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Abstract  9 

Poor indoor air quality has been demonstrated to increase the risk of transmitting infectious 10 
agents and to expose individuals to the phenomenon of sick building syndrome. In light of 11 
these findings, most countries have established specific guidelines regarding indoor air quality 12 
in university rooms. In France, for instance, the maximum permissible concentration of carbon 13 
dioxide (CO2) in university rooms without mechanical ventilation is set at 1,300 parts per 14 
million (ppm), and the minimum volume per occupant is 15 m3. For rooms with mechanical 15 
ventilation, the minimum clean air flow rate is 25 m3/h/occupant.  16 

The primary objective of this study was to design and demonstrate the feasibility of a simple, 17 
cost-effective method for comparing the reality of indoor air quality in all university rooms 18 
with legal requirements. The secondary objectives of the present study were to demonstrate the 19 
efficacy of the proposed method in identifying and reporting problematic situations, and in 20 
issuing practical recommendations. 21 

Mobile CO2 sensors (Aranet4) were provided to volunteer lecturers to measure the CO2 22 
concentration during and after classes. The number of occupants and the condition of openings 23 
were also recorded. These data were supplemented by measurements from 117 fixed Carbon 24 
Nexelec sensors. The data were then fitted to a model, which enabled the characterization of 25 
air quality and the estimation of the gauge reduction required to comply with the law.  26 

None of the 14 rooms without mechanical ventilation complied with the legal minimum of 15 27 
m3/occupant. 75% of the third quartiles of CO2 concentrations during classes exceeded 2692 28 
ppm. In rooms with mechanical ventilation, median clean air flow was 15 m3/h/occupant at 29 
100% occupancy (9 m3/h/occupant for the first quartile).  In 32 out of 41 rooms with 30 
mechanical ventilation (78%), the clean air flow was estimated to be below the legal minimum 31 
of 25 m3/h/occupant at 100% occupancy. Concentrations in excess of 5,000 ppm were observed 32 
in 23 of the 101 rooms equipped with fixed sensors. 33 

The proposed method has demonstrated its feasibility in real-life conditions. For the purpose 34 
of evaluating the air quality of all rooms affiliated with universities, it is recommended that 35 
this method be used in a systematic manner. The findings of this study indicate that a significant 36 
proportion of the examined rooms may not be in accordance with the relevant legislation, 37 
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thereby jeopardizing the health of the occupants. In order to comply with the law, the method 38 
proposed here to estimate gauge reduction should be applied. 39 

 40 

1. Introduction  41 

The Corona Virus Disease 2019 (CoViD-19) pandemic has drawn attention to the risk of 42 
airborne transmission of infectious agents, particularly in enclosed environments. Indeed, as 43 
early as 2020, several studies highlighted the airborne transmission of the severe acute 44 
respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2, SARS-CoV-2 [1] [2]. It therefore immediately became 45 
clear that the quality of ventilation in the workplace was an essential factor in limiting the 46 
spread of the pandemic. Indeed, several studies had confirmed that the incidence rate of 47 
airborne infectious diseases is higher in poorly ventilated premises than in well-ventilated 48 
premises [3] [4]. Since then, studies have confirmed that the installation of effective 49 
mechanical ventilation in school classrooms significantly reduces the risk of SARS-CoV-2 50 
contamination [5]. 51 

However, it has long been recognized that carbon dioxide (CO2) concentration can be used to 52 
assess the quality of ventilation in a room [6]. More specifically, a link has been established 53 
between a high CO2 concentration and an increased risk of transmission of airborne viruses 54 
such as SARS-CoV-2 [7]. Furthermore, physico-chemical mechanisms explaining the effect 55 
on SARS-CoV-2 infectivity of even a moderate increase in CO2 concentration are beginning 56 
to be elucidated [8].  57 

Moreover, independently of the increased risk of transmission of airborne infections, various 58 
studies report a correlation between high CO2 concentrations and various psycho-cognitive 59 
disorders, including headaches, fatigue, nausea and even dizziness. Sick Building Syndrome 60 
[9], a nosological entity recognized by the World Health Organization since 1982, brings 61 
together the various symptoms experienced by occupants of poorly ventilated buildings. These 62 
symptoms may be linked to CO2 itself or to various chemical pollutants present in the 63 
atmosphere of public buildings, particularly Volatile Organic Compounds exhaled by building 64 
occupants [10] , [11], [12]. 65 

For all these reasons, legislation in many countries sets maximum CO2 concentration 66 
thresholds not to be exceeded, as well as minimum ventilation rates in rooms with mechanical 67 
ventilation, compatible with the recommendations of the American Society of Heating, 68 
Refrigerating and Air-Conditioning Engineers [6]. This is the case in France, where the 69 
following thresholds apply in universities. In university rooms with mechanical ventilation, the 70 
legal maximum CO2 concentration is 1,000 parts per million (ppm), with a tolerance of up to 71 
1,300 ppm, and the minimum clean air flow per occupant is 25 m3/h/occupant. In university 72 
rooms without mechanical ventilation, there is no legal maximum CO2 concentration, however 73 
a minimum volume per occupant of 15 m3/occupant is required. In two opinions [13] [14], 74 
France's highest public health authority, the HCSP (High Council for Public Health), has set a 75 
"rapid action threshold" of 1,500 ppm "indicating unacceptable air confinement in the light of 76 
the scientific literature, and requiring corrective action (lowering the occupancy gauge or 77 
evacuating the room, modifying the technical means of aeration and ventilation)". In a recent 78 
opinion [15], it set a maximum CO2 concentration target of 800 ppm and a minimum clean air 79 
flow per occupant in mechanically ventilated rooms of 50 m3/h/occupant.  80 
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The public health benefits of working in good-quality air have therefore been demonstrated, 81 
and the legal framework guaranteeing air quality in buildings open to the public, particularly 82 
universities, is clear. However, to the best of our knowledge, no study has proposed a method 83 
for measuring indoor air quality in universities that is designed to check the compatibility of 84 
all university classrooms with the relevant legal requirements. A number of one-off studies 85 
have been carried out to characterize CO2 concentrations or fresh-air ventilation rates in 86 
selected university or school classrooms (see, for example, [3] [4] [5] [16] [17]).  [17] 87 
delineates three classes of methods applicable to estimating fresh air ventilation rates: direct 88 
measurement of flow, study of the decay of marker gases diffused in a controlled manner, and 89 
study of markers -in particular CO2- spontaneously emitted when rooms are used by humans. 90 
[17] characterized the ventilation of 214 rooms in seven universities or schools, most of which 91 
had mechanical ventilation. However, the majority of the estimates of ventilation performance 92 
in this study were derived from the study of the decay of marker gases, which would be 93 
incompatible with the systematic and regular estimation of all ventilation rates. 94 

The primary objective of the present study was to demonstrate the feasibility of a method 95 
designed to ascertain the compatibility of all university rooms with legal requirements in terms 96 
of CO2 concentration and fresh air ventilation rate. The implementation of this method on a 97 
broad scale would facilitate the determination of the CO2 concentration levels attained when 98 
university rooms are utilized under real-life conditions, as well as the estimation of the 99 
performance of both natural and mechanical ventilation systems. The proposed method is 100 
sufficiently simple and inexpensive to be implemented on a very regular basis (at least once a 101 
year) in all rooms with mechanical ventilation. The air quality in these rooms is contingent on 102 
the performance of the air handling units, which exhibits variability over time due to the 103 
effectiveness of the maintenance procedures employed. This necessitates regular verification 104 
to ensure optimal functioning.  105 

In order to achieve this objective, the present study applied a methodological approach to the 106 
analysis of the compatibility between the actual conditions of use of rooms in a French 107 
university, Univ. Grenoble Alpes (UGA), and the legal requirements and recommendations of 108 
the HCSP in terms of CO2 levels and ventilation performance. This entailed the 109 
characterization of the distributions of CO2 concentrations in all the rooms under study, 110 
contingent on their actual conditions of use, as well as the mechanical ventilation performance 111 
of the rooms that had it or the volume per occupant in rooms lacking mechanical ventilation. 112 
A secondary objective was to demonstrate that our method enables detection of situations likely 113 
to endanger the health of users and alert the administrators of the universities. The third 114 
objective was to demonstrate the feasibility of using the proposed method to provide practical 115 
recommendations to university administrators regarding indoor air quality. 116 

