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Abstract

Background

The COVID 19 pandemic has triggered concerns and assumptions globally about transmission of the
SARS-CoV-2 virus via cash transactions.

Objectives

Assess the risk of contracting COVID-19 through exposure to SARS-CoV-2 via cash acting as a fomite
in payment transactions.

Methods

A guantitative microbial risk assessment was conducted for a worst-case scenario assuming an
infectious person at the onset of symptoms, when virion concentrations in coughed droplets are at
their highest. This person then contaminates a banknote by coughing on it and immediately hands it
over to another person, who might then be infected by transferring the virions with a finger from
the contaminated banknote to a facial mucous membrane. The scenario considered transfer
efficiency of virions on the banknote to fingertips when droplets were still wet and after having dried
up and subsequently being touched by finger printing or rubbing the object.

Results

Accounting for the likelihood of the worst-case scenario to occur by considering 1) a local prevalence
of 100 COVID-19 cases/100,000 persons, 2) a maximum of about 1/5" of infected persons transmit
high virus loads and 3) the numbers of cash transactions/person/day, the risk of contracting COVID-
19 via person-to-person cash transactions was estimated to be much lower than once per 39,000
days (107 years) for a single person. In the general populace, there will be a maximum of 2.6
expected cases/100,000 persons/day. The risk for a cashier at an average point of sale was
estimated to be much less than once per 430 working days (21 months).

Discussion

The worst-case scenario is a rare event, therefore, for a single person, the risk of contracting COVID-
19 via person-to-person cash transactions is very low. At a point of sale, the risk to the cashier
proportionally increases but it is still low.

Key words: COVID-19, coronavirus, fomite, risk assessment, QMRA, cash payment, cash transaction,
virus transmission

1. Introduction

The current SARS-CoV-2 inflicted COVID 19 pandemic has triggered concerns globally based on
general assumptions about transmission of the virus via the exchange of banknotes and coins (Auer
et al., 2020; Central Banking, 2020; Gardner, 2020; Roh, 2020). This was linked to general fears that
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58  any frequently touched objects such as banknotes and coins have long been suspected to serve as a
59  transmission vehicle (fomites) of various pathogenic bacteria, parasites, fungi and viruses and now
60 including SARS-CoV-2 (Angelakis et al., 2014; Galbadage et al., 2020; Pal and Bhadada, 2020). In the
61  absence of evidence to the contrary, and based on the relative importance of the four normal viral
62  transmission routes (direct transmission by droplets and touch, indirect transmission via aerosols
63  and fomites), a diligent precautionary approach was adopted and promoted by governments and
64 public health authorities (WHO, 2019; CDC, 2019). On top of that, some central banks also issued

65  statements that they were temporarily quarantining or disinfecting deposited banknotes before

66 reissuing them, or even incinerating them (Choi, 2020; Schroeder and Irrera, 2020; Yeung, 2020).

67  These types of statements undoubtedly had an impact on the means of payments citizens decided to
68  use for their transactions. Indeed, survey data collected by the European Central Bank in July 2020
69  among the general public showed that around 40% of the population of the euro area was to a

70  certain degree concerned about the risk of being infected by handling cash. At the same time, it was
71  seen that one of the main reasons for respondents changing their payment behaviour was simply
72 convenience, it was also partially due to the general concern of being infected via the banknotes

73  themselves, or via hand contact or close proximity to a cashier. It probably was also because of

74  various governmental recommendations to pay cashless (ECB, 2020), which subsequently led to an
75  increase in the use of other means of payment. Still, cash plays a very important role in society

76  worldwide. As stated by the ECB (2020), it is in fact indispensable for a number of reasons, among
77  which the social inclusion of a substantial number of citizens with limited or no access to alternative
78  forms of payment. It is therefore in the interests of society to properly assess the risk due to

79 exposure to SARS-CoV-2 particles via cash as a fomite in payment transactions, and not make

80  uninformed decisions.

