by particle size (aerodynamic diameter). See [7] for more details.

Airborne Percentile distribution for the indoor deposition particle loss rate (Agep, h™)
particle size

(um) P1y Psy% Pasy Psox P75% Posy Psos
0.1 0.07 0.07 0.39 0.59 0.72 1.57 1.67

0.3 0.02 0.11 0.27 0.46 0.93 1.31 1.35
0.04 0.15 0.28 0.40 0.89 2.39 2.68

0.05 0.31 0.72 1.31 1.87 3.60 3.89

10 0.08 0.08 1.83 4.12 6.78 10.83 11.45
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Airflow pathways into buildings depend upon a number of building features, primary among
them is whether the building has an HVAC system, as most commercial buildings do. Residential
buildings, on the other hand, largely do not and thus the major airflow pathway is infiltration
through cracks and penetrations in the building shell. As discussed in greater detail in [7],
particle losses are parameterized by the particle penetration efficiency, which is particle-size-
dependent; values for these parameters are presented in Table 8 and are used here for all
building types.

Table 8. Cumulative frequency distribution of the building particle penetration efficiency (L;,,
dimensionless) by particle size (aerodynamic diameter). See [7] for more details.

Airborne Percentile distribution for the particle penetration efficiency (L;,y , dimensionless)
particle size

(um) P1% Psy P25y Psox P7s% Posy Psgs
0.1 0.52 0.52 0.55 0.63 0.69 1.02 1.04

0.3 0.51 0.51 0.64 0.72 0.83 0.97 0.99
0.56 0.59 0.80 0.94 0.99 1.02 1.03

0.27 0.34 0.50 0.69 0.83 0.95 0.97

10 0.09 0.09 0.17 0.42 0.56 0.84 0.87

For buildings with HVAC systems, a major pathway for outdoor air entering the building is
through the mechanical air handling system which typically contains some particle filtration
capability. As discussed in [7], the performance of these particle filters is typically categorized
by their Minimum Efficiency Reporting Value (MERV) rating, as specified by ASHRAE [18]. MERV
ratings correspond to the fraction of airborne particles captured in a single pass through the
filter. Filters with numerically larger MERV ratings are more efficient at removing airborne
particles than filters with numerically smaller MERV ratings. For our purposes here, we consider
6 filtration categories — single family, standard office, low quality, medium quality, high quality,
and very high quality — each with a different distribution of filter MERV ratings. For our baseline
scenario calculation purposes, we assign each HAZUS building use type the filtration category
corresponding to our estimated distribution of the filter media types and quality that are in
general use (see last column in Table 2).

As we are analyzing the effects of improved filtration efficiency, the filtration category specific
distribution of MERV rated filters varies for each scenario analyzed as shown in Table 9. The
baseline scenario distribution is compatible with prior literature surveys of US building filtration
efficiency and is discussed in [7]. The other three scenarios assume that the currently existing
lower efficiency furnace and HVAC filters are replaced with progressively higher efficiency
filters. The difference between the latter three scenarios is the minimum filter rating
considered. The Minimum MERV 7 scenario replaces all filters with MERV ratings below MERV 7
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452  with a MERV 7 or 8 filter (other filters are not changed). The Minimum MERV 11 scenario

453  replaces all filters with a MERV rating below 11 with a MERV 11 or 12 filter (other filters are not
454  changed). The Minimum MERV 14 scenario replaces all filters with a MERV rating below 14 with
455  a MERV 14 or 15 rated filter. We note that 35% of single family homes do not have recirculating
456  air furnaces — e.g., radiators, in-wall heaters — and so their building filtration remains

457  unchanged in all scenarios. The computed results for each filtration scenario include these

458  homes.

459  For each MERYV filter rating shown in Table 9, Table 10 provides the single pass filtration
460 efficiency distributions which, for each MERV rating, considers the efficiency variation both (a)
461  within similarly rated filters and (b) due to filter loading over the filter lifetime (note, our

462 filtration parameters are for media-type filters). See [7] for more details.
463
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464  Table 9. Distributions of MERV-rated filters by building use type filtration categories for the baseline
465  [7] and for the improved filtration (Minimum MERV) analysis scenarios.

MERYV Distribution Fractions (dimensionless)
Analysis Building Use Type
Scenario Filtration Category | N0 MERVO . MERV7to  MERVilto  MERV14to
Filter (b) MERVS (© MERV12 (© MERV15 (©
Single family © 0.35 0.16 0.20 0.20 0.07 0.03
Standard office 0.00 0.00 0.20 0.55 0.10 0.15
E Low quality 0.00 0.00 0.65 0.30 0.05 0.00
g Medium quality 0.00 0.00 0.45 0.45 0.05 0.05
High quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.25
Very high quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
~ Single family @ 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.55 0.07 0.03
= Standard office | 000 000  0.00 0.75 0.10 0.15
S Low quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.95 0.05 0.00
§ Medium quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.90 0.05 0.05
< High quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.25 0.50 0.25
2 Very high quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
- Single family ® 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.62 0.03
E Standard office 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.85 0.15
E Low quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00 0.00
g Medium quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.95 0.05
£ High quality 000 000  0.00 0.00 0.75 0.25
s Very high quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
< Single family @ 0.35 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.65
= Standard office 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
E Low quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
§ Medium quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
:g High quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
= Very high quality 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.00
466 @ This distribution includes both the MERYV filter rating distribution for the 65% of US homes with
467 furnace/AC systems as well as the 35% of the US homes that lack a HVAC system (no filter). Fritter
468 for the no filter homes is 0.

469  ©® |ndicates that the system is capable of having a filter, but the filter is absent.
470  ©We have combined filtration efficiencies for 2 MERV ratings when considering these categories.
471  Analysis Scenarios: Baseline scenario represents estimated current US filter usage. Minimum MERV

472  scenarios show how overall US building filtration capability improves assuming that all buildings with
473  forced air systems use a filter equal to or greater than the stated MERV rating.

474
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475  Table 10. Filtration efficiency (Fﬁlter, dimensionless) by air filter MERV rating and particle size. See [7]
476  for more details.