It swiftly became evident that to accomplish our objectives, it was imperative to collect not 117 
only CO2 values, but also data regarding actual room occupancy conditions (particularly the 118 
number of occupants and the state of door and window openings). These data are not readily 119 
available in the information systems of universities. While room reservation systems at 120 
universities facilitate the identification of rooms allocated for specific classes, the accuracy of 121 
predicting student attendance remains a challenge. While a network of fixed CO2 sensors offers 122 
valuable insights, it is not sufficient for the study's objectives. 123 

The collection of information necessary to achieve our objectives necessitates the commitment 124 
of teaching staff. This necessity led to the formulation of the original concept of a "participatory 125 
CO2 measurement campaign". This concept is predicated on the principle of involving UGA 126 
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staff in measuring CO2 (using portable sensors) and collecting data on actual classroom 127 
occupancy conditions. 128 

2. Materials and Methods 129 

2.1 Launch of a “participatory CO2 measurement campaign” 130 

On October 23, 2023, the SNESUP-FSU union used its electronic mailing list for UGA staff 131 
to invite them to take part in a campaign to study CO2 under real conditions in UGA rooms. 132 
The pdf document to which they were directed presented the interest and objectives of the 133 
study, the commitments to be made in order to participate, how the results would be shared, 134 
and described the information to be gathered on the measurement conditions, as well as the 135 
method for implementing the sensor and sharing the measurements. Each participant had 136 
access to a personal section of the UGA cloud, where they could upload their CO2 measurement 137 
files for each session, as well as the file describing the measurement conditions. A reservation 138 
file accessible to all participants made it possible to reserve a sensor and to contact the 139 
colleague who had reserved it before and the colleague who had reserved it afterwards (so that 140 
participants could transmit sensors to each other, without centralized intervention). In the final 141 
part of the study, those who could were asked to leave the sensor in place for at least an hour 142 
after the end of the human presence in the room, with all openings closed. 143 

2.2 Collecting room usage conditions as part of the “participatory campaign” 144 

For each measurement session, each participant was asked to record the conditions of use of 145 
the room in a pre-determined format set out in an Excel template. This file asked for the 146 
following information: name of building, name of room, room gauge J, existence of mechanical 147 
ventilation, position of sensor, date, start time, end time, number of people in the room (as a 148 
function of time), state of opening of doors and windows (as a function of time), and if possible, 149 
room dimensions. Free-format observations could be added. For some rooms, measurements 150 
of room dimensions were taken using a Dexter laser rangefinder (accuracy ± 2 mm), enabling 151 
the area A and volume V of the room to be estimated.  152 

2.3 CO2 measurements 153 

2.3.1 CO2 measurements using the “participatory campaign” 154 

Four Aranet4 sensors were made available to participants. These sensors complied with the 155 
recommendations of the French Environment Code [18] for CO2 measurements (measurement 156 
by non-dispersive infrared absorption spectrometry, measurement range 0 to 5,000 ppm; 157 
measurement uncertainty ± [30 ppm + 3% of reading]). They measure CO2 concentrations in 158 
ppm. They had been calibrated in accordance with the manufacturer's recommended procedure. 159 
This procedure consists of installing the sensor in a place where the CO2 concentration is close 160 
to 420 ppm. In order to be as close as possible to this value, the calibration was performed 161 
outdoors in an environment with adequate wind exposure, sparsely built-up, far from industrial 162 
activities and car traffic, with the sensor positioned at a distance from plants. The procedure is 163 
initiated from the application installed on a mobile phone and requires no intervention other 164 
than starting the calibration and waiting for it to complete (which takes about 15 minutes). 165 
Regular calibration checks were carried out, verifying that at certain times of the day they 166 
measured outdoor concentrations between 420 and 470 ppm. No recalibration was necessary. 167 
These lightweight, portable sensors record one measurement per minute, and digitally transfer 168 
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the data in .csv format to a smartphone via an app that can be downloaded from any app store. 169 
Spot measurements were taken outside teaching buildings by some participants. 170 

2.3.2 Access to data collected by fixed UGA sensors 171 

CO2 measurements from the “participatory campaign” were enriched by data captured by 117 172 
Carbon Nexelec sensors deployed by the UGA. These sensors take a reading every 10 minutes 173 
and transmit their data over a private wireless long-range wide area network. The UGA makes 174 
all these measurements available to its staff, via its intranet, on a Grafana® platform. 175 

2.4 Transfer of measurement conditions and measurements 176 

The app downloaded by each participant onto their smartphone enabled them to transfer the 177 
measurement file to their personal computer via the application of their choice. For each 178 
measurement session, the participant uploaded two files to the personal section of the UGA 179 
cloud assigned to him/her: the CO2 measurement file, in .csv format; and the Excel file 180 
containing the measurement conditions. 181 

2.5 Processing data from the “participatory campaign” 182 

2.5.1 Processing data measured during room occupancy 183 

For each measurement session, an Excel interpretation file was created, containing both the 184 
measurement conditions and the measurements themselves. A graph of the CO2 curve versus 185 
time was generated, also showing the HCSP target values (800 and 1,500 ppm), the legal value 186 
(1,300 ppm), and the thresholds of 2,500 and 4,000 ppm. The following parameters were 187 
systematically calculated for each session, when the necessary information was available: 188 
gauge J, median N of the number of occupants, occupancy rate ROcc = N/J, volume per occupant 189 
when ROcc = 100% VJ = V/J, median of CO2, Q3 value of the third quartile of CO2, portion of 190 
the duration of the session spent with CO2 > 1,500 ppm and with CO2 > 2,500 ppm, clean air 191 
flow per occupant DN when N occupants are present in the room (so DJ is the clean air flow per 192 
occupant when ROcc = 100%), total clean air flow D in the room.  193 

In order to estimate DN, the classical model of CO2 concentration in a well-mixed space was 194 
utilized [19]. This model states that, in a room with N occupants, 195 

(1)																									𝑐(𝑡) = (
𝐷!"#
𝐷$

+ 𝑐!"%+ (1 − 𝑒&'%) + 𝑐(0)𝑒&'% 196 

where c(t) is the concentration of CO2 at time t, 𝐷!"# is the average CO2 generation rate by 197 

human beings, cext is the concentration of CO2 outside the building, and 𝑘 = !
"

 is the air 198 
renewal rate. As a consequence, when c(t) reaches a steady state climit 199 

(2)																									𝑐()*)% =
𝐷!"#
𝐷$

+ 𝑐!"% 200 

hence  201 
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(3)																									𝐷$ =
𝐷!"#

𝑐()*)% − 𝑐!"%
 202 

 203 

This model requires an estimation of 𝐷!"#, the average CO2 generation rate by human beings. 204 
This rate has been determined to be 20.2 L/h [20]. We propose to estimate climit by Q3. The 205 
reasons for these choices of the estimations of Dexp and of Q3 are discussed in section 4.1.2. As 206 
a consequence, if cext is expressed in ppm,  DN (m3/h) was estimated by 207 

(4)																									𝐷$ =
20,200
𝑄+ − 𝑐!"%

 208 

As a consequence,  209 

(5)																									𝐷 = 𝑁𝐷$ = 𝑁
20,200
𝑄+ − 𝑐!"%

 210 

 211 

(6)																							𝐷, =
𝐷
𝐽 =

𝑁
𝐽
20,200
𝑄+ − 𝑐!"%

 212 

For university rooms without mechanical ventilation, French law imposes VJ ≥ 15 m3/occupant. 213 
Accordingly, the legal gauge can be defined as JLegal = min [J ; J VJ / 15]. Although there is no 214 
legal maximal value of CO2 in university rooms in France, the HCSP Gauge  JHCSP can be 215 
defined as the maximal number of occupants not to overpass the 1,500 ppm threshold 216 
recommended by HCSP. The previously mentioned model of CO2 concentration in a well-217 
mixed space implies that, if the CO2 limit concentration is 1,500 ppm, the minimum flow of 218 
clean air per occupant DHCSP satisfies DHCSP = 20,200/(1,500-cext), where cext is the outdoor 219 
concentration. From this it can be deduced that JHCSP = min [J ; J DJ / DHCSP].  220 