81  The US Centres for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) has recently published a “Science brief” on
82  the possible transmission of SARS-CoV-2 from surfaces (CDC, 2021). Here, it is pointed out that the
83 risk of fomite-mediated transmission is dependent on the infection prevalence rate in the

84 community, the amount of virus that infected people expel, the deposition of expelled virus particles
85 onto surfaces (fomites), the interaction with environmental factors, the time between surface

86  contamination and a person touching the surface, the transfer efficiency of virus particles from

87  fomite surfaces to hands and from hands to mucous membranes on the face (nose, mouth, eyes)

88  and, lastly, the dose of virus needed to cause infection through the mucous membrane route. In this
89  science brief, it is concluded that the risk of fomite transmission of SARS-CoV-2 is considered low

90 compared with direct contact, droplet transmission, or airborne transmission, whilst referring to

91  Kampf et al. (2020) and Meyerowitz et al. (2020). Also in this science brief, references to reports are
92  given that indicate that SARS-CoV-2 is transmitted between people by touching surfaces that an ill
93  person has recently coughed or sneezed upon, and then immediately touching their mouth, nose, or
94  eyes (Harvey et al., 2020, Pitol and Julian, 2020, Wilson et al., 2021). The frequency of contact with
95 fomites as part of the risk assessment was not however mentioned in this science brief.

96  Recently, Todt et al. (2021) examined the stability of SARS-COV-2 on different means of payment

97  and developed a touch transfer method to examine transfer efficiency from contaminated surfaces

98  tofingertips. The transfer efficiencies as well as the persistence of the virus from Todt el al. (2021)

99 indicated that the transmission of SARS-CoV-2 via contaminated coins and banknotes requires high
100  viral loads and a timely order of specific events.

101  To understand this better, a quantitative microbial risk assessment (QMRA) was conducted in order
102  to quantify the risks related to a simple but worst-case scenario where an infectious person
103  (provider) contaminated a banknote by coughing on it, and then immediately handed it over to a
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104  second person (acceptor). The acceptor was then possibly infected by transferring SARS-CoV-2

105  virions with their fingers from the contaminated banknote to a facial mucous membrane. The

106  transfer data of Todt et al. (2021) was analysed to pave the way to assess the risk of SARS-CoV-2

107  transmission by banknotes and coins, between two people. The risk assessment was focussed on

108  banknotes and not on coins, because it can be assumed that coins generate a lower risk compared to
109  banknotes simply due to their much-reduced exposed surface areas.

110 2. Methods
111

112 2.1 Scenario
113

114  The risk assessment comprised the following sequence of events thus defining a worst-case scenario
115  as schematically depicted in Figure 1:

116 1. Ahighly infectious person holds a banknote to make a payment and coughs upon it. The
117 cough generates a plume of respiratory droplets and droplet nuclei containing SARS-CoV-2
118 virions. Part of the plume contaminates the banknote with virions.

119 2. The infectious person then passes the banknote to another person (acceptor). Virions are
120 transferred from the banknote to the fingers of the acceptor via touching the freshly

121 contaminated banknote.

122 3. Virions are then transferred from the acceptor’s fingers to their eyes, nose or mouth by
123 touching. This number of transferred virions is considered to be the dose.

124  Note that the assessment did not cover the many other likely permutations of the possible transfer
125  route, i.e., the possible intermediary role of wallets, cash machines, pockets, other precautionary
126  measures such as face masks, hand cleaning and the use of rubber gloves as these routes most

127  probably would lead to a lower amount of virions transferred.

128  The risk characterisation entailed the dose response relationship, expressing the risk per event as
129  described in the exposure assessment, and a sensitivity analysis.

130 Because only short time frames were considered in this sequence of events, and SARS-CoV-2 has
131  been observed to remain infectious in aerosols and on banknotes for hours (Fears et al. 2020; van
132 Doremalen et al. 2020, Todt et al. 2021), decay over time was not modelled in this study. Due to the
133 drying of virus-containing droplets on a surface, virus inactivation proceeds initially faster as shown
134 by Todt et al. (2021). But in a timeframe of seconds to a minute this does not play a role in this

135  assessment and has not been taken into account. The lower transfer efficiencies under dry

136  conditions may be due to picking up virions less efficiently in combination with the numbers of

137  virions that were already reduced due to the drying.

138  This assessment concludes with an estimate of the likelihood of this depicted worst-case scenario
139  while putting the risk assessment in perspective for the general risk per person per day, for both
140  person-to-person and points-of-sale cash transactions.

