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Abstract 

The activities associated with the open dumping of municipal solid waste emit air 

pollutants, including bioaerosols that contaminates the air around dumpsites, rendering it 

unsafe for dumpsite workers and residents living near dumpsites. Quantitative data on the 

exposure to bioaerosols from open dumpsites are scarce, thus impeding the development 

of effective interventions that would reduce the risk of respiratory diseases among 

dumpsite workers and residents living near dumpsites. The specific objectives for this 

study included (i) to identify the key working areas and activities of the workers at open 

dumpsites; (ii) to identify the most important groups of local residents that may be 

affected by contaminated air due to the waste management activities carried out at open 

dumpsites; (iii) to obtain background information regarding the respiratory health 

condition of the workers and the local residents  in order to determine the extent to which 

they suffer respiratory diseases that may be related to exposure to the contaminated air 

from dumpsite; (iv) to measure the concentrations of bioaerosols at key locations on the 

open dumpsite to determine the impact of different waste management activities and 

seasonal variations on bioaerosol concentrations; (v) to analyse the bioaerosol data and 

to compare the ambient concentrations to concentrations at the controls; (vi) to quantify 

the potential health risk associated with exposure to pathogenic bioaerosols from the open 

dumpsites using the Quantitative Microbial Risk Assessment (QMRA) tool. 

A cross sectional respiratory health survey was conducted in the study area between 12th 

-27th January 2017 with a total 414 respondents (workers = 149, resident = 145 and 

control = 120). A six-stage Anderson sampler and the SKC button sampler were used to 

measure ambient bioaerosol concentration and exposure concentration during key 

activities at the dumpsite respectively. The four bioaerosols indicator groups (total 

bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, Aspergillus fumigatus and total fungi) measured were 

expressed as cfu m-3. Using the Markov chain model, the deposition of inhaled 

bioaerosols in the workers lungs was computed. The infection risk estimates were 

computed using the beta-Poisson dose response model and the results reported within the 

QMRA framework.  

The result of the cross sectional survey shows that cough was the most reported by the 

respondents. In all, up to 27% of respondents reported one or more symptoms of cough 

and phlegm and up to 8.7% reported three or more symptoms (cough, phlegm, asthma 

etc.). On the dumpsite, while chronic cough particularly affected smokers, it had a 
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prevalence of 38%. Chronic phlegm and asthma was prevalent at 31% and 2% 

respectively. Only chronic cough and chronic phlegm showed prevalence that were 

significantly higher that the controls (p < 0.001). Daily exposure duration was associated 

with chronic cough with odds ratio of 1.2 (95% CI 1–1.4, p < 0.05) but not with chronic 

phlegm and asthma. Years of work >5 years showed was not associated chronic cough, 

chronic phlegm asthma. Among residents, chronic cough particularly affected the non-

smokers and had the prevalence of 31.7%. Chronic phlegm and asthma was prevalent at 

28.9% and 8.2% respectively. Only chronic cough and chronic phlegm showed 

significantly higher prevalence compared to the control (p < 0.001). Daily exposure 

duration was also associated with chronic cough with odds ratio of 1.2 (95% CI 1.1–1.3, 

p < 0.001) but not with chronic phlegm and asthma. The frequent visit of a resident to the 

dumpsite had an associated odds ratio of 3.8 (95% CI 1.6–8.4, p < 0.001), 4 (95% CI 1.1-

14.4, p < 0.05) and 6.8 (95% CI 1.3-33, p < 0.01) for chronic cough, chronic phlegm and 

asthma respectively, when compared to the controls. Only years of work <10 years 

showed associated with chronic cough with odds ratio 4.2 (95% CI 1.4–12.4, p < 0.01) 

when compared to the controls.  

At the 95th percentile, the ambient concentration of total bacteria was 2189 cfu m-3, gram-

negative bacteria 2352 cfu m-3, total fungi 824 cfu m-3 and Aspergillus fumigatus 300 cfu 

m-3, and were significantly higher in magnitude than the control by 2-3 log (p< 0.05).  

The concentration of bioaerosols at the active operational area was the highest in 

comparison to the other three sampling locations. However, there were no significant 

differences in concentration across the four sampling points for total bacteria, gram-

negative bacteria and the total fungi. Aspergillus fumigatus on the other hand recorded a 

drastic decrease in concentrations up to 80-81% between the active operational area and 

the boundary. The particle size distribution shows that the workers were at risk of inhaling 

air contacting 41%, 46%, 63%, 76% of total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, total fungi 

and Aspergillus fumigatus respectively, that were of sizes capable of penetrating deep 

into the tracheobronchial and the pulmonary region of the lungs, posing a greater human 

health risk.  

This study has shown that exposure to bioaerosols were also associated with specific 

activities undertaken at the dumpsite. Workers were exposed to bioaerosol concentrations 

up to 106 cfu m-3 during scavenging, waste sorting and site monitoring. These 

concentrations were 3-log higher than the mean concentration measured in the ambient 

air.  The result shows that on a daily basis, workers were likely inhaling bioaerosols at  
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concentrations ranging from 8.9 × 105 -1.8 × 107 cfu m-3 of total bacteria, 4.0× 105-8.1× 

106 cfu m-3 of gram-negative bacteria and 3.29× 105-1.5× 106 cfu m-3 of Aspergillus 

fumigatus that were of sizes capable of penetrating deep into the tracheobronchial and the 

pulmonary region of the lungs when undertaking scavenging, waste sorting and site 

monitoring. These concentrations were higher than expected limit by the UK 

Environment Agency.  

The result of the QMRA showed that that the activities at the dumpsite may contribute 

more to the likelihood of workers developing either respiratory infection or GI infect ion 

than anything else. The infection risk from inhaling contaminated air containing spores 

of Aspergillus fumigatus were in the magnitude of (10-1) all locations and activity types 

on the dumpsite. However, the risk of infection from ingesting E.coli O157:H7 from 

ambient exposures across all locations on the dumpsite ranged from 10-3-10-2 for the 

conservative and 10-4-10-3 for the least conservative of pathogen-indicator ratio. While 

the risk of infection due to undertaking scavenging, waste sorting and dumpsite 

monitoring were in the magnitude of 10-1.  

Overall, this study suggests that the high prevalence of respiratory disease among the 

workers and the residents are indications of exposure to contaminants in the air from the 

dumpsite, which includes bioaerosols, as the prevalence were similar among the workers 

and the residents. The risk estimates show that of infection from bioaerosols were high 

irrespective the activity the workers undertook at the dumpsite.  
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Chapter 1: Introduction  

1.1

  Background  

1.1.1

  Urbanization, open waste dumping and exposure  

In a bid to balance the high global rate of urbanization with the rate of municipal solid 

waste (MSW) generation that results from urbanisation, the sustainable development goal 

(SDG) 11.6 aims to reduce the per capita environmental impact of cities by paying 

attention to air quality and municipal solid waste management (UN-Habitat 2018). It is 

estimated that the 3 billion urban residents all over the world generate around 1.2 kg per 

person per day (1.3 billion tonnes per year) of waste and in the year 2025, it is estimated 

that this figure will be around 4.3 billion tonnes per year (Hoornweg and Bhada-Tata 

2012a). In sub-Saharan Africa, this figure is 62 million tonnes per year, with a 

corresponding annual  rate of change of urban population at 2.27 percent per year (UN-

HABITAT 2009). Despite recording the highest rate of urbanization in the world, most 

developing countries unfortunately do not have the infrastructure to properly manage and 

treat their municipal solid waste (Srivastava et al., 2015). Hence, it is unsurprising that 

17 of the world’s 50 biggest dumpsites are located in the continent of Africa, of which 6 

are in Nigeria (UNEP, 2015). This form of waste treatment involves the uncontro lled 

dumping of waste MSW on open land areas forming large waste hills with time.  

Common at dumpsites are scavengers, individuals involved in the recovery of valuable 

and recyclable items from the waste pile at dumpsites for economic gains (WIEGO 2013; 

Simatele and Etambakonga 2015). The two obvious reasons why the trade is still popular 

in developing countries are, firstly, the economic benefits the scavengers gain and 

secondly, the cost-saving on the part of government authorities by the non-

implementation of improved waste treatment methodologies (Medina 2007). There seems 

to exist a symbiotic partnership between the waste management agencies and scavenging 

population, where the scavengers carry out the tail-end clean-up of the solid waste, hence 

saving the government a huge cost (Simatele and Etambakonga 2015). The consequence 

of the existence of such an arrangement is that it can encourage further negligence on the 

part of government to improve the existing waste management system. Scavengers and 

other workers at the dumpsite in the course of their work are exposed to multiple disease-

causing agents that could affect their health, one of which is bioaerosols.  Microbial 

activities are central to the treatment of biodegradable MSW and agitation activities, such 
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as tipping, spreading and waste sorting have been shown to aerosolise these microbia l 

agents, including  pathogenic ones (Stagg et al., 2010). Moreover, the analysis of the 

composition of MSW in sub-Saharan Africa have shown it to have high a proportion of 

biodegradables (40–60%) and moisture content (Ogwueleka 2009; Hoornweg and Bhada-

Tata 2012b). Furthermore, these characteristics in combination with the hot and humid 

weather conditions in the region, favours the growth of microorganisms includ ing 

pathogens that are eventually aerosolized during agitation activities at the dumpsite 

(Odewabi et al., 2013a; Epstein 2015). The individuals working on dumpsites such as 

scavengers, waste workers and vendors are often exposed to elevated levels of these 

pathogenic microorganisms mainly by inhalation, as most have been noted to work in 

these conditions without personal protective equipment (Odewabi et al., 2013b). Workers 

exposure to organic dust laden with bioaerosols have been reported from composting and 

landfills facilities typically associated to high emission of organic dust during agitation 

activities, a condition similar to open dumpsites (Ray et al., 2005; Schlosser et al., 2012). 

In addition to exposure by inhalation, other exposure routes such as ingestion and skin 

contact presents additional exposure risk to the workers. These workers have been 

reported to be at risk of contracting gastrointestinal diseases, blood infections such as 

HIV and hepatitis, physical symptoms like impetigo and musculoskeletal symptoms 

(Thirarattanasunthon et al., 2012; Odewabi et al., 2013a). Hitherto, respiratory health risk 

from exposure to bioaerosols at open dumpsite has received limited attention from 

researchers compared to that associated with landfills and the composting processes 

(Douwes et al., 2003b; Heldal et al., 2015; Van Kampen et al., 2016a). Although 

activities such as tipping and spreading of waste may be common to landfills and 

dumpsites, the latter has greater environmental and public health impact as there are little 

or no controls over the safe handling, treatment and exposure limits to bioaerosols and 

particulate matter (UNEP 2005). Moreover, there are currently very limited literature on 

the exposure of dumpsite workers to bioaerosol emissions and the impacts on their 

respiratory health in a single study. As such, this research aims to investigate the degree 

of exposure to bioaerosols associated with working at open dumpsites and the potential 

impact this might have on the respiratory health of the workers. This particular piece of 

work will focus on bioaerosol exposure at Olusosun open dumpsite in Lagos, Nigeria. 

1.1.2

  Bioaerosols dispersion  

There is strong evidence that bioaerosols are dispersed from source point downwind and 

may settle out at some distance away from the source.  In one study, bioaerosols were 
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reported  at  concentrations up to 105 cfu m-3 at 250 m downwind from the composting 

facility (Herr et al., 2003), while another had reported concentrations up to  4.8×104  cfu 

m-3 and 5.6 ×102  cfu m-3 for total mould and Aspergillus fumigatus respectively, at 200 

m from the boundary of a non-hazardous landfill site (Schlosser et al., 2016). Due to the 

small diameter of most bioaerosols (0.65-4 μm) and their low setting rates, they can 

remain aerosolised for long periods of time, travelling long distances before setting out. 

This is the reason why concerns of potential infection risks from inhalation of pathogens 

have been raised by regulatory bodies like the UK Environment Agency, recommend ing 

that bioaerosols background concentrations be maintained at 250 m or at the nearest 

sensitive receptor from landfill or composting facilities (Environment Agency 2010). In 

one the earliest reports of respiratory infection from pathogen exposures was of an 

asthmatic residing 80 m from an uncontrolled composting site showing symptoms of 

Allergic Bronchopulmonary Aspergillosis (Kramer et al., 1989). Unfortunately, most 

open dumpsites in developing countries are usually located in the heart of the community 

they serve, with people living up to 50 m from the dumpsite (Sankoh et al., 2013b), setting 

them for exposures to bioaerosols that may result in infection. It is important to note that 

it is difficult to prove from the current data in the literature that the respiratory symptoms 

experienced by occupants located close to dumpsites are solely the result of exposure to 

bioaerosols, except clinically proven to be symptoms associated with specific bioaerosols 

from dumpsite (Kramer et al., 1989). Moreover, there are likely other sources of 

pollutants in the many neighbouring areas that can also be drivers of respiratory disease. 

The health impacts of bioaerosols emission from dumpsites is the least publicized 

contributor to the environmental burden of disease from environmental pollution. Hence, 

the need to address some of the key questions that remains unanswered such as:  

 What are the concentration of bioaerosols generated at dumpsites? 

 What are the taxa of bioaerosols in the air around an open dumpsite? 

 What are the health effects on the population on and around dumpsites when 

bioaerosols are inhaled? 

 Is there a relationship between diarrhoea occurrences and aerosolized enteric 

pathogens at dumpsites? 
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1.2

 Research Aim  

The overall aim of this research was to evaluate the potential health risk posed to 

scavengers working at open dumpsites and residents living close to open dumpsites from 

exposure to bioaerosols emitted during waste management activities.  

1.3

 Research Objectives 

For this aim to achieved, it was necessary to collect background information relating to 

the scavengers and the local residents alongside information regarding the emission of 

bioaerosols from open dumpsites. Therefore a number of objectives were identified to 

enable such information to be collected and ultimately to achieve the overall aim of this 

research. The objectives were defined as follows: 

(i) To obtain and analyse information regarding the respiratory health of the dumpsite 

workers and the local residents to determine the prevalence of respiratory diseases 

that may be associated with exposure to bioaerosols from the open dumpsite. 

(ii) Determine the overall concentration of bioaerosols in the ambient air and impact 

of seasonal variations on bioaerosol concentrations by measuring concentrat ions 

of bioaerosols at key locations around the open dumpsite over the dry and wet 

seasons.   

(iii) Determine the level of exposure to bioaerosols associated with the different 

dumpsite activities by measuring bioaerosols concentration during these 

activities. 

(iv) Determine the particle size distribution of bioaerosols from the ambient 

concentration and activities in other to compute deposition in the lungs of the 

dumpsite workers.    

(v) To quantify the potential health risk associated with exposure to pathogenic 

bioaerosols from open waste dumpsites using the Quantitative Microbial Risk 

Assessment (QMRA) tool. 

1.4

 Scope of the Research 

This study employed a mixed method (qualitative and quantitative) approach to achieve 

the aim and objectives. The study took place at Olusosun open dumpsite, Lagos Nigeria.  

A cross-sectional survey where structured questionnaires were issued to workers on the 

dumpsite and to residents located close to the dumpsite to collect respiratory heath 
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information over a period of 2 weeks in January 2017, while the ambient air sampling 

and activity related air sampling were carried out  between April–August 2017 over 13 

weeks .  

1.5

  Research Justification  

The Sustainable Development Goal 11.6 of the United Nations outlines the need for 

member nations to reduce the per capita environmental impacts of cites, especially by 

improving air quality and municipal waste management (UN 2016), and this study is 

directly aligned with this goal.  In order to address this goal, it was important to highlight 

the extent of the negative impact of the poor air quality resulting from poor management 

of municipal solid waste (open dumping). Hence this study. Furthermore, there are a 

number of key issues that will be addressed by this research regarding the exposure to 

bioaerosols emitted at open dumpsites.  

The socio-economic benefits of scavenging currently ranks high on the list of waste 

management authorities on why open dumpsites should be sustained. However, the 

finding in this study is aimed at providing hard evidence of exposure to pathogens and 

the risk of infection the scavengers and waste workers are exposed to on a daily basis, 

hence discouraging the continued practice of open dumping by these states.  

One of the consequence of a rapid growth in urban population is the increase in waste 

generation from the population. Consequently, the ever-expanding dumpsite encroaches 

into areas close to where the population reside.  This research will provide data on the 

respiratory health conditions suffered by this population because of their proximity to the 

dumpsite.     

Open dumpsites are most common in developing countries. Although the negative impact 

of open dumping on the environment are numerous, the quality of air on and around the 

dumpsite are of great importance, as air pollutants can be carried by wind across to places 

other than the dumpsite where they might be inhaled. This research will provide 

information on the possible risk of infection associated with pathogens from dumpsite s, 

even at considerable distances away from the dumpsite.   

The research will serve as a rich database, highlighting the urgency on the part of the 

government authorities to begin closure exiting open dumpsite and also start the 
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implementation of improved solid waste management system that are in line with the 

Sustainable Development Goals (SDGs).  

1.6

 Thesis Structure 

This thesis is organized in nine (9) chapters with Chapter 1 highlighting the background 

to the research, stating the research questions, the aim and objectives of the study. 

Contained therein also is the scope of the research and the significance of the study to 

waste regulators in developing countries where open dumping are common practice. 

Chapter 2 contains an in depth literature review of municipal solid waste treatment 

methods common in developed and developing countries that can lead to bioaerosol 

emissions in to the open air. The key focus is on composting, landfilling and open 

dumping. Also reviewed are reports of respiratory symptoms and health conditions 

experienced by workers as well as residents living close to these treatment facilit ies. 

Additionally, this chapter presents a summary of the knowledge gaps in the literature that 

informed the objectives that were set out in this study.   

Chapter 3 describes the methods employed to achieved the set objectives in this study. 

This covers the study site selection, ethnographic study, qualitative respiratory health 

survey, bioaerosol air sampling, and laboratory analysis and data analysis, all in line with 

the research aim. In addition to the data analysis in the methodology, each results chapter 

(Chapters 4-7) contains detailed methodology specific to that aspect of the work presented 

in those chapters.    

Chapter 4 is the first results chapter and contains elements of this study that have been 

published in a paper titled: ‘Exposure to bioaerosols at open dumpsites: A case study of 

bioaerosol exposure from activities at Olusosun open dumpsite, Lagos Nigeria’ in Waste 

Management Journal (Akpeimeh et al., 2019). The chapter contains the results and the 

discussion of the results of the respiratory health survey of the workers and residents 

located close to the dumpsite as compared to the control. Also assessed is the probability 

of acquiring respiratory symptoms and associated conditions by the members of the 

sampled population. Some of the limitations that are inherent in the methodology 

employed in this aspect of the study are also highlighted in this chapter. 

Chapter 5 presents the findings from measuring the concentration of bioaerosols in the 

ambient air and from specific activities at Olusosun dumpsite. The results are presented 
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as concentration of total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, Aspergillus fumigatus and total 

fungi in comparison to concentrations at the control. One of the objectives of this study 

was to assess the effect of seasonal changes on the overall ambient concentration of 

bioaerosols at the dumpsite, and this has also been presented in this chapter. Some 

elements of this study have also been published in a paper titled: ‘Exposure to bioaerosols 

at open dumpsites: A case study of bioaerosol exposure from activities at Olusosun open 

dumpsite, Lagos Nigeria’ in Waste Management Journal (Akpeimeh et al., 2019). Some 

of the limitations that are inherent in the methodology employed in this aspect of the study 

are also highlighted in this chapter. 

In Chapter 6, the focus is to present the results of the bioaerosol particle size distribution 

in the ambient air and in the emissions from specific activities at the dumpsite. Also 

contained is the assessment of the changes in the distribution as the particle travels 

downwind from the active operational area of the dumpsite. This chapter also formed the 

bases for the QMRA analysis presented in chapter 7. Some of the limitations that had 

arisen in the analysis were also highlighted in this chapter 

Chapter 7 describes the quantitative microbial risk assessments (QMRA) carried out 

based on the results obtained from the ambient air sampling and activity-related sampling 

as presented in chapters 5 and 6 of the thesis. The results present probabilistic estimates 

of respiratory and gastrointestinal risks that can result from exposure to the doses 

measured at the dumpsite. Some of the limitations inherent with this methodology was 

also highlighted in this chapter.  

Chapter 8 presents the general discussion of the data obtained from the both the 

respiratory health survey and bioaerosol air sampling carried out as part of the study, 

exploring how they fit into and build on the existing body of knowledge and the research 

questions highlighted in chapter 1. Also contained in this chapter is the discussion on the 

wider applicability of the results obtained.  

Chapter 9 is the last chapter of the thesis, where a summary of the key conclusions and 

recommendations for future research are presented. 
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Chapter 2:

 Literature Review 

2.1

 Introduction   

This chapter contains a review of the literature on the health and environmental impacts 

associated with different MSW management methods. The review has been divided into 

two sections; the first section contains the review of evidence of emissions resulting from 

waste management practices such as composting, solid waste recycling, landfill and 

opening dumping, highlighting their environmental and health impacts. The second 

section presents a review of existing literature on bioaerosols emissions, exposure 

concentrations, measured health impacts on the scavenger population and resident 

population close to dumpsites and lastly, identifying knowledge gaps in the literature on 

the practice of open dumping.  