Since the true value of the outdoor CO2 concentration was rarely available, we opted to 221 
overestimate D by using the maximum value of CO2 measured outdoors (500 ppm), and to 222 
underestimate DHCSP by using the minimum possible value (417 ppm, world average CO2 223 
concentration [21]). These choices all maximize the estimate of the JHCSP gauge. The reasons 224 
for this choice will be discussed in section 4.1.2. 225 

For rooms with mechanical ventilation, French law imposes DJ ≥ 25 m3/occupant in 226 
universities. The legal gauge can then be defined as JLegal = min [J ; J DJ  / 25]. 227 

2.5.2 Processing data measured after room occupancy, with openings closed 228 

The participant had to leave the CO2 sensor in the room for at least 1 hour, after the room had 229 
been used and CO2 had risen above the concentration outside the building. Equation (1) can be 230 
written as 𝑐(𝑡) = 𝑎𝑒!"# + 𝑐$%#. When cext had been measured, this value was used. Otherwise, 231 
cext was assumed to be 500 ppm (this leads to a limited overestimation of k, that will be 232 
discussed in section 4.1.2). To estimate parameters a and k, Excel's SLOPE and INTERCEPT 233 
functions were used, on data {𝑡& 	; 𝑙𝑛(𝑐(𝑡&) − 𝑐$%#)}. Quality of fit was estimated by the 234 
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correlation coefficient between measurements and model predictions, obtained by Excel's 235 
CORREL function. Time being expressed in minutes, when the volume V of the room and its 236 
gauge J were known, the clean air flow per occupant at 100% occupancy was obtained by the 237 
formula DJ=60 kV/J. The legal gauge JLegal is here also estimated by JLegal = min [J ; J DJ /25]. 238 

2.6 Comparison of the results of the participatory campaign with data from sensors 239 
deployed by the UGA 240 

In order to corroborate the results obtained by the participatory campaign, the measurements 241 
taken by the UGA sensors from September 2022 to June 2023 were utilized. The study was 242 
conducted in rooms where at least one measurement exceeded 5,000 ppm. Grafana® software 243 
was used to represent the CO2 concentration in these rooms over this period. From March 26 244 
to April 16, 2024, the investigation’s primary focus was on analyzing rooms with CO2 levels 245 
exceeding 5,000 ppm. For these cases, Grafana's .csv export function was employed, and the 246 
corresponding data were then exported to Excel. It was hypothesized that the human presence 247 
in these rooms would be characterized by a CO₂ concentration exceeding 550 ppm. For each 248 
of these rooms, a summary plot was produced, displaying the CO₂ concentrations above 550 249 
ppm as a function of time. It was hypothesized that a quasi-linear decrease of log	(𝐶'$()*+$, −250 
𝐶$%#)  over more than an hour after a CO₂ peak would indicate that the room was empty. To 251 
this end, the aforementioned method was employed to estimate the clean air renewal rate and 252 
the clean air flow per occupant at 100% occupancy. It is noteworthy that UGA's Carbon Next 253 
sensors have an upper measurement limit of 5,000 ppm. The utilization of the model was 254 
undertaken for the purpose of predicting the maximum CO₂ value in the room during the 255 
"plateau" measured by the sensor. To this end, if time t = 0 corresponds to the start of decay, 256 
the model 𝐶(𝑡) = 𝑎𝑒!"# + 𝐶$%# was employed with negative t times. The value of time 257 
corresponding to the actual end of room use was estimated using UGA's room reservation 258 
management software. In this situation, it is interesting to plot not only the mean value of the 259 
model, but also its 95% confidence interval. The 95% confidence intervals for coefficients a 260 
and k were estimated using Excel's "Data Analysis / Linear Regression" function. The 261 
production of two curves—low and high predictions—allowed the delineation of the 95% 262 
confidence interval for the predictions. 263 

3 Results 264 

3.1 Involvement in the participatory campaign 265 

The participatory campaign involved 20 UGA staff, mainly from October 19, 2023 to 266 
December 21, 2023, with some additional measures in 2024. Three “participatory campaign 267 
letters” were distributed to participants, on November 1 and December 8, 2023, and February 268 
21, 2024. CO2 was measured in 77 room-use sessions, in a total of 56 rooms in 21 buildings.  269 

3.2 Conditions of the measurements of the participatory campaign 270 

Most of the measurements were taken during a relatively cold period (midday temperature: 271 
October = 16°C; November = 6°C; December = 7°C). As a consequence, the heating was 272 
working, and the occupants were rather reluctant to open the windows. None of the rooms 273 
studied had air conditioning. The CO2 sensor was switched on by the teacher just before the 274 
course (by insertion of the batteries in the device). It was systematically placed on the teacher’s 275 
desk, at a distance of at least one meter from the teacher. At the end of the course, the teacher 276 
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uploaded the CO2 measurement on his or her mobile phone, then on his or her personal section 277 
of the UGA cloud. Then the CO2 sensor was switched off by removing batteries. 278 

3.3 Compliance with legal requirements and HCSP recommendations in rooms without 279 
mechanical ventilation surveyed by the participatory campaign 280 

CO2 concentrations were studied in 20 classroom sessions in 15 rooms without mechanical 281 
ventilations, in 9 buildings of UGA. The volume was known for 14 of these 15 rooms. Table 1 282 
summarizes the data recorded to estimate JLegal (legal gauge to meet the legal minimum of 15 283 
m3/occupant). As can be seen from Table 1, none of these 14 rooms complied with the legal 284 
minimum of 15 m3/occupant. 285 

Table SM.1 from the supplementary material summarizes the CO2 measurements made during 286 
the participatory campaign in the 15 rooms without mechanical ventilation, and the estimations 287 
of JHCSP (recommended gauge not to overpass the 1,500 ppm threshold recommended by 288 
HCSP).  289 
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 290 

Building Room Gauge Area 
(m2) 

Volume 
(m3) 

Volume / 
Gauge 
(m3) 

% of the legal 
threshold of 15 
m3/occupant 

JLegal 
(Legal Gauge to 
comply with the 
legal threshold of 
15 m3/occupant) 

% of Gauge 
reduction (to 
comply with the 
legal threshold of 
15 m3/occupant) 

G f 59 61 153 2.6 17% 10 83% 

G b 44 54 135 3.1 20% 9 80% 

F a 24 29 82 3.4 23% 5 77% 

G a 41 58 144 3.5 23% 10 77% 

I a 17 25 68 4 27% 5 73% 

B a 45 66 199 4.4 29% 13 71% 

G d 42 77 191 4.5 30% 13 70% 

E a 31 56 153 4.9 33% 10 67% 

G e 70 144 360 5.1 34% 24 66% 

H a 30 60 180 6 40% 12 60% 

C a 35 79 249 7.1 47% 17 53% 

G c 37 90 270 7.3 49% 18 51% 
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A a 48 140 420 8.8 58% 28 42% 

J a 22 80 240 10.9 73% 16 27% 

Table 1. Summary of volume per occupant for the 14 rooms without mechanical ventilation for which the volume was known (sorted by the 291 
Volume / Gauge ratio), enabling estimation of the legal gauge required to respect the legal threshold of 15 m3/occupant. 292 
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The main parameters characterizing CO2 distribution in these rooms are synthesized in Table 293 
2. In particular, 75% of the third quartiles of CO2 concentrations measured during room 294 
occupancy sessions were above 2,692 ppm. 295 

Parameter of CO2 distribution in 
the observed sessions 

Minimum Q1 Q2 Q3 Maximum 

3rd quartile CO2 (ppm) 861 1675 2175 2692 3988 

max CO2 (ppm) 886 2194 2660 2871 4393 

portion of time above 800 ppm 85% 97% 100% 100% 100% 

portion of time above 1,300 ppm 0% 52% 87% 98% 100% 

portion of time above 1,500 ppm 0% 42% 79% 97% 100% 

Table 2. Synthetic description of the main parameters characterizing the distribution of CO2 296 
measurements in the 15 rooms without mechanical ventilation. 297 