141

142 2.2 Risk assessment
143

144 Virus concentration
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It was assumed that the viral concentration C [virus RNA copies/mL] in droplets from a cough were
the same as determined in throat and nasal swabs from infected persons. To this end, viral
concentration data collected during the pandemic before July 2020 as published by Schijven et al.
(2021) were used. Here, only the onset of symptoms when the concentrations are highest was
considered. Table 1 lists the corresponding parameters.

Total volume of droplets in a cough

Data on numbers and size distributions of expiratory droplets expelled during coughing were kindly
provided by Chao et al. (2009), who measured droplet size using the interferometric Mie imaging. In
that study, measurements were conducted at 1 cm in front of the mouth. Therefore, evaporation of
the droplets (which would decrease their volume and, hence, increase the concentration of virions in
the droplets) was not considered. Because of the 20 cm — 50 cm distance between the mouth of the
infectious person and his/her hand holding a banknote, the whole spectrum of expelled droplets as
found by Chao et al. (2009) was considered. Chao et al. (2009) used a factor of 18.94 to obtain a
mean total droplet count of 2085. Chao’s data encompassed variability in measurements from ten
healthy volunteers. For each volunteer /, data was collected in seventeen size bins of different
diameters ranging from 1 to 2000 um, that were converted to mean volumes V;; [millilitres] per size
bin j:

Vi = 1072 2(d3 jmin + @2 max) /2 (1)

where d is the diameter [um] and min and max designate minimum and maximum values per size
bin, respectively.

The total volume of droplets from a cough per volunteer, V; [ml] was calculated by summing n;;
samples of V;; for each V;:

Vy= 211'11 Vijngj (2)

Finally, a normal distribution that was truncated between zero and infinity was fitted to the ten V;
values.

Caught fraction of projected cough plume

It was assumed that at the moment of coughing, the infectious person held a banknote in their hand
at a distance X from the face, and only a fraction of the cough plume directed to the banknote
actually contaminated the banknote. Subsequently, the exposed person accepted the banknote and
touched part of its surface area with their fingertips where transfer of virions from the banknote to
the fingertips could take place. The fraction of the projected cough plume on the banknote that is
touched by the fingertips and thereby caught by the exposed person, f,, was calculated as:

A

fo = o (3)

T r[(x+4)tanb]?

where A is the surface area [cm”] of the fingertips touching the banknote, X is the distance [cm]
between the mouth of the infectious person and the banknote at the time of coughing. Distance X
was augmented by 4 cm to include the distance from the throat (the origin of the plume) to the
mouth opening. B is the opening angle of the cough plume (Bourouiba et al.,2014). A, X and Pl were
all modelled as triangular distributions. See Table 1 for the corresponding distribution parameter
values.

Transfer efficiencies from banknote to hand
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185  The transfer efficiency data of infectious SARS-CoV-2 virions from surfaces of banknotes and coins to
186 artificial skin as reported by Todt et al. (2021) were analysed by means of a multivariate linear

187  regression for the relationship between the transfer efficiencies and the input concentrations, types
188  of surfaces, and transfer methods and conditions. (Input concentrations and transfer efficiencies: log
189  base 10; types of surfaces: €0,10 coin, €10 banknote, PVC, steel; transfer condition: wet = immediate
190  contact after inoculation, dry = after desiccation of the droplet; transfer method: by finger print of
191 finger rubbing; regression analyses: R (version 3.5.2 (2018-12-20) - "Eggshell Igloo") and Im

192  (Chambers, 1992; Wilkinson and Rogers, 1973)). Note that data for input concentrations less than
193 2320 infectious virions per ml were excluded from the analysis, because those values as well as the
194 output concentrations (after transfer) were near or below the detection limit and did not allow to
195  determine a transfer efficiency. The model with the lowest Akaike’s Information Criterion (AIC) was
196  selected using the step-function (parameter k=3.84). For graphical presentation of the data package
197  ggplot2 was used (Wickham, 2016). Transfer efficiencies were grouped along the significance of the
198  effects of type of surface, transfer condition and method. For each group of transfer efficiencies, a
199  Beta distribution was fitted and labelled k; group- Note that it was assumed that the transfer

200 efficiencies from Todt et al. (2021) for infectious virions also applied to virus RNA copies.