Air-filter  Airborne Percentile distribution for the filtration efficiency (Fy;., , dimensionless)
':fii\g' pa’:i:::;‘ize P Psx Pasx Pso Prs Pos Poos
0.1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
0.1 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.04 0.18 0.29
0.3 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.01 0.04 0.18 0.29
5 1 0.05 0.05 0.07 0.10 0.18 0.69 0.83
3 0.28 0.28 0.32 0.40 0.64 0.95 0.98
10 0.22 0.22 0.29 0.45 0.83 0.94 0.98
0.1 0.03 0.03 0.12 0.20 0.24 0.33 0.37
0.3 0.03 0.03 0.12 0.20 0.24 0.33 0.37
7to08 1 0.15 0.27 0.51 0.69 0.81 0.90 0.92
3 0.51 0.58 0.93 0.96 0.98 0.99 1.00
10 0.61 0.62 0.95 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.1 0.04 0.04 0.07 0.40 0.56 0.92 0.94
0.3 0.04 0.04 0.07 0.40 0.56 0.92 0.94
11to 12 1 0.22 0.25 0.42 0.76 0.91 0.99 0.99
3 0.67 0.68 0.87 0.95 0.99 1.00 1.00
10 0.67 0.67 0.85 0.98 1.00 1.00 1.00
0.1 0.64 0.68 0.80 0.86 0.92 0.99 0.99
0.3 0.64 0.68 0.80 0.86 0.92 0.99 0.99
14to 15 1 0.86 0.90 0.96 0.98 0.99 1.00 1.00
3 0.98 0.99 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
10 0.99 0.99 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00

477
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5. Results

Using the equations, input assumptions, and data described in the previous two sections, we
estimate the benefits of improving building filtration efficiency using off-the-shelf air filter
technology across 32 of the 33 major FEMA HAZUS building use types shown in Table 1. In this
section we present these benefits by comparing three improved filtration scenarios, each with
increasingly higher minimum filtration efficiency, against a baseline scenario, which reflects our
understanding of the existing filtration distribution in the US building stock and normal furnace
operating conditions. Three primary metrics are considered here: (1) the passive protection
provided by buildings against outdoor airborne particulate hazards (Building Transmission
Factor), (2) the degree to which indoor individuals are exposed to indoor-origin airborne
particles (Indoor Normalized TSIAC) and (3) the fraction of indoor airborne particles that exit
the building and enter the outdoor atmosphere (Building Exit Fraction). We also discuss the
potential improvement on regional exposures due to particles exiting the building and exposing
downwind building occupants. For each of the 32 building use types, our modeling covers five
aerosol sizes (0.1, 0.3, 1, 3, 10 um diameter) and four airborne loss rates (0, 0.1, 1, 10 hr!). The
entire set of results are provided in Supplemental Material A: Detailed Results.

We focus the discussion of these results on six common building types, two aerosols sizes (1 um
and 3 um aerodynamic diameter), an airborne aerosol decay rate of 0 hr?, and the US average
(expectation value) result for each building metric. The six building types consist of three
residential building categories: single family houses (RES1), small apartment buildings with 3 to
9 units (average of RES3B and RES3C), and large apartment buildings with 20 to 50+ units
(average of RES3E and RES3F). It is important to note that the modeling results for the two
types of apartment buildings are based on combinations of buildings with different air handling
systems. The three non-residential building categories are: retail stores (COM1), office buildings
(average of COM4, COMS5 and GOV1), and schools (EDU1).

Results are presented graphically for the baseline scenario and then as the fractional
improvements resulting from better filtration. Summary tables are provided in Supplemental
Material B: Results Summary. Additional figures showing the improved filtration scenario
results are provided in Supplemental Material C: Additional Building Metric Figures. Finally,
the systematic influence of particle size and airborne decay rate on the improvement ratio for
the Building Transmission Factor is illustrated for MERV 14-15 filters in Supplemental Material
D: Improvement Sensitivity to Particle Size and Airborne Loss Rate.

A formal uncertainty analysis was not performed for the metrics presented in this section. For
each metric and filter scenario we have presented the average results from ~10,000 Monte
Carlo modeling runs because average values are commonly used in air quality exposure and
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513  health impact assessments. The corresponding modeling uncertainty in the mean value, the
514  standard error, is a few percent. In contrast, robust estimates of the input parameter

515 uncertainty are not available, see [7] for more detail, and so result uncertainty due to input

516  parameter uncertainty was not generated. The model outputs shown in Supplemental Material
517  A: Detailed Results are presented as the averages of five equally sized bins into which the

518 model results are aggregated. These bins range from the lowest 20% of the model results to the
519  highest 20% and so provide an estimate of the overall result variability. In most cases, this

520  variation is within a factor of 1.5 to 4 of the average value.

521
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522 5.1. Reducing Indoor Exposures to Outdoor Airborne Particles (Building Transmission
523 Factor)

524  The baseline Building Transmission Factor results, shown in Figure 1, reflect our estimates of
525  the ratio of the indoor exposures to the corresponding outdoor exposure for the existing
526 filtration distribution and normal furnace operating conditions for the 6 common US building
527  types we have chosen to highlight. There is a wide range of Building Transmission Factor

528 estimates, with the best protection (lowest ratios) for apartments. For most small apartment
529  buildings, infiltration rates are small, and so the source term (numerator) in Equation 3R is
530 small, see Table 3. For most large apartments buildings, our analysis assumes an active HVAC
531 system (Equation 3H), with a relatively larger recirculation rate, see Table 4. In general,

532  buildings provide more protection against 3 um diameter aerosols, as compared to 1 um

533  diameter aerosols, mainly due to higher filtration efficiencies for the larger particles — even for
534  lower efficiency filters — and higher indoor deposition loss rates.

Bg n.15§ % -
el | 7
S 0.0 ] / 7 _ /_
E n.nsé Z ? 7 Z Z Z

Single Small Apt Large Apt Retail  Office Bldgs Schools

Famil Bldgs Bldgs Stores
535 ¥ g 4

536  Figure 1. Baseline scenario results for the US Building Transmission Factors (dimensionless) —
537  the ratio of the indoor exposures to the corresponding outdoor exposure — for selected building
538 types; and two aerosol sizes: 1 um (solid bar) and 3 um diameter (diagonal striped bar). Higher
539  Building Transmission Factor values indicate more exposure.
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540  Figure 2 presents the improvement associated with higher efficiency filtration using the ratio of
541  Building Transmission Factor for the baseline scenario compared to the specified improved
542  filtration scenario for selected residential and non-residential buildings. A value of 1 on the
543  vertical axis indicates no improvement over the baseline scenario. A factor of 2 means that the
544  improved filtration scenario results in half the Building Transmission Factor (and thus half the
545  indoor exposure) relative to the baseline scenario. Recall that improved filtration scenarios
546  assume the furnace fan duty cycle is increased to 100% (always on) in those buildings with

547  forced air heating/cooling systems. Figure 2 shows that for all building types, scenarios using a
548  MERV 7 or greater filter provide at least a 35% reduction in indoor exposures for 1 um and 3
549  um diameter particles. The reductions in indoor exposures vary by building type, minimum
550  MERV filter rating, and particle size.