Typical examples of the effect of ventilation are shown in Figures 1 and 2.  298 
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Figure 1. Typical example of CO2 growth in room Aa, a room of 420 m3 (14 m x 10 m x 3 m), 300 
with a gauge of 48, without mechanical ventilation. All three doors and 5 windows were closed 301 
during the two sessions. 21 students and one teacher were present (19 m3/occupant, 46% of 302 
gauge). During the 15 minutes break, one door and two windows were opened, and 11 students 303 
left the room.  304 

 305 

 306 

 307 

Figure 2. Illustration of the importance of a draught, even when windows are open. Room Ia is 308 
67.5 m3 (5 m x 5 m x 2.7 m), with a gauge of 17. 20 persons were present (118 % of the gauge). 309 
The volume per occupant is 3.4 m3/occupant, which is 23% of the legal minimum of 15 310 
m3/occupant.  The only door is closed during the sessions, and the 4 windows are open. The 311 
opening of the windows keeps CO2 at a plateau (which is however above the HCSP 312 
recommendation of 1,500 ppm). During the break, the installation of a draught by opening of 313 
the door significantly reduces the CO2 concentration. 314 

3.4 Compliance with legal requirements and HCSP recommendations in the mechanically 315 
ventilated rooms surveyed by the participatory campaign 316 

3.4.1 Study of data collected during room use 317 
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CO2 concentrations were studied during 57 classroom sessions in 41 mechanically ventilated 318 
rooms in 15 UGA buildings. The main parameters describing characteristics and room 319 
occupancy, CO2 distribution and mechanical ventilation performance in these rooms are 320 
synthesized in Table 3.  321 

 322 

 Minimum Q1 Q2 Q3 Maximum 

Characteristics of the measurement sessions  

 Room volume (m3) 62 126 178 900 1360 

Room area (m2) 21 50 70 215 323 

Gauge 15 32 41 180 300 

Occupancy (median number of 
occupants / Gauge) 21 % 32 % 40 % 63% 102 % 

Session duration (min) 75 90 120 120 240 
Parameter of CO2 distribution in the observed sessions 

 3rd quartile CO2 (ppm) 571 955 1188 1434 2152 

max CO2 (ppm) 658 1056 1292 1697 2344 
Mechanical ventilation performance in the observed sessions 
 

clean air flow per occupant at 
100% occupancy (m3/ h / 
occupant) 

3 9 15 24 91 

Percentage of clean air flow per 
occupant at 100% occupancy, 
with respect to the legal airflow of  
25 m3 / h / occupant 

13 % 35 % 60 % 94 % 363% 

Table 3. Synthetic description of room characteristics and occupancy, CO2 distribution and 323 
mechanical ventilation, in 57 classroom sessions in 41 rooms with mechanical ventilation, in 324 
15 UGA buildings. 325 

In 47 out of the 57 classroom sessions (82%), the clean air flow at 100% occupancy was 326 
estimated below the legal threshold of 25 m3/h/occupant at 100% occupancy. In 32 out of the 327 
41 rooms (78%), at least one session led to an estimation of a clean air flow at 100% occupancy 328 
below 25 m3/h/occupant. Figure 3 shows a typical measurement in a 300-seat, 1,360 m3 329 
amphitheatre, occupied to 32% of gauge. 330 
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 331 
 332 
Figure 3. Typical CO2 profile in room Ta, a room of 1,360 m3 occupied by 95 people for a 333 
gauge of 300 (32% occupancy). 3rd quartile of CO2 = 1071 ppm. Clean air flow during session 334 
= 35 m3/h/occupant. Clean air flow at 100% occupancy = 11 m3/h/occupant. Percentage of 335 
gauge reduction required to meet legal airflow of 25 m3 / hour / occupant at 100% occupancy 336 
= 55% (78% to reach the 50 m3/h/occupant target of HCSP). 337 

3.4.2 Study of CO2 decay data after room use 338 

The decay of the CO₂ concentration was studied subsequent to the cessation of room use and 339 
the closure of all apertures in nine rooms (including one, the Ne amphitheatre, before and after 340 
repair of the air handling unit). The results obtained are presented in Table 4. Figures 4 and 5 341 
show the decay curves for amphitheatre Ne, before and after repair of the air handling unit. 342 
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T b 125 377 0.976 0.3 0.9 4% 

N b 240 1040 0.990 0.84 3.6 14% 

L f 176 900 0.995 0.73 3.7 15% 

G f 122 390 0.982 1.4 4.5 18% 

T a 300 1360 0.990 1.1 5.0 20% 

T c 125 434 0.990 2.2 7.6 30% 

P a 72 470 0.985 1.8 11.8 47% 

N e 240 1040 0.996 4.6 19.9 80% 

W a 120 710 0.991 3.5 20.7 83% 

Table 4. Summary of ventilation performance estimates (sorted by portion of legal airflow per 344 
occupant at 100% occupancy) based on analysis of CO2 decay after evacuation of the 345 
amphitheatres and closure of openings. 346 

 347 

Figure 4. Model of CO2 removal in room Ne, a room of 1,040 m3 with a gauge of 240 (room 348 
emptied after use, all doors and windows closed) during one night (800 minutes). r = 0.994. 349 
Renewal rate = 0.04 volume/h. Clean air flow per occupant at 100% occupancy = 0.2 350 
m3/h/occupant (< 1% of the regulatory floor). 351 
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 352 

Figure 5. Model of CO2 removal in room Ne, a room of 1,040 m3with a gauge of 240 (room 353 
emptied after use, all doors and windows closed) during 45 minutes. r = 0.996. Renewal rate = 354 
4.6 volume/h. Clean air flow per occupant at 100% occupancy = 20 m3/h/occupant (80% of the 355 
lower legal limit). Note: This measurement was made after the air handling unit was repaired. 356 

3.5 Compliance with legal requirements and HCSP recommendations in the rooms 357 
surveyed by the UGA sensors 358 

Over the period from September 2022 to June 2023, the UGA deployed 117 CO2 sensors in 101 359 
rooms. Of these 101 rooms, 23 had concentrations greater than 5,000 ppm (15 in rooms without 360 
mechanical ventilation, 8 in rooms with mechanical ventilation). Figure 6 shows the peaks of 361 
CO2 above 2,500 ppm observed in one of these rooms.362 
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 363 

 364 

 365 

Figure 6. 94 CO2 peaks above 2,500 ppm (28 of which above 5,000 ppm) were observed between September 2022 and June 2023, in one of the 366 
23 UGA classroom (out of 101 monitored) where peaks above 5,000 ppm were measured (only values above 2,500 ppm were plotted in this graph). 367 
This room has a gauge of 44 occupants, an area of 51.8 m2, and a volume of 140 m3 (3.2 m3/occupant). 368 
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Over the period from 26 March to 16 April 2024 (3 weeks), 5 lecture theatres (i.e. 31% of the 369 
16 lecture theatres with more than 100 seats where the UGA had installed sensors) had CO2 370 
peaks above 2,500 ppm. Room Xa was a room where very high CO2 concentrations were 371 
observed most frequently and was therefore monitored more carefully. Figure 7 summarizes 372 
the CO2 peaks observed during the occupation of room Xa in a 4 days week, from April 29 to 373 
May 2 (May 1st is a holiday in France).  374 

 375 

Figure 7. Summary of the 6 CO2 peaks above 2,500 ppm observed in room Xa in a 4 working 376 
days week (from March 29 to May 2, 2024). Only values above 2,500 ppm were plotted in this 377 
graph. This room has a gauge of 154 occupants, an area of 128 m2, and a volume of 434 m3 378 
(2.8 m3/occupant). See photos of this room in Figure SM.1. 379 

By studying the decrease in CO2 levels after the CO2 peak, it was possible to estimate their 380 
clean air renewal rates, and where the volume could be estimated, their clean air flow per 381 
occupant at 100% occupancy (Table 5).  382 
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Building Room Gauge Volume 
(m3) 