201  The rate of hand contact with target facial membranes (mouth, eyes, nostrils) was estimated to be
202 on average 15.7 per hour (Nicas and Best, 2008), i.e., once every 4 minutes, and, therefore, frequent
203  enough to justify almost immediate transfer to the facial membranes after having touched the

204  contaminated banknote. For transfer efficiency, k,, of SARS-CoV-2 from contaminated fingers to the
205 face, i.e., lips, nose, eyes, the value 0.34 for transfer of bacteriophage PRD1 was taken from Rusin et
206 al. (2002). Bacteriophage PRD1 is an environmentally persistent virus, which is strongly negatively
207  charged, and, therefore, can be considered as a conservative model virus regarding virus persistence
208  and attachment to surfaces (Schijven and Hassanizadeh, 2000).

209 Dose and risk
210  The dose D was computed as follows:
211 D~Pois(f,k1k,f,CV) (4)

212 Where f, =1/80 and is a conservative estimate of the fraction of intact virions that are able to infect
213 spedcific cells in a tissue culture (Schijven et al., 2021).

214 Finally, the risk of contracting COVID-19, P;;, was computed using the exponential dose response
215 model:

216 Py=1—eP (5)

217  where ris the preliminary dose response parameter proposed by Haas (2021). Haas (2021)

218 recommended to use the dose response data for human coronavirus 229E as representative for
219  SARS-CoV-2. For human coronavirus 229E, it was found that each plaque forming unit (pfu) has a
220  probability of r=1/18 of causing illness symptoms.

221  Fitting of distributions and Monte Carlo simulation

222 Fitting distributions to data of V and k; g0, and drawing 10 000 Monte Carlo samples of C, V, A, X,
223 and kyg0up Were conducted in Mathematica (version 12.3.0.0, Wolfram Inc, Champaign, IL, USA).

224


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.03.21267258
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.12.03.21267258; this version posted December 5, 2021. 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-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

7

225 3. Results
226

227  Table 3 lists the numbers of virus RNA copies present in a single cough (”coughed”), caught on a

228  banknote area of a size covered by fingertips (“caught on fingertip area”), then actually transferred
229  tothe fingertips and, finally to a mucosal site of the facial area (“dose”). These numbers varied by
230  many orders of magnitude, which stemmed from a combination of the large variation in virus

231  concentration in patient material and the large variation in volume of coughed droplets. The

232 numbers caught on the banknote on a fingertip-sized area were about 400 times lower than the
233 numbers present in a single cough. Under wet conditions, the numbers transferred to the fingertips
234  were lowered by about 5 times. Under dry conditions, the virus RNA copy numbers were reduced 20
235  and 400 times by printing and rubbing, respectively. The amount transferred from the fingertip to
236  the facial area, the dose, was about one-third of the numbers on the fingertips. At the end, the dose
237 was on average about 5,000, 25,000 and 500,000 times lower than the numbers of coughed virions
238  for the wet, dry/print and dry/rub scenarios, respectively.

239  Figure 2 presents the boxplots of the transfer efficiency data according to the type of surface and
240  transfer under wet and dry conditions by printing and rubbing, and shows that the transfer

241  efficiencies under wet conditions were higher than under dry conditions. It can also be seen that
242 under wet conditions, transfer efficiencies were similar for printing and rubbing, but that under dry
243  conditions, transfer efficiencies were lower for rubbing than for printing. According to the statistical
244  analyses of the transfer efficiency data, input concentration and the type of surface did not

245  significantly affect transfer efficiency, but, dry/wet conditions and printing/rubbing did significantly
246 affect transfer efficiency. Under wet conditions, transfer efficiencies were on average 10 times

247  higher than under dry conditions and transfer efficiencies were on average 3 times lower for rubbing
248  compared to printing (See estimated coefficients in Table 2). Therefore, for the risk assessment, the
249 beta distributions were fitted to the transfer efficiencies k; of the €10 banknote under wet

250  conditions, regardless of printing or rubbing and for the dry conditions accounting for printing and
251  rubbing. The corresponding parameters of the three k;’s are listed in Table 1.

252  Figures 3a — 3c depict the corresponding mean risks of 0.17 (=1/6), 0.082 (=1/12) and 0.014 (=1/71)
253  per cash transaction under the worst-case scenario, which is assuming an infectious person

254  immediately handed over a heavily contaminated banknote followed by wet, dry/print and dry/rub
255  transfer conditions, respectively. The risk distributions spanned the range from zero to one due to
256  the wide ranges of the transferred numbers of virus particles. These risk estimates can also be

257 expressed as contracting on average COVID-19 once per 6, 12 and 71 cash transactions carried out
258  under the worst-case scenario for the wet, the dry/print and the dry/rub transfer conditions,

259 respectively.