551  Figure 2 (top panel) shows that for single family dwellings, the progression across the improved
552  filtration scenarios yields a factor of 1.6x to 1.8x improvement for the two particle sizes shown
553  (i.e., ~40% reduction in indoor exposures). For apartments, the magnitude of the improvement
554 s larger, a factor of 2.5x to 3.2x (~65% reduction) for the Minimum MERV 7 and Minimum

555  MERV 11 scenarios. For large apartments, an even greater improvement occurs with the use of
556  high efficiency MERV 14 or 15 rated filters, e.g., a factor of 3.5x to 7x improvement (~80%

557  reduction). The larger improvement for apartments compared with single family residences is
558  due, in part, to four factors. First, 35% of the modeled single family residences do not have

559  forced air systems, and so improved filtration is possible only for 65% of these buildings.

560 Second, 65% of the apartment filters in the baseline scenario have low particle filtration

561 efficiency (MERV 5). Third, most smaller apartment buildings have lower infiltration rates.

562  Fourth, most larger apartment buildings rapidly recirculate indoor air through a filter contained
563  within the local heating/cooling system.

564  Figure 2 (bottom panel) shows the corresponding improvement for the three selected non-
565 residential building types. Overall, the results show patterns similar to those discussed for the
566 residential building types where the improvement for the Minimum MERV 7 and Minimum
567  MERV 11 scenarios are similar, a factor of 1.7x to 2x improvement (~45% reduction) for retail
568  stores and schools and somewhat lower, a factor of 1.4x to 1.7x improvement (~35%

569 reduction), for office buildings. Again for most building types, notably greater improvement
570  occurs with the use of high efficiency MERV 14 or 15 rated filters, i.e., a factor of 3x to 5x

571  improvement (~70% reduction), and this effect is most noticeable for 1 um particles.

572
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Figure 2. Improvement in the US Building Transmission Factor for selected residential (top
panel) and non-residential (bottom panel) for selected building types; two aerosol sizes: 1 um
(solid bar) and 3 um diameter (diagonal striped bar); and 3 minimum MERYV ratings. The vertical
axis is the ratio of the Building Transmission Factors for the baseline to the specified improved
filtration scenario (a value of 1 indicates no improvement, larger numbers indicate greater
improvement).
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582 5.2. Reducing Indoor Exposures to Indoor Airborne Particles (Indoor Normalized
583 TSIAC)

584  The baseline Indoor Normalized TSIAC results, shown in Figure 3, reflect our estimates of the
585 indoor exposure to airborne particles released indoors for six common US building types. There
586 is a wide range of Indoor Normalized TSIAC estimates, with the highest exposures (higher

587  values) present in single family homes and small apartment buildings and the lowest exposures
588 in office buildings. Exposures are lower for 3 um diameter aerosols, as compared to 1 um

589 diameter aerosols. These results indicate that for particles released indoors, higher ventilation
590 rates, combined with better particle filtration present in office and school buildings, provides
591 lower exposures in non-residential buildings than is the case in residential buildings with lower
592  ventilation rates and reduced filtration capability.

18
16

Elpm A3 um

14

12

MAN

7
7

7

Indoor Exposure - Normalized TSIAC - Baseline

Single Small Apt Large Apt Retail  Office Bldgs Schools
Family Bldgs Bldgs Stores

593

594  Figure 3. Baseline scenario results for the US Indoor Normalized Time and Space Integrated Air
595  Concentration (Indoor Normalized TSIAC in s m!) — indoor exposures to indoor-origin airborne
596  particles — for selected building types; and two aerosol sizes: 1 um (solid bar) and 3 um

597  diameter (diagonal striped bar). Higher Indoor Normalized TSIAC values indicate more

598  exposure.

599
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Figure 4 presents the improvements associated with higher efficiency filtration using the ratio
of the Indoor Normalized TSIAC for the baseline scenario compared to the specified improved
filtration scenario for selected residential and non-residential buildings. In general, all building
types using a MERV 7 or higher rated filters have reductions in indoor exposures, however the
reduction is greater in residential buildings, with apartment buildings showing the largest
improvements.

Figure 4 (top panel) shows that for single family dwellings, the progression across the improved
filtration scenarios yields a factor of 1.5x to 1.8x improvement for the two particle sizes shown
(~40% reduction in indoor exposures). For apartments, the magnitude of the improvement is
larger, a factor of 1.7x to 3.4x (~55% reduction) for the Minimum MERV 7 and MERV 11
scenarios. Again, greater improvement occurs with the use of high efficiency MERV 14 or 15
rated filters, e.g., a factor of 1.9x to 5x improvement (45% to 80% reduction) for apartment
buildings. Again, the larger improvement for apartments compared with single family
residences is due, in part, to our assumption that many apartments currently have low
efficiency filters, and some, often smaller, US apartment buildings have lower infiltration rates
while other, often larger, apartments rapidly recirculate indoor air through a filter contained
within the local heating/cooling system.

Figure 4 (bottom panel) shows the corresponding improvement for the three selected non-
residential building types. Overall, the results show smaller improvements than those discussed
for the residential building types, a factor of 1.1x to 1.3x improvement (~15% exposure
reduction) for the Minimum MERV 7 and Minimum MERV 11 scenarios. Greater improvement
occurs with the use of high efficiency MERV 14 or 15 rated filters, e.g., a factor of 1.1x to 1.7x
improvement (10% to 40% reduction). Exposures in non-residential buildings are less
responsive to improved filtration because the baseline filter quality distribution for non-
residential buildings is higher and because in most non-residential buildings the HVAC system is
already assumed to be operating 100% of the time.

LLNL-TR-809043 32


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.14.20101311
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

627

628
629

630
631
632
633
634
635
636

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.14.20101311; this version posted May 20, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

M Dillon and Reducing Exposures to Airborne
R Sextro Particles Through Improved Filtration

6.0
55

B1lpm A3 pm

5.0
45
4.0
3.5

3.0
2.5
2.0

15
1.0

Normalized TSIAC Improvement - baseline/better filters

MERY MERYV MERV | MERV MERV MERV | MERV MERV MERV
7-8  11-12 14-15| 7-8 11-12 14-15| 7-8 11-12 14-15

Single Family Small Apt Bldgs Large Apt Bldgs
3.0

Hm1lpm E3pm

2.5

2.0

15

1.0

Normalized TSIAC Improvement - baseline/better filters

MERV MERV MERV | MERY MERV MERV | MERV MERV MERV
7-8 11-12 14-15| 7-8 11-12 14-15| 7-8 11-12 14-15

Retail Stores Office Bldgs Schools

Figure 4. Improvement in the US Indoor Normalized TSIAC for selected residential (top panel)
and non-residential (bottom panel) building types; two aerosol sizes: 1 um (solid bar) and 3 um
diameter (diagonal striped bar); and 3 minimum MERV ratings. The vertical axis shows the ratio
of the Indoor Normalized TSIAC for the baseline scenario to the specified improved filtration
scenario (a value of 1 indicates no improvement, larger numbers indicate greater
improvement). Note the factor of 2 difference in vertical scales between the top and bottom
panels.
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637 5.3. Fraction of Indoor Airborne Particles Released to the Outdoors (Building Exit
638 Fraction)