2.2

  Review of the evidence of emissions resulting from waste management 

practices 2.2.1

 Air Quality Standards 

Exposure limits for bioaerosols is highly dependent on established exposure-dose 

relationships from either toxicological or epidemiological studies on the subject (Walser 

et al., 2015). The constrains limiting a uniform standard by regulators have been 

published (ibid) and maybe responsible for  the adoption of different exposure limits by 

different countries (Douwes et al., 2003b; Hsu et al., 2012). In the United Kingdom for 

instance, the Environment Agency had adopted the following acceptable levels within 

250 m downwind from the source as an ‘appropriately precautionary’ guideline, owing 

to the limited data on bioaerosol exposure-dose relationships in occupationa l 

environments (Deed 2004; Frederickson et al., 2013; Williams et al., 2013b; Pearson et 

al., 2015): 

 Total Bacteria 1000 cfu m-3 

 Fungi (Aspergillus fumigatus) 500 cfu m-3 

 Gram-negative bacteria  300 cfu m-3 

 Total Fungi 1000 cfu m-3 

 Endotoxin 90 EU m-3  

 Glucan 10 ng/m3  
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Although bioaerosols concentration in air  has been widely accepted to have been reduced 

to background levels within the distance of 250 m, it has been evident from different 

publications that these concentrations may likely vary and elevated concentrations could 

be detected  periodically during sampling (Stagg et al., 2010; Williams et al., 2013b). 

2.2.2

 MSW treatment methodologies associated with Bioaerosols Emissions in 

Europe 

Developed countries in this report refers to countries with high income and high waste 

collection rates averaging between 70-98% (Hoornweg and Bhada-Tata 2012c). 

Countries in the EU zone are not exempted since the issuance of the European Landfill 

Directive (Council Directive 1999/31/EC) in 1999.  The aim of the European Landfill 

Directive was to reduce waste sent to landfill to avoid the polluting effects and the adverse  

emission of greenhouse gases (GHG) by 12.5% below the 1990 levels by 2008-2012. 

Additional targets were also to reduce biodegradable municipal solid waste going to 

landfill to 35% of the total amount by weight of the MSW produced in 1995 by the year 

2020 (Stagg et al., 2010). Sequel to the Landfill directive, was the Waste Framework 

Directive (WFD) which spelt out the strategy adopted by the EU for the implementa t ion 

of the Landfill directive by the EU member States (EU 2008). The major highlight in the 

WFD was the Waste Management Hierarchy (WMH), which prioritizes the waste 

management options thereby placing landfill as the least favourable option for waste 

treatment. 

 

Figure-2-1 Waste Management Hierarchy (Stagg et al., 2010; EU 2015) 
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Among the treatment methods proposed in the WFD, composting and landfill treatment 

produces the highest microbial emission in the ambient air around the treatment facility 

due to the treatment process involved (Wéry 2014b). Sections 2.2.2.1 and 2.2.2.2 will 

review the current practices and standards in composting and landfill as obtainable in the 

UK. 

2.2.2.1

 Composting  

Composting is a method of waste management that is based on biological process of 

decomposition and stabilization of organic matter. In the right environmental conditions, 

aerobic microorganisms that are present in or inoculated into the organic waste mult ip ly 

and metabolize the organic matter, turning it into a stabilised product with high nutrients 

content that can be used for fertilizer (Stagg et al., 2010; Wéry 2014b). Typically, when 

the organic waste arrives to the composting site, they are initially shredded and screened 

into smaller particles. These unit processes results in increasing surface area available to 

microbiological decomposition. The resulting materials are then further transferred to a 

open naturally aerated windrow or to an in-vessel system with mechanical aeration. 

Windrows are elongated piles of compost, shaped like a haystack in cross section and up 

to 100 m or more in length. Windrows can be operated in either enclosed or open-air 

system depending on the composting method used in such environment. The heat 

generation during the biodegradation of the waste encourages the growth of thermophil ic 

species such as actinomycetes and thermotolerant fungi such as Aspergillus fumigatus 

(Swan et al., 2003; Stagg et al., 2010). On the other hand, in-vessel systems use horizonta l 

(tunnels) and vertical (towers) reactors for the waste stabilization. Although the in-vessel 

composting was introduced primarily as result of the introduction of animal by-products 

composting regulations (DEFRA 2008), technology also minimises direct odour and 

bioaerosols emissions into the open air. However, there is a high capital and operational 

cost associated with in-vessel composting. Besides, the residence time in the reactors are 

rarely adequate to produce a mature compost, hence the in-vessel composting systems are 

mostly used at the early stages when odours and process control are absolutely critical 

(Stagg et al., 2010). Thus, most composting facilities operating in-vessel composting still 

uses the windrow system for the maturation phase of the composting process in an 

enclosed environment fitted with bio-filters (EA 2010a).                            
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Bioaerosol emission is greatest during unit operations such as shredding, screening and 

turning of the windrows (Persoons et al., 2010). Since most large scale composting 

facilities in the UK are open-air windrow systems, the composting facilities continues to 

be a source of pollution and emission of bioaerosols to the environment (Wéry 2014b). 

In one case, Stagg et al., (2010) reported bacteria in air in the excess of 105 cfu m-3 

adjacent to the source point (windrow turning).  

2.2.2.1.1 Evidence of health impacts of bioaerosols emission on compost workers 

Several epidemiological studies have suggested that the generation of bioaerosols at 

composting facilities may pose occupational health risk to the workers and residents 

living close to the composting facility. Notable is the presence of opportunistic fungi such 

as Aspergillus fumigatus, that can take advantage of immunocompromised workers (Taha 

et al., 2006). Taha et al., (2005) recorded a high level of A. fumigatus and actinomyce tes 

as high as 104-107 cfu m-3 during unit operations (i.e. screening, shredding and turning) 

and 103 cfu m-3 on the static windrow respectively. Table 2.1 shows the measurable 

occupational and respiratory health effects from workers exposure to thermophilic and 

thermo-tolerant species associated with composting, woodwork and MSW workers.  

These aerosolized pathogens are generally recognised as causative agents of allergic 

respiratory disease such as allergic alveolitis, allergic rhinitis and occupational asthma 

following excessive exposure of compost workers (Swan et al., 2003; Bünger et al., 

2007). However, there are still limited data addressing exposure dose-response 

relationships from bioaerosol exposures, owing largely a lack of data on adequate 

exposure assessment, diversity in measuring methods employed for bioaerosols and a 

lack of firm health exposure limits for composting facilities (Walser et al., 2015). Bünger 

et al., (2007) for instance carried out one of the longest follow up studies where compost 

workers were observed for 5 years, only occupational symptoms were reported with no 

data on bioaerosols concentration the workers were exposed to in the same study. Heldal 

et al., (2003) on the other hand may have delivered exposure data as indicator parameter 

but could not establish a clear dose-response relationship.  

The toxic effects of endotoxins and beta(1→3) glucans have received  more attention in 

reviews in recent years due to the establishment of a standard exposure limit by the 

Environment Agency (Frederickson et al., 2013). Unfortunately, their detection upon 

sampling are cultivation-based (as required by Environment Agency), which in most 

cases underestimates the actual concentrations and diversity of the bioaerosols in the 
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sampled air. Albrecht et al., (2007) had shown that only 1.5-15% of sampled airborne 

bacteria are viable to form countable colonies after incubation. Sadly, endotoxins and 

beta (1→3) glucans are present in both viable and non-viable samples. Hence, it’s more 

reliable to use culture-independent approaches such as DNA-RNA sequencing for  

endotoxins and beta (1→3) glucans detection and analys is (Wéry 2014b). Sykes et al., 

(2011) reported a consistently high exposure of workers at four composting facilities to 

inhalable organic dust containing endotoxins (74.51 EU m-3) and β-(1→3) glucans (2.02 

ng/m3), a level that put the  workers at high risk of triggering respiratory inflammatory 

diseases or possible chronic respiratory symptoms on the workers.  
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Table 2-1: Occupational health studies on bioaerosols exposure  

Setting  Bioaerosols 

component  

Study 

design  

Study 

population  

Mean exposure 

duration (years) 

Exposure concentration  Measurable Health effects Significant D-

R relationship  

Reference  

Wood  Bacteria and 

Fungi 

CS 28 wood 

trimmers; 

19 controls 

Wood timers: 13; 

Controls 13 

Bacteria: Median 370  
cfu m-3 

Mould spores: Median 

2950  cfu m-3 

Significant decrease in lungs 

function parameters (FEV1, 

MEF50) week correlation with 

mould exposure   

Bacteria: No 

Mould: Yes 

Dahlqvist et 

al., (1992) 

Wood Gram negative 

Bacteria 

CC 168 workers; 

30 controls 

9 -14 Gram negative bacteria: 

Sawmill mean: 0.87×104  
cfu m-3; Wood chip mean 

1.41 ×104  cfu m-3; 

Joinery mean: 0.74× 104  
cfu m-3 

Chronic effects: Significant 

decrease in lungs function  

parameters (FEV1, FVC, 

FEV1/FVC) 

Acute effects: Significant 

decrease in FVC, FEF25%-75%; 

effects more pronounced on 

joinery workers  

Yes Mandryk et 

al., (1999) 

Waste/ 

compost

ing  

Bacteria and 

fungi 

CS 72 Workers  n.a Bacteria: < 4× 102 – 

2.8×105  cfu m-3; 

Fungi: < 4×102-5.0 ×105 

Significant increase in %PEFvar Fungi :Yes 

Bacteria: No 

Coenen et 

al., (1997) 

Waste/ 

compost

ing  

Total bacteria, 

fungi spores, 

Rod-shaped 

bacteria, 

Spherical bacteria 

CS 31 waste 

handlers, 19  

1.5 Total Bacteria: Median: 

0.84×106  cfu m-3; 

Fungal spores: median: 

0.17×103  cfu m-3; 

Rod-shaped bacteria:  

Median: 0.004×106  cfu 

m-3; 

Spherical bacteria: 

Median: 0.8 ×106  cfu m-3 

Significant increase in 

inflammatory mediators in nasal 

lavage (neutronphils %, ECP) 

during working week and 

significant decline in TVL2 

(rhinometry); but only 

associated with median fungal 

exposure and Wednesday fungal 

exposure. 

Bacteria: No 

Fungi: Yes 

Rod shaped 

bacteria: Yes 

Spherical 

bacteria: No 

Heldal et 

al., (2003) 
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Table 2.1: Occupational health studies on bioaerosols exposure  (Continued) 

RCC=Retrospective case-control study, CS= Cross sectional study, LS =Longitudinal Study

Setting  Bioaerosol 

component  

Study 

design 

Study 

population  

exposure 

duration  

Exposure concentration  Measurable Health effects Significant D-R 

relationship  

References 

Waste/ 

composting 

Filamentous 

fungi and 

actinomycete

s 

LO 218 compost 

workers; 66 

controls  

5 years Filamentous fungi: 2- 

11,000 ×103  cfu m-3; 

Actinomycetes: 4-3500×103  
cfu m-3 

Significant decline in FVC% 

(in smokers) 

Actinomycetes 

: Yes 

Filamentous 

fungi: Yes 

Bünger et 

al., (2007) 

Waste/ 

composting  

β-(1→3) 

Glucan and 

Endotoxins 

CS 117 

Compost 

workers  

12 months β-(1→3) Glucan: Geometric 

Mean: 2.02 ng/m3 

 Endotoxins: Geometric 

Mean 74.51 EU/m3 

No respiratory symptoms 

observed. Musculoskeletal 

symptoms were observed.  

NO Sykes et al., 

(2011) 

Waste 

recycling  

β-(1→3) 

Glucan and 

Endotoxin 

CS 159 n.a β-(1→3) Glucan: 4.8-40.1 

ng/m3 

Endotoxin: 17.7-114.3 

EU/m3  

Significant increase cough 

with phlegm, chest tightness, 

gastrointestinal symptoms 

associate with higher exposed. 

β-(1→3) 

Glucan: Yes 

Endotoxin: Yes 

Gladding et 

al., (2003) 

Waste 

workers  

Results 

associated 

with 

bioaerosols 

exposures 

RCS 180= MSW 

Workers; 

100= 

Controls 

4 years Not reported  Waste workers:  

URS 52%; LRS 57%; 

Abrasion 43%; Irritation of 

eyes 19%; Increased  

Ceruloplasmin oxidase activity 

(17%); decrease in Albumin 

by (4.55%); WBC count 

increases (9.85%) compared to 

controls 

Controls: 

URS 17%; LRS 23%; 

Abrasion 10.98;%; Irritation of 

eyes 19% 

Between job 

duration and  

Health effects: 

Yes 

Odewabi et 

al., (2013a); 

Odewabi et 

al., (2013b) 
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2.2.3

 Evidence of bioaerosols exposure to communities living close to 

composting plants 

Community based studies are usually carried out in most cases as a result of  complaints 

of odour nuisance caused by the existence of the waste treatment facility in close 

proximity to the community (Aatamila et al., 2011). These studies are usually cross-

sectional studies that mostly assess the impacts of causal agents on the given population 

at one specific time and may lack follow-up studies compared to what is obtainable with 

longitudinal studies. In one of the  earliest published community-exposure reports by 

Kramer et al., (1989), an asthmatic residing 80 m from a composting site showed 

symptoms of allergic broncho-pulmonary aspergillosis (ABPA), confirming bioaerosols 

dispersal downwind of waste facilities. More so,  Herr et al., (2003) reported bacteria 

exposures to the magnitude of 105 cfu m-3 at 250 m downwind of the composting site. 

Browne et al., (2001) on the other hand used daily symptoms diaries from the residents 

to record the symptoms in relation to Aspergillus fumigatus spore counts, then comparing 

residents near the facility to those in a particular reference area. It was however observed 

that the residents recorded mostly respiratory symptoms, results of which was similar to 

what  Herr et al., (2003) observed from his study population (see Table 2.2). 
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Table 2-2 Community studies on bioaerosols exposures from composting facilities 

Setting  Bioaerosol 
component  

Study 
design  

Study 
population  

Exposure 
duration  

Exposure concentration  Measurable Health effects Significant D-
R relationship 

Reference  

Residents 540m 

downwind waste 

composting 

facility 

A.fumigatus 
 

CS 63 living 
residents 
downwind; 82 
controls 

72 days n. a No significant association 
A. fumigatus and asthma 
or allergy 

No (Browne 
et al., 
2001) 

Residents  living 

near 5 

composting 

facilities 

Total  bacteria, 
Thermophilic 
fungi and 
thermophilic 
actinomycetes 

CS 365 residents: 
within 150-
200m (n=82), 
within 200-
400m (n=76), 
400-500m 
(n=56)  

n.a Total Bacteria: 
200m =5.1×104 cfu m-3 

250m =1.7×105  cfu m-3 

300m = 8.3×104 cfu m-3 

Moulds: 
200m =1.3×105 cfu m-3 

250m =4.6×104  cfu m-3 

Thermophilic 
actinomycetes: 
200m =5.5×105 cfu m-3 

250m =1.1×105  cfu m-3 

OR of Exposed vs. 
Unexposed for residence 
living between 150-200 m 
Bronchitis = 3.59 (1.40-
9.47), Waking up due to 
coughing  = 6.59 (2.57-
17.73), Coughing on 
rising or during the day= 
3.18 (1.24-8.36) 

Yes (Herr et 
al., 2003) 

Residents living 

near 5 waste 
treatment 

facilities  

n.a CS 1142 
residents : ≤ 
150 
km(n=672), 
1.5-3.0 km 
(n=253), 5 km 
(n=217) 

 n.a OR by distance band ≤ 
150 km vs. 1.5-3.0 km:  
Cough/phegm = 1.3 (1.0-
1.8) 
OR by those annoyed by 
odour: 
Unusual shortness of 
breath =1.5 (1.0-2.2), 
hoarseness of dry throat = 
1.5 (1.1-2.0) 

No strong 
dose-response 
pattern 
observed 

(Aatamila 
et al., 
2011) 

RCC=Retrospective case-control study, CS= Cross sectional study, LS =Longitudinal Study, OR= Odds ratio 
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2.2.3.1

 Landfills 

Since the issuance of the Landfill directive (1999/31/EC) in 1999, the yearly amount of 

biodegradable municipal waste (BMW) going to landfill in the UK as at 2012 have been 

reduced to 29% of the baseline amount generated in 1995 (DEFRA 2015). By implicat ion, 

the UK has met her projected target of reducing BMW going to landfill below the 50% 

base line as proposed by the Landfill directive (1999/31/EC), hence effectively reducing 

the rate at which new landfill sites are opened and emission of GHG and bioaerosols as 

shown in Table 2-3. However, if BMW is still a greater part of the waste going to landfil l, 

then there is still a possibility of bioaerosols generation in landfills.  

The day-to-day landfill operation could be grouped into four unit operations; weighing of 

collection vehicle, unloading of waste, spreading and compaction of waste and covering 

of waste. The waste collection vehicle on arrival is weighed and inspected for 

unacceptable waste content. Then waste vehicles are then directed to their expected 

tipping points where the waste trucks are unloaded and the waste are ready to be spread 

on the available space within the landfill. Usually the spreading within the landfill are 

carried out with the use of bulldozers and compactors. The last unit operation is carried 

out by covering of the waste with cover soil or the use tarpaulin. The primary purpose of 

the operation is to minimise windblown-litter, control odour emission, and prevent bird 

scavenging, reduce risk of fire and unauthorized scavenging by humans (ISWA 2010). 

The following sections will review possible emission from landfill sites and its impacts 

in the health of workers and community around the landfill site 

Table 2-3 Municipal Waste and BMW to Landfill 1995, 2010-12  (DEFRA 2015) 

Year Operation   Amount of Waste (thousand tonnes) 

UK  England  NI Scotland  Wales 

1995 Municipal waste to landfill  

of which BMW to landfill 

 

35,688 

 

29,030 

 

1,225 

 

3,595 

 

1,837 

2010 Municipal waste to landfill  

of which BMW to landfill 

24,807 20,298 893 2,296 1,319 

12,982 10,339 558 1,406 678 

2011 Municipal waste to landfill  

of which BMW to landfill 

22,432 18,421 734 2,113 1,164 

11,716 9,360 464 1,282 609 

2012 Municipal waste to landfill  

of which BMW to landfill 

19,733 16,187 622 1,902 1,023 

10,293 8,129 394 1,170 599 
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2.2.3.1.1 Bioaerosols emission from Landfills and health of landfill workers 

Landfills are one the highest emitters of GHG’s, bioaerosols and VOC’s and these have 

been linked to the biodegradable component of the landfill waste (Lis et al., 2004; EA 

2010c; Mansour et al., 2012). GHG’s such as methane (CH4) are inevitable by-products 

of anaerobic decomposition of organic waste sent to landfills (EA 2010c; Stanisavljevic  

et al., 2012). In properly managed landfills, the microbial sources are mostly from the 

waste arriving at the landfill and the microbial rich soil used for covering the waste during 

compaction. Bioaerosol emission pathways have been noted to be largely due to agitation 

during unloading, spreading and compaction of the MSW (Buczyńska et al., 2005). Some  

studies have suggested that bacteria can be aerosolized alongside landfill gases from 

landfill surfaces with or without agitation (Moletta et al., 2008). Bioaerosols emissions 

have  been observed in a closed landfill site and to be still recording high concentration 

of bioaerosols years after its been out of use (Huang et al., 2002; Frączek et al., 2014). 

Microbial concentrations have also been reported at levels >104 CFU/m3 in offices located 

120 m from landfills (Lis et al., 2004). A log higher than expected indoor microbial level 

(Ross et al., 2004; Frederickson et al., 2013). Pulmonary histoplasmosis is a respiratory 

infection acquired when aerosolized Histoplasma capsulatum spores are inhaled. This 

pathogen has been associated with areas with organic content in soil and have shown to 

infect landfill workers especially when aerosolized during soil covering and compaction 

at landfills (Huhn et al., 2005).  

There are also reports of the health effects of organic dust on landfill workers showing 

symptoms of multiple respiratory symptoms, low WBC and Monocyte counts (see Table 

2-4). In most of the studies reviewed, bioaerosol emissions had adverse health effects not 

just on landfill workers but also the communities around the landfill. The reports further 

confirm that a large proportion of occupationally acquired infections associated with 

landfill workers were respiratory. Gelberg (1997) for instance, reported higher odds of 

respiratory symptoms (OR=2.14, 1.35-3.38, 95% CI) across all the groups of landfil l 

workers than dermatological (OR=2.07, 1.11-3.38, 95%CI) and gastrointest ina l 

(OR=1.26, 0.76-2.09, 95%CI) symptoms. In a similar study by Abdou (2007), 65.5% of 

examined landfill workers suffered multiple respiratory symptoms, eye infections 48.3% 

and gastrointestinal infection 20.7%. The report however did not contain information on 

the causative agents the workers were mostly exposed to.  
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Table 2-4 Occupational Health effects of bioaerosols exposure on landfill workers 

RCC=Retrospective case-control study, CS= Cross sectional study, LS =Longitudinal Study, OR= Odds ratio 

Location  Study 

design 

Setting  Study 

population  
Study 

duration  

Measured particles   Emission 

pathway 

Health effects  Remarks Reference  

Toruń, 
Poland  

LS Landfill Landfill site, 
Sorting, and 
weighing 
station 

1 year On operating LF cell: 
Bacteria: Mean=1939 cfu m-3 

Molds: Mean = 2017  cfu m-3 

Indoor environment:  
Bacteria: Mean= 12025 cfu m-3 

Molds: Mean= 13574  cfu m-3 

Polluted air surroundings 
Area (300 m from LF): 
β-haemolytic Bacteria= 15.1% 
Actinomycetes = 3.6% 

Tipping  , 
compacting,  
and dumping  

Not considered   Air surrounding the 
landfill had 
considerably lower 
microorganism, the air 
within the landfill was 
highly polluted (21.7% 
of the sampled air) 
especially observed 
during the spreading, 
compaction and 
unloading. 

(Kalwasińs
ka et al., 
2014) 

Poland  LS Landfill Indoor office 
120 m from 
landfill; 
outdoor 
landfill area 
closest to the 
office 
building.  

6 months Bacteria: 
Indoors 2.0 ×104-7.2×104  cfu 
m-3 

Outdoors: 6.4× 103-4.2×104  
cfu m-3 
Fungi 
Outdoors: 6.4× 103-4.2×104  
cfu m-3 

Not 
considered  

Not considered High possibility of 
chronic health effect 
from  endotoxins due 
to prolong inhalation 
of gram-negative 
bacteria.  