260 Figure 3d depicts the mean risk Py of contracting COVID-19, as a function of a given number of virus
261  RNA copies per ml mucus for each of the three transfer scenarios over the concentration range from
262 10’ to 10™ virus RNA copies per ml. In the legend, the corresponding percentiles are given for having
263  atleast a specific virus concentration. From these curves, it can be seen that the risk level of 1% will
264  be exceeded at a virus concentration of about 107, 6x10” and 10° virus RNA copies per ml for the
265  wet, dry/print and dry/rub transfer scenarios, respectively. The risk level of 10% will be exceeded at
266  avirus concentration of about 10%, 6x10° and 10'° virus RNA copies per ml for the wet, dry/print and
267 dry/rub transfer scenarios, respectively. In summary, under the worst-case scenario, in which an

268 infectious person immediately handed over a contaminated banknote, these curves imply that in the
269  wet transfer scenario, with an about average virus concentration of 10® virus RNA copies per ml, the
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270  risk can be considered high, which is no surprise given the worst-case conditions. But in the dry/rub
271  scenario, a high virus concentration as produced by a super spreader expelling virus at a
272 concentration of 10" virus RNA copies per ml would be required to achieve the same risk level.

273

274 4 Discussion
275

276  The current study aimed to assess, using a number of worst-case assumptions, the risk of becoming
277  ill through using cash in a transaction with another person, which acts as a fomite of SARS-CoV2
278  during cash payment transactions. The worst-case assumptions are as follows:

279 1) The person that expelled the SARS-CoV-2 virions was at the onset of symptoms, when virion
280  concentrations in the expelled droplets are at their highest.

281  2) The cough was aimed such that the cough plume completely encompassed the banknote which
282  was held normal to the direction of the cough.

283  3) Contact between the banknote and fingertips and subsequently facial area was immediate,
284  implying inactivation of virions was negligible.

285  4) 1 PFU corresponded to a conservative estimate of one per 80 virus RNA copies (Schijven et al.,
286  2021). The latter in combination with the prudent preliminary dose response parameter of 1/18

287 (Haas et al., 2021), corresponded to 1/1440 virus RNA copies on average leading to illness, which
288  was not too conservative after all because it matched the number of viral genomes needed to

289 initiate infection of about 1000 (1-5000) as reported by Popa et al. (2020) based on a transmission
290 network with thirty-nine transmission events. Basu (2021) estimated an infectious dose of about 100
291 virions to explain a superspreading event.

292  5) Current preventative measures such as hand cleaning and face masks and physical barriers
293  between cashiers and the public were not taken into account.

294  To determine the volume of droplets in a single cough using the data from Chao et al. (2009)

295  variability in numbers of coughed droplets between persons was accounted for. Jones (2020) also
296  used the Chao data but accounting for variability by using Poisson variance for each diameter class,
297  which is a much narrower distribution. In contrast, Duguid (1945) reported much wider ranges of
298  expelled particles of 1 — 100 micrometres by a lip cough of 490 — 16.000 or a tongue-teeth cough of
299 1500 —52000.

300 According to the statistical analysis of the transfer efficiency data, the type of surface was apparently
301 an insignificant factor, nevertheless, risk estimates for a scenario in which a €1 or €2 coin was

302  handed over should be much lower simply because the fingertips of the payer shield most of the

303 coin surface area against virus contamination from a cough.

304  The risk assessment demonstrated that risks of contracting COVID-19 could be high in the worst-case
305 eventsas described. Transfer efficiencies were derived from the experimental data from Todt et al.
306  (2021), in which droplet spots of 10 ul (diameter of about 5 mm) were deposited on the different
307  surfaces. Desiccation has been shown to reduce the numbers of virions by two orders of magnitude
308  after 7 hours of time (Todt et al., 2021). In the contamination event, the amount of mucus caught on
309  the banknote is likely dispersed over much smaller droplets, and, hence, desiccation may happen
310  much faster.
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311  From equation 4, it is obvious that dose D is directly proportional to the concentration of virus RNA
312  copies C, the volume of droplets in a single cough V, the fraction of the cough caught by the area
313  covered by fingertips f,, the transfer efficiencies k; and kz, and, finally, the fraction of infectious