639 Indoor air containing airborne particles exfiltrates and/or is mechanically exhausted from

640  buildings, providing a source of outdoor airborne particles. The baseline Building Exit Fraction
641 estimates, shown in Figure 5, reflect our estimates of the fraction of indoor airborne particles
642  that exit the selected US building types. There is a wide range of Building Exit Fraction

643  estimates, with the highest fractions (higher values) present in offices and school buildings and
644  the lowest in apartment buildings. Because the non-residential buildings have HVAC systems,
645  typically with an integral exhaust pathway, these buildings release more particles to outdoors
646  while for residential buildings, the exfiltration rate is lower and includes additional particle
647 losses as the exfiltrating air passes through cracks and other openings in the building shell.
648  Fewer 3 um diameter particles, as compared to 1 um diameter particles, are released to the
649  outdoors due to higher within-building losses for the 3 um diameter particles.

650 The indoor exposures to an indoor airborne particle (Indoor Normalized TSIAC) and the fraction
651 of indoor, airborne particles exiting the building are closely related, see Equation 7. As a result,
652 the Building Exit Fraction reductions for the improved filtration scenarios, Figure 6, relative to
653 the baseline scenario, are nearly identical to, but slightly lower than, the indoor exposure

654  improvements shown in the previous section, Figure 4. The difference is due to the particle
655  losses that occur during exfiltration.

656
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Figure 5. Baseline scenario results for the US Building Exit Fraction (dimensionless) — the
fraction of indoor airborne particles that are released to the outdoor atmosphere — for selected
building types; and two aerosol sizes: 1 um (solid bar) and 3 um diameter (diagonal striped bar).
Higher Exit Fraction values correspond to more particles released to the outdoor atmosphere.
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664  Figure 6. Improvement in the US Building Exit Fraction for selected residential (top panel) and
665 non-residential (bottom panel) building types; two aerosol sizes: 1 um (solid bar) and 3 um

666  diameter (diagonal striped bar); and 3 minimum MERYV ratings. The vertical axis shows the ratio
667  of Building Exit Fraction for the baseline scenario to the specified improved filtration scenario (a
668 value of 1 indicates no improvement, larger numbers indicate greater improvement). Note the
669  factor of 2 difference in vertical scales between the top and bottom panels.
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670 5.4. Regional Exposures

671  Particles can exit a building, be transported downwind, and either expose outdoor individuals
672  or enter a second building to expose indoor, downwind individuals. Improving building air
673 filtration reduces indoor, downwind exposures through decreases in both the (a) fraction of
674 indoor airborne particles that exit the source building (Building Exit Fraction) and (b) the

675 fraction of outdoor airborne particles that enter the downwind building indoor air (the

676  downwind Building Transmission Factor), see Equation 9.

677 In general particles can be emitted from, and expose downwind individuals in, a wide variety of
678 different building types and a full Regional Shelter Analysis is required to model this common
679 general case where emissions and exposures occur across multiple building types, e.g., [6], [7].
680  While a full RSA is beyond the scope of the current study, estimates for overall air filtration

681 improvement benefits can be obtained for neighborhoods in which the population resides in a
682  homogenous housing stock.

683  Figure 7 presents the improvement associated with higher efficiency filtration using the ratio of
684  the Downwind Indoor Exposure for the baseline scenario compared to the specified improved
685 filtration scenario for selected residential buildings, see Equation 10. A value of 1 on the

686  vertical axis indicates no improvement over the baseline scenario. Larger numbers indicate

687  greater improvement.

688 In neighborhoods populated with single family homes, the Minimum MERV 7 and Minimum
689  MERV 11 scenarios provide a factor of 2.6x improvement for the two particle sizes shown (60%
690 reduction in downwind indoor exposures). The Minimum MERV 14 scenario providing slightly
691 more protection, a factor of 2.6x to 3.2x (65% reduction). The improvement is notably greater
692  for neighborhoods populated with apartment buildings, with a 4x to 10x improvement (75% to
693  90% reduction) for the Minimum MERV 7 and Minimum MERV 11 scenarios. The improvement
694  for the Minimum MERV 14 scenario ranges from 5.8x to 25x (85% to 96% reduction). In the
695 above results, the improvement for larger 3 um particles is less than that for 1 um particles,
696  especially so for the MERV 14 or 15 rated filters.

697
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700  Figure 7. Improvement in the US Downwind Indoor Exposure for homogenous residential

701  neighborhoods comprised of the selected building use types; two aerosol sizes: 1 um (solid bar)
702  and 3 um diameter (diagonal striped bar); and 3 minimum MERYV ratings. The vertical axis

703  shows the ratio of the Downwind Indoor Exposure for the baseline scenario to the specified
704  improved filtration scenario (a value of 1 indicates no improvement, larger numbers indicate

705  greater improvement).
706
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707 6. Discussion and Conclusion

708  This work broadly evaluates the extent to which improved airborne particle filtration in US

709  buildings may reduce airborne particle exposures. This work is based on an aggregation of

710  building types and a general set of parameters that describes both airflows into and out of

711  buildings as well as indoor particle behavior and removal processes. Our analysis suggests that,
712  for most building types studied, upgrades to the filters currently used in furnaces or HVAC

713  systems may reduce airborne particle exposures - although the degree of improvement varies
714 by filter efficiency, particle size, building type, and specific building. Our modeling indicates that
715  thereis limited difference between scenarios which impose a minimum filter rating of MERV 7
716  vs. MERV 11, although both improved filtration scenarios are expected to reduce exposures
717  relative to the existing building stock. The largest reductions in airborne particulate exposures
718  are associated with the use of high filtration efficiency (MERV 14 or 15 rated) filters and, in
719  many cases, 1 um diameter particles, reflecting their typically larger improvements in filtration
720  efficiency for this particle size.

721  As a building use type, apartments benefit the most from improved, within-building filtration, in
722  part, due to our estimate that 65% of apartments currently have low efficiency (MERV 5 rated)
723  filters. In addition, and relative to other building use types examined, most smaller apartment
724  buildings have lower infiltration rates while most larger apartments rapidly recirculate indoor
725  air through a filter contained within the local heating/cooling system. Note that in order to

726  conform to the HAZUS building use types, we have modelled these two apartment categories
727  with a mix of heating/cooling system and air infiltration characteristics.