Lis et al., 
(2004) 

India  Landfill   TSP (559-2082 µg/m3) Waste 
Spreading, 
off-loading, 
Scavenging, 
Wind action    

89% = single 
/multiples RS; 
72%  suffer 
URS; 77% 
Suffer LRS 
Low WBC and 
Monocyte 
counts 

Workers health 
impacts were largely 
attributed to TSP 
(Consist of dust, 
VOC’s, Bioaerosols, 
and PM) as a whole.  

Ray et al., 
(2004) 



16 

 

2.2.3.1.2 Evidence of health impacts on communities living close to landfills 

There is  evidence in the literature suggesting a link between a resident’s proximity to a 

landfill, exposures from landfill and ill health. Fielder et al., (2000) for instance, in the 

case study of Nant-y-Gwyddon landfill site in the UK, reported increased rates of 

maternal congenital anomalies (CA) in residents living near the site by 1.9 times (95% 

CI, 1.3-2.85, p<0.001) for the period from 1988-1996 after the landfill site was opened. 

In another study investigating the prevalence of CA among  residents who lived close to 

24 landfills in Wales between 1983-1997, Palmer et al., (2005) also noticed that the odd 

ratio for CA in these residents had increased from 0.87(95% CI, 0.75-1.00)  to 1.21 (95% 

CI, 1.04-1.40), an indication of  increased risk of congenital anomalies. He however 

acknowledged a lack of data for confounding factors that may have influenced the result 

(Table 2.4). Another report by Elliott et al., (2001) recorded excess risk of birth defects 

and low weight birth after examining the 80% of the British population living within 2 

km of landfill sites, but no clear cause was explained for his claim. However, since the 

control population was essentially rural, it could possibly be that the difference between 

the study and the control groups could account for his findings. It is worth mentioning 

that Mattiello et al., (2013) had established that the risk of congenital anomalies and 

respiratory disease have been the most consistent evidence in the literature over the years 

and may likely indicate the true nature of the impacts of landfills on the health of residents 

living close to landfills. Noted also was that none of the health symptoms were clearly 

stated to be associated with bioaerosols emission from the landfill sites, thereby 

suggesting insufficient data on bioaerosol exposure and dose response data on the impact 

of bioaerosols on the community living near landfill sites. 



17 

 

     Table 2-5 Community studies on the effect of landfill emissions 

Location  Study 

design 

Setting  Study population  Exposure 

duration  

Exposure 

concentration  

Measurable health effect Sig. D-R 

Relationship 

Reference  

Wales  RCCa Landfill Residents within 
2 km from 24 
landfill sites in 
Wales for the 
years 1983-1997 

15 years Not reported  Congenital Anomalies: 
Observed to expected rates 
ratio increased from 0.85 (95% 
CI, 0.75-1.00) before landfill 
opening to 1.21(95% CI, 1.04-
1.40) after opening, with 
higher standardized risk ratio 
of 1.39 (95% CI, 1.12-1.72) 
compared to 1.04(95%, 0.88-
1.21) for 1998-2000.  

Not reported  Palmer et al., 
(2005) 

England 
and Wales 

RCC Landfill Residents within 
2 km from landfill 
(58% on the 
population in 
England and 
Wales) for the 
years 1989-1998. 

9 yearsb Not available  Downs Syndrome: No 
significant excess risk of 
Down syndrome in population 
living near landfill. 

 No Jarup et al., 
(2007) 

California, 
USA 

RCC Landfill 
(Hazardous 
Waste site) 

 Racial or Ethnic 
minority living 
near hazardous 
waste sites in 
California  

6 years  Birth defects:  OR= 1.12 
(95% CI, 0.98-1.27) showing 
increased risk. 
Neutral tube defects: OR= 
1.54 (95% CI, 0.93-2.55) 
Showing increased exposure 
risk. 
Anencephaly: OR= 1.85 (95% 
CI, 0.62-2.27) This indicates 
Higher risks associated with 
exposure.   

Not reported  Orr et al., 
(2002) 
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a RCC=Retrospective case-control study , CS= Cross sectional study, LS =Longitudinal Study 
b All data for 1991 discarded because of maternal age miscoding in the live and stillbirth data 
c persistent organic pollutants (POPs) like dioxins, polychlorinated biphenyls, polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons and chlorinate d pesticides 
d Volatile Organic Compounds like chloroethenes, chloroethanes, chloromethanes, chlorobenzenes, benzene, toluene, xylene, etc  
e NYS Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) 
f RR=Rate ratio  

                                                 

New York  RCC Hazardous 
waste site 
(HWS) 

Women living 
near 818 
hazardous waste 
sites in New 
York. 

16 years Potential 
exposure to  
POPsc and 
VOCsd  as 
classed by the 
NYSDECe 

VOCs: RRf 1.056 (95%CI, 
1.008-1.107; p<0.023) 
POPs: RR 1.014 (95% CI, 
0.967-1.064; p<0.557) 
 Breast Cancer: There is a 
close association between the 
emission of VOC’s and POP’s 
from HWS and the rate of 
development of reported breast 
cancer.  
Impact: The result also shows 
that VOCs had the greater 
impact as compared to POP’s 
emitted from the HWS’s. 

Yes Lu et al., 
(2014) 
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2.2.3.2

 Waste collection and recycling  

Health symptoms related to waste collection and recycling have been reported to include 

musculoskeletal problems, pulmonary disease, gastrointestinal problems, and eye and 

skin irritation (Poulsen et al., 1995). Workers exposure routes have mostly been through 

skin contact and inhalation. In two contradictory  reports  by Odewabi et al., (2013b) and 

Garrido et al., (2015), the earlier reported that 71% of the workers suffered from single 

or multiple respiratory symptoms, 66.67% musculoskeletal as compared to the control 

group with 32% and 21% respectively. The latter, on the other hand, reported a prevalence 

of musculoskeletal at 67% and respiratory symptoms at 13%, hence contradicting several 

reports establishing respiratory symptoms as the prevalent health symptoms observed 

among waste workers (Heldal et al., 2003; Ray et al., 2004; Abdou 2007; Bünger et al., 

2007; Walser et al., 2015). Garrido et al., (2015) however, acknowledged the limitat ions 

of the report by only including work-related respiratory complaints in the CSS and 

possible logistic regression adjustment due the high presence of confounding factors like 

smoking 35.4%, obesity 29.2% and mean BMI 28.2 kg/m2. Odewabi et al., (2013b) using 

biomarkers attributed the appearance of Immunoglobulin A in seromucous secretions 

from the workers as a typical indication of the immunological defence of exposed external 

surfaces against attack by microorganisms, in this case inhaled bioaerosols.  2.2.3.3

 Bioaerosol exposures in agricultural operations  

Agricultural activities such as crop production and livestock production are important 

sources of exposure to bioaerosols (Lanier et al., 2010; Hansen et al., 2011). During crop 

production, planting, threshing, harvesting often causes disturbance of the crops and the 

soil, enough to detach the microorganism attached to these surfaces, thus aerosolizing 

them (Jones and Harrison 2004; Tarigan et al., 2017).  As shown in previous studies, the 

agricultural workers are at high risk of exposure to bioaerosols, not just because of the 

high bioaerosols concentration associated with the specific task/activities, the workers are 

generally unaware of these risks, thus taken no precaution to prevent them (Lis et al., 

2008; Lee and Liao 2014; Tarigan et al., 2017). Tarigan et al., (2017) for instance reported 

fungi concentration in the magnitude of 104 cfu m-3 in a mushroom and vegetable farm in 

Taiwan, and workers diagnosed with decreased lungs function. Moreover, 

hypersensitivity pneumonitis have been reported among mushroom farmers exposed to 

fungi spores in France and Japan (Tanaka et al., 2001; Ampere et al., 2012). Workers 

cultivating crops in green house are at higher risk of bioaerosol exposure compared to 
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compare to open air (Hansen et al., 2011). This also raises a major health concern as 

greenhouse farming is increasingly being adopted for the growing of vegetables and 

flowers (Thilsing et al., 2014).  

Livestock and poultry operations have continued to increase globally in responds to 

demographic pressure, land pressure and economic developments. These have also lead 

to the increase trend in animal confinement as a way to cope with these external pressures 

(Millner 2009). The direct consequence of this is an increase in the overall airborne 

microbial load in the immediate environment by virtue of the increase feed volumes, 

number of animals and the organic waste produced by the animal. Workers in pig farm in 

Switzerland have been reported to be exposed to fungi and endotoxin concentrations up 

to 5.7 x 103 cfu m-3 and 1.3 x 103 EU m-3, values the at higher the Swiss recommended 

Occupational exposure limits (Masclaux et al., 2013). In a different setting,  Lanier et al., 

(2010) have reported fungi concentration up to 1.7 x 106 cfu m-3 using a personal sampler 

worn by workers during feeding operation in a cattle farm in Normandy (France). 

Although on the surface there might be a morally justifiable to engaging in agricultura l 

activities compared to waste management, however, previous reports shows bioaerosols 

concentration values similar to those recorded in waste management facilities.  

Residences located near these agricultural farms have also been exposed high 

concentration of airborne contaminants (particulate matter, bioaerosols and dust). 

Elevated levels of cow allergens like Bos d 2 and ammonia were in home located within 

400 m from a dairy farm in Washington, USA (Williams et al., 2011).  In another isolated 

case, Pavilonis et al., (2013) reported that children located at near animal farm and are 

exposed to contaminants from swine animal feeding operations in Iowa USA, had higher 

risk of asthma (OR 1.51 95 CI 1.08-2.09, p= 0.014) and/or would have been on diagnosed 

of asthma or medication for wheeze (OR 1.38 95 CI 1.04-1.81, p= 0.023).  

In all the reports evaluated, what is most consistent is the elated level of exposure to 

bioaerosols and other airborne contaminants during agricultural operations, levels 

comparable to what is measured in waste treatment operations.  
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2.3

 Open dumping  

2.3.1

 Open Dumping as a solid waste management practice  

Open dumping has the greatest impacts on the environment and public health compared 

to other forms of waste-to-land treatment of MSW (Hoornweg and Bhada-Tata 2012c; 

ISWA 2015). Although not an acceptable waste management method for global best 

practices, it is however the most common practice in developing countries. It involves the 

designation of a piece of land where indiscriminate deposit of solid waste can take place 

with none or limited control measures over its operation and the protection of the 

environment  surrounding it (ISWA 2015).  In general, the impact of open dumping on 

the environment and quality of life is mainly felt as a result of  air, water and soil 

contamination (Karak et al., 2012). This section will review the impacts of open dumping 

on the environment and public health. 

2.3.1.1

 Environmental Impacts of open waste dumping  

Methane (CH4) is the second most prevalent GHG emitted due to anthropogenic activit ies, 

contributing about 60% to the CH4 generated globally and has 25 times greater impact on 

global warming over a 100-year period than CO2 (Yusuf et al., 2012; EPA 2014). Of the 

20.61% global methane emissions from waste, landfilling and open dumping of solid 

waste (59.07%) and wastewater (40.81%) are the two largest emission sources in the 

sector (Karakurt et al., 2012). Moreover, methane is lighter than air and can easily build 

up pressure during its formation, resulting in an upward movement through the soil via 

the path of least resistance for some time, before breaking through the surface (ISWA 

2015). Additionally, methane is highly flammable, and it is largely responsible for the 

self-ignitions and open fires commonly found in open dumpsites. A substantial increase 

in CH4 emissions is projected in Africa (77%), South- East Asia (34%) and Latin America 

(53%) if substantial effort is not put to the diversion of waste from dumpsites and 

establishing an improved waste management system (Yusuf et al., 2012).  

Other environmental impacts include leachate from the decomposed waste percolating 

downwards into the soil. Leachates are liquids that contain biological and chemica l 

constituent of the waste that are in the form of dissolved suspended solids containing 

heavy metallic compounds from metal like Zinc: Zn, Cadmium: Cd, Chromium: Cr, 

Nickel: Ni, and others. These compounds, if not controlled, can percolate deep, 

contaminating the sources of drinking water as well as surface water. Karak et al., (2013) 
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reported a high concentration of Fluoride (F-) at 2.98-24.39 mg/L and Chlorine (Cl-) at 

1.23 × 10-3 mg/L in the leachate sample from the Garchuk dumpsite, a concentration 

higher than recommended for F- level in ground water by WHO (Brouwer et al., 1988). 

Most interesting is the contamination of the nearby water source (Deeper Beel River, 250 

m from Garchuk dumpsite) by Zinc and other heavy metals. They had reported up to 1.2 

µg/L at points closest to dumpsite and even higher values (Zn: 60.3 µg g-1; Cd: 1.10 µg 

g-1) in vegetables (C.antiquorum schott) grown close to the dumpsites.  A similar of high 

concentration of heavy metals was also reported in the soils at dumpsites in Islamabad by  

Ali et al., (2014), with Zn: 632 µg g-1; Cd: 6.17 µg g-1 suggesting soil contamina tion 

and high uptake by vegetation in such area. 

2.3.1.2  Public health impact of open waste dumping 

The practice of open dumping can only negatively affect public health either directly or 

indirectly. Directly in the sense that humans can get sick or develop chronic illnesses due 

to prolonged inhalation or contact with microbial and chemical emissions from dumpsites. 

Indirectly, suggests that ingestion of contaminated plant or animal or water as a result of 

the dumpsites, humans can still be affected by the practice of open dumping (Sankoh et 

al., 2013a).  

Common at open dumpsites are scavengers (people who make their livelihood recovering 

valuable materials from waste by ravaging the waste pile). These people live in 

unhygienic conditions close to the dumpsites, and from the nature of their jobs are 

exposed to every possible emission from the waste dumpsite (Thirarattanasunthon et al., 

2012). Respirable particles such as VOCs and bioaerosols are disease causing and have 

been reported to be present in high concentrations in landfills (Table 2-4).  VOCs however, 

are aromatic compounds that are also emitted alongside landfill gases. While CH4 and 

CO2 contribute significantly to global warming, prolonged exposure to VOCs emissions 

have been reported to have carcinogenic properties as well as non-cancer hazards to 

landfill workers and dumpsite scavengers (Majumdar et al., 2014). Additionally, blood 

infection such as Hepatitis B, HIV and physical symptoms such as skin rashes, low back 

pain and sprains, headaches and impetigo have been reportedly found in dumpsite 

scavengers (Kungskulniti et al., 1991; WB 2005; Thirarattanasunthon et al., 2012). The 

greatest risk relates to wounds and cuts, exposure and contamination of which 

subsequently may lead to infection. Other types of accidents may involve fires, explosions, 
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machine accident and landslide of waste (Greedy and Thrane 2012). Although landfil l 

workers and dumpsite scavengers may share a similar occupational hazard (see section 

on landfills), there is generally a lack of data on exposure-dose relationship making a 

competent assessment of the exposure effects extremely difficult. 

Often observed as visual signs common to dumpsites are smoke from the burning of the 

waste (Greedy and Thrane 2012). The most common reason for open burning at 

dumpsites is to reduce the waste volume on site except for occasions where burning is 

required for resource recovery e.g. the burning of wires to remove insulations from copper 

cables and other electronic waste (Lemieux et al., 2004; Asante et al., 2012). Open waste 

burning have been reported to release some of the world’s most toxic pollutants such as 

PCDD/Fs, PBDD/Fs, DL-PCB’s, PCBs and VOCs in large quantities, some of which 

have been recommended for inclusion into the WHO Toxicity Equivalent Scheme (Van 

den Berg et al., 2006; van den Berg et al., 2013). The ash dust from the combustion are 

easily inhaled in high concentrations since the burning takes place at low heights and can 

easily settle out several miles away from source. Interestingly, high concentration of 

PBDs, PCBs and heavy metals have been detected in blood samples of children 

scavengers between 11-15 years old in dumpsites of Managua in Nicaragua (WIEGO 

2014). It is no surprise that lower respiratory infection (LRI) is one of the highest 

contributing to global environmental burden of disease, only second to diarrhoea among 

children (0-14 years) (WHO 2006). Moreover in a study of 328 children at Dandora 

dumpsite in Kenya,  154 (46%) of ages 2-18 years showed observable symptoms of 

multiple respiratory infection, adding to the evidence supporting frequent occurrence of 

respiratory symptom among dumpsite scavengers (UNEP 2014).  

2.3.2

 Review of the relationship between bioaerosols emissions, exposure 

concentrations, and measured health impacts of open dumpsites 

This section contains reviews of publications on bioaerosols emissions from dumpsites, 

evidence of health symptoms resulting from exposure and the existing knowledge gaps 

in the literature. The review was developed from the research questions already 

established in Chapter 1 of this thesis, and knowledge gaps identified as an attempt to 

answer these questions from the literature. These are the review questions: 

 What are the concentration of bioaerosols generated at dumpsites? 

 What are the taxa of bioaerosols in the air around an open dumpsite? 
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 What are the health effects on the population on dumpsites when bioaerosols are 

inhaled? 

 Is there a relationship between diarrhoea occurrences and aerosolized enteric 

pathogens at dumpsites?
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2.3.2.1

 What are the concentration of bioaerosols generated at landfills and open 

dumpsites? 

Evidence of emission of particulate matter from landfills and dumpsites have been widely 

reported by various authors, however it was observed that bioaerosols emissions have 

been given less attention compared to particulate matter emission in the literature in the 

past (Vrijheid 2000; Watanabe et al., 2005; Chow et al., 2006; Watanabe et al., 2006; 

Watanabe et al., 2010; Bastian et al., 2013; Majumdar et al., 2014; Weichenthal et al., 

2015). No fewer than 10 epidemiological studies alluded to bioaerosols as the cause for 

various health symptoms observed in landfill workers/dumpsites scavengers, yet little 

was mentioned regarding bioaerosols emission concentrations (Fedorak and Rogers 1991; 

Kungskulniti et al., 1991; Poulsen et al., 1995; Bünger et al., 2000; Ray et al., 2004; Ray 

et al., 2009; Thirarattanasunthon et al., 2012; Odewabi et al., 2013a; Odewabi et al., 

2013b; Garrido et al., 2015).  

Among the 5 articles reporting emission levels, Kalwasińska et al., (2014) and Lis et al., 

(2004) reported the highest sampled values with airborne bacteria concentrations > 104 

CFU/m3 and fungi concentrations > 103 CFU/m3  for indoor air (in offices, weighing 

station 120 m away from landfill) and between 103-104 CFU/m3 for bacteria and 103-104 

CFU/m3 for fungi concentration in outdoor air. They generally reported high 

concentration of bioaerosols at landfills, values higher than expected background levels 

(Pearson et al., 2015). In a similar report of a 3-year longitudinal study by Huang et al., 

(2002) bioaerosols emissions were found to be far above 103 CFU/m3 (i.e. 9.8×103 -1.1 

×104 CFU/m3 and 5.6×103 -6.4 ×103 CFU/m3 for fungi and bacteria respectively) with 

thermos-tolerant  species like Cladosporium spp, Aspergillus spp, Penicillium, Alernaria 

and Drechslera accounting for 65% of all the fungi colonies on the sampling plates. This 

was the longest study on bioaerosol emission at landfills, showing seasonal variation on 

bioaerosol concentration. Odeyemi (2012) also reported a significant amount of bacteria 

in air around the studied dumpsite (E.coli 37%, Klebsiella spp 19%, Pseudomonas spp 

13%, Serratia spp 15% and staphylococcus spp 8%) however, because of the sampling 

method employed (passive sampling) the published results may be an underrepresenta t ion 

of the microorganisms in the air of the dumpsite where the study was based.  

Amongst the fungi population detected in the outdoor air around landfills, Cladosporium, 

Aspergillus spp., Penicillium and yeast have been observed to be commonly sampled. 
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(Huang et al., 2002; Kaźmierczuk and Bojanowicz-Bablok 2014). Although true, 

however it is established that certain fungi species are commonly associated with specific 

waste treatment methods. For instance, Aspergillus spp. are commonly associated with 

composting plants (Browne et al., 2001; Herr et al., 2003; Deed 2004), and Cladosporium 

can be found in outdoor air independent of the type of environment. Hence, in an 

environment with several treatment facilities employing more than one MSW treatment 

method,   it is possible that sampled results could be unclear and inconclusive. For this 

reason, Kaźmierczuk and Bojanowicz-Bablok (2014) proposed the use of 

Enterbacteriaceae spp, β-haemolytic bacteria and yeast as indicator organisms for landfil l 

bioaerosols emissions since they are rarely isolated from clean air and are often isolated 

in air samples around landfills (Flores-Tena et al., 2007; Kalwasińska and Burkowska 

2013; Kalwasińska et al., 2014).  

Knowledge gaps 

There were a few knowledge gaps identified that possibly could be filled by this research 

 There was only one report on seasonal variation and its impact on bioaerosol 

concentrations in the air at landfills, and none for dumpsites. 

 The sampling methods employed can influence sampling results. Some of the 

literature reviewed did not mention the standard or protocol used for the sampling 

of bioaerosols (e.g. UK Environment Agency (2017) M9 Technical guidelines), 

hence raising a question of the reliability of their published data. 

 Literature on bioaerosol concentrations in the air at dumpsites is scarce. 
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2.3.2.2

 What are the taxa of bioaerosols in the air around landfills and open 

dumpsites? 