Renewal rate 
(volume / hour) 

clean air flow  
(m3 / hour / occupant)  
at 100% occupancy 

portion of  
legal airflow per occupant  
at 100% occupancy  

V C 335 900 0,12 0,32 1% 
O B 108 337 0,15 0,47 2% 
V B 348 900 0,2 0,52 2% 
X a 154 434 0,5 1,41 6% 
W A 124 631 1,4 7,12 28% 

Table 5. Clean air renewal rate and clean air flow per occupant at 100% occupancy in 5 lecture theatres with more than 100 seats where the UGA 383 
had installed sensors and where peaks above 2,500 ppm were observed. Clean air flow was estimated by modelling the decay of CO2 concentrations.384 
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In one particular case, a long CO2 plateau at over 5,000 ppm was observed. In this case, it was 385 
possible to use the CO2 decay model to estimate that the maximum concentration of CO2 to 386 
which the occupants of this lecture theatre were exposed was between 8,840 ppm and 10,608 387 
ppm, depending on the actual end time of the examination, which was scheduled for 4:30 pm, 388 
but may have been delayed (Figure 8). 389 
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Figure 8. Growth, then degrowth of CO2 levels in room c of building V (area = 255 m2, volume 391 
= 990 m3, gauge = 335). The upper limit of the sensor is 5,000 ppm. Degrowth model is 392 
estimated from 22:58 to 6:59 (43 measurements, r = 0.997). The dotted lines correspond to the 393 
lower and upper limits of the 95% confidence interval. 394 

4 Discussion 395 

4.1 Applicability of the proposed method to identify dangerous situations and to propose 396 
practical recommendations    397 

4.1.1 Involvement of the lecturers 398 

The involvement of the lecturers made it possible to collect precise data on the number of 399 
occupants and the condition of the openings (all the measurement files sent were accompanied 400 
by the required details on this point). The lecturers taking part in the study reported no 401 
difficulties in collecting this information, which is a major advantage over processing data from 402 
fixed sensors installed in the rooms, with no information on the number of occupants or the 403 
state of the openings. Using the mobile CO2 sensors made available to the teachers proved very 404 
easy, with all of them having no difficulty installing the necessary application on their mobile 405 
phones. Transferring the measurements and information about the measurement conditions to 406 
the cloud made available to them posed no particular problem either. The study also raised 407 
participants' awareness of the need for better ventilation in premises with insufficient natural 408 
ventilation, and of the reality of the problem of insufficient mechanical ventilation in many 409 
rooms. 410 

4.1.2 Uncertainty of the estimation of the indicators of air quality from our measurements 411 

As described in sections 2.5.1 and 2.5.2, the clean air flow is estimated on the basis of CO2 412 
measurements, using the classical model of CO2 concentration in a well-mixed space [19]. CO2 413 
measurements are known with an uncertainty of ± (30 ppm + 3% of reading), which 414 
corresponds to ± 5% ppm for a concentration of 1,500 ppm (and between 3 and 5% for higher 415 
concentrations).  416 

For estimations of air flow based on CO2 measurements while the room is occupied, the CO₂ 417 
growth model operates under the assumption of homogeneous mixing of the air within the 418 
room. However, it is well known that CO2 concentrations can vary from one point of the room 419 
to another, depending on natural convective air movements [22], especially when an air current 420 
is established after opening windows or doors, or on the proximity of room occupants [23]. 421 
These differences can reach 10% of measurements [24]. Therefore, the optimal scenario would 422 
involve the strategic placement of multiple CO2 sensors throughout the room, whereas only a 423 
single sensor was utilized per session of measurements. Given the utilization of a single sensor 424 
in each session, the total uncertainty in the CO2 measurements was considered to be ±15% 425 
(5% due to the sensor uncertainty, 10% due to the inhomogeneity).  426 

In order to estimate the limit concentration of CO2, that was reached at steady state, the third 427 
quartile Q3 of CO2 measurements obtained during a session of room use was utilized in 428 
Equation (4) – rather than the maximum – for two reasons. Firstly, this approach excluded 429 
potential outliers. Secondly, this deliberate overestimation of the clean air flow ensured that 430 
rooms considered incompatible with the law truly were. This approach was also adopted to 431 
determine the outdoor concentration of CO2, which was set at 500 ppm, representing the 432 
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highest concentration measured. The utilization of Q3 as opposed to the maximum of CO2 433 
offers a distinct advantage, namely the fact that the associated uncertainty is considerably less 434 
pronounced in comparison to the uncertainty inherent in discrete CO2 measurements. 435 
Nonetheless, the estimation of the uncertainty on Q3 will be maintained at 15%. Given that 436 
Equation (4) utilized to estimate the clean air flow we use model is DN = 20,200/(Q3-500), an 437 
uncertainty of ± 15% in Q3 yields an uncertainty of DN inferior to 22.5% when Q3 ≥ 1,500 ppm.  438 

Another source of uncertainty comes from estimating the average CO2 generation rate by the 439 
human beings present in the room. The value of 5.6 mL/s (or 20.2 L/h) was utilized, as proposed 440 
by the Air Infiltration and Ventilation Centre [20]. This value is compatible with the inhalation 441 
rates used by [25] for different activity levels (0.49 m3/h for resting, 0.54 m3/h for standing), 442 
which, taking into account an average CO2 concentration of 4% [26] correspond to 19.6 L/h 443 
and 21.6 L/h, respectively. However, other publications suggest lower CO2 generation rates. 444 
For example, [27] suggests an average value of 16.2 L/h for a classroom of 64 students and 445 
one teacher, and [28] considers that an activity of “sitting reading, writing, typing” corresponds 446 
to a metabolism of 1.3 times the basal metabolism, corresponding to an average value of 18.0 447 
L/h. Once more, we elected to overestimate the clean air flow, which consequently guided our 448 
decision to utilize the estimate proposed by [20]. 449 

The variability of estimates of average human CO2 production rates underscores the importance 450 
of preferring the CO2 decay method. In addition, during decay measurements, the risk of 451 
mixture inhomogeneity is reduced because all openings are closed and the room is empty, so 452 
the uncertainty is also reduced with this method. Finally, the fact that the model is fitted to all 453 
measurements also reduces the uncertainty. This explains why the confidence interval of the 454 
decay model is small, as can be seen in Figure 8. For all these reasons, this method should be 455 
used whenever possible. 456 

4.1.3 Reliability of the estimation of the indicators used to characterize violations of legal 457 
requirements for air quality  458 

Analysis of the estimated clean air flows shows that an underestimation of 22.5% of the clean 459 
air flow would lead to classifying 24 instead of 32 (59% instead of 78%) of the 41 rooms with 460 
mechanical ventilation as uncompliant with the legal minimum of 25 m3/h/occupant. Such an 461 
error would have no practical consequences. In fact, universities do not have the resources to 462 
immediately address all air handling unit deficiencies in more than half of their mechanically 463 
ventilated rooms, so an error in the classification of 20% of the rooms will not have major 464 
consequences: university administrators will have to work first on improving their worst rooms 465 
in terms of air quality. 466 