728 In contrast, the calculated improvement for single family homes is relatively modest due, in
729  part, to the estimated 35% of single family homes have heating systems, such as radiators and
730 in-wall heaters, that do not have filters and therefore cannot benefit from the use of improved
731  filters. This assumption limits the overall improvement, particularly for the Minimum MERV 14
732  scenario. For example, the Building Transmission Factor improves by a factor of 1.8x for the
733  Minimum MERV 14 scenario when considering the entire US building stock, but a factor of 5.8x
734  when considering the best protected buildings with filtered air handling systems (60% of the
735  building stock)!. This point is also pertinent when comparing our modeling results with other
736  studies results as discussed below.

737

! The mean of the “Median,” “2™ Lowest,” and “Lowest” distribution categories is 0.06 for the Minimum
MERV 14 scenario; RES1 building use type; 1 um diameter particles; and 0 hr! airborne loss rate. For
context, the mean of all distribution categories is 0.19. The corresponding mean for the baseline
scenario is 0.35. See Supplemental Material A: Detailed Results for more details.
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6.1. Comparison to Prior Work

While there are ample data on the filtration efficiency of various filters and filter types, there
are fewer studies that have experimentally assessed the performance of filters in whole
buildings. Most are research studies conducted in one or a small number of buildings. Hence
the data available for comparison with our modeling results are not broadly representative of
the building types studied here. We summarize below a selected (non-comprehensive) set of
results from such studies to provide context for our current work. We compile the results from
these studies — along with our comparative modeling results — in Table 11. The pertinent details
of the previous studies are discussed below.

Howard-Reed et al. [19] performed one of the first experimental assessments of the effect of
filter efficiency on indoor particle concentrations in a normally occupied home. Howard-Reed et
al. compared the use of a ‘typical’ panel furnace filter (PFF) with that of an in-duct electrostatic
precipitator (ESP). Although the authors did not provide filter ratings for these devices, the
filtration efficiencies measured in their tests are approximately consistent with the MERV 5 and
MERV 12 filtration efficiencies shown in Table 10 above for the PFF and ESP, respectively. The
furnace fan was operated only when particle concentration measurements were conducted,
and then only following the times when particles were generated indoors. Similar tests were
conducted in an unoccupied test house that had a lower indoor/outdoor air change rate than
the occupied dwelling. Using the measured filtration rate and particle loss rate data, the
authors estimated the effect of filtration on the ratios of the concentrations of indoor particles
of outdoor origin to outdoor particle concentrations. The estimated indoor/outdoor ratios for
the PFF and ESP cases are given in Table 11 and are consistent with the range of Building
Transmission Factors that we predict for single family homes.? The Howard-Reed et al. data
show a definite improvement that is somewhat larger than the improvement predicted by our
modeling work for the US single family home building stock. However, the reported
improvement with the better (ESP) filter is similar to our prediction that considers only the
portion of the single family building stock that has filtration-capable heating systems.

2 Data from this study was used in developing the indoor deposition rate values used in our analysis.
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Table 11. Summary of Building Transmission Factors for current and prior analyses.

. Improved
. Baseline . . Improvement
Particle . . Filtration .
oy . Transmission . . Ratio
Building Size Transmission . Study
Factor (baseline /
(km) (no units) Factor improved)
(no units) P
Detached Single Family Homes
occupied 1to2.5 0.4 0.2 2
. Howard-Reed
unoccupied 5 o 0.12 0.05 2.4 [19]
test house
unoccupied .
test house PMas 0.25 0.07 3.6 Singer [20]
“f]‘;‘:'ﬁ'e‘zd PM,s  0.35(0.13-0.94) @  0.10(0.02-0.80) @ 3.5 Macintosh [21]
1 0.35(0.09-0.67) ® 0.19 (0.03-0.57) ® 1.8
RES1 present study
3 0.16 (0.04-0.38) 0.10 (0.02-0.30) ® 1.6
Office
occupied 1to2 0.22 0.1 2.2
multi-story Fisk [22]
office >2 0.42 0.4 1.2
1 0.25 (0.04-0.63) ®  0.06 (0.01-0.12) 4.4
com4 present study
3 0.10 (0.01-0.29) ®  0.03 (0.01-0.08) ! 3.0
School
unoccupied )\, 0.73 0.42 1.7 Van der Zee [23]
classroom
occupied PM,s 0.63 0.12 5.3 Polidori [24]
classroom
1 0.34 (0.08-0.70) ® 0.08 (0.03-0.15) ® 4.4 present study
EDU1
3 0.14 (0.03-0.33) 0.05 (0.02-0.10) ® 2.9 present study

@ median and 5 to 95% range from the CONTAM model results

®)|n the present work, model outputs are reported in five equally sized bins with the average value
reported for each bin. The results provided are the average of all five bins and the range in the

individual bin averages for the baseline and Minimum MERV14 scenarios.

() Study authors suspected the presence of indoor particle sources, particularly for > 2 um diameter
particles, resulting in higher indoor/outdoor ratio than would otherwise be expected based on the
efficiencies of the baseline and upgraded filters.
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Singer et al. [20] conducted an extensive set of ventilation and filtration system experiments in
an unoccupied single family home. The reference furnace fan system contained a MERV 4 filter
placed in the return duct to the air handler. The comparison system closest to the one modeled
in the present work upgraded the MERV 4 filter to a higher particle removal efficiency (MERV
13) filter (system E in their work). The ratios of indoor to outdoor PM; 5 particle concentrations
— based on the 24-hour average of several days of continuous data — are shown in Table 11. The
observed indoor/outdoor PM3 s concentration ratios are within the range of single family home
Building Transmission Fractions predicted by the present study, which includes some systems
with no filters. The observed improvement factor is larger than our modeling estimates.

Macintosh et al. [21] modeled the effectiveness of forced-air furnace-system air cleaning on
reducing indoor concentrations of outdoor PM3 5. The analysis was based on the use of actual
24-hour average outdoor PM; s measurements during 2005 for three metropolitan areas in the
state of Ohio, a set of single family prototypical dwelling designs, the CONTAM multizone air
flow model, and two filtration assumptions. The first filtration assumption was a conventional
furnace-system filter with an assumed PM> s removal efficiency of ~14% (roughly equivalent to
the MERV 5 filters used in the present analysis) and the second was an electrostatic precipitator
(ESP) with an assumed filtration efficiency of ~90% (an efficiency similar to the MERV 11-12
filtration category used here). The two systems were assumed to have different operating duty
cycles — in the first, the forced air system operated only in response to heating/cooling demand
while for the second, the system was assumed to have a variable speed fan that operated at
high speed during heating/cooling demand and at half-speed during all other times. The
simulation outputs, when combined across all prototypical buildings and the outdoor
concentrations data from the three cities, yield the indoor/outdoor ratios shown in Table 11.
The corresponding improvement factor is again similar to, but greater than, our modeling
results.