Lis et al., (2004) upon measuring microbial indoor and outdoor air quality in landfills in 

Poland, found more Gram-positive bacteria in the air than Gram-negative bacteria. In the 

outdoor air, twenty-four species were identified, but only eight were gram-negative. A 

similar result was also reported by Kalwasińska and Burkowska (2013) in Toruń, Poland,  

where 58.5% of bacterial isolates were Gram-positive bacilli (Bacillus spp., Brevibacillus 

spp., Geobacillus spp.) and 3.5% Gram-negative bacilli (Pseudomonas spp.). However, 

in a contrary report by Flores-Tena et al., (2007), higher concentrations of gram-negative 

bacteria compared to gram-positive bacteria  were observed in San Nicolás landfill site 

in Mexico. Incidentally, only Entrobactrum amnigenus, Ochrobactrum and Pasteurella 

haemolytica were the isolated species common to both Poland and San Nicolás.  In a 

different report published 7 years after Flores-Tena et al., (2007),  Hurtado et al., (2014) 

refuted the earlier findings about San Nicolás landfill, stating an overall higher count of 

gram-positive bacteria (62% of sampled bacteria) as compared to gram-negative bacteria 

(38% of sampled bioaerosols). This discrepancy could perhaps be explained by the 

sampling procedure used where the latter study took extra caution to ensure high 

microbial viability (low microbial losses due to impact stress) during bioaerosols air 

sampling.   

Aboagye-Larbi et al., (2014) and Odeyemi (2012) had reported a high prevalence of 

gram-negative bacteria compared to the gram-positive in the air around dumpsites in 

Ghana and Nigeria respectively. Gram-negative bacterial like E.coli, Klebsiella spp, 

Salmonella spp and Pseudomonas spp (73% bacterial isolates in Nigeria) and gram-

positive bacteria like Enteroccus spp and Staphylococcus spp (27% of the bacterial 

isolates in Nigeria) were common to both Ghana and Nigeria. An interesting explanation 

for this could be due to a high volume of non-segregated waste received at these 

dumpsites, since these kind of waste have been observed to cause the highest gram-

negative bacteria exposure during sorting of waste (Marchand et al., 1995; Park et al., 

2011). Another possible explanation could be the climatic conditions found in these 

tropical countries as gram-negative bacteria have thermo-tolerant properties making 

likely to survive longer in air in regions with warmer climates, unlike Poland and Mexico 

with colder climates (Fang and Wong 2000).  



28 

 

Knowledge gaps 

 There appears to be a relationship the between airborne microbial population, 

bioaerosol species and climatic conditions of the environment where the 

landfill/dumpsite is located, however, this has not been made clear in the literature. 

2.3.2.3

 What are the health effects on the dumpsite population when bioaerosols 

are inhaled?  

Six articles on the health effects of respirable pathogenic aerosols released from 

dumpsites were reviewed (Kungskulniti et al., 1991; Ray et al., 2009; 

Thirarattanasunthon et al., 2012; Karak et al., 2013; Sankoh et al., 2013b; Weichentha l 

et al., 2015). Although the health effects (especially respiratory symptoms) observed in 

landfill workers were similar to those experienced by dumpsite scavengers, the lack of 

administrative controls at dumpsites aggravates the possible consequences from the 

exposure, as the dumpsite population were reported to be exposed to multiple diseases-

causing agents. The characteristics of the waste arriving at open dumpsites are non-

segregated, making it sometimes difficult to draw clear conclusions on the level of impact 

each confounding factor has on the exposed person. The following confounding factors 

were identified to be common among the literature reviewed:  

 Chemical exposure due to emission PM2.5
 to PM10  from the waste (Kungskulniti et 

al., 1991) 

 Toxic exposure due to landfill fire (Weichenthal et al., 2015) 

 Smoking habits (Ray et al., 2009) 

 Bio-medical waste as a source of infection (Kungskulniti et al., 1991; Sankoh et al., 

2013a) 

Ray et al., (2009) reported increased alveolar marcrophages, neutrophils, eosinophils and 

lymphocytes in the sputum samples of examined female waste pickers, suggesting airway 

inflammation as compared to the controls in his study. Although the study had not 

reported the possible exposure concentration, they however concluded the biomarkers 

from the bodies of the female waste pickers were indications of a stimulated immune 

defence to combat invading pathogenic microorganisms such as bacteria, endotoxins and 

viruses. There is growing evidence that attached to suspended particulates (in the 

inhalable organic dust particles) are viable and non-viable microorganisms and other 

components such as endotoxins and mycotoxins (Krajewski et al., 2002; Lane et al., 
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2004). These particles are aerosolized mostly during spreading, compacting of waste and 

the hand picking/sorting by the scavengers (Buczyńska et al., 2005). There are observed 

instances where exposure to total suspended particulates (TSP) are as high as  559-

2082µg/m3, a concentration 10 times greater than the 150 µg/m3  24-hr exposure limit 

recommended by the USEPA (Kungskulniti et al., 1991; EPA 2015). Thus explaining the 

reasons for the observed elevated levels of MRS recorded among waste pickers and 

scavengers (Odewabi et al., 2013a). 

 Knowledge gaps 

 Material reviewed reported either on the health symptoms experienced by the 

workers or the bioaerosols concentrations, and not both. Thus relating the impacts 

of exposure to morbidity is difficult. This may be due to the short duration of most 

of the studies. 

 No clear adjustment of confounding factors were undertaken, especially for open 

dumpsites where workers exposure is from multiple sources. 
2.3.2.4

 Is there a relationship between diarrhoea occurrences and aerosolized 

enteric pathogens at dumpsites?  

Diarrhoea and lower respiratory infection are two of the largest disease burdens 

attributable to modifiable environmental factors. The WHO (2006) estimates that 94% of 

the diarrhoeal burden of disease can be  attributed to environmental risk factors such as 

unsafe drinking water and poor sanitation, thereupon putting children aged 0-14 years old 

the most vulnerable (ibid). Although a larger portion of diarrhoea is water borne, the lack 

of proper environmental sanitation has also plays a significant role as well. Mengistie et 

al., (2013) in his study established that households with open refuse dumps close by had 

2.22 times higher odds of contracting diarrhoea (OR=22.2, 95% CI 1.2 – 4.03) than 

households who do not (OR=1.74, 95% CI 1.33-2.28). Although his study only covered 

diarrhoeal occurrences within two weeks prior to the study, it however was able to 

identify a close association of diarrhoea with refuse dumps. In another study of residents 

living close to dumpsites in Salvador, Rego et al., (2005) established the prevalence of 

diarrhoea among children exposed to the waste dumpsite to be 3.98 times (OR=3.98, 95% 

CI 1.56-10.13) higher as compared to those who were not. Moreover, a common source 

of faecal matter at dumpsites are children’s diapers and the faeces of animals that are 

dispose at the dumpsite (Limpurb 1999). Hence there may be increased risk of direct 
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human-human transmission especially if a member of the household participates in 

scavenging at these dumpsites (Rego et al., 2005). Living in close proximity to dumpsites 

can pose some level of risks attributable to vectors. Flies for example, are vectors 

common to refuse dumps and dumpsites and are known to spread enteric bacteria (Oo et 

al., 1989; Chavasse et al., 1999; Curtis et al., 2000). 

There is emerging evidence that inhaled aerosolized enteric bacteria could subsequently 

be swallowed, thereby increasing the gastrointestinal pathogen load. Jahne et al., (2014) 

and Dungan (2014) had attributed this to inhaled enteric pathogens that are deposited in 

the upper respiratory tract and then swallowed. Usually large particulate matter (dust 

clusters) that do not move down to the alveoli area could be deposited in the upper 

respiratory tract and then swallowed. And contained therein are pathogens from the dusty 

environment (Buczyńska et al., 2005). This is contrary to the WHO (2006) report, stating 

that the airborne pathway of enteric bacteria are of very little consequence and may not 

be a significant contributor to disease burden attributable to diarrhoea. 

Knowledge gaps 

 The infection probabilities from inhalation of enteric microorganisms from 

dumpsites were not found in literature.
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2.3.3

 Review of quantitative microbial risk assessment as a tool  for infection 

risk calculation 

The use of quantitative microbial risk assessment (QMRA) as a tool to assess public 

health risks from pathogenic microorganisms is widely accepted  across public health 

intuitions and in epidemiological studies (Haas et al., 1999). The framework is such that 

it utilizes mathematical models and quantitative data to examine the exposure, 

characterize the spread of the pathogenic agents and assesses the infection risk from such 

exposure (Beaudequin et al. 2015). The four-tiered approach commonly used for 

microbial risk assessment are hazard identification (HAZ ID), dose response assessment, 

exposure assessment and risk characterization.  QMRA has been used to assess faecal-

oral exposures to gastrointestinal microorganisms from water sources (Machdar et al., 

2013; Sunger and Haas 2015),  respirable bioaerosols from manure application sites 

(Jahne et al., 2014), irrigated diary waste water (Dungan 2014), wastewater treatment 

works (Medema et al., 2004) , and the case of Homeland security (Bartrand et al., 2008; 

Huang and Haas 2009). The main advantage of QMRA is that it provides researchers with 

readily available analytical models that can mimic the human response to pathogen 

exposure, without over reliance on existing animal models, which may have ethical 

implications and are expensive to run. One of the limitations with QMRA is that the 

approach does not take into account crucial behavioural dimensions that may affect either 

the vulnerability or resilience of the sub-population to the infection risk (Nguyen-Viet et 

al., 2009). However, over the past 50 years with the increasing recognition of the 

quantitative relationship that exist between risk levels and dose levels, mult ip le 

generational models have emerged incorporating factors like host factors (e.g. age, 

immune status), pathogen factors (e.g. particle size) and the rate at which the probable 

effect would develop i.e. epidemic curve, to fix this limitation (Haas 2015).  

Infection probability can be estimated using dose-response models. The theory that each 

single organism  inhaled by the host, has the potential to initiate an infection is what most 

dose-response models are based on (Rubin 1987).  This is unlike the concept of threshold, 

where a certain minimum number of microorganisms are required to act cooperatively to 

overcome the host’s immunity to initiate an infection (Haas et al., 1999). The earlier, can 

explain why sporadic infections happen.  However, this must be interpreted in cognisance 

that the probability of a single microorganism evading the host defence is very small; 

hence, more than one is needed to successfully initiate infection (Rubin 1987). Table 2-5 
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describes cases where QMRA was applied and dose-response models used to estimate 

infection risk from exposure to the pathogenic agents. In all the cases reviewed, β-Poisson 

and the exponential model were the most common, especially for enteric pathogens 

(Bacteria and virus). Furthermore, β-Poisson model seems to show best-fit compared to 

others when used for estimating infection risk from bioaerosols (Bartrand et al., 2008). 
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Table 2-6 Cases where QMRA have been applied and the dose-response models used for respiratory risk estimation 

Setting Pathogen  Particle 

diameter (μm) 

Best fit D-R 

model  

D-R model 

parameter 

Exposure 

period 

Infection probabilities  Reference  

Waster irrigation with 
sprinkler 

Campylobacter 
jejuni 

0.5-1.5  β-Poisson α = 0.145, β = 
7.59 

8 hours At 1 km, infection risk 
ranged from 10-6-10-1.  

Dungan (2014) 

Cattle Manure 
application to land 

Nontyphoid 
Salmonella spp. 

- β-Poisson α = 0.3.126, β= 
2884 

8 hours Between 100-1000 m, 
infection risk range 10-6-
10-8. 

Jahne et al., 
(2015) 

Waster irrigation with 
sprinkler 

E.coli O157:H7 0.25  µm β-Poisson α = 0.2241, β= 
4.8807 

8 hours At 1 km, infection risk 
ranged from 10-6-10-1 

Dungan (2014) 

Best-fit from animal 
models (mouse)   

Aspergillus 
fumigatus 

2-3.5 µm β-Poisson   α = 1.1, β= 20 60 mins The risk estimate was 
2.2×10-5  

Leleu et al., 
(2013) 

Best-fit from animal 
models (Rhesus 
monkey, Guinea Pig) 

Bacillus anthracis < 5  µm Exp. 

β-Poisson   

k  = 7.51×10-5 

α = 0.549, N50 
= 28,472 

- Infection risk ranged 
between 0.128 - 0.699 

Bartrand et al., 
(2008) 

Best-fit from animal 
models (Mice, Guinea 
Pig) 

Coxiella burnetii 0.2-0.4  µm Exp. 

β-Poisson   

k  = 7.79 

α = 0.492, N50 
= 28 

- - Tamrakar et 
al., (2011) 

Biosolids application 
to land 

adenovirus 90–100 nm Exp. 

 

k = 6.07E-01 1 hour At 100 m downwind of 
application site, infection 
risk was 3×10-4- 4×10-3 

Brooks et al., 
(2012) 
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2.3.4

 Knowledge gaps identified 

At the end of the literature review a number knowledge gaps were identified and have 

been highlighted below: 

 It was discovered that the relationship between seasonal variation and impact on 

bioaerosols concentration at dumpsites were not fully detailed in most of the 

reports reviewed, and this is likely due to the short duration of most of the studies.  

 It was discovered that the bioaerosols sampling standard/protocol employed were 

not stated in most of the report examined, which may raise question on the 

reliability of the reported data.  

 It was also discovered that the microbial species that appeared to be predominant 

in the environment studied depended on the type of waste treatment plants and the 

treatment method as well as the climatic condition of area the sampled area. Hence, 

indicator microorganisms sampled in one part of the world may not be the case in 

another part, depending on the climatic condition. 

 It was also observed that the materials reviewed either reported on the health 

symptoms or bioaerosols emission concentrations and not both, hence, making it 

difficult to relate the exposure with morbidity in one setting. This was mainly due 

to due to the short duration of most of the studies reviewed. 

 There no clear adjustment of confounding factors, especially in the case open 

dumpsites where there are multiple sources of emission. 

 That a clear quantitative risk evaluation of bioaerosols impact on health of 

worker/scavengers/residence have never been carried out, especially in an 

environment with multiple environmental exposures. 
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Chapter 3:

 Material and Methods 

3.1

 Introduction  

The chapter describes the samples, materials used and the methodology adopted during 

the investigation of the bioaerosols emission from open dumpsites in developing 

countries. The study involved a qualitative health survey, bioaerosol air sampling, 

laboratory analysis and data analysis. In this chapter, the research approach used is 

divided into four sections, which includes:  

a. Respiratory Health Survey of participants in the study area  

b. Bioaerosols air sampling: Sampling of ambient air with the Anderson six-stage 

impactor. 

c. Bioaerosols air sampling: Activity based sampling with the use of the SKC 

Personal aerosol sampler. 

d. Quantitative Microbial Risk Assessment      
3.2

 Case study area 3.2.1

 Site Description and Activities 

Olusosun open dumpsite is located in Ojota, Lagos State, Nigeria. Lagos State has a 

population of 21 million people with an annual population growth of rate of 3.2% (Buttner 

and Stetzenbach 1993; LBS 2013). Of the three principal dumpsites serving the urban 

population of Lagos i.e Ewu Elepe, Solous and Olusosun dumpsites, Olusosun is the 

biggest with a size of 42.7 hectares (105.5 Acres), and is located at 6°35'40.9"N and 

3°22'38.4"E (Oyeku and Eludoyin 2010; LAWMA 2016), (See Plate 3-1). Olusosun is 

estimated to receive about 2,100,000 tons of municipal solid waste, construction and E-

waste per year and has received about 17,150,000 to 24,500,000 tons of waste already 

since it became active in 1992 (D-Waste 2014). Olusosun dumpsite was chosen because 

it receives about 40% of the total municipal solid waste deposits in Lagos, operates on a 

24-hour work cycle, every day of the year (Idehai and Akujieze 2015) and is surrounded 

by sensitive receptors located as close as only 50 m to its boundary (Sankoh et al., 2013a). 

The waste characterization of Olusosun open dumpsite shows that 43% of the waste 

deposits were organic, hence a significant source of organic dust and bioaerosols 

(LAWMA 2017). 
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SCALE: 1:14000 

Plate 3-1: Location of Olusosun open dumpsite, Lagos, Nigeria. 
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3.2.2

 Sensitive receptors 

Sensitive receptors (SRs) were classed as neighbouring homes, businesses and other 

occupied buildings near the dumpsite that might be affected by the activities at the 

dumpsite (AfOR 2009; Environment Agency 2017).  As a guideline for siting waste 

treatment facilities,  it is recommended  that they be sited at least 250 m away from the 

closet sensitive receptor (UNEP 2005; EA 2010b). On the contrary, Olusosun dumpsite 

is surrounded by several sensitive receptors within 50-150 m with some even sharing the 

same boundary with the dumpsite irrespective of the wind direction (See Plate 3-2 and 3-

3). Among the sensitive receptors are residential buildings, primary schools, office 

complexes and parks. These neighbouring buildings served as points for conducting the 

close-to-site health survey where participants were either a resident or a worker in the 

area and would have been located at the space for at least 8 hours daily during workdays.  

 

 

 

Plate 3-2 Aerial Map showing the location of sensitive receptors as located at different 

distances from OOWD, Red band: Within dumpsite boundary; Yellow band: 0- 250 m 

from boundary, adapted from Google Maps (2017). 
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3.2.3  Ethnographic study 

The ethnographic study was carried through careful observation of day-to-day activit ies 

at the site in order to have an in-depth understanding of the behaviour and perception that 

occur within members of the population operating at the dumpsite (Reeves et al., 2008). 

The ethnographic study took place between the 9th and the 13th January 2017 and 

observations were recorded in an activity logbook. The physical layout of the dumpsite 

was observed and documented. The researcher also obtained appropriate operational 

guidelines regarding the daily activities at the dumpsite and attended mandatory safety 

briefings organized by the management of the dumpsite. The two key constituted 

authorities managing the dumpsite were identified; these were the Scavenger’s 

Association and the Lagos State Waste Management Agency (LAWMA). The 

information obtained served as a source of caution during sampling. On few occasions, 

randomized sampling was carried out based on word of mouth for clarity about the daily 

activities at the dumpsite. 

Furthermore, the physical survey at the sensitive receptors was also carried out as part of 

the ethnographic study. Information obtained served as a guide during the Respiratory 

Health Survey activity in the area. Using Google Maps (2017) for navigation, interview 

points were identified, marked and recorded in preparation for the interview. These were 

all areas the fell within 250 m downwind from the dumpsite’s boundary. 

3.2.4

 Control site  

A residential area located approximately 10.79 km away from Olusosun open dumpsite 

was used as control for the study (Plate A-1). Prior to selecting this location, a visual 

Plate 3-3: Sensitive receptors around Olusosun Dumpsite (i) Private Primary School (ii) 

Residential Buildings 

(i) (ii) 
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inspection of the area within 1500 m around the sampling locations for dumpsites, landfil l, 

waste treatment facilities and factories was carried. This action was to reduce the 

possibility of co-founding factors of anthropogenic origin influencing the result of the 

respiratory health survey as well as the ambient air sampling. A total of 120 participants 

were interviewed at the control site and were not included in the sampled population on-

dumpsite and near the dumpsite. The median age of the sampled population also matched 

a national demographic characteristic: 70% of adult population in Nigeria are less than 

30 years in age (Reed and Mberu 2014). The sampling method employed for the 

Respiratory Health Survey (RHS) was similar to that used for on-dumpsite and close-to-

dumpsite RHS, as described in section 3.5.2 and 3.5.3.  

Ambient air sampling was carried out in the two stations at the control (Plate 3-6 C and 

D). These were located within 6°29'58.9"N 3°22'47.5"E and 6°29'45.3"N 3°22'45.0"E. 

The air sampling method employed is similar to the method employed at the dumpsite, as 

described in section 3.5. The microorganisms, agar type, growth inhibitants, incubation 

temperature and duration for bioaerosols are shown in Table 3-1. 
3.3

 Climatic conditions of the study area  

The climatic condition of Lagos was assesses owing to its possible influence during 

bioaerosol sampling. Lagos is characterized by a tropical climate with two distinct 

seasons, the dry and wet seasons. The dry season is characterized by reduced rainfa ll 

(monthly average <120 mm) from late October through to March, with the lowest rainfa ll 

in January (monthly average <14.3 mm). However, heavier rainfalls are experienced in 

the wet season from April through to October, with the heaviest precipitation in June (see 

Table B-5). The mean annual rainfall range is 1635 mm-1800 mm while the mean annual 

temperature and relative humidity  is 27 oC  and 83 % respectively (Udo 2015; WMO 

2017).   

3.4

  Respiratory Health Survey of participants in the study area 

3.4.1

 Ethical Approval  

Ethical approval was obtained from the Engineering Faculty Research Ethics Committee, 

University of Leeds (Ethics Reference: MEEC 16-004), before carrying out the 

respiratory health survey at the dumpsite and its environs. The ethical approval clearly 

stated how the health data should be obtain, managed and stored securely.  
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3.4.2

 Sample Size Estimation 

Sample size was calculated using the metrics as recommended by WHO (1991). The size 

estimation was calculated for participants on-site and those close-to-site. On-site 

participants were those working on the dumpsite at the time of the survey, while the close-

to-site participants were either residing or working close to the dumpsite at the time of 

the survey. For the former, the prevalence of respiratory symptoms in landfill workers in 

India at 65 % was used to calculate sample the size (Ray et al., 2004; 2005). This 

prevalence figure was used because there are currently no figures in the literature for 

Nigeria. With a confidence level at 95%, bound on error at 5%, and statistical power at 

80%, the sample size was 145 ±4 to account for attrition (see Table A-2). For the latter, 

due to the lack of appropriate records of the population size of the study area, a decision 

to recruit 145 participants was referenced from the sample size used in the on-site 

recruitment of participants, with a ±5 % error threshold.  

3.4.3

 Selection of On-dumpsite participants  

A total of 149 participants were recruited for the study between the 12th and the 20th 

January 2017. For the purpose of the research, five major occupations were identified 

among the on-site participant namely: Scavengers (Those who ravage the waste pile with 

tongs for recyclable resources); Waste workers (Government workers in charge of the 

safe disposing of waste and the maintenance of OOWD); Business Owners (those with 

kiosk rendering different services to other members of the population); Middle Men 

(Those who buy the recovered recyclable materials from the scavengers); Food vendors 

(those who sell food to the other members of the population). Participants were selected 

at random and were required to have worked for at least one year at the dumpsite to be 

eligible to take part in the survey. More so, a written or verbal informed consent was 

sought from all participants before administering the questionnaires. Participants that 

were unwilling to participate were appreciated for their listening time and the researchers 

moved on to the next available participant; see Plate 3-4 A and B. A copy of the consent 

form and questionnaire used is found in Plates A-2 and A-3. 