4.1.4 Comparison of flow estimates during room occupancy and CO2 decay 467 

In rooms with mechanical ventilation, where the clean air flow per occupant could be estimated 468 
both by estimating the limit concentration of CO2 at steady state and by modelling the decay 469 
of CO2 after evacuation of the room and closure of the openings, the estimate obtained by the 470 
first method was systematically higher than that obtained by the second. The first reason for 471 
this difference is that steady state is often not reached before the end of the session. A second 472 
reason is the deliberate choice of the 3rd quartile of CO2 concentrations as the limit value, which 473 
was justified in the previous section. Finally, in certain circumstances, opening of doors and 474 
windows provides more clean air than mechanical ventilation. It is therefore not surprising that 475 
the estimate obtained after evacuating the room and closing the openings is systematically 476 
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lower than that obtained in real conditions, where the openings can be opened. This is 477 
illustrated by the example of room Ne, where the clean air flow was estimated during 6 478 
classroom sessions. The 6 estimates of clean air flow (in m3/h/occupant at 100% occupancy) 479 
for this room are 3.5, 4.0, 4.3, 4.6, 5.4, 8.1. The relative homogeneity of the first 5 estimates 480 
should be noted, with the estimate of 8.1 m3/h/occupant appearing to be an outlier. These 481 
measurements were obtained when the mechanical ventilation in this 240-seat auditorium was 482 
not operational. This auditorium has the unusual feature of having 3 doors, which were open 483 
(two main doors at the bottom of the amphitheatre, opening onto a patio where a large number 484 
of students may walk, and where the CO2 concentration can therefore vary significantly, and a 485 
third at the very top, opening onto a corridor). A slight draught was felt by the lecturer at the 486 
bottom of the amphitheatre. The estimated clean air flow per occupant for this same room using 487 
the decay method (Figure 4) is 0.2 m3/h/per occupant at 100% occupancy. It can be seen that 488 
opening the doors provides a significant flow of clean air, although it is far from sufficient. 489 

Estimating the flow of clean air at 100% occupancy using the CO2 decay method after 490 
evacuating the room and closing the doors proved particularly simple to implement. The first 491 
tests of this method were carried out on the Ne room, when its mechanical ventilation was 492 
down. As a result, the sensor had to be left in place overnight to observe a sufficient drop in 493 
CO2, which posed practical constraints when it came to retrieving it the following morning. 494 
But when the mechanical ventilation is working more or less correctly, measurements over an 495 
hour or so after the doors have been closed are sufficient. However, it is difficult to ask a 496 
lecturer to stay for an hour after the end of the lesson. Extending this method to all classrooms 497 
would therefore require institutional mobilisation, with the involvement of the building 498 
maintenance staff. 499 

For rooms with mechanical ventilation, this method of modelling CO2 decay seems the simplest 500 
to implement, for rapidly characterising all the rooms with mechanical ventilation in a 501 
university. By simply taking this measurement after the end of the last lesson of each day, it is 502 
possible with one sensor to characterise 20 rooms in one month, i.e. around 20 working days. 503 
For an investment of around €2,000, or 10 sensors, 200 rooms could be characterised each 504 
month, at the cost of a moderate human investment (a maximum of ten minutes to transmit and 505 
process each series of measurements characterising a room). However, this requires 506 
institutional mobilisation and political will. 507 

4.2 Detecting situations likely to endanger the health of users and alerting the university 508 
administration 509 

Well before the launch of the participatory campaign, several warnings about the poor quality 510 
of the air in the university had been issued, including warnings about risks to the health of staff 511 
and students, without any solutions to the problems identified being implemented. The 512 
participatory campaign was launched to assess the scale of the problem across the whole 513 
university.  514 

4.2.1 Risk situations in rooms without mechanical ventilation 515 

Table 1 shows that none of the studied rooms meets the legal limit of at least 15 m3/occupant. 516 
Of the 14 rooms without mechanical ventilation in our study, where the volume was known, to 517 
meet this minimum: 518 

- 2 rooms (14%) should reduce their gauge by less than 50%, 519 
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- 6 rooms (43%) should reduce their gauge by between 50 and 70%, 520 

- 6 rooms (43%) should reduce their gauge by more than 70%. 521 

As early as December 2023, the participatory campaign demonstrated that failure to comply 522 
with the minimum volume per occupant in rooms without mechanical ventilation led very 523 
quickly (typically within 15 minutes), when the openings (doors and windows) were closed, to 524 
the threshold of 1,300 ppm being exceeded, with regular measurements of over 4,000 ppm, and 525 
even 5,000 ppm, as Table SM.1, Table 2, and Figures 1, 2 and 6 amply demonstrate. Figure 7 526 
illustrates the frequency with which 2,500 ppm concentrations are exceeded in a 154-seat 527 
amphitheatre (2.8 m3/occupant) without mechanical ventilation.  528 

Of course, the method used in no way allows us to claim that the 15 rooms without mechanical 529 
ventilation studied by the participatory measurement campaign are representative of the 530 
situation in all the university's rooms. They were not chosen at random; these were the rooms 531 
where the campaign volunteers taught. However, the observations of the participatory 532 
campaign are compatible with the analysis of the data from the fixed CO2 sensors. It is very 533 
worrying to note that, as table 2 shows, in 52% of cases, the first quartile of CO2 concentrations 534 
measured in these rooms exceeded the threshold of 1,300 ppm (and 97% of this first quartile 535 
exceeded the threshold of 800 ppm recommended by the HCSP). These rooms, which have no 536 
mechanical ventilation, are usually of relatively limited gauge (typically designed for 30 to 40 537 
occupants, and are usually classrooms for tutorials or practical work). However, there is at least 538 
one case where a 154-seat lecture theatre has no mechanical ventilation. This is room Xa, where 539 
the volume per occupant is 2.8 m3/occupant, or 19% of the legal minimum threshold of 15 540 
m3/occupant (see Figure SM.1 for photos and plans of this room). Under these conditions, it is 541 
not surprising that plateaus of over 5,000 ppm for more than an hour are regularly recorded 542 
there, even with an occupancy rate of less than 50%. Such levels have been observed in 543 
particular during examination periods. This is particularly problematic in view of publications 544 
showing a decline in psychomotor and cognitive abilities at concentrations above 1,000 ppm, 545 
and especially above 2,500 ppm [29] [10], as well as an increase in the rate of headaches [10] 546 
[12].  547 

Our campaign therefore suggests that any room without mechanical ventilation that does not 548 
meet the threshold of 15 m3/occupant should be considered hazardous to the health of 549 
occupants, as long as the openings cannot be permanently opened when the room is in use. 550 

4.2.2 Risk situations in rooms with mechanical ventilation 551 

Here again, our methodology cannot guarantee that all 41 rooms in 15 of the university's 552 
buildings are representative. However, it is noteworthy that if the legal minimum of clean air 553 
flow of 25 m3/h/occupant is considered the objective, a mere nine of the 41 rooms examined 554 
(22%) would not necessitate a reduction in gauge. Conversely, if the objective is to adhere to 555 
the most recent HCSP recommendation (a minimum clean air flow of 50 m3/h/occupant, 556 
corresponding to a maximum CO2 concentration of approximately 800 ppm), it is observed 557 
that merely two of the 41 rooms meet this criterion (with doors of these two rooms open to the 558 
outside during the session). Consequently, in order to adhere to the recommendations outlined 559 
by the HCSP, it is imperative that at least 39 of the 41 rooms under consideration undergo a 560 
reduction in gauge, with 35 of these rooms required to undergo a reduction greater than 70%. 561 
It should also be remembered that the estimates of clean air flow during classroom sessions are 562 
deliberately "optimistic" for the reasons discussed in section 4.1.2, and that measuring the flow 563 
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of clean air per occupant using the CO2 decay method would certainly give even more drastic 564 
estimates of the reduction in gauge. 565 

4.2.3 The university's ability to respond to air quality alerts  566 

The university has two levers at its disposal to reduce the risk to which its staff and students 567 
are exposed as a result of poor indoor air quality. The first of these levers is technical, and can 568 
be activated when the problem arises from a malfunction in the air handling units. This was the 569 
case for the Ne amphitheatre. When the relevant university departments intervened, it was 570 
found that the air handling unit in this amphitheatre had stopped working. Simply restarting it 571 
brought about a considerable improvement in the flow of clean air per occupant, which rose 572 
overnight from 0.2 m3/h/occupant to 20 m3/h/occupant (80% of the legal minimum of 25 573 
m3/h/occupant, and 40% of the HCSP recommendation of 50 m3/h/occupant). 574 

The second lever is political and organisational. The university needs to become aware of the 575 
seriousness of the public health problem posed by the quality of its indoor air. In reality, despite 576 
explicit advice from the country's highest public health authority, the HCSP, the message is 577 
struggling to get through. Such awareness would provide the means to detect malfunctions in 578 
the air handling units and correct them where possible, as well as defining a policy for adapting 579 
the use of rooms, which could be used to improve indoor air quality. 580 