Comparable tests in non-residential buildings are fewer. Fisk et al. [22] measured the ratio of
indoor to outdoor particle concentrations in a large office building under two filtration
scenarios: (a) the existing filter that had an estimated MERV rating of 5 to 6 and (b) a high
efficiency filtration system corresponding to a MERV 15 filtration efficiency. The observed
indoor/outdoor ratios for the two particle size categories are shown in Table 11 along with our
performance predictions for office buildings. The overall filtration efficiency and the
improvement ratio observed by Fisk et al. are more modest than expected and are lower than
our predictions. As discussed in [22], the experiments were conducted on two floors of the
multistory building while both floors were occupied (160 to 280 people per floor). It is clear,
especially from the data for particles larger than 2 um in diameter, that there were important
indoor sources for these particles that complicated the evaluation of the filtration performance
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811 (and improvement). As this building was selected to have non-smoking occupants, a likely,
812  though unverified, source of larger particles was resuspension.

813 Improvements to particle filtration in schools have also been investigated. Van der Zee et al.
814  [23] evaluated improving classroom filtration to a MERV 14 rated filter (from a baseline MERV
815 10 rated filter of dubious maintenance history) —along with other ventilation system

816 performance changes. These changes resulted in a modest improvement in the indoor/outdoor
817  PMys ratio based on the non-teaching hour data (indoor particle concentrations during the
818 teaching hours are strongly influenced by indoor particle sources), see Table 11. Polidori et al.
819  [24] measured the airborne particle removal effectiveness of MERV 16 filters installed in HVAC
820  systems serving classrooms in three schools — replacing baseline MERV 7 filters in these

821  schools.? The Polidori et al. study data collection was done entirely during school hours, though
822  there were time periods during the day, such as outdoor recess and lunchtime, when the

823  students were not in the classrooms. However, data during the empty classroom periods were
824  not explicitly analyzed separately. The Polidori et al. measured ratio of real-time, concurrent
825 indoor to outdoor PM, s concentrations demonstrated notably larger improvement with the
826  increased filtration efficiency than the prior Van der Zee et al. study, see Table 11.

827  Our modeling predictions are broadly consistent with these school studies. Most of the

828  observed Building Transmission Factor values are consistent with the upper bound of our

829  modeling results. Also if the van der Zee et al. baseline filtration is MERV 10 (as appears to be
830 the case) or even higher (if the existing, baseline filters were heavily loaded), then the observed
831 improvement factor of 1.7x is similar to our calculated improvement factor of 2.5x and 1.5x for
832 1 and 3 um diameter particles, respectively, using the Minimum MERV 11 scenario as the

833  baseline filter. As seen in the analysis of single family homes, the improvement factor measured
834 by Polidori et al. is similar to, but greater than, our modeling results.

835

3 Data from this study was one of the data sources used in developing the airflow parameter values used
in our analysis.
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6.2. Other Considerations

While our US building type filtration modeling results are broadly consistent with those of
previous, individual building studies, the details of a particular building and/or the heating and
cooling system will strongly influence the overall improvement seen for any given building. A
recent analysis of residential filter effectiveness found that the “context” in which the filtration
occurs matters. Context in this sense refers to a variety of factors that affect indoor air quality,
including the overall building indoor/outdoor air change rate. Essentially this approach argues
that filtration effectiveness is a system parameter that depends upon the overall operating
conditions of the house [25]. For example, in some systems/houses they found greater filtration
effectiveness in increasing system run time (furnace fan duty cycle) rather than simply
upgrading the filter efficiency. This finding is consistent with the order of magnitude variability
predicted by our study for residences where we explicitly account for variability in air change
rates, indoor deposition losses, and, in the baseline scenario, furnace fan duty cycles. We note
that the improved filtration scenarios examined in our analysis assume a 100% system run time
(i.e., the furnace fan is always on).

The California Air Resources Board and US Environmental Protection Agency provide additional
guidance on practical measures to improve residential air filtration, including the use of
portable air filtration devices in buildings without forced air systems [26]—[28]. While a
complete analysis of portable air filtration devices is beyond the scope of this study, we briefly
discuss the use of portable air cleaners with regards to typical US residences. For discussion
purposes, we use the Clean Air Delivery Rate (CADR) metric, which is the production rate of
clean air (ft3 min) by a filtration system [30], [31].° For typical residences with a MERV 7 rated
filter and an always-on (100% duty cycle) furnace fan, the single family home and apartment
furnace “CADR” values are ~1200 and ~440 ft> min‘!, respectively.® In comparison, portable air
cleaners intended for room cleaning have individual unit CADR ratings in the range of ~250 to
400 ft3 mint. Thus to achieve a comparable reduction in indoor airborne particle exposure, the
use of one or more portable air cleaners would be needed. We note that individual portable air
cleaners are typically intended to clean air in only one or two rooms, in contrast most furnace-
based systems that are designed to distribute filtered air within the living space. Portable air
cleaners can be useful alternatives for dwellings where forced air systems aren’t present, such

4 Per [29], the typical US detached single family home and apartment has 2,200 and 840 ft2 of heated
floor area, respectively. Assuming an 8 ft room height, the corresponding building volumes are
18,000 and 6,700 ft3, respectively.

> We note that the formal AHAM CADR testing standard does not cover the whole-building filtration
systems but the term can be applied to any forced air filtration system.

® CADR = Fjitter X Fr.fan X I'fan X Building Volume . Per Table 3, the furnace fan flow rate is 5.7 h™* and per
Table 10, the median MERV 7 rated filter efficiency for 1 um particles is 0.69.
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as single family homes that lack forced air furnace systems or as a supplement to existing
whole-house filtration, e.g., [32]. For context, the Association of Home Appliance
Manufacturers (AHAM) recommends that “appropriately sized” portable air cleaners are 2/3 of
the floor area of the space being cleaned [33], which corresponds to an additional loss term of
5 h'! (Aportable air filter = CADR / Building Volume).