3.4.4

 Selection of Close-to-dumpsite Participants   

A non-probability, convenience-sampling technique was used to recruit close-to-site 

participants. Due to the lack of appropriate records of the population size of the study 

area, a decision to recruit 145 participants was referenced from the sample size used in 
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the on-site recruitment, with a ±5% error threshold. Participants were selected at random 

and a written informed consent was sought from all participants. The participants were 

recruited only if they were either a resident (those who reside at study area), worker (those 

who come to work at study area but resides away from the study area) or a business 

owners (those with kiosk or small to medium scale businesses rendering services to the 

population in the study area) and would have spent an average of 8 hours per day for at 

least 4 days a week at the interview location. There were a few refusals to participate, 

however the overall responses were generally cooperative. A copy of the questionna ire 

used is found in Plate A-4. 

The predominant wind direction was the main criteria for selecting the area covered 

during the qualitative research. As indicated in the UK Environment Agency (2017) 

technical note, sensitive receptors located downwind are more at risk than those upwind. 

A wind rose identifying the average wind direction over a period of 30 years was obtained 

from the World Meteorological Organization (WMO 2017) and Metroblue (2017) in 

order to select the primary area of study (Figure 3-1). Shown in Plate 3-5 are points on 

the map where the interviews took place and the number of participants at each location. 

These points were generated using participant’s addresses and location coordinates. 3.4.5

 Operational definition of study outcome 

These definitions were adapted from the operation guidelines of the European 

Community Respiratory Health Survey (ECRHS II), and American Thoracic Society 

Division of Lung Disease questionnaire (ATS-DLD-78A) (Ferris 1978; ECRHS 2002; 

Birring 2011; Shaikh et al., 2012; Gibson et al., 2016). Chronic cough was defined as a 

consistent cough as much as 4 to 6 times a day, 4 or more days a week or a cough first 

thing in the morning or both for at least 3 months. Chronic Phlegm was defined as 

expectoration of sputum for as much as twice a day for at least 4 days a week or 

expectoration of sputum first thing in the morning or both for at least 3 months. Chronic 

wheezing was defined as wheezing in a dusty environment that would have triggered 2 

or more episodes of shortness of breath. Asthma was classified as at least two reported 

asthma attacks of shortness of breath with wheezing in the past two months with normal 

breathing between episodes of shortness of breath or a diagnosed asthmatic by a physician.
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A B 

Plate 3-4: Respiratory Health Survey (A) On-site participant Scavenger during an 

interview session (B) Researcher with scavengers who participated in one of the On-site 

Respiratory Health Survey sessions after distributing protective nose mask to participants. 

Plate 3-5: Interview locations, number of participant at each location during the close-

to-site respiratory health survey. 
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Figure 3-1 Wind rose showing the predominant wind direction of the north-

eastern wind flowing across Olusosun dumpsite Metroblue (2017)  
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3.5

 Bioaerosols air sampling: Sampling of ambient air with Anderson six-

stage impactor. 

3.5.1

 Procedure for media preparation  

A series of selective media was used for the bioaerosol sampling. The following indicator 

microorganisms were sampled; Total Bacteria, Gram-negative bacteria and Aspergillus 

fumigatus and Total fungi. These indicator microorganisms were used because they were 

widely reported in the literature on bioaerosols emission from waste management 

facilities and were also recommended by the  UK Environment Agency (2017) Technica l 

Guidance Note (M9) on environmental monitoring in regulated facilities (Drew et al., 

2009; Fletcher et al., 2014; Wéry 2014b; Environment Agency 2017).  Below is a 

summary of the selective media used  

Total bacteria: Total bacteria were cultured on half-strength nutrient agar. 14 g of 

nutrient agar (Sigma-Aldrich) and 10 g bacteriological agar (Oxoid) were dissolved in 1 

L of distilled water, then autoclaved at 121oC for 15 mins. After cooling the media in a 

water bath to 50oC, 100 mg/L of cycloheximide was added and mixed thoroughly. The 

media was subsequently poured into pre-sterilized 90 mm Petri-dishes in preparation for 

sampling. 

Aspergillus fumigatus: Aspergillus fumigatus was cultured on malt-extract agar. The 

media was prepared by dissolving 15g of malt extract (Sigma-Aldrich) and 20g of 

bacteriological agar (Oxid) in 1 L of distilled water, then autoclaved at 121oC for 15 mins. 

After cooling the media in a water bath to 50oC, a supplement solution of 50 mg L-1 of 

Streptomycin, and 10 mgL-1 of  Novobiocin was added and mixed thoroughly. The media 

was subsequently poured into pre-sterilized 90 mm Petri-dishes in preparation for 

sampling.  

 Gram-negative bacteria: Gram-negative bacteria were cultured on MacConkey agar. 

20g of MacConkey agar (Sigma-Aldrich) was dissolved in 1 L of distilled water and 

mixed thoroughly, then autoclaved at 121oC for 15 mins. Upon cooling to about 50oC, 

200mg/L of cyclohexamide for selective inhibition was added and then mixed thoroughly.  

The media was subsequently poured into pre-sterilized 90 mm Petri-dishes in preparation 

for sampling.  
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3.5.2

 Procedure for Ambient air sampling  

Ambient air sampling involved collecting air samples at specific locations on Olusosun 

dumpsite using an Anderson six-stage impactor by Tisch Environmental, Inc, U.S.A. 

Four fixed sampling points were identified in relation to the predominant wind direction 

(EA 2009; Environment Agency 2017), these were; upwind, active point, dormant point 

and the boundary. The active area was considered as the point source as activities such as 

spreading, tipping, scavenging and sorting mainly took place here. The sampling points 

and their distances away from the active part of the dumpsite are shown in Plate 3-5. Air 

samples were collected one day a week, for 13 weeks from the 25th April to the 28th 

August, 2017. Due to the limited number of sampling equipment available to the 

researcher, sampling did not take place concurrently at all sampling points.  

At the sampling point, a set of six prepared media plates were aseptically transferred into 

the Anderson six-stage sampler which was mounted at a height of 1.5 m from the ground 

(Plate 3-6 A and B).  Then air was drawn in at the rate of 28.3 L min-1 with a sampling 

time of 2.45 mins to avoid overloading of the plates. Duplicate samples were collected 

for each of the indicator microorganisms at each location , and the plates were stored in 

sterile sealed bags for no more than 8 hours at 4o C while being transferred to the 

laboratory for incubation and enumeration (Jahne et al., 2014).   
3.5.3

 Post-sample handling  

Bioaerosol quantification, identification and enumeration were based on the protocol 

stated in the Technical Guidance Note (M9) for monitoring of bioaerosols at regulated 

facilities (Environment Agency 2017). The microorganisms, agar type, growth inhibitants, 

incubation temperature and duration for bioaerosols are shown in Table 3-1. Aspergillus 

fumigatus identification was based on colony characteristics (e.g. morphology, shape, 

size, pigment) while the gram-negative bacteria was further confirmed by gram staining. 

Total fungi was a sum of all the fungal colonies on the malt-extract media, inclusive of 

Aspergillus fumigatus. After enumeration, a positive-hole correction was carried out to 

adjust the colony counts and account for multiple impaction as recommended by Macher 

(1989) and Buttner and Stetzenbach (1993) and results were recorded in colony-forming 

units per cubic meter of air sampled (CFU).  
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Table 3-1 Specific incubating conditions regarding sampled microorganisms 

(Environment Agency 2017) 

Bioaerosols 
Agar Specific growth 

inhibitants 

Incubation 

Temperature 

Duration of 

incubation 

Total 
Mesophilic 
bacteria 

14 g L-1 nutrient agar 
(Sigma-Aldrich)  and 
10 g L-1 bacteriological 
agar (Oxoid) 

Cyclohexemide, 
100 mg L-1 

37oC 48 h 

Gram 
negative 
bacteria 

52 g L-1 MacConkey 
Agar (Sigma-Aldrich) 

Cyclohexemide, 
200 mg L-1 

37oC in the 
dark 

3 -7 days 

Aspergillus 
fumigatus  

20 g L-1 each of malt 
extract agar (Sigma-
Aldrich) and 
bacteriological agar 
(Oxoid). 

Streptomycin, 50 
mg L-1 and 

Novobiocin, 10 
mgL-1 

40oC 48 h 

Total fungi 
20 g L-1 each of malt 
extract agar (Sigma-
Aldrich) and 
bacteriological agar 
(Oxoid). 

Streptomycin, 50 
mg L-1 and 

Novobiocin, 10 mg 
L-1 

40oC 48 h 
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 Upwind  Active Point  Dormant Point Boundary

Sampling Locations at OOWD

50m
325m

531m

788m

Plate 3-5 Sampling points on Olusosun dumpsite showing distances from active point.  

A B 

C D 

Plate 3-6: Researcher carrying ambient air sampling using the Anderson six-stage 

sampler (A) Bioaerosol sampling at dormant point (B) Bioaerosol sampling at active 

point (C) Bioaerosol sampling at Control Location 1 (D) Bioaerosol sampling at 

Control location 2 
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3.6

 Activity-based Air sampling 

3.6.1

 Sample collection 

Activity-based air sampling measured bioaerosols exposure from specific activit ies 

engaged in by members of the population at the dumpsite.  Three volunteers were 

recruited and they were involved in scavenging, waste sorting and site monitoring on the 

sampling days. The personal air sampler (Button Aerosol Sampler, SKC Inc., PA USA) 

mounted vertically on the volunteers, was operated by drawing sampled air using a 

personal pump (AirChek XR 5000, SKC Inc., USA) at 4 L/min through a stainless 

cassette containing a 0.8 µm pore size gelatin filter while they work (Plate 3-7). The 

decision to use gelatin filter was informed by the literature  as it has proven to increase 

the survival of stress-sensitive microorganism during sampling viable bioaerosols when 

compared to other sampling methods and filters (Wu et al., 2010; Wang et al., 2015). The 

sampler captured air around the breathing zone for 30 mins for the three activit ies 

measured. All samples were transported to the laboratory within 24 h and stored at 4oC 

for extraction within 48 hours. Before each sampling activity, the metal part of the Button 

sampler was sterilized by autoclaving at 121oC for 15 mins and all the other parts were 

cleaned with 70% isopropyl alcohol. It is worthy of note that albeit the activity-related 

samplings took place only on days the volunteers were available to mount the sampler, 

they were carried out concurrently with the static ambient sampling.  

Stainless steel 

cassette collecting 
air samples around 
the breathing zone 

Air pump drawing air 

during waste sorting  

Plate 3-7 Waste sorter (Volunteer) at Olusosun 

Dumpsite during the activity-based air sampling 



49 

 

3.6.2

 Post-sampling handing 

After each sampling, the gelatin filters were removed from the sampler and dissolved 

directly in 30 ml of sterile extraction fluid (0.01% Tween 80 in distilled water) (Wang et 

al., 2015) and was followed by a serial dilution performed on all raw samples using sterile 

buffered fluid (0.01% Tween 80 in distilled water). To do this, 1 ml of the sample was 

pipetted into a dilution tube containing 9 ml of the sterile buffered fluid and vortexed for 

2 min. After vortexing, 1 ml of this was pipetted into a second dilution tube containing 9 

ml of the sterile buffered fluid. This process was repeated until the forth dilution (10 -4 or 

1 in 10,000 dilution). Subsequently, 10 µl from each diluted sample was dropped in each 

quadrant of the selective media using a pipette, where each quadrant was reserved for one 

dilution in the series. Agar preparation and sample incubation processes were similar for 

both samples from Anderson sampler and the button sampler (see Table 3-1), however, 

the bioaerosol density (CFU/m3) in the raw sample was calculated using the following 

equation (Herigstad et al., 2001): 

𝐷𝑒𝑛𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑦 (𝐶𝐹𝑈 𝑚−3) =
𝑇𝐶

𝑉𝑃
× 𝐷𝐹 × 𝐵𝑉         [1] 

TC: total bacteria count in each quadrant, VP: Plated volume, DF: Dilution factor,  

BV:  Volume of the raw sample. 

 

Plate 3-8: Researcher in the laboratory during enumeration 

and identification of microbes 
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3.7

 Statistical Analysis 

Qualitative health Survey:  Epi infor™ 7 by the Centre for Disease Control and Prevention 

(CDC), USA., was used for preliminary data processing which were later  transferred to 

Microsoft Excel for further processing. The relationship between independent variables and 

dependant such as chronic cough, chronic phlegm, wheezing and asthma were analysed using 

logistic regression statistic model. Covariates such as age, sex and smoking status, were 

adjusted for.  Chi-square goodness-of-fit test was used to determine statistical significa nt 

difference in the prevalence of the respiratory disease between the cases reported in the 

dumpsite and control, close-to-dumpsite and control. Similarly, the Chi-square goodness-of-

fit test was applied when the prevalence data was compared to national data.  

Bioaerosol Analysis:  The test for normality was assessed by Kolmogorov-Smirnov test and 

nonparametric statistical tests were applied to the data set that violated the rule. The 

differences between the bioaerosols concentration for the upwind, active area, dormant area 

and the boundary were assessed using the one-way ANOVA/ Wetch ANOVA of normality. 

The homogeneity of variance was assessed by Levene’s test of homogeneity of variance. If 

violated by any of the variables, Krustal-Wallis test was conducted to determine difference 

in means across the sampling points at the dumpsite. Generally, statistical analysis was 

carried out using IBM SPSS Statistics 22 for Windows (Version 22.0. Armonk, NY: IBM 

Corp., USA), Microsoft Excel and graphs generated using Origin (2015b, Origin Lab Corp., 

Northampton, MA, USA). 

QMRA analysis: Details of the QMRA framework used in this study can be found in chapter 

7 of this thesis.  
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Chapter 4:

 Respiratory Health Survey 

4.1

 Introduction  

This chapter details the findings relevant to research objectives 1-3, as presented in section 

1.3 (Chapter 1) of this thesis. These objectives were developed under the following 

hypothesis:  

i. Olusosun dumpsite is a significant source of aerosolised pollutants in its vicinity; and  

ii. There is a prevalence of respiratory health problems within the population located on 

and near Olusosun dumpsite. 

It is important to note that it is difficult to establish from the existing literature that the 

respiratory diseases experienced by the exposed workers are solely the result of exposure to 

bioaerosols, as they are exposed to multiple sources of pollutants at dumpsites. Moreover, 

there are likely to be other drivers of respiratory disease and sources of pollutants in the 

neighbouring areas where the residents live. Nevertheless, the methodology employed in this 

study was designed to try as much as possible to account for these factors, especially in the 

statistical analysis. Thus, this chapter sets out the results of a survey to establish the 

respiratory status of workers and residents living in the vicinity of the dumpsite.  

The methodology employed to achieve these objectives is described in detail in Chapter 3. 

This chapter contains the results of the statistical analysis and a graphical computation of the 

respiratory health survey carried out at Olusosun dumpsite and among the population living 

near the dumpsite (especially those living downwind of the dumpsite). These results are 

presented in comparison with the data collected at the control area, which was located in a 

residential area, 10.79 km from Olusosun dumpsite. The implications of these results are 

discussed in section 4.4 of this chapter. For the reasons stated above, is important to note that 

the results presented in this chapter are only indicative of the possible respiratory health 

effects from exposure to multiple aerosolised causative agents (i.e. not exclusive to 

bioaerosols) from Olusosun dumpsite.  Data on the level of bioaerosol exposure and probable 

health implication have been presented in subsequent chapters of this thesis. 
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4.2

 Socio-demographic characteristics of the study groups   

A total of 149 people were interviewed as part of the cross-sectional respiratory health survey 

(RHS). Key socio-demographic data describing the sample are shown in Table 4-1.  Further 

details are in Table A-2 (Appendix A).  

4.2.1

 Study group working on Olusosun dumpsite  

Amongst the respondents working on the dumpsite, the majority were male (87%).  

Participants spent a total of 11 hours (mean) each day at the dumpsite and the median period 

of time that they had been at the location was 5 years. The median age of the participants was 

30 years. 47% of the respondents had moved to the current location within the last 5 years, 

and 73.9% moved in the last 10 years (Figure 4-1). 41%  reported that they were smokers, 

while 56% identified as non-smokers. In terms of employment, 61% were scavengers, with 

waste workers, businessmen, middlemen and food vendors making up the remaining 39%. 

The rate of smoking was highest amongst the scavengers (25%), with lower rates amongst 

waste workers (8%), middlemen (5%) and small-business owners (3%).  The majority of 

those surveyed (46%) had only completed secondary education, while 32 %, 8% and 14% 

had completed primary, tertiary, and no formal education respectively. Regarding the use of 

PPE at work, 50% and 34% indicated to have used safety shoes and gloves respectively at 

least once in < 6 months, while 10% and 2.7% indicated to the use of respirators and goggles 

respectively in the same period.
4.2.2

 Study group near Olusosun dumpsite 

Described also in Table 4-1, are the key demographic characteristics of the sampled 

population located near Olusosun dumpsite. Male and female accounted for 69% and 31% 

of those surveyed respectively. The median age of those surveyed was 32 years, with a 

minimum at 18 and a maximum of 67 years. Over 50% had moved to the current location 

within the last 5 years, and 73.5% had in the last 10 years (Figure 4-1). The respondents were 

classified based on their occupation at the study location; Worker, Resident and Business 

Owner. The majority of the respondents identified as “Workers” (42.7%), while “Residents” 

and “Business owners” were 29.6% and 27.5% respectively. This was not surprising as Ojota 

is a part of the flourishing central business district in Lagos State (Oladapo et al., 2012). 

Smokers accounted for 23% of the sampled population, of which 50% were “Workers”. The 
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longest daily hours (median) spent at the interview location was recorded by “Residents” (16 

hours), followed by “Business Owners” (12 hours) and “Workers” (10 hours) (Appendix A-

3). Moreover, on the kind of cooking method used by the respondents, 52% used primarily a 

kerosene stove, while 43%, 2.7% and 1.8% used a gas stove, electric stove and solid fuel 

respectively, irrespective of their occupation category.   
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     Table 4-1 Key demographic indicators for participants’ On-dumpsite, Close-to-dumpsite and Comparison group 

Sample 

Characteristics 

Category On-dumpsite  (N=149) Close-to-dumpsite  (N= 145) Control (N= 120) 

n n n 

Age Median 30 years  32 years 30 years  

Gender Female 19   (13%) 45   (31%) 66 (55%) 

 Male 130 (87%) 100 (69%) 54 (45%) 

Level of 

Education  

No formal 21   (14.1%) 5     (3.5%) 0 

Primary 47   (37.5%) 17   (11.7) 9   (7.5%) 

Secondary  68   (45.6%) 71   (48.9%) 56 (46.7%)     

Tertiary  13   (8.7%) 51   (35.2%) 55 (45.8%)    

Hours at location 

per day 
Mean (SD) 10.7 (2.6) hours  12   (3.3) hours 10.3 (1.6) hours 

Years in current 

Location 

1-5yrs 70   (47%) 79   (54.5%) 23 (19.3%) 

6-10yrs 40   (26.9%) 29   (20%) 51 (42.7%     

11-15yrs 17   (11.4%) 7     (4.8%) 18 (15%) 

16-20yrs 19   (12.8%) 16   (11%) 19 (15.8) 

21+ 3     (2%) 14   (9.7%) 9   (7.5%) 

Median 5 years  5 years 8.5 years  

Smoking Status Smoker 61   (42.1%) 34   (23.5%) 21 (17.5%) 

 Non-smoker 84   (57.9%) 108 (74.5%) 99 (82.5%) 

Use of 

Respirators 

< 6 months 15   (10%) -- -- 

Safety gloves < 6 months 50   (34%) -- -- 

Safety googles < 6 months 4     (2.7) -- -- 

Safety Shoes < 6 months 74   (50%) -- -- 
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4.2.3

  Respiratory Health Symptoms and Conditions  

4.2.3.1

 Respiratory health symptoms and conditions on Olusosun dumpsite  

Table 4-2 shows the prevalence of self-reported respiratory conditions from workers at 

Olusosun dumpsite in comparison to the data reported at the control site. Of the five 

categories of respiratory symptoms, reported cough was the most prevalent, followed by 

phlegm.  In all, 26.2% of respondents at the dumpsite reported one or more symptoms of 

cough and phlegm and 8.7% reported three or more (cough, phlegm, asthma etc.).    

Chronic cough was reported by 38% of the respondents on the dumpsite, while 34.6% and 

2% reported symptoms of chronic phlegm and asthma respectively. When compared to the 

control, chronic symptoms at the dumpsite like chronic cough was higher by 31.3 percentage 

points,  chronic phlegm by 28.8 percentage points and asthma by 1.5 percentage points. Chi-

square (χ2) test of association was conducted to establish  if there was an association between 

the data obtained at the dumpsite and the control, the result returned showing no statistica lly 

significant association between reported respiratory symptoms from the two groups (see 

Table 4-2). Further statistical test was carried out using the chi-square goodness-of-fit test to 

determine if the differences in the prevalence of chronic symptoms reported at the dumpsite 

and the control were statistically significant. The result showed that reports of chronic cough 

(χ2 = 237.7, p< 0.001) and chronic phlegm (χ2 = 461.5, p< 0.001) were significantly higher 

among the respondents working on the dumpsite than at the control, while asthma (χ2 = 1.77, 

p>0.05) showed the opposite, no significant difference (Table 4-2). 

As shown in Figure 4-1 (A), smoking was associated with higher reported rates of chronic 

cough and chronic phlegm (21% and 15% amongst smokers compared to 15% and 13% for  

non-smokers).  However, smokers reported lower rates of chronic wheezing and asthma. 