The fixed sensors deployed by the university have the advantage of constantly monitoring the 581 
CO2 concentration in the rooms equipped with them. This is very useful for detecting 582 
malfunctions in the air handling units. However, during the course of our study, no one was 583 
responsible for sounding the alarm if the thresholds were exceeded. Thus, it was within the 584 
framework of the study described here that analysis of the CO2 signal recorded continuously 585 
in the Vc amphitheater (see Figure SM.2 for photos and plans of this room) made it possible to 586 
detect the shutdown of the air handling unit in this building, the consequences of which are 587 
summarized in Figure 8. This shutdown during an examination led to considerable exceedances 588 
of the legal thresholds, with probably a peak of CO2 concentration around 10,000 ppm. Such 589 
levels are utterly unacceptable, particularly during an examination period when students are 590 
mobilizing all their cognitive capacities. It has previously been noted that these capacities are 591 
diminished above 1,000 ppm, and more specifically above 2,500 ppm. At 10,000 ppm, the risk 592 
of contamination by airborne infectious agents is considerably increased (21% of the air 593 
breathed in comes from the occupants' lungs). But direct toxicity must also be considered. This 594 
is characterized by the Occupational Exposure Limit (OEL), which must not be exceeded for 595 
8 hours (OEL 8h) or for 15 minutes (Short Term OEL). The 8h OEL for CO2 is 5,000 ppm 596 
[30]. Short Term OEL values vary from country to country (10,000 ppm in Germany, 30,000 597 
ppm in the USA, France has not defined one). The concentrations shown in Figure 8 are 598 
therefore particularly problematic.  599 

It should also be possible to put in place a suitable organisation to prevent the recurring risks 600 
of CO2 limits being exceeded. Once again, the example of the Vc amphitheatre is typical. In 601 
building V, the air handling unit stopped working due to a malfunction in the dialogue between 602 
this unit and the fire detection system. This dialogue regularly leads to the air handling unit 603 
shutting down, which can only be restarted by the intervention of a member of staff. Despite 604 
repeated warnings, it has not been possible to arrange for the CO2 concentration in the two 605 
lecture theatres in Building V with fixed CO2 sensors to be read at least daily. This is how the 606 
incident summarised in Figure 8 occurred, even though reading the signals from these sensors 607 
several days before the examination summarised in Figure 8 would have made it possible to 608 
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detect the shutdown of the air handling unit and therefore to restart it before the examination 609 
that led to the 10,000 ppm peak. Several weeks before the incident summarised in Figure 8, the 610 
authorities had been asked to put in place a procedure to ensure that the CO2 sensors in this 611 
building were checked twice a day and that action was taken immediately to restart the air 612 
handling unit in the event of an unexpected shutdown. The alert had even been given 48 hours 613 
before the examination summarised in Figure 8. No measures were taken to protect the 614 
occupants. Worse still, although a specific alert had been filed following this incident on the 615 
official register, a new similar incident occurred a few weeks later, with the 5,000 ppm limit 616 
value again being exceeded during an examination. 617 

The university also needs to organize itself to react to a known systemic risk. Signals showing 618 
the reality and seriousness of the problem in a large proportion of the rooms at UGA had been 619 
available at the highest levels of the university since July 2022. The poor quality of the indoor 620 
air was discussed on numerous occasions by the university's specialist risk management bodies, 621 
without appropriate corrective or preventive action being systematically taken in line with the 622 
HCSP recommendations for CO2 levels in excess of 1,500 ppm. Figures similar to those in 623 
Figure 6 have been discussed several times at the highest level, without the university's website 624 
mentioning the existence of the problem, and without appropriate warning measures being 625 
systematically taken (for example, during months, most of the rooms concerned did not display 626 
a poster warning of the existence of a danger, encouraging users to open the openings as much 627 
as possible, asking people entering the room to use a surgical mask at the slightest sign of 628 
respiratory infection, and suggesting that immuno-compromised people protect themselves). 629 
No decision was taken to reduce the gauge of the rooms, even in the face of major inadequacies. 630 
Amphitheatre Xa, for example, continued to be used to accommodate students in conditions 631 
that regularly led to considerable breaches of the legal thresholds (up to more than 5,000 ppm, 632 
see Figure 7), even though the failure to comply with the minimum threshold of 15 m3/occupant 633 
for this room without mechanical ventilation should have led to the 154-seat gauge being 634 
reduced to 29. 635 

Finally, when a malfunction is reported in a particular room, it is important to organise a rapid 636 
response. The university has a specific register in which its staff can officially report any risk 637 
to their health or that of their colleagues and students. In our experience, this register did not 638 
allow for rapid reactions when exceedances of the legal CO2 thresholds were reported.  For 639 
example, an initial informal alert following a CO2 measurement in lecture theatre Ne was 640 
issued in January 2022. As this alert did not lead to any action being taken, a second alert was 641 
filed on the ad hoc register in January 2023, which was also not acted upon. A third alert was 642 
filed in January 2024. This alert was initially closed by the administration, which considered 643 
that the problem was already known. The staff member concerned had to challenge this 644 
decision to close the alert before the university's health and safety committee. A specialist was 645 
finally sent to check the operation of the air handling unit, found that it had been shut down, 646 
and restarted it. This highlights how difficult it is for a university to listen to the alarm signals 647 
it receives. 648 

4.3 Practical recommendations to the administrators of universities regarding indoor air 649 
quality 650 

The findings of this study, delineated in the preceding subsections, can be extrapolated to 651 
formulate recommendations for university administrators concerning indoor air quality. In 652 
certain circumstances, the implementation of a constant air current throughout the duration of 653 
room utilization can become impractical. These circumstances include instances where the 654 
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outside temperature is excessively low or high, or where there is an excessive amount of noise. 655 
In such situations, all rooms lacking mechanical ventilation systems should be regarded as 656 
potentially hazardous, as their air quality is likely to be substandard unless adequate ventilation 657 
is ensured by opening doors and windows between classes. To address this concern, it is 658 
recommended that each room be equipped with a sign instructing students and faculty to open 659 
windows and doors for at least five minutes between classes. The volumes and dimensions of 660 
all affected rooms should be documented for future reference. The university should define a 661 
strategy to reorganize courses so that eventually no course will be held in a room with less than 662 
15 m3/occupant. 663 

The clean air flow of all rooms with mechanical ventilation should be estimated at least once a 664 
year, preferably using the CO2 decay model. This can be organized at relatively low cost by 665 
applying the principles of the "participatory campaign" used in this study. All air handling units 666 
that cannot guarantee at least 25 m3/h/occupant should be checked immediately and repaired if 667 
possible. In a first phase, the university should define a strategy to reorganize courses in such 668 
a way that eventually no course will be held in a room with a clean air flow of less than 25 669 
m3/h/occupant (in a second phase, the target should be set at 50 m3/h/occupant). 670 

Defining these strategies to improve the indoor air quality in universities is all the more 671 
important in countries where legislation is relatively less protective. French legislation is 672 
currently one of the least protective in Europe in terms of minimum ventilation rates (25 673 
m3/h/occupant in France, while the minimum legal value in Europe is 20 m3/h/occupant and 674 
the maximal legal value is 90 m3/h/occupant) [31]. As was already mentioned, HCSP 675 
recommends to target a maximum concentration of CO2 of 800 ppm (while the legal threshold 676 
is 1,300 ppm), and a minimum flow of clean air of 50 m3/h/occupant (while the legal threshold 677 
is 25 m3/h/occupant). Universities should therefore prepare to upcoming more demanding legal 678 
prescription in terms of Interior Air Quality. 679 