Another important simplifying assumption in our analysis is the use of a single, albeit well-
mixed, box with closed windows and doors as the basis for modeling indoor particulate
exposures. In the context of complex, multizone buildings; many larger buildings contain
multiple HVAC systems which may vary in their filtration capabilities. In some cases, there is
little air (and thus airborne particles) exchanged between zones and so the overall building can
be modeled as the combination of independent, well-mixed zones as is done in this study with
institutional housing (RES4, RES5, and RES6 building types). However, in other cases the effects
of improved filtration may be physically localized in ways not captured in our estimates. As one
example, we assume that HVAC filters in hospital air handling systems are uniformly rated
MERV 14 or 15 and so, for this building type, no improvement is predicted (i.e., all hospitals
already have the highest rated filters considered in our analysis). Future work could investigate
the degree to which all zones have the same filtration capabilities and therefore if the air
quality in some building zones could benefit from the use of higher rated filters.

Furthermore, the Indoor Normalized TSIAC results provided here are intended for use within a
single-well mixed zone. As such they are not appropriate to assess within building, but cross
zone contamination spread. For example, an apartment building may have many apartments,
each with a separate HVAC system (zone). The Indoor Normalized TSIAC results presented here
could be used to assess the degree to which particles released in one apartment exposes
individuals in the same apartment. However, our Indoor Normalized TSIAC results, as calculated
here, does not inform the degree to which individuals in a neighboring apartment are exposed.

Finally the parameters used in this study are representative descriptions of the factors affecting
air flow and particle behavior in US buildings. In some cases, the parameter values chosen were
based on limited information available in the literature and thus are thus based on the best
existing data combined with our best engineering judgement. Dillon et al. [7] provides further
discussion and suggestions for future research to improve these parameter values. We note
that regardless of these uncertainties, our results broadly suggest that improving air filtration in
buildings can reduce indoor airborne particle exposures across a wide range of building types.
Further, the analysis methodology developed here could be applied to more detailed building
models, including studies of specific buildings, where specific parameter values could be better
characterized.
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Supplemental Material A: Detailed Results

The companion spreadsheet contains our modeling results for four filtration scenarios (baseline
and three improvement scenarios) for each of the 32 building use types. The outputs for each
filter and building combination include five aerosol sizes (0.1, 0.3, 1, 3, 10 um diameter) and
four airborne loss rates (0, 0.1, 1, 10 hrl).
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Supplemental Material B: Results Summary

Table B1. Summary of US Building Transmission Factors — the ratio of the indoor exposures to
the corresponding outdoor exposure — for selected building types, two aerosol sizes, and the
0 h'l airborne loss rate. (dimensionless)

Relative Improvement from
Absolute Values

Select Baseline Scenario
Buildings Baseline Min Min Min Min Min Min
(Use Types) s . MERYV 7 MERV 11 | MERV 14 MERYV 7 MERV 11 | MERV 14
cenario

Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario

1 pm aerodynamic diameter

Single Family | ¢ 35 0.21 0.21 0.19 1.6 1.6 1.8
Homes (RES1)
Small Apt 0.18 0.055 0.054 0.034 3.2 3.2 5.1
(RES3B, RES3C)
Large Apt 0.17 0.057 0.056 0.024 3.0 3.1 7.2
(RES3E, RES3F)
Retail Stores 0.29 0.16 0.16 0.060 1.8 1.8 4.8
(COM1)
Offices (COM4, [ ¢ 55 0.18 0.18 0.056 1.4 1.4 4.4
COMS, GOV1)
Schools (EDU1) |  0.34 0.20 0.20 0.078 1.7 1.7 4.4

3 um aerodynamic diameter

Single Family

0.16 0.10 0.10 0.10 1.6 1.6 1.6
Homes (RES1)
Small Apt
0.066 0.025 0.025 0.022 2.6 2.6 3.0
(RES3B, RES3C)
Large Apt
0.052 0.020 0.020 0.015 2.5 2.6 3.4
(RES3E, RES3F)
Retail Stores
0.11 0.055 0.055 0.036 2.0 2.0 3.1
(comi)
Offices (COM4,
0.10 0.059 0.057 0.032 1.6 1.7 3.0
COMS5, GOV1)
Schools (EDU1) 0.14 0.073 0.071 0.048 1.9 2.0 2.9
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1084  Table B2. Summary of US Indoor Normalized Time and Space Integrated Air Concentrations
1085 (Indoor Normalized TSIAC) — indoor exposures to indoor-origin airborne particles — for
1086 selected building types, two aerosol sizes, and the 0 h'! airborne loss rate. (s m?)

Relative Improvement from
Absolute Values

Select Baseline Scenario
Buildings Baseline Min Min Min Min Min Min
(Use Types) s . MERV7 | MERV11 | MERV14 | MERV7 | MERV 11 | MERV 14
cenario

Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario

1 pm aerodynamic diameter

Single Family 18 11 10 9.8 1.7 1.7 1.8
Homes (RES1)
Small Apt 15 4.5 4.5 3.0 3.3 3.4 5.0
(RES3B, RES3()
Large Apt 9.6 4.0 4.0 2.6 2.4 2.4 3.7
(RES3E, RES3F)
Retail Stores 6.3 4.8 4.7 3.7 1.3 1.3 1.7
(com1)
Offices (COM4, 3.3 3.0 2.9 2.4 1.1 1.1 14
COM5, GOV1)
Schools (EDU1) 5.0 4.1 4.0 3.2 1.2 1.2 1.5

3 um aerodynamic diameter

Single Family
10 6.7 6.5 6.4 1.5 1.6 1.6
Homes (RES1)
Small Apt
7.2 2.8 2.8 2.6 2.6 2.6 2.8
(RES3B, RES3C)
Large Apt
4.4 2.6 2.5 2.3 1.7 1.7 1.9
(RES3E, RES3F)
Retail Stores
3.9 3.4 34 3.2 1.2 1.2 1.2
(com1)
Offices (COM4,
2.4 2.3 2.2 2.1 1.1 1.1 1.1
COMS5, GOV1)
Schools (EDU1) 3.4 3.0 3.0 2.8 1.1 1.1 1.2

1087

LLNL-TR-809043 54


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.14.20101311
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.14.20101311; this version posted May 20, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-ND 4.0 International license .