Figure 4-1 (B) shows reported symptoms among the non-smokers in relation to their duration 

(in years) at the study location. Non-smokers that have been located at the dumpsite between 

1-5 years reported the rates of chronic cough (10%) and chronic phlegm (10%). Chronic 

phlegm was also noticed to be consistently reported to varying degree, by non-smokers, 

irrespective of their years of work at the dumpsite. Overall, the rate of reported chronic 

respiratory symptoms were observed to have reduced as the years of spent at the dumpsite 

increased. 
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    Table 4-2 Respiratory health conditions and symptoms of sampled population on dumpsite 

 

 

 

Sample Characteristics Control (N= 120)  On-dumpsite  (N=149) 
χ2 

n Weighted % (95% CI) n Weighted % (95% CI) 

Cough (YES) 43 36    (27.3, 45) 75 50     (41.7, 58.2) p < 0.001 

Cough as much as 4 to 6 times a day 12 10       (5.3, 16.8) 68 45     (37.2, 53.6)  

Cough first thing in the morning 36 30       (21.9, 39) 60 40     (32.1, 48.3)  

Chronic Cough 8 6.7      (1.8, 12.4) 56 38     (33.3, 49.7) p < 0.001 

Phlegm (YES) 45 37.5    (28.8, 46.8) 73 48.6  (40.4, 56.9)  p < 0.01 

Phlegm as much as twice a day, 4 or 

more days a week 

8 6.7      (2.9, 12.7) 64 42     (34.6, 50.9) 
 

Phlegm first thing in the morning 39 32.5    (24.2, 41.7) 57 38     (30.2, 46.3)  

Chronic Phlegm 4 3.3       (0.9, 5.9) 52 31.3  (27, 42) p < 0.001 

Wheezing (YES) 12 10       (5.3, 16.8) 29 19.3  (13.3, 26.5) p < 0.001 

When cold 11 9.2      (4.7 15.8) 28 18.6  (12.7, 25.8)  

Occasionally in a dusty enviro 12 10       (5.3, 16.8) 29 19.3  (13.3, 26.5)  

Wheezing that causes short breath 

Chronic Wheezing  

6 

1 

5         (1.9, 10.6) 

0.8 

16 

9 

10.7  (6.2, 16.7) 

6 
 

Ever told have Bronchitis (YES) 4 3.3      (0.9, 9.31) 22 14.6  (9.4, 21.3)  

Bronchitis confirmed by a Doctor 7 5.8      (2.4, 11.7) 16 10.6  (6.2, 16.7) p < 0.05 

Ever told have Asthma (YES) 15 12.5    (7.2, 19.8) 36 24     (17.4, 31.6)  

Asthma confirmed by a Doctor 15 12.5    (7.2, 19.8) 21 14     (8.8, 20.6) p >0.05 

Asthma with shortness of breath 5 4.2     (1.3, 7.6) 3 2       (0.7, 3.5) p >0.05 

Acquired when you started working 

in current location 

2 1.67    (0.2,  5.9) 3 2       (0.4, 5.7) 
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smokers and years of stay at current location 
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4.2.3.2

 Odds of acquiring chronic respiratory symptoms by workers on Olusosun 

dumpsite 

Table 4-3 shows a logistic regression to predict the odds of developing a chronic respiratory 

symptom within the studied populations. A logistic regression was conducted to assess if the 

use or non-use respirators by the workers (as part of their PPE) during their daily work at the 

dumpsite was associated with the prevalence of chronic cough, chronic phlegm and asthma. 

The result showed a weak association (p>0.05) between the ‘Use of Respirators’ and odds of 

developing chronic cough and asthma, but not enough statistical power to evaluate chronic 

phlegm.  The result of the regression on chronic cough and asthma is however uncertain due 

to the very low rate of respirator use (10%, n = 15), and that those that had them, used them 

occasionally.  A corresponding logistic regression was not carried out on the control (for 

comparison purposes) because the control was in a residential area, and the population do 

not need nose masks. 

 ‘Years spent at dumpsite’ showed no statistically significant association with chronic cough, 

chronic phlegm and asthma for those located at the dumpsite > 5 years after the logist ic 

regression (p>0.05). This result was similar to what was obtained at the control. It could be 

inferred from this result that the individuals located at the dumpsite or the control beyond 5 

years, would have either had heightened immunity to cause of chronic symptoms, or were 

less willing to indicate they had the condition at the time of the interview.  

Lastly, the logistic regression conducted to test the association between the independent 

variable ‘daily exposure hours’ and chronic cough, chronic phlegm and asthma, showed the 

workers daily duration at the dumpsite was only significantly associated with prevalence of 

chronic chough (OR 1.2, 95% CI 0.87-1.4, p<0.05).  Of the two time-dependant independent 

variables, it was obvious the daily exposure hours the workers spent on the dumpsite was a 

better predictor of the odds of acquiring chronic symptoms such as chronic cough than  the 

overall years they had been working on the dumpsite.  
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 Table 4-3 Odds of acquiring Chronic Respiratory Health Symptoms from Olusosun dumpsite 

 

a = Adjusted for Age, Smoking status and Gender  

***p≤0.001, **p≤0.01, *p≤0.05 

c = p ≤0.001 (Wald, χ2 ), d = p ≤0 .01 (Wald, χ2 ), e = p ≤0.05 (Wald, χ2 ) 

Independent 

Variables 
Category 

Control (N= 120) Olusosun On-dumpsite  (N=149) 

Chronic Cough Chronic 

Phlegm 

Asthma Chronic Cough Chronic 

Phlegm 

Asthma 

OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a 

Use of 

Respirators 
-- -- -- -- 0.8(0.19, 3.4) -- 0.5(0.15-6.6)d 

Daily Exposure  

Hours  
Hours 

0.9 (0.7, 1.2)d 0.9 (0.7, 1.1)c 0.9 (0.7, 1.2) 1.2 (1, 1.4)*,e 1.02 (0.87, 1.2) 0.9 (0.8, 1.1)d 

Years spent at 

dumpsite 
1-5 Ref Ref Ref Ref Ref Ref 

5-10 3.1 (0.4, 21.9) d 0.5 (0.2, 2.2) d 5.4 (0.6, 49.6)e 1.0(0.3,2.8) 1.2 (0.4,3.4)d 1.8(0.6,5.2)e 

11-15 6.2 (0.6, 60.6) d 1.2 (0.3, 5.6) d 1.6 (0.3, 9.8)e 0.6(1.9,2.6) 0.5(0.1,2.3)d 2.8(0.7,10.2)e 

16-20 0.3 (0.04, 1.8) d 1.2 (0.2, 6.7) d - 1.4(0.3,6.6) 0.5(0.08,3.7)d 1.2(0.2,5.4)e 

21+ 1.1 (0.3, 4.4)d 0.3 (0.1, 2.4) d 0.3 (0.04, 2.2)e - - - 
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4.2.3.3

 Respiratory health symptoms and conditions near Olusosun dumpsite  

Table 4-4 shows the prevalence of self-reported and physician-diagnosed respiratory 

conditions and symptoms related to sample population located close to Olusosun dumpsite. 

Chi-square test of independence ran the independence of the datasets from respondents at the 

control and those close to the dumpsite, showed no statistical significant association (p>0.05) 

between the two datasets (see Table 4-4). In other words, the result obtained at the control 

was independent of possible co-variates from the dumpsite or location near the dumpsite. 

Table 4-2).  

Of the five categories of respiratory symptoms, reported cough was the most prevalent (52%).  

In all, 27% of respondents near the dumpsite reported one or more symptoms of cough and 

phlegm and 4.1% reported three or more (cough, phlegm, asthma etc.). Chronic cough was 

reported by 31.7% of the respondents, while 28.9%, 18.5% and 8.2 % reported symptoms of 

chronic phlegm, chronic wheezing and asthma respectively.  When the prevalence of chronic 

cough and chronic phlegm among respondent near the dumpsite was compared to the control, 

it was higher by 25 and 20.9 percentage points respectively. Moreover, analysing further to 

determine if these differences in the prevalence were of any statistical significance, a chi-

square goodness-of-fit test was carried out. The result showed that prevalence of chronic 

cough (χ2 = 145.3, p< 0.001) and chronic phlegm (χ2 = 416.7, p< 0.001) and asthma (χ2 = 

24.3, p< 0.001) were significantly higher among the respondents located near the dumpsite 

than at the control (Table 4-4). 

Chronic wheezing and asthma were 2.8 and 6.3 percentage points higher than that rates 

reported by workers on the dumpsite. As can be seen, the percentage differences in the rate 

of reported chronic conditions among the workers and the residents are marginal; suggesting 

that the resident’s proximity to the source of pollutants causing the symptoms may play an 

important role in the likelihood of acquiring these conditions.  

When the respondents were asked about how they felt overall about their chest symptoms for 

at least a week away from the interview location, 34.4% reported improvements while 43.5% 

on the other hand, reported they felt no difference in chest symptoms (see Appendix A-4). 
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Moving away from the dumpsite may have alleviated some of the respiratory symptoms 

experienced by the respondents, although the data is not conclusive.  

Chronic respiratory conditions such as chronic cough, chronic wheezing and asthma had 

higher prevalence among non-smokers compared to smokers within the residents group 

(Figure 4-2 C). However, the difference was only significant among respondents reporting a  

chronic cough (p < 0.001), suggesting exposure to pollutants in neighbouring areas of the 

dumpsite that could also contribute to the prevalence of chronic cough.  Among non-smokers, 

chronic cough was higher by 3.3 percentage points compared to those on the dumpsite, but 

was however lower by 10.7 percentage points for smokers than reported by the workers on 

the dumpsite. In a similar fashion, asthma among resident non-smokers and smokers were 

higher by 5.5 and 0.7 percentage points respectively, compared to the rates reported by the 

workers on the dumpsite. Figure 4-2 (D) further shows reported symptoms among the non-

smokers in relation to how long the members have been at the study location. Respondents 

that have been located near the dumpsite between 1-5 years, reported a higher occurrence of 

chronic cough, chronic phlegm, chronic wheezing and Asthma. Non-smokers, irrespective 

of the years spent at the study location, consistently reported symptoms of chronic cough and 

chronic phlegm although to varying degree. Moreover, a similar trend was observed from the 

population on the dumpsite, but was limited to chronic phlegm. 
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Table 4-4 Respiratory health conditions and symptoms of sampled population close-to-dumpsite 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sample Characteristics Control (N= 120)  Close-to-dumpsite  (N= 145) 
χ2 

n Weighted % (95% CI) n Weighted % (95% CI) 

Cough (YES) 43 36    (27.3, 45) 76 52.4  (43.9, 60.7) p< 0.001 

Cough as much as 4 to 6 times a day 12 10       (5.3, 16.8) 66 45.5  (37.2, 53.9)  

Cough first thing in the morning 36 30       (21.9, 39) 69 47.9  (39.5, 56.3)  

Chronic Cough 8 6.7      (1.8, 12.4) 46 31.7  (24.2, 39.9) p < 0.001 

Phlegm (YES) 45 37.5    (28.8, 46.8) 55 37.9  (30.0, 46.3) p > 0.05 

Phlegm as much as twice a day, 4 or more 

days a week 

8 6.7      (2.9, 12.7) 42 28.9  (21.7, 37.1) 
 

Phlegm first thing in the morning 39 32.5    (24.2, 41.7) 43 29.9  (22.3, 37.8)  

Chronic Phlegm 3 2.5       (0.4, 5.9) 42 28.9  (21.7, 37) p < 0.001 

Wheezing (YES) 

12 10       (5.3, 16.8) 26 17.9  (12.1, 25.2) p < 0.001 

When cold 11 9.2      (4.7 15.8) 22 15.7  (9.7, 22)  

Occasionally in a dusty enviro 12 10       (5.3, 16.8) 26 17.9  (12, 25.1)  

Wheezing that causes short breath 6 5         (1.9, 10.6) 18 12.4  (7.5, 18.9)  

Ever told have Bronchitis (YES) 

4 3.3      (0.9, 9.31) 9 6.21  (2.8, 11.4) 
 

Bronchitis confirmed by a Doctor 7 5.8      (2.4, 11.7) 7 4.8    (1.9, 9.69) p > 0.05 

Ever told have Asthma (YES) 

15 12.5    (7.2, 19.8) 14 9.6    (5.3, 15.6) 
 

Asthma confirmed by a Doctor 15 12.5    (7.2, 19.8) 12 8.2    (4.3, 14) p > 0.05 

Asthma with shortness of breath 5 4.2     (1.3, 7.6) 18 12.4    (9.3,14.6) p < 0.001 

Acquired when you started working in 

current location 

2 1.67    (0.2,  5.9) 0 - - 

Sneezing/Runny Nose (YES) 

3 2.5       (0.52, 7.1) 72 49.6  (41.2, 58.1) 
p < 0.001 

Nose problem with itchy eyes 3 2.5       (0.52, 7.1) 65 44.8  (36.5, 53.3) p < 0.001 
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4.2.3.4

 Odds of acquiring Chronic Respiratory Symptoms by Residents located close 

to Olusosun Dumpsite  

Table 4-3 describes the results of the logistic regression carried out on the independent 

variables to predict the odds of acquiring any of the chronic respiratory conditions by 

residents located near the dumpsite. The result showed that the occasional interaction of the 

residents with the dumpsite was significantly associated with chronic cough, chronic phlegm 

and asthma (Table 4-3). Thus implying that the odds of acquiring any of the three chronic 

conditions will increase as the frequency of interactions with the dumpsite increases. The 

second variable tested was the ‘daily exposure hours’ which showed strong association only 

with chronic cough (p<0.001) and not with chronic phlegm and asthma. Meaning the odds 

of acquiring chronic cough will increase as the individual spends longer time being exposed 

to the disease causing agents. The third variable ‘Years at current Location’ was only 

statistically associated with chronic cough for individual that had been located between 1 to 

10 years (p<0.01). Chronic phlegm and asthma did not fit the test model and not reported. 

The control however, showed no significant association between chronic symptoms tested 

years the respondents spent at the control.  
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       Table 4-5 Odds of acquiring Chronic Respiratory Health Symptoms residents close to Olusosun dumpsite 

           a= Adjusted for Age, Smoking status and Gender 

*** p ≤0.001, ** p ≤0.01, * p ≤0.05 

c = p ≤0.001 (Wald, χ2 ), d = p ≤0.01 (Wald, χ2 ), e = p ≤0.05 (Wald, χ2 ) 

 

Independent 

Variables 
Category 

Comparison (N= 120) Olusosun Close-to-site  (N= 145) 

Chronic Cough Chronic 

Phlegm 

Asthma Chronic Cough Chronic 

Phlegm 

Asthma 

OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a OR (95% CI)a 

Occasional 

Interaction with 

Dumpsite 

-- 

0.4 (0.03, 7.1) d 0.9 (0.5, 18.6)e -- 3.8 (1.6,8.4)***,c 4 (1.1,14.4)*,c 6.8(1.3,33)**,d 

Daily Exposure  

Hours  
Hours 

   1.2 (1.1,1.3)***,c 0.98 (0.8, 1.1)c 1 (0.9, 1.2) 

Years in current 

Location 

1-5 Ref Ref Ref Ref Ref Ref 

5-10 3.1 (0.4, 21.9) d 0.5 (0.2, 2.2) d 5.4 (0.6, 49.6)e 4.2(1.4,12.4)**,c -- -- 

11-15 6.2 (0.6, 60.6) d 1.2 (0.3, 5.6) d 1.6 (0.3, 9.8)e 2.3(0.36,15.6)c -- -- 

16-20 0.3 (0.04, 1.8) d 1.2 (0.2, 6.7) d -- 0.3(0.59,1.82)c -- -- 

21+ 1.1 (0.3, 4.4)d 0.3 (0.1, 2.4) d 0.3 (0.04, 2.2)e 1.9(0.41,9.0)c -- -- 
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4.3

 Discussion of findings  

4.3.1

 Prevalence of respiratory symptoms among workers on the dumpsite  

The high prevalence of respiratory symptoms among workers on Olusosun dumpsite is not 

unexpected, as previous researches have also reported similar respiratory symptoms among 

waste workers, scavengers and landfill workers alike (Ray et al., 2004; Darboe et al., 2015; 

Garrido et al., 2015). Ray et al., (2009) reported increased alveolar macrophages, neutrophils, 

eosinophils and lymphocytes in the sputum samples of examined female rag pickers (female 

scavengers) working on a waste dumpsite in Kolkata, eastern India. The research suggests 

significantly higher cases of airway inflammation when compared to the controls in their 

study. Although the study did not report the possible exposure concentration, the observed 

biomarkers from the body of the female rag pickers were evidence indicating heightened 

immune system, which would suggest that they have been exposed to bacteria, endotoxins 

and viruses.  

Chronic respiratory symptoms are most of the time, associated with a smoking lifestyle 

(Abramson et al., 2002; Frank et al., 2006; Garrido et al., 2015), an observation that is equally 

depicted in this study among respondents working on the dumpsite (Figure 4-1). Moreover, 

since the differences in percentage points in the prevalence of reported respiratory symptoms 

between the smokers and the non-smokers were in this study were marginal (chronic cough-

6%, chronic phlegm-2%, and asthma-0.6%) the results suggests that the causes of the 

reported respiratory symptoms cannot be attributed solely to lifestyle. Additionally, there is 

growing evidence showing that the prevalence of respiratory diseases among workers in 

occupational settings (e.g. occupational asthma) may have been caused or worsen from 

exposure to causative agents at workplaces and these evidences are well documented (Balmes 

et al., 2003; Matheson et al., 2005; Henneberger et al., 2011).  

Unfortunately in this study, the effect of the use of reusable or disposable respirators (part of 

a PPE kit) on the respiratory health of the workers on the dumpsite could not be determined 

because the sampled data did not have enough statistical power to do so. However, as 

described in Appendix A-2, the responses from scavengers and waste workers reveal that 

they would rather own safety shoes and gloves than respirators and safety googles as they  

were more easily obtained. Thus, suggesting the workers are generally aware of the benefits 
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from the use of PPE, but their inability to access respirators either due to cost or supply may 

be contributing to the high rate of non-use of respirators (i.e. 90%)  by the respondents.  

Scavengers are ranked economically low in the society because their income barely carters 

for their basic needs, thus prioritizing earnings from working in a high-risk environment over 

safety is not surprising (KENAO 2007; Bleck and Wettberg 2012; WGEA 2016). It must 

however be noted that studies assessing the low compliance to the use of respiratory 

protective equipment by workers in other ‘better-regulated’ industrial sectors such as 

composting, material recovery facilities etc. have been previously documented (Salazar et al., 

2001; Bryce et al., 2008; Tam and Fung 2008; Guseva Canu et al., 2013; Robertsen et al., 

2018). Hence, beyond the reasons stated earlier, the non-use of the respiratory protective 

equipment by some of the workers in Olusosun dumpsite is common in this sector. However, 

it thus provide an opportunity for implementation of interventions that can increase PPE use 

in general and to regulate workers exposure in such environments.  

Another likely reason for this observation is the inherent bias of ‘healthy worker effect’ 

(HWE) in the design of cross-sectional studies as it could result in an underestimation of the 

studied respiratory symptoms (MEIJERS et al., 1989; Radon et al., 2002). Because this study 

only included active participants at the dumpsite, most of which had been working there for 

a short time since “first time of  hire”, in this case 1-5 years (i.e. 47%, see Table 4.1), hence, 

HWE biases maybe strong in this study (Le Moual et al., 2008). Prior to this study, there was 

no morbidity record for the workers thereby making it difficult to compare the number of 

those who would have left the dumpsite due to ill health from exposure, with those currently 

working at the dumpsite within the same period. In other words, the workers would have 

appeared healthy at the time of hire (employer had no record of pre-existing conditions) and 

during their work at the dumpsite. Some might have left the dumpsite without any record of 

the health problems they acquired while working at the dumpsite. All of these factors together 

may underestimate the poor health outcomes reported in this study. Moreover, gender has 

also shown to play a role in HWE bias outcomes, as “healthy hire effect” (a component of 

HWE) is stronger for males than females (Lea et al., 1999). Notably in this study, the ratio 

of female to male respondents was 1:7, a scenario that can favour a stronger effect of HWE 

bias in the outcome of this study.  
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The result also showed that no respiratory health outcomes were associated with ‘Years in 

current location’ greater than 5 years (see Table 4-3). In their study of the respiratory health 

of brick kiln workers, Shaikh et al., (2012) observed a similar result, but in this case, the 

chronic respiratory outcomes were not significantly associated with workplace exposure of 

over 10 years.  In this study, the median years of work at Olusosun dumpsite was 5 years, 

representing 46% of the participants (See Table 4-1). By implication, the majority of the 

participants who had reported to suffer chronic respiratory symptoms would have contracted 

them within the first 5 years of working at Olusosun open dumpsite. In a different report of 

a 5-year follow-up study of compost workers,  Bünger et al., (2007) observed a significant 

increase in the number of workers with chronic bronchitis (RR 1.41; 95% CI 1.3-1.6) over 

the study period. Van Kampen et al., (2016b) also observed an increased relative risk for 

cough (RR 1.28; 95% CI 1.2-1.5) and phlegm (RR 1.32; 95% CI 1.2-1.5) among compost 

workers working for at least 5 years at the composting facility irrespective how long their 

years of work was. They however, reported COPD as having no significant association with 

longer years of work. Matheson et al., (2005) in a different study  reported an increase in risk 

of COPD among adults in Melbourne Australia exposed to biological dust (OR 2.70, 95% CI 

1.39-5.23) than to mineral dust (OR 1.13, 95% CI 0.57- 2.27) or gases (OR 1.63, 95% CI 

0.83-3.22). They however observed no increase in risk of COPD with duration of exposure 

to biological dust above 12 years. The reason for this observation was not clear in the report, 

as COPD usually develops in subjects with long-term exposure to causative agents (Blanc 

and Toren 2007). Overall, the one thing these report have in common is that the reported 

respiratory diseases were associated with exposure some form of organic dust or biologica l 

aerosols.  