314  viruses f,. Table 1 shows that the 5-percentile - 95-percentile range of C spanned four orders of

315  magnitude, but more or less one order for all the other parameters. Therefore, the variability in D is
316 by far determined by C. Figure 3d depicts the mean risk P;; of contracting COVID-19 as a function of
317  the number of virus RNA copies per ml mucus for each the three transfer scenarios over the

318  concentration range from 10” to 10" virus RNA copies per ml. Considering 10*° virus RNA copies per
319 ml representing a super spreader event (Schijven et al., 2021), mean values of P;; become high for all
320 three transfer scenarios. The viral load of the Delta variant might be at this level because there are
321  indications that the viral load of the Delta variant is 1000 times higher than the initial variants of
322 2020 (Lietal., 2021).

323 The virus transmission route that was chosen, i.e., coughing onto a banknote and then immediately
324 passing it to another person by hand, can be assumed to happen only very rarely in public life

325 because it is neither socially acceptable nor courteous, and people would normally avoid such an
326  action. During the pandemic, it probably became even less likely due to hygienic measures, social
327  distancing, wearing of masks and increased awareness. Evaluation of the likelihood of the depicted
328  event entails analysing the frequency of cash transactions, prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 infection as
329  well as physical/biological susceptibility to SARS-CoV-2 infection. According to a study on the

330 payment attitudes of consumers in the euro area in 2019, 1.2x10™ cash transactions (1.1x10™ point-
331  of-sale and 8.0x10° person-to-person) were made involving a value of €2.0x10" (ECB, 2020). This
332  amounts to an average of €17 per cash transactions and may be interpreted that at least one

333  banknote is involved in each cash transactions. The same study estimated that on average in the
334  euro area, consumers made 1.1 cash transactions and 0.4 card transactions per person per day (ECB,
335  2020).

336  Aspreviously stated, in the depicted worst-case event, the risk of contracting COVID-19 under wet
337 transfer conditions from a banknote was estimated to be 1 per 6 events. In reality, not every

338 infectious person is at the onset of symptoms when emission of virions is at its highest. About 10 to
339  20% of people with COVID-19 cause 80% of subsequent infections — which may lead to so-called

340  superspreading events — while 60-75% of people with COVID-19 infect no one else (Bi et al., 2020;
341 Chen et al., 2021; Endo et al., 2020; Goyal et al., 2021). Most people with COVID-19 infect no one
342 because they expel little —if any — infectious SARS-CoV-2 when they talk, breathe, sing or cough, but
343 highly infectious individuals on the other hand have high concentrations of the virus in their airways,
344  particularly the first few days after developing symptoms, and can expel tens to thousands of

345  infectious virus particles per minute (Chen et al., 2021). Interpreting this heterogeneity in

346  transmissibility and shedding of SARS-CoV-2, in which at maximum about one fifth of infected

347  persons transmit high loads of virus particles, it may be assumed that estimated risks are at least five
348  times lower than those estimated for the worst-case scenario with a person at the onset of having
349  symptoms. Assuming a local prevalence of SARS-CoV-2 infections of 100 per 100,000 persons, which
350 falls well within an area classified as orange in the standard publicised ECDC charts (ECDC, 2021),
351  together with the knowledge that there are 1.1 cash transactions per person per day, this would

352  imply that a person-to-person cash transaction with an infectious person would occur with a

353 probability of 1.1/1000 per day. For a single person, this leads to a risk estimate of contamination of
354  once per 5x1000/(0.17x1.1x0.7) = 39,000 days (107 years) for person-to-person cash transactions.

355  Also, hardly any person will cough on a banknote when paying, therefore, this risk estimate must
356  actually be much lower than once per 39,000 days for the average citizen. How much lower because
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of this is unknown. Additionally, when taking into account that currently in European countries a
substantial part of the population has now acquired immunity by infection or vaccination, this risk
can now be proportionally lowered even further as time progresses. A second conclusion is that in
the general populace, assuming 100 infectious persons per 100,000, there will be much less than
100,000x1/5%0.17x1.1x0.7/1000 = 2.6 expected cases per 110,000 transactions (100,000 persons)
per day.