M Dillon and Reducing Exposures to Airborne
R Sextro Particles Through Improved Filtration

1088 Table B3. Summary of US Building Exit Fractions — the fraction of indoor airborne particles
1089 that are released to the outdoor atmosphere — for selected building types, two aerosol sizes,
1090 and the 0 h'l airborne loss rate. (dimensionless)

Relative Improvement from
Absolute Values

Select Baseline Scenario
Buildings Baseline Min Min Min Min Min Min
(Use Types) s . MERV7 | MERV11 | MERV14 | MERV7 | MERV 11 | MERV 14
cenario

Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario | Scenario

1 pm aerodynamic diameter

Single Family | 4 34 0.21 0.21 0.19 16 16 1.8
Homes (RES1)
Small Apt 0.18 0.060 | 0059 | 0.040 3.0 3.0 4.5
(RES3B, RES3C)
Large Apt 0.19 0.087 0.086 0.057 2.2 2.2 3.4
(RES3E, RES3F)
Retail Stores 0.40 0.32 031 0.25 1.3 1.3 1.6
(COM1)
Offices (COM4, 0.47 0.43 0.43 0.37 1.1 1.1 1.3
COMS, GOV1)
Schools (EDU1) 0.49 0.40 0.39 0.32 1.2 1.2 15

3 um aerodynamic diameter

Single Family
0.17 0.10 0.10 0.10 1.6 1.6 1.6
Homes (RES1)
Small Apt
0.070 0.030 0.030 0.028 2.3 2.4 2.5
(RES3B, RES3C)
Large Apt
0.079 0.051 0.050 0.046 1.6 1.6 1.7
(RES3E, RES3F)
Retail Stores
0.25 0.22 0.22 0.21 1.1 1.1 1.2
(com1)
Offices (COM4,
0.36 0.34 0.34 0.33 1.1 1.0 1.1
COMS5, GOV1)
Schools (EDU1) 0.32 0.28 0.28 0.27 1.1 1.1 1.2

1091
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1092 Table B4. Summary of US Indoor Downwind Exposure Improvements for selected building
1093 types, two aerosol sizes, and the 0 h? airborne loss rate. (dimensionless)

Relative Improvement from Baseline Scenario
Select Buildings
Min MERV 7 Min MERV 11 Min MERV 14
(Use Types)
Scenario Scenario Scenario
1 pm aerodynamic diameter
Single Family Homes (RES1) 2.6 2.6 3.2
Small Apt (RES3B, RES3C) 9.6 9.8 23
Large Apt (RES3E, RES3F) 6.6 6.8 24
3 um aerodynamic diameter
Single Family Homes (RES1) 2.5 2.6 2.6
Small Apt (RES3B, RES3C) 6.2 6.2 7.5
Large Apt (RES3E, RES3F) 4.0 4.2 5.8

1094
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Supplemental Material C: Additional Building Metric Figures

Figure C1 shows the Building Transmission Factors for the improved filtration scenarios. The
indoor/outdoor exposure ratios are all smaller for the improved filtration scenarios than for the
baseline case for the six building types, Figure 1, by the factors illustrated in Figure 2.

Figure C2 shows the Indoor Normalized TSIAC for the improved filtration scenarios. The indoor
exposure ratios are all smaller for the improved filtration scenarios than for the baseline case
for the six building types, Figure 3, by the factors illustrated in Figure 4. Note the change in
vertical scale from Figure 3.

Figure C3 shows the Building Exit Fraction for the improved filtration scenarios. The Building
Exit Fractions are all smaller for the improved filtration scenarios than for the baseline case for
the six building types, Figure 5, by the factors illustrated in Figure 6.
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Figure C1. Improved filtration scenario results for the US Building Transmission Factor
(dimensionless) — the ratio of the indoor exposures to the corresponding outdoor exposure —
for selected building types; two aerosol sizes: 1 um (solid bar) and 3 um diameter (diagonal
striped bar); and a 0 h? airborne loss rate. Higher Building Transmission Factor values
correspond to greater exposures.
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1116
1117  Figure C2. Improved filtration scenario results for the US Indoor Normalized Time and Space

1118 Integrated Air Concentration (Indoor Normalized TSIAC in s m™!) — indoor exposures to indoor-
1119  origin airborne particles — for selected building types; two aerosol sizes: 1 um (solid bar) and 3
1120  um diameter (diagonal striped bar); and a 0 h'! airborne loss rate. Higher Indoor Normalized

1121  TSIAC values correspond to greater exposures. Note the change in vertical scale from Figure 3.
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1123  Figure C3. Improved filtration scenario results for the US Building Exit Fractions (dimensionless)
1124  —the fraction of indoor airborne particles that are released to the outdoor atmosphere — for

1125  selected building types; two aerosol sizes: 1 um (solid bar) and 3 um diameter (diagonal striped
1126  bar); and a 0 h'' airborne loss rate. Higher Exit Fraction values correspond to more particles
1127  released to the outdoor atmosphere.

1128
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Supplemental Material D: Improvement Sensitivity to Particle Size and
Airborne Loss Rate

Figures D1 to D3 illustrates how the improvements to (reduction in) indoor airborne particle
exposure varies with airborne loss rate and particle size using the Building Transmission Factor
metric, the Minimum MERV 14 scenario, and selected building types. Broadly, the improvement
decreases with increasing “generic” first-order airborne loss rate, Agecay and particle size. The
small and large apartment building improvements are sensitive to airborne loss rate and
particle size. The single family home, retail store, office building and school improvements are
notably less sensitive.
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Figure D1. Improvement in the US Building Transmission Factor for two residential building
types; five aerosol sizes: 0.1 um (horizontal striped bar), 0.3 um (downward diagonal striped
bar, 1 um (solid bar), 3 um diameter (upward diagonal striped bar), and 10 um diameter
particles (cross-hatched bar); and four airborne loss rates: 0, 0.1, 1, and 10 h*. The vertical axis
is the ratio of the Building Transmission Factors for the baseline to the Minimum MERV 14
filtration scenario (a value of 1 indicates no improvement, larger numbers indicate greater
improvement).
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Figure D2. Improvement in the US Building Transmission Factor for large apartments and retail
stores; five aerosol sizes: 0.1 um (horizontal striped bar), 0.3 um (downward diagonal striped
bar, 1 um (solid bar), 3 um diameter (upward diagonal striped bar), and 10 um diameter
particles (cross-hatched bar); and four airborne loss rates: 0, 0.1, 1, and 10 h*%. The vertical axis
is the ratio of the Building Transmission Factors for the baseline to the Minimum MERV 14
filtration scenario (a value of 1 indicates no improvement, larger numbers indicate greater
improvement).
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Figure D3. Improvement in the US Building Transmission Factor for office buildings and schools;
five aerosol sizes: 0.1 um (horizontal striped bar); 0.3 um (downward diagonal striped bar, 1 pm
(solid bar), 3 um diameter (upward diagonal striped bar), and 10 um diameter particles (cross-
hatched bar); and four airborne loss rates: 0, 0.1, 1, and 10 h™. The vertical axis is the ratio of
the Building Transmission Factors for the baseline to the Minimum MERV 14 scenario (a value
of 1 indicates no improvement, larger numbers indicate greater improvement).
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