The findings in this study suggest that the duration of exposure to causative agents is an 

important factor in  assessing the odds of developing chronic respiratory symptoms, a result 

comparable to that reported by Balmes et al., (2003). They argued that, for an accurate 

estimation of airway disease burden on a population, exposure information on the duration, 

rate, level (concentration/doses) and type of exposure were necessary. In this study, the odds 

of developing chronic cough was significantly associated with the daily exposure duration of 

workers on the dumpsite (OR 1.2; 95% CI 1-1.4, p< 0.05), see Table 4-3. The mean (SD) 

exposure time on the dumpsite was 10.7 (2.6) hours, which is higher than the expected 8-
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hour TWA within an environment with high respirable dust (HSE 2018). Thus, longer 

exposure will have workers coming down with chronic cough sooner. There is a need for 

strict adherence to the recommended work exposure limits for environments with high 

exposure such as Olusosun dumpsite. Such administrative intervention has the potential to 

reduce the odds of acquiring chronic cough.  

4.3.2

 Prevalence of respiratory symptoms among residents close to dumpsite  

The respiratory health data collected in the area downwind of the dumpsite was considered 

in this study to be a reflection of the highest exposure to dumpsite emissions by residents 

located close to the dumpsite. The data confirms that there are chronic respiratory symptoms 

and conditions present among the study population.  The prevalence of chronic cough for 

instance, was significantly higher than the control (χ2 = 145.3, p <0.001) and the average 

across Nigeria (χ2 = 125.9, p <0.001), which is 10% (Song et al., 2015). It was also observed 

that, although the prevalence of asthma among respondents near the dumpsite were 

significantly higher than the control (χ2 = 24.3, p < 0.001), there were no significant 

differences observed (χ2 = 0.776, p > 0.05) when compared to the average across Nigeria 

(10.2%) (Musa and Aliyu 2014). This finding is important because it support the first and 

second hypothesis in this study, that Olusosun dumpsite was a major source of airborne 

pollutants in its vicinity and the pollutants that could be responsible for the high rates of 

respiratory symptoms by both workers on the dumpsite and resident living near the dumpsite.  

It is difficult establish the degree to which the exposure to pollutants from Olusosun 

dumpsites may have contributed to the prevalence of respiratory diseases, however, these 

results provide substantial evidence that, for the two study groups (i.e. workers on the 

dumpsite and residents near the dumpsite) to have suffered similar respiratory ailments with 

prevalence that were significantly higher than the control, must have been exposed to varying 

degree, to similar kinds of aerosolised pollutants. This finding agrees with evidence 

established in the existing literature that residents near waste treatment facilities, especially 

those using an open air treatment methodology such as composting, landfilling and open 

dumping, are likely to suffer increased respiratory ailments and sometimes cancer, than those 

who do not reside close (Herr et al., 2003; Mattiello et al., 2013; Ancona et al., 2015; 

Mataloni et al., 2016). Mataloni et al., (2016) and Blanes-Vidal et al., (2014) for instance, 

established an association between living near a landfill and biodegradable waste site with 
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reported respiratory diseases and higher rates of hospitalization of the residents. Mattiello et 

al., (2013) also concluded in a systematic review that the risk of respiratory disease was one 

of the compelling and consistently reported evidence of health effects of living close to 

landfills.   

Three of the four chronic symptoms assessed in this study had higher prevalence among those 

who were non-smokers than smokers, even though they spend on average, the same amount 

of hours each day at the study location. Moreover, there is growing evidence that chronic 

cough and phlegm are risk factors for COPD and that reported cases of COPD among non-

smokers are on the rise in developing countries (de Marco et al., 2007; Salvi and Barnes 

2009). In a similar manner, reported cases of asthma, although higher among non-smokers 

by 5.4 percentage points, the difference was not statistically significant compared to smokers.  

Moreover, the high prevalence of reported asthma among non-smoking residents near the 

dumpsite compared to those working on the dumpsite, rules out the exposure to emissions 

from Olusosun dumpsite as the sole cause of asthma (Eisner et al., 2010). Furthermore, 42.7% 

and 27.5% of the sampled population identified as workers and business owners respectively, 

and by implication, resides elsewhere outside the study area. Hence, presenting the 

possibility of external exposure to other cofounding factors not considered in this study.   

Some of the participants indicated they regularly visited the dumpsite either to meet with 

friends working on the dumpsite or to carry out legitimate business transactions on the 

dumpsite.  This singular factor increased the odds of acquiring chronic cough, chronic 

phlegm and asthma by 3.8 (95 % CI 1.6, 8.4, p< 0.001), 4 (95% CI 1.1, 14.4, p<0.05) and 

6.8 (95% CI 1.3, 33, p< 0.01) respectively. By implication, they would have increased the 

odds of acquiring these respiratory diseases or aggravated their pre-existing respiratory 

conditions by interacting with the activities at the dumpsite (regardless of the frequency of 

these interactions) than they would at the control (Table 4-5).  The result also suggests that 

the residents would have moved from areas with lower levels of air pollution (areas near the 

dumpsite) to that dumpsite with higher levels air pollution, thus resulting in the higher odds 

ratios recorded in this study. This further supports the hypothesis that Olusosun dumpsite is 

a major source of airborne pollutants in its vicinity.  
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There could be cases where other sources of pollutants found in the surrounding areas where 

the residents are located, that could contribute to the prevalence of respiratory diseases.  In 

this study for instance, we did not consider other outdoor potential sources of emissions such 

as vehicular emissions and other co-morbidities that might cause respiratory diseases, which 

would result in an over estimation of symptoms attributed to a single source. However, in 

adjusting for cofounders like gender, age, smoking status and cooking method (indoor 

exposures), has provided to a great degree a substantive evidence that have not been 

undermined by the influence of other cofounders in the study area. In a contrary report by 

Kret et al., (2018), the differences in the prevalence of asthma and COPD between the 

residents within a 3.2 km radius of Bridgeton landfill perimeter and the control group was 

not statistically significant, even after detectable odour levels were recorded a year before. 

However the authors not only quickly acknowledged possible misclassification by defining 

exposure as living within 3.2-km radius of the landfill, but also using a household sampling 

method rather than individual-based randomised sampling. However, in this study, 

classification of the study area was within 50 – 400 m downwind of the dumpsites boundary, 

and individual based randomised sampling was employed.  

Although the scope of this study did not include infants, children and young adults less than 

18 years of age, there is growing evidence suggesting that chronic respiratory conditions in 

children and adults may be likely linked to ambient environmental exposure during foetal 

development and post-natal life (Soto-Martinez and Sly 2010; Ramsey et al., 2014). 

Moreover, early life exposure predisposes the developing foetus, infant, child, adolescent and 

adult to a variety of respiratory conditions including COPD later in life (Maisonet et al., 2004; 

Harding and Maritz 2012; Stocks and Sonnappa 2013; Goldizen et al., 2016). In view of the 

above, one could attribute one of the likely causes of the high prevalence of chronic 

respiratory symptoms and conditions among adult residents close to the Olusosun dumpsite 

to their predisposition to lung diseases from early life exposure. There is a likelihood that the 

infants that are born and raised within the study area will have the predisposition to lung and 

respiratory diseases.
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4.4

 Research Limitations 

In undertaking the health survey, there were some limitations, which were largely due to the 

limited resources available for the study. Firstly, the findings of this study were largely based 

on a subjective inquiry without a complementary objective clinical measure. Spirometry and 

haematological profiling could not be carried out to assess the lung functions and detect 

inhaled particulate matter in the blood. Moreover, since there was no record of morbidity 

resulting from occupational exposure on the dumpsite, this would raise some uncertainty in 

establishing the exact diagnosis of the disease.  

The second limitation was that only the areas downwind of the dumpsite (selection based on 

the predominant wind direction across the dumpsite) was selected for the sample group near 

the dumpsite. This may present a bias in the data, as there was regular swirling in the local 

wind during the survey activity, hence a possible exclusion of some exposed groups may 

have occurred.  

Lastly, the study is not generalizable to all parts of the city of Lagos or the Lagos state as a 

whole as the statistical power for this study was calculated based on the population size of 

the workers on Olusosun dumpsite alone. 

In spite of the stated limitations, the findings from this study can be relatable to settings with 

similar characteristics, such as landfills and dumpsites. This is because, the waste 

composition and the activities at these locations are similar, thus the composition of the 

contaminated air and consequently the type of respiratory symptoms reported by workers.   
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4.5

 Chapter Summary 

Cough was the most prevalent respiratory symptom reported by the workers on the dumpsite 

and the residents near the dumpsite. The prevalence of chronic cough and chronic phlegm 

were significantly higher in both study groups, compared to the control, while the rate of 

asthma was only significantly higher among residents residing close to the dumpsite. When 

the prevalence of chronic cough and asthma from the two study groups were compared to the 

national prevalence (in Nigeria), only chronic cough showed a significantly higher rate of 

reported cases.  

The study also showed that the duration of daily exposure of the workers and residents to 

aerosolised pollutants from the dumpsite were significantly associated only with chronic 

cough (OR 1.2, 95% CI 1-1.4), but not with asthma and chronic phlegm. Thus, potentially 

the longer the exposure to aerosolised pollutants the sooner they will succumb to a chronic 

cough.  

Smoking was associated with higher rates of chronic cough and chronic phlegm among the 

workers on the dumpsite. Conversely, higher rates of chronic cough and chronic phlegm were 

associated with non-smokers who were residents, suggesting that there may be other possible 

pollutant sources in the neighboring area responsible for these high rates.  

For every instance, a resident interacted or visited Olusosun dumpsite, the odds of acquiring 

chronic cough, chronic phlegm and asthma increased by 3.8, 4 and 6.8 respectively.  The 

result suggests that these residents were exposed to pollutants at levels higher than where 

they came from, levels that could exacerbate their exiting respiratory conditions.  

The result of this research agrees with the null hypothesis, that Olusosun dumpsite is a 

significant source of aerosolised pollutants in its vicinity; and that there is a prevalence of 

respiratory health disease among the workers and residents located near Olusosun dumpsite.  
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Chapter 5:

 Bioaerosols Concentration at Olusosun Dumpsite 

5.1

 Introduction  

This chapter presents the results of the statistical and graphical analysis of the 

concentrations of bioaerosols measured in the ambient air and generated from the 

activities being undertaken at Olusosun dumpsite. Hitherto, a qualitative respiratory 

health survey of the workers on the dumpsite and residents located near the dumpsite was 

carried out to determine the prevalence of respiratory symptoms in the sample population, 

the results of which were presented in Chapter 4.  

Ambient air sampling with the use of a 6-stage Anderson sampler was carried out at four 

locations across the dumpsite for 13 weeks. Activity-related sampling was carried out 

during scavenging, waste sorting and dumpsite supervision by scavengers and waste 

workers. Scavenging was predominant at the active operational area, waste sorting was 

carried out  partly near the active operational area and dormant area, while site monitor ing 

activities was mostly carried out by the waste workers moving from one end of the 

dumpsite checking to ensure all the activities at the dumpsite ran smoothly. Details of the 

methodology can be found in sections 3.5 and 3.6 (Chapter 3) of this thesis. The results 

are presented as mean concentration of duplicate samples of total bacteria, gram-negative 

bacteria, Aspergillus fumigatus and total fungi and are compared to the concentrations 

measured at the control site.  

The statistical analysis presented in the sections below are: 

i. The differences in the ambient concentration of bioaerosols across the four 

sampling locations around the Olusosun dumpsites (Section 5.2.1) 

ii. Comparison between bioaerosol concentrations within the Olusosun dumpsite and 

at the control site (Section 5.2.2) 

iii. Impact of prevailing environmental conditions within the Olusosun dumpsite on 

the bioaerosol concentrations (Section 5.2.3) 

iv. Impact of different activities on bioaerosol exposure (Section 5.2.4) 

Each aspect of the results will be discussed in the context of the acceptable exposure 

limits as stipulated in the UK Environment Agency bioaerosol monitoring guidelines. 

This has been done due to the fact that  Nigeria does not have a regulatory framework for 
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most aerosolised pollutants, including bioaerosols. Further discussion regarding the 

particle size distribution of the bioaerosols measured at the dumpsite will be presented in 

chapter 6 of this thesis.  

5.2

 Results  

5.2.1

 Bioaerosol concentrations at different sampling locations around 

Olusosun dumpsite 

5.2.1.1

 Total bacteria 

Table 5-1 shows the descriptive statistics of the concentration of bioaerosols at all four 

locations of the dumpsite calculated from the data obtained from the 13 sampling visits. 

The concentration of total bacteria was highest at the active operational area, recording 

concentrations up to 2.99×103 cfu m-3 on sample visit day 4 (22/05/17), while the lowest 

was at the boundary (194.7 cfu m-3) on sample visit day 8 (23/06/17) (see Figure 5-4 and 

Table B-3, 4).  

Further evaluation of the dataset to determine if the differences in mean concentrations 

of total bacteria across the four sampling locations were significant, was done using a 

one-way ANOVA. There were no outliers as assessed by the boxplot; data was normally 

distributed as assessed by Kolmogorov-Smirnov test (p > 0.05); and there was no 

homogeneity of variance as assessed by Levene’s test of homogeneity of variance (p > 

0.05). The one-way ANOVA showed no statistical significant difference (F = 1.144, p > 

0.05) in the mean concentration of total bacteria between the four sampling locations at 

the dumpsite. This implies that the total bacteria concentration measured at the four 

sampling locations were similar regardless of the downwind distance of the sampling 

location from the active operational area.   

Assessing the ambient concentration against the Environment Agency (EA) emission 

limits of 103 cfu m-3, the total bacteria concentration at the dormant area exceeded the 

most frequently although the concentrations were only marginally above the EA limit on 

most occasions. The measured concentration at the dormant area exceeded the EA 

emission limits on 12 sampling occasions out of the 13 (Figure 5-4 C). The concentrations 

at the entrance exceeded the EA limits on 10 sampling occasions out of 13 (Figure 5-4 

B).  At the  active operational area, the concentration had exceeded the EA limits on 9 

sampling occasions out of 13 (Figure 5-4 D), while the  concentrations boundary were 
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either lower or very close to the EA limit, except for visit 4, which recorded values higher 

than the expected limits  (Figure 5-4 D).  
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5.2.1.2

 Gram-negative Bacteria 

Table 5-1 shows the descriptive statistics of the gram-negative bacteria concentration 

measured at all four locations of the dumpsite during the 13 sampling visits. The 

concentration of gram-negative bacteria at the active operational area was highest overall, 

recording concentrations up to 2.45×103 cfu m-3. However, there was an instant on sample 

visit day 4 (22/05/17) where the gram-negative bacteria concentration at the dormant area 

was in excess of 2.5×103 cfu m-3 (Figure 5-5 C and Table B-3, 4). The lowest 

concentration of gram-negative bacteria was recorded at the boundary (310.8 cfu m-3) on 

sample visit day 6 (23/06/17) (see Figure 5-5 D and Table B-3, 4). The median 

concentration of gram-negative bacteria at the entrance was similar to that recorded at the 

active operational area (Table 5-1). Although located 325 m (eastward) of the tipping face 

of the dumpsite, the entrance recorded the second highest concentration of bioaerosols 

overall after the active operational area. This result was rather a surprise; as 

concentrations like this would most likely be recorded at locations downwind of the 

operational area. 

Using a one-way ANOVA to examine if the differences in the means of the ambient 

concentration of gram-negative bacteria between the sampling locations were statistica l ly 

significant, the analysis showed no statistically significant difference (F= 2.463, p > 0.05). 

This implies that as with the total bacteria, the concentration of gram-negative bacteria 

measured at the four sampling locations were similar and may not have been affected by 

dilution or dry deposition as the particles travelled from the active operational area 

downwind.  

Assessing the ambient concentration against the EA emission limits of 3×102 cfu m-3, the 

concentration from all four sampling locations exceeded the expected limits during the 

13 sampling visits by 3-8 folds in most cases (see Figure 5-5 A-D).  
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Figure 5-2: Mean concentration of Gram-negative bacteria in ambient air of dumpsite, showing EA emission limit. 
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5.2.1.3

 Aspergillus fumigatus  

Table 5-1 shows the descriptive statistics of the concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus 

measured at all four locations of the dumpsite during the 13 sampling visits. The 

concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus was highest at the active operational area, 

recording concentrations up to 479 cfu m-3 on sample visit day 2 (05/05/17), while the 

lowest was recorded at the entrance (5.89 cfu m-3) on the same day (see Figure 5-6 and 

Table B-3, 4).  

Analyzing the dataset for Aspergillus fumigatus, Kruskal-Wallis test (unlike ANOVA 

used for bacteria) was conducted to evaluate the differences in means of the concentration 

between the four sampling points in order to establish a statistical significance because  

the dataset was not normally distributed (assessed by Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, p < 0.05). 

The result showed that the concentrations of Aspergillus fumigatus were not similar for 

all sampling locations, as assessed by visual inspection of the boxplot. Furthermore, the 

mean concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus was significantly different between the 

sampling locations, [χ2 (3) =14.725, p = 0.002]. Further analysis using Tukey’s post hoc 

test revealed that, the statistically significant difference lay between the concentration at 

the active and dormant area (p = 0.002), the boundary (p = 0.026) and entrance (p = 0.003). 

By implication, the mean concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus at the entrance, dormant 

area and boundary were significantly lower than what was measured at the active 

operational area of the dumpsite.  

Assessing the ambient concentration against the EA emission limits of 5×102 cfu m-3, the 

ambient concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus was below expected limits for all 

sampling location (see Figure 5-6).    
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Figure 5-3: Mean concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus in ambient air of Olusosun dumpsite showing EA emission 

limit. (A) Active area (B) Entrance (C) Dormant area (D) Boundary 
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5.1.1.1 Total Fungi 

Presented in Table 5-1 are the descriptive statistics of the ambient concentration of total 

fungi for the four sampling locations over the 13 sampling visits to Olusosun dumpsite. 

In general, the active operational area recorded the highest ambient concentration of total 

fungi, as high as 1.1×103 cfu m-3 on visit day 13. The entrance and dormant area on the 

other hand recorded the lowest concentration, with values as low as 189 cfu m-3 on sample 

visit day 2 (05/05/2017) (see Figure 5-7 and Table B-3, 4).  

Because the data was not normally distributed (Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, p < 0.05), a 

Kruskal-Wallis test was used to assess the difference in means of the concentration 

between the four sampling points.The result showed that the total fungi concentrations 

were similar regardless of location and the differences between the four sampling 

locations were not statistically significant [χ2 (3) = 5.799, p = 0.122].  

 

The total fungi concentration at Olusosun were within the EA emission limits of 103 cfu 

m-3, except for visit day 13 (04/08/2017)   at the active operational area, which recorded 

values higher by 117 cfu m-3 (Figure 5-7). Aspergillus fumigatus on the other hand 

recorded a concentration 2-log lower compared to total bacteria (See Table 5-1). 
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Table 5-1: Descriptive statistics of bioaerosol concentration the various sampling locations with the Anderson 6-stage sampler 

 N = Total number of measurements  

 

 

 

 

Bioaerosol 
N 

Active area  

(50m from Active point)  

(cfu/m3) 

Entrance  

(325 m from active point)  

(cfu/m3) 

Dormant area  

(531 m from Active point) 

(cfu/m3) 

Boundary  

(788 m from Active point)  

(cfu/m3) 

Mean± SD Median Min-Max Mean± SD Median Min-Max Mean± SD Median Min-Max Mean± SD Median Min-Max 

Total Bacteria 13 1637±790.9 1.93×103 274-2994 1199 ±541 1.3×103 231-1849 1150±131 1.1×103 884-1379 741.9±403.2 7.4×102 195-1630 

Gram-

negative 
13 2203±128.2 2.2×103 1980-2439 1248±360 1.1×103 786-2043 1497±428.8 1.4×103 939-2521 1199±545.1 1.2×103 311-2257 

A. fumigatus 13 271.2±159 283 62-479 81.3±58 95 5.9-186.4 53.5±33.1 43.3 7.2-121 53.2±9.8 51 35-71 

Total Fungi 13 636.2±242 599 231-1116 397.5±158 369 189-684 421.1±201 312 189-842 338.7±85.6 339 116-485 
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5.2.2

 Comparison between bioaerosol concentration within Olusosun dumpsite 

and the control site  

Figure 5-5 compares the overall median ambient concentration of bioaerosols measured 

at the Olusosun dumpsite with the control site. This was derived by computing the median 

of all the bioaerosol measurement across all four sampling locations throughout the 13 

sampling visits to the dumpsite, then comparing this to the median from the control site. 

The result showed that bioaerosols concentrations at the dumpsite were tenfold, ninefo ld, 

twentyfold and twofold greater than the control for total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, 

Aspergillus fumigatus and total fungi respectively.  

To evaluate further the differences between the concentration at the control site and the 

locations on the dumpsite, a one-way ANOVA was carried out. Only the data for total 

bacteria and gram-negative were normally distributed as assessed by Kolmogorov-

Smirnov test (p > 0.05) and showed no outliers as assessed by a boxplot. However, the 

assumption of Homogeneity of variances as assessed by Levene’s test was violated (p < 

0.05) by the total bacteria and gram–negative bacteria; hence, the Welch’s one-way 

ANOVA was used to assess the mean differences in concentration between the two 

locations. The data showed that there was a statistically significant difference between 

ambient concentration of total bacteria at the control and the dumpsite [Welch’s F(1, 

52.38)=158.47, p < 0.0005] as well as the gram-negative bacteria at the control and the 

dumpsite [Welch’s F(1, 13.4)=112.75, p <0.0005].  