5 Conclusion 680 

This study has shown that it is useful and easy to mobilize teachers to measure CO2 681 
concentrations in the rooms of a university, in order to characterize risk situations. The study 682 
shows that rooms without mechanical ventilation are hazardous to the health of their occupants 683 
when they are used with openings closed and without complying with the legal minimum 684 
volume of 15 m3/occupant. For rooms without mechanical ventilation, the study confirms that 685 
clean air flows below the legal threshold of 25 m3/h/occupant are insufficient to guarantee the 686 
quality of indoor air, and therefore the health of their occupants. The finding that the majority 687 
of the rooms under study did not comply with the legal requirements suggests that this 688 
problematic situation may also be present in a significant proportion of rooms at the university 689 
surveyed. Our study demonstrated the ease and simplicity of implementing the method for 690 
characterizing the ventilation performance of an amphitheater, which consists of measuring the 691 
decrease in CO2 after the amphitheater has been evacuated and the doors closed. This method 692 
could be implemented very quickly and easily to characterize the ventilation performance of 693 
all the rooms in the university that have mechanical ventilation. With the political will of the 694 
administration, it would be possible to characterize the ventilation in all these rooms in just a 695 
few months. However, compliance with the legal threshold of 25 m3/occupant/h, and even more 696 
so with the target of 50 m3/occupant/h, will necessarily involve substantial investment and will 697 
take time. In the meantime, it will be necessary to work on the use of the most problematic 698 
rooms, so as to be able to reduce their gauge. Given the university's shortage of rooms, this is 699 
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a considerable challenge. To address this issue, it is essential to quantify the problem precisely. 700 
The method proposed here is a promising approach for achieving this objective. 701 
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 724 
Concise description of Supplementary figures and tables 725 
 726 

Table SM.1. Summary of measurements in the 15 rooms without mechanical ventilation. 727 

 728 

Figure SM.1 Photos from the front and rear, and dimensions, of room Xa. This is a room 729 
without mechanical ventilation where CO2 concentrations above 5,000 ppm were frequently 730 
recorded. This room has a gauge of 154 occupants, an area of 128 m2, and a volume of 434 m3 731 
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(2.8 m3/occupant). The lower windows cannot be opened. The upper windows can only be 732 
partially opened, so that the maximum opening area of the windows is 2.7 m2. 733 

 734 
 735 

Figure SM.2 Photos from the front and rear, and dimensions, of room Vc. This room with 736 
mechanical ventilation had problems with its air handling unit, leading to concentrations of 737 
CO2 above 10,000 ppm. This room has a gauge of 335 occupants, an area of 255 m2, and a 738 
volume of 990 m3.739 



Indoor Air quality at a French university 

 32 

 740 



2000
2100
2200
2300
2400
2500
2600
2700
2800
2900
3000
3100
3200
3300
3400
3500
3600
3700
3800
3900
4000
4100
4200
4300
4400
4500

13
:2

2
13

:3
0

13
:3

8
13

:4
6

13
:5

4
14

:0
2

14
:1

0
14

:1
8

14
:2

6
14

:3
4

14
:4

2
14

:5
0

14
:5

8
15

:0
6

15
:1

4
15

:2
2

15
:3

0
15

:3
8

15
:4

6
15

:5
4

16
:0

2
16

:1
0

16
:1

8
16

:2
6

CO
2 

(p
pm

)

Time
CO2 2500 ppm 4000 ppm



700
800
900

1000
1100
1200
1300
1400
1500
1600
1700
1800
1900
2000

14
:0

1
14

:1
0

14
:1

9
14

:2
8

14
:3

7
14

:4
6

14
:5

5
15

:0
4

15
:1

3
15

:2
2

15
:3

1
15

:4
0

15
:4

9
15

:5
8

16
:0

7
16

:1
6

16
:2

5
16

:3
4

16
:4

3
16

:5
2

17
:0

1
17

:1
0

17
:1

9
17

:2
8

17
:3

7
17

:4
6

CO
2 

(p
pm

)

Time

CO2 800 ppm 1300 ppm 1500 ppm



700

800

900

1000

1100

1200

1300

19
:0

0:
12

19
:0

3:
12

19
:0

6:
12

19
:0

9:
12

19
:1

2:
12

19
:1

5:
12

19
:1

8:
12

19
:2

1:
12

19
:2

4:
12

19
:2

7:
12

19
:3

0:
12

19
:3

3:
12

19
:3

6:
12

19
:3

9:
12

19
:4

2:
12

19
:4

5:
12

19
:4

8:
12

19
:5

1:
12

19
:5

4:
12

19
:5

7:
12

20
:0

0:
12

20
:0

3:
12

20
:0

6:
12

20
:0

9:
12

20
:1

2:
12

20
:1

5:
12

CO
2 

(p
pm

)

Time

CO2 800 ppm 1300 ppm



1200

1300

1400

1500

1600

1700

1800

1900

2000

0 100 200 300 400 500 600 700 800

CO
2 

(p
pm

)

time (minutes)

CO2 CO2 model



500

600

700

800

900

1000

1100

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45

CO
2 

(p
pm

)

time (minutes)

CO2 CO2 model



2500
2600
2700
2800
2900
3000
3100
3200
3300
3400
3500
3600
3700
3800
3900
4000
4100
4200
4300
4400
4500
4600
4700
4800
4900
5000
5100

09
:2

02
2

09
:2

02
2

09
:2

02
2

09
:2

02
2

09
:2

02
2

09
:2

02
2

09
:2

02
2

09
:2

02
2

09
:2

02
2

09
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

10
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

11
:2

02
2

12
:2

02
2

12
:2

02
2

12
:2

02
2

12
:2

02
2

12
:2

02
2

01
:2

02
3

01
:2

02
3

01
:2

02
3

01
:2

02
3

02
:2

02
3

02
:2

02
3

02
:2

02
3

02
:2

02
3

02
:2

02
3

02
:2

02
3

03
:2

02
3

03
:2

02
3

03
:2

02
3

03
:2

02
3

04
:2

02
3

04
:2

02
3

04
:2

02
3

04
:2

02
3

05
:2

02
3

05
:2

02
3

05
:2

02
3

CO
2 

(p
pm

)

Time



2500
2700
2900
3100
3300
3500
3700
3900
4100
4300
4500
4700
4900
5100

29
/0

4/
20

24
 1

4:
33

29
/0

4/
20

24
 1

5:
43

29
/0

4/
20

24
 1

6:
53

29
/0

4/
20

24
 1

8:
03

30
/0

4/
20

24
 1

4:
35

30
/0

4/
20

24
 1

5:
45

30
/0

4/
20

24
 1

6:
55

30
/0

4/
20

24
 1

8:
05

30
/0

4/
20

24
 1

9:
15

30
/0

4/
20

24
 2

0:
25

30
/0

4/
20

24
 2

1:
36

30
/0

4/
20

24
 2

2:
46

02
/0

5/
20

24
 1

1:
28

02
/0

5/
20

24
 1

2:
38

02
/0

5/
20

24
 1

3:
48

02
/0

5/
20

24
 1

4:
58

02
/0

5/
20

24
 1

6:
08

02
/0

5/
20

24
 1

7:
18

02
/0

5/
20

24
 1

8:
28

03
/0

5/
20

24
 1

1:
10

03
/0

5/
20

24
 1

2:
20

03
/0

5/
20

24
 1

3:
30

03
/0

5/
20

24
 1

4:
40

03
/0

5/
20

24
 1

5:
50

03
/0

5/
20

24
 1

7:
00

CO
2 

(p
pm

)

Time



0

1000

2000

3000

4000

5000

6000

7000

8000

9000

10000

11000

12000

8:
00

 A
M

9:
00

 A
M

10
:0

0 
A

M
11

:0
0 

A
M

12
:0

0 
PM

1:
00

 P
M

2:
00

 P
M

3:
00

 P
M

4:
00

 P
M

5:
00

 P
M

6:
00

 P
M

7:
00

 P
M

8:
00

 P
M

9:
00

 P
M

10
:0

0 
PM

11
:0

0 
PM

12
:0

0 
A

M
1:

00
 A

M
2:

00
 A

M
3:

00
 A

M
4:

00
 A

M
5:

00
 A

M
6:

00
 A

M

CO
2 

(p
pm

)

Time

CO2 degrowth model

degrowth (lower estimation) degrowth (upper estimation)

10,608 ppm predicted by the model at 4:30 pm (end of exam)

10:48 pm, 
last measurement
at 5,100 ppm

8,840 ppm predicted by the model at 6:00 pm

10,042 ppm predicted by the model at 5:00 pm 