Point-of-sale and person-to-person cash transactions differ significantly in frequency and exposure
levels and therefore should be considered separately. At any point of sale, a cashier at a
supermarket or similar shop may be dealing with cash transactions many more times per day, and is
therefore, more exposed to the risk of touching contaminated banknotes and objects. At an average
point of sale, with a cashier conducting 100 cash transactions per day, the risk for the cashier with
no protection is obviously proportionally increased compared to the risk per single person-to-person
cash transactions to a rate much lower than once per (39,000x1.1/100=) 430 working days (21
months). This again emphasises that it is important that adequate precautions are taken at points of
sale to protect the cashier. Having an infectious cashier must obviously be avoided at all times,
emphasising the importance of the public messages for regular testing and that every person with
symptoms must self-isolate.

To conclude, the overall risk of transmission via banknotes between members of the general public
with no protection is very low (much less than once every 39,000 days). The worst-case scenario as
analysed in this paper may be a high-risk event, but it is also a rare event. Obviously, cashiers are
more at risk than the public (much less than once every 430 days) even if still with a low risk to
contract COVID-19 through exposure to SARS-CoV-2 via cash. In any case, this should not prevent
from following the national and international guidelines in such circumstances.

Additional research is necessary to assess if the risk increases significantly because of potentially
newer virus variants.
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Tables
Table 1. Parameter values
Unit Distribution Parameter values Mean 5% 95%
Logioc  Logio(N/mL) Normal u=7.5, 0=1.3 7.5 5.4 9.7
v pL Normal, 0-o0 u=8.4, 0=7.0 10 14 20
X cm Triangular min=20, max=50, mode=40 37 25 46
° Triangular ~ min=20.5, max=27.3, mode=23.9 24 21 26
A cm? Triangular min=1, max=4, mode=2 2.3 1.4 3.5
fa - Equation 3 - 0.0025 0.0011 0.0050
k1, wet - Beta o=1.5, B=5.9 0.20 0.026 0.45
Ka,dry, print - Beta a=2.3, p=1000 0.056 0.00071 0.19
K3, dry,rub - Beta 0a=0.62, =11 0.0024 0.00051 0.0053
kz - - 0.34
v - - 1/80
r - - 1/18

Table 2 Parameter estimates from regression analysis of the log,, of the transfer efficiencies

Estimate Std. Error Pr(>|t|)
dry/wet: wet 1.0 0.17 3.5x107
print/rub: rub 0.5 0.17 5.7x10°°

Adjusted R°=47%; 45 degrees of freedom

Table 3 Numbers of virus RNA copies in the coughed plume, caught on fingertip area, transferred
to fingertips and dose according wet, dry/print and dry/rub scenarios.

Mean Min Max Median 5% 95%
Coughed 25x107 2 2.0x10°  2.5x10°  1.6x10°  4.3x10’
Caught on fingertip area 6.2x10° 0 4.3x10"  5.6x10° 3 1.0x10°
Wet: transfer to fingertips 1.4x10* 0 1.5x10"  8.4x10" 0 1.7x10*
Wet: dose 47x10° 0  51x10° 2.9x10° 0 5.8x10°
Dry/print: transfer to fingertips 3.1x10° 0 5.6x10° 1.3x10" 0 3.8x10°
Dry/print: dose 1.0x10° 0 1.9x10° 5 0 1.3x10°
Dry/rub: transfer to fingertips 1.5x10° 0 1.4x10° 1 0 2.0x10?
Dry/rub: dose 5.0x10° 0 4.8x10* 0 0 6.9x10"
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Figures

Figure 1 Schematic view of the contamination scenario.

Figure 2 Boxplots of the log,, transfer efficiency data according to the type of surface and transfer
under wet and dry conditions by printing and rubbing. Data from Todt et al. (2021).

Figure 3 Histograms (a, b, c) of the distribution of the risk P;; of contracting COVID-19 according to
three transfer scenarios (wet, dry/print and dry/rub transfer) and (d) the mean risk P;, of
contracting COVID-19 as a function of the number of virus RNA copies per ml mucus for each the
three transfer conditions in the worst-case scenario.

The probability that an infectious person at the onset of symptoms is expelling at least 10°, 10°,
107, 10%, 10°, 10" or 10** RNA copies/mL is 100%, 88%, 66%, 36%, 13%, 2.7% and 0.34%,
respectively, based on virus load data in the beginning of the pandemic.
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