The non-parametric test Kruskal- Wallis H test was run instead of ANOVA on the dataset 

for Aspergillus fumigatus and total fungi because their data were not normally distributed 

(Kolmogorov-Smirnov test, p < 0.05). The distribution of Aspergillus fumigatus was 

dissimilar between the control and dumpsite, total fungi on the other hand, showed a 

similar distribution between the control and the dumpsite as assessed by visual inspection 

of a boxplot. The result shows that the mean rank of Aspergillus fumigatus [χ2(1) = 15.071, 

p < 0.0005] and total fungi [χ2(1) = 6.651, p = 0.01] were statistically significantly 

different between the control and the dumpsite. 
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5.2.3

 Impact of prevailing environmental conditions on bioaerosol 

concentrations  

Table 5-2, 5-3 and 5-4 presents the meteorological conditions that pertained during each 

sampling event. The potential contribution of three key meteorological conditions to the 

variability in bioaerosol concentrations at each sampling location and the impact of 

seasonal changes to the bioaerosol concentration overall are presented below in Sections 

5.2.3.1-4.   

5.2.3.1

  Relationship between atmospheric temperature and bioaerosol 

concentrations   

The mean ambient temperature at the dumpsite ranged between 27°C to 35.7°C during 

the sampling period (see Table 5-2). Temperature fluctuations on the sampling days were 

not drastic, as the highest deviation from the mean recorded was 2.9 on visit day 2 

(05.05.2017). During the 13-week sampling period, temperatures remained high with a 

maximum temperature range of 36-37.8°C until sampling visit 6 (9th June, 2017), where 

the maximum ambient temperature started declining, recording a new range of 29.1-

33.3°C for the remaining sampling visits. This divide indicates the peak of the rainy 

season, characterised by increased rainfall (Mean daily rainfall: June= 312.2 mm, July= 

256.9 mm, August = 112.4 mm) and lower mean temperature are commonly recorded 

(WMO 2017).    

A Pearson’s product moment was used to assess the relationship between temperatures 

and ambient bioaerosol concentration at the four sampling points at the dumpsite. 

Preliminary analysis shows the relationship to be linear with all variables normally 

distributed, as assessed by Kolmogorov-Smirnov test (p > 0.05). The results show that, 

overall, there was a weak positive correlation between the ambient temperature and 

bioaerosol concentration across the dumpsite, however, the bacterial concentration 

showed a strong positive correlation at the dormant area and the boundary. Total bacteria 

sampled at the boundary (r = 0.624, n= 13, p = 0.023) and gram-negative bacteria at the 

dormant area of the dumpsite (r = 0.604 n= 13, p = 0.029) were strongly positive 

correlated to ambient temperature at those sampling locations throughout the sampling 

period. Hence, an increase in ambient temperature at the boundary and the dormant area 

would have favoured the growth in the bacterial population at those specific locations, as 

the air sampling at the dormant area and boundary were usually carried out by mid-day 

or the early afternoon when the temperatures were high (See Table 5-2). Further analysis 
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using the multiple regression model to assess if there ambient temperature was a 

predictive independent variable in relation to the overall concentration at the dumpsite,  

again, temperature did not significantly influence the overall concentration of bioaerosol 

in the ambient air at the dumpsite (p>0.05). 
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Table 5-2: Temperature of ambient air during outdoor sampling 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Visit days Date 

Temperature (°C) 

Active 

Operational area 
Entrance 

Dormant 

Area 
Boundary Mean Min-Max SD 

1 25.04.17 33.4 32 35.4 37.05 34.5 32.0-37.1 2.2 

2 05.05.17 37.4 31.5 36 37.8 35.7 31.5-37.8 2.9 

3 12.05.17 34.4 31.7 33.2 36.3 33.9 31.7-36.3 1.9 

4 22.05.17 32.2 35.2 33.7 36.8 34.5 32.2-36.8 2.0 

5 02.06.17 36.1 34.6 35.1 32.0 34.5 32.0-36.1 1.7 

6 09.06.17 30.0 29.1 31.2 32 30.6 29.1-32.0 1.3 

7 16.06.17 31.3 32.4 30.2 31.1 31.3 30.2-32.4 0.9 

8 23.06.17 31.9 29.1 33.9 33.2 32.0 29.1-33.9 2.1 

9 07.07.17 25.1 26.7 27.2 29.1 27.0 25.1-29.1 1.6 

10 14.07.17 29.3 30.1 28.7 29.9 29.5 28.7-30.1 0.6 

11 21.07.17 31.2 30.5 31.9 32.5 31.5 30.5-32.5 0.9 

12 28.07.17 28.4 29.5 28.1 30.2 29.1 28.1-30.2 1.0 

13 04.08.17 25.7 27.1 28.9 29.6 27.8 25.7-29.6 1.8 
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5.2.3.2

  Relationship between prevailing wind speed and bioaerosol concentrations   

Table 5-3 describes the wind speed at the four sampling locations, the daily average, daily 

maximum and minimum and the standard deviation for the 13 sampling visits to Olusosun 

dumpsite. The mean wind speed ranged between 1.2 m s-1 to 4.2 m s-1. The change in 

wind speed during the sampling events was not drastic as the highest deviation from the 

mean was 1.9 on 12th May 2017, 16th and 23rd June 2017.  

A Pearson’s product moment was used to assess correlation between wind speed and the 

concentration of bioaerosols at the dumpsite. The result showed a weak negative 

correlation overall; total bacteria (r= -0.0948, n=52, p >0.05), gram-negative bacteria (r 

= -0.1855, n = 52, p .0.05), Aspergillus fumigatus (r = - 0.13197, n = 52, p > 0.05) and 

total fungi (r = -0.152, n = 52, p > 0.05) (see Figure B-1 A-D). However when assessed 

by sampling locations, wind speed showed a significantly strong positive and negative 

correlation with the concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus at the boundary (r = 0.571, n 

=13, p < 0.05) and dormant area (r = -0.57, n= 13, p < 0.05) respectively.  Our findings 

align well with the literature which suggests that increases in wind speed will in turn 

increase turbulence and dilution, leading to reduced concentration of bioaerosols in the 

ambient air, see for example Jones and Harrison (2004). 
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Table 5-3: Wind Speed during outdoor sampling 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Visit days  Date  

Wind Speed (m s -1) 

Active 

Operational area 
Entrance Dormant Area Boundary Mean Min-Max SD 

1 25.04.17 2.1 2.7 3.5 3.6 2.9 2.1-3.6 0.7 

2 05.05.17 1.6 2.3 1.5 0.7 1.5 1.6-2.3 0.7 

3 12.05.17 1.2 2.1 1.5 5.3 2.5 1.2- 5.3 1.9 

4 22.05.17 2.5 0.9 1.0 3.0 1.8 0.9-3.0 1.1 

5 02.06.17 1.2 3.2 1.3 1.1 1.7 1.1-3.2 1.0 

6 09.06.17 1.2 1.7 2.2 1.5 1.7 1.2-2.2 0.4 

7 16.06.17 0.8 4.3 4.9 3.9 3.5 0.8-4.9 1.9 

8 23.06.17 1.3 0.7 2.2 5.0 2.3 0.7-5.0 1.9 

9 07.07.17 0.8 2.6 3.7 4.1 2.8 0.8-4.1 1.5 

10 14.07.17 5.5 4.6 3.8 2.8 4.2 2.8-5.5 1.2 

11 21.07.17 1.1 0.9 1.3 1.5 1.2 1.1-1.5 0.3 

12 28.07.17 2.5 2.9 1.9 2.1 2.4 1.9-2.9 0.4 

13 04.08.17 3.5 2.6 2.1 2.6 2.7 2.1-3.5 0.6 
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5.2.3.3

 Relationship between relative humidity and bioaerosol concentrations 

Table 5-4 shows a descriptive statistics of the values of relative humidity (RH) recorded 

during the 13 sampling to Olusosun dumpsite. The mean RH ranged between 64.3-88% 

during the sampling events. RH with minimum values greater than 70% was recorded 

from sample visit day 7 (16/06/17) until visit day 13 (04/08/17), except for visit day 12 

(28/07/2017) with recorded a minimum of 68% during sampling at the active operational 

area. The result of the standard deviation showed drastic changes in the RH values on the 

following sampling days 05/05/17, 22/05/17, 02/06/17, 23/06/17 and 07/07/17, recording 

deviations ranging from 4.1-7.2.  

Using a Pearson’s product moment to evaluate the correlation between RH and overall 

concentration of bioaerosols on the dumpsite, the result showed a strong negative 

correlation with total bacteria (r = -0.4406, n = 52, p < 0.05) (Figure B-2 A), while gram-

negative bacteria, Aspergillus fumigatus and total fungi on the other hand, showed a weak 

inverse correlation (Figure B-2 B-D). With regard to bioaerosol concentration at 

locations, the result showed no statistically significant correlation in the relationship  

between bioaerosol concentration and relative humidity.  

However, upon conducting a multiple regression to further examine the overall changes 

in the concentration of bioaerosol across the dumpsite in response to the three key 

meteorological factors considered in this study, i.e. temperature, wind speed and RH; only 

RH added statistically significantly to the prediction (p < 0.01) overall, and total bacteria 

concentration was the most affected by RH [F (3, 48) = 4.140, p < 0.05, adj. R2 = 0.156].
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            Table 5-4: Relative Humidity of ambient air during outdoor sampling 

 

 

 

 

 

Visit days Date 

Relative Humidity (%) 

Active Operational 

area 
Entrance Dormant Area Boundary Mean Min-Max SD 

1 25.04.17 70 71 75 74 73 70-75 2.4 

2 05.05.17 75 62 60 60 64.3 60-75 7.2 

3 12.05.17 69 70 70 71 70 69-71 0.8 

4 22.05.17 72 76 65 68 70.1 65-76 4.8 

5 02.06.17 76 66 69 67 70 66-76 4.5 

6 09.06.17 65 68 70 70 68.3 65-70 2.4 

7 16.06.17 78 74 74 76 76 74-78 1.9 

8 23.06.17 91 88 83 81 86 81-91 4.6 

9 07.07.17 83 93 88 88 88 83-93 4.1 

10 14.07.17 73 75 73 73 72 73-75 1.0 

11 21.07.17 75 72 73 72 73 72-75 1.4 

12 28.07.17 68 71 69 70 70 68-71 1.3 

13 04.08.17 70 71 75 74 73 70-75 2.4 
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5.2.3.4

 Effect of seasonal changes on bioaerosol concentration  

Figure 5-9 shows the concentration of total bacteria and total fungi from all the air 

samples collected from the 13 sampling visits to Olusosun dumpsite. Sampling Visits 1-

6 took place within the tail end of the dry season while sampling visits 7-13 took place 

when the wet season had begun, commonly marked by reduced ambient temperatures and 

increased humidity (see section 3-4 and Table 5-2,4). The dry season is characterized by 

reduced rainfall (monthly average <120 mm) from late October until March, with its 

lowest in January (monthly average <14.3 mm). However, heavier rainfalls are 

experienced in April through to October, with the heaviest rainfall in the month of June 

(see Table B-5) (Udo 2015). Also highlighted in Figure 5-9 are the periods marking the 

beginning of the rainy season, coinciding with sampling visit day 6 (09.06.17) and visit 

day 7 (16.06.17). The area showing the general drop in concentration for total bacteria 

and total fungi due mostly to rainfall experienced during sampling, this is marked in red.  

In general, it was observed that slightly higher bioaerosol concentrations were recorded 

during sampling visits 1-6 compared to visits 7-13. This observation was further assessed 

using a one-way ANOVA to determine if the change in concentration of bioaerosols 

before rainy (visits 1-6) season and during the rainy season (visits 7-13) was statistica l ly 

significant. Only Total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria were normally distributed 

when assessed by the Shapiro-Wilk test (p> 0.05); and there was no homogeneity of 

variances, as assessed by Levene’s test of homogeneity of variances (p> 0.05). It was  

noticed that for total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria, the differences in concentration 

between the dry and rainy season was not statistically significant; Total bacteria: F( 1, 50) 

= 1.934 , p = 0.170; gram-negative: F(1, 50) = 2.848, p = 0.098. Furthermore, Aspergillus 

fumigatus and total fungi also showed no statistical significant difference between the 

two periods when tested with Kruskal-Wallis test; Aspergillus fumigatus: χ2(1)= 0.002, 

p= 0.962; total fungi: χ2(1)= 1.032, p= 0.310. 
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5.2.4

 Impact of different activities at the dumpsite on bioaerosol exposure  

Table 5-5 show the mean bioaerosol concentration workers on the dumpsite were exposed 

to as they were engaged in scavenging, waste sorting and site monitoring/supervis ion 

activities on the dumpsite. In general, scavengers were exposed to the highest 

concentration of bacteria in the magnitude of 106 cfu m-3, while site monitoring activit ies 

recorded the highest exposure level to Aspergillus fumigatus in the magnitude of 105 cfu 

m-3.  Moreover, Figure 5-7 shows a radar graph comparing bioaerosol exposure from the 

activity-related sampling with overall mean concentrations in the ambient air.  The result 

indicates higher exposure to total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria from scavenging 

up to 106 cfu m-3. In comparison to ambient concentrations, bacteria exposure from 

scavenging were 2-3 log higher. Exposure concentration to Aspergillus fumigatus on 

other hand, was found to be highest when undertaking site-monitoring/supervis ion 

activities (3×105 cfu m-3), while exposure from waste sorting and scavenging were a log 

lower and within the same logarithmic scale (Table 5-5). Similar to the bacteria 

concentration, exposure to Aspergillus fumigatus from the three activities were 2-3 log 

higher compared to ambient concentration. Overall, the ambient concentration at the 

control was generally lower by magnitude for bacteria (3-4 log) and fungi (4-5 log) when 

compared to results from ambient sampling and activity-based sampling (see table 5.5).   

Table 5-5: Mean bioaerosol concentration from activity-related sampling, ambient 

sampling and control 

Microorganism (cfu m-3) Control 
site a 

 

Ambient 
sampling 

(Olusosun 
dumpsite) b 

Activity-related sampling c 

Site 
monitoring 

Sorting Scavengin
g 

Total bacteria  1.3×102 1.3×103 6.0 ×105 4.8×105 1.17×106 

Gram-negative bacteria  3.1×102 1.6×103 2.1 ×105 1.74106 3.0×106 

Aspergillus fumigatus  6.9×100 1.19×102 3.0×105 9.0×104 6.75×104 

a Number of measurements  = 3 
b Number of measurements = 13 
c Number of measurements = 2 
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Figure 5-7 Comparison of exposure of (A) Total Bacteria, (B) Gram-negative (C) Aspergillus fumigatus from activities at Olusosun dumpsite to 

environmental sampling. 
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5.3

 Discussion of Findings 

5.3.1

 Impact of location within Olusosun dumpsite on the concentration of 

bioaerosols in measured in the ambient air 

The results in this chapter are consistent with the hypothesis that activities, such as tipping, 

spreading and waste sorting can aerosolise microorganisms attached to the waste pile, 

serving as a source of bioaerosols, including  pathogenic ones (Stagg et al., 2010). The 

result of the ambient air sampling shows that the active operational area where most 

agitation activities like tipping, spreading and compacting took place, recorded the 

highest mean concentration for the four indicator bioaerosols compared to other sampling 

locations on the dumpsite (See Table 5-1). When the MSW arrives at the dumpsite, it is 

tipped by the waste trucks, spread and compacted by the bulldozer machines. In doing so, 

the waste pile becomes agitated, favouring aerosolisation of microorganism as they  

become detached from the surfaces of the waste pile, hence the higher concentration of 

bioaerosols in locations where these activities take place compared the locations where 

they do not (Schlosser et al., 2016; Gladding and Gwyther 2017). Moreover, the mean 

ambient concentration of bacteria and fungi at the active operational area of Olusosun 

dumpsite were (i.e. 103 cfu m-3) comparable to the concentrations reported at the active 

operational areas in previous studies on landfill sites. Kalwasińska et al., (2014) for 

instance recorded 1.9 × 103 cfu m-3 (bacteria) and 2.07× 103 cfu/m3 (fungi) in Poland; 

Breza-Boruta (2016) recorded 21.31× 103 cfu m-3 (bacteria) and 4.18 × 103 cfu m-3 (fungi) 

in Poland , while Huang et al., (2002) recorded  3.76 × 103  cfu m-3 (bacteria) and 6.0 × 

103  cfu m-3 (fungi) in Taiwan. 

The composition of the incoming MSW in sub-Saharan Africa have shown it to have a 

high proportion of biodegradables up to 60%, and that they are usually high in moisture 

content (Ogwueleka 2009; Hoornweg and Bhada-Tata 2012b). These characteristics in 

combination with the hot and humid weather conditions in the region, would favour the 

growth of microorganisms with higher concentration in the ambient air. However, when 

the result obtained from activity-related sampling were compared to the ambient sampling, 

the ambient concentrations were 2-4 log lower, an indication that the differences in the 

sampling method would contribute to the low ambient measurement. Cartwright et al., 

(2009) had reviewed for the UK Environment agency the methods of collection of 

bioaerosols highlighting their advantages and disadvantages. Consequently, the Anderson 

impactor sampler was recommended as one of the standard method for bioaerosol 
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measurements in waste composting facilities. However the device is vulnerable to 

overloading quickly in areas with high concentration bioaerosols, e.g. the point source 

(Williams et al., 2013a). Thus, as was the case in this study, the Anderson sampler may 

have been insensitive to sampling occasions where higher concentrations was expected, 

thereby resulting an underestimation the real concentration of bioaerosols in the ambient 

air. 

The median concertation for total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria at the entrance and 

dormant area were similar (Table 5-1), despite the entrance being located eastward, off 

the prevailing wind direction (south-west) where the dormant area is located (Plate 3-4 

and 3-5). The direction of the prevailing wind is usually the direction of travel for most 

aerosolised pollutants as the wind transports both aerosol particle and moisture in its path 

(Elminir 2005). Thus, measuring concentrations at the entrance that were similar to the 

dormant area, could be because of the swirling wind locally during sampling, which 

meant the wind direction would have varied. This could mean that some sampling 

locations may have been influenced by emission from other places and that would not 

have happened if the prevailing wind direction was maintained throughout the sampling 

period. Another reason for this phenomenon would have been the contribution from 

bioaerosols attached to dust particles that would have arisen from adjoining busy roads, 

since this entrance was about 70 m away from the busy Lagos-Ibadan expressway. There 

are evidence of pathogenic bioaerosols being transported in mineral-dust particles and 

causing increase in incidence of asthma when inhaled (Jones and Harrison 2004; Ichinose  

et al., 2005; Jeon et al., 2011; Maki et al., 2014).  

The sampling point at the dormant area and boundary were the furthest away from the 

active operational area (see Figure 3-5). The activities at the dormant part of the dumpsite 

were primarily sorting and loading of recovered recycled materials into trucks. 

Scavenging was also observed, but sparsely. Because of the low volume of agitation-

causing activities at this location, it could be assumed that the primary source of 

bioaerosol in this location would have been from the active operational area. The dormant 

area recorded peak concentrations up to 1371 cfu m-3 and 2521 cfu m-3 for total bacteria 

and gram-negative bacteria respectively, and levels higher than the acceptable limits by 

the UK and Wales Environment Agency used in this study (Frederickson et al., 2013; 

Pearson et al., 2015). Food vendors, middlemen and owners of small business mostly 

occupy this area of the dumpsite. They spend between 9.7-12.8 hours daily at this location 
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(see Appendix A-2). There is a high risk of exposure to pathogenic bioaerosols just from 

working at this location for close to 13 hours daily. Presented in Chapter 4 are details of 

the reported respiratory symptoms experienced by dumpsite workers and residents near 

Olusosun dumpsite. Furthermore, probable risk of morbidity from exposure to pathogenic 

bioaerosol have been presented in Chapter 7.   

Overall, it was observed that the concentration of bacteria measured at the dumpsite were  

1-2 logs higher than the concentration of fungi from all the sampling locations. This may 

be explained by the sampling method used, as Xu and Yao (2013) observed that higher 

viable bacteria concentrations when compared to viable fungi concentrations are usually 

collected when using an Anderson impactor for air sampling.  

5.3.2  Impact of downwind distance on the concentration of bioaerosols in the 

ambient air  

In general, the ambient concentrations of bacteria and fungi shows a progressive decline 

in concentration with distance, from the source point (active operational area), downwind 

to the boundary. However, the one-way ANOVA indicated no statistically significant 

difference in mean concentrations for total bacteria (p>0.05) and gram-negative bacteria 

(p>0.05) between the active area and other three sampling locations. This was unexpected, 

given that some of the sampling points were located at considerable distances from the 

active operational area (see Plate 3-5). The result suggests a ‘fairly-uniform’ 

concentration for total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria across the dumpsite, which 

may be due to either meteorological factors such as short-term increase in wind speed 

aiding release of more bacteria at the sampling location or further bioaerosol emission 

from other source location or both (Ogden et al., 1969; Giner et al., 1999). Although the 

statistical analysis showed relative humidity (64.3-88%) had the greatest influence overall 

on the bacteria concentration, when however considered in combination with temperature 

(27oC - 35.7oC) and wind speed, a favourable condition for holding a high level of 

bioaerosol for longer in the ambient air must have been created.  

At the boundary, the mean concentration of total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria 

were of the same magnitude (103) as observed in previous studies on landfill bioaerosols 

emissions (Reinthaler et al., 1999; Breza-Boruta 2016). However, in this study, peaks  for 

total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria of up to 1630 cfu m-3 and 2257 cfu m-3 

respectively were measured, at a distance of 788 m from the active operational area of the 
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dumpsite. In an analysis carried out in a different study of a landfill, Reinthaler et al., 

(1999) reported  similar peak concentrations of mesophilic bacteria comparable to this 

study at distance 450-1200 m from the active tipping point (2×103-2.7× 103 cfu m-3). This 

observation is consistent with the postulation by Tellier (2006) that bioaerosol particles 

may take longer (at least 62 mins) to settle due to their size. The possible implication of 

this is that the bioaerosols will eventually transport beyond the boundary to adjoining 

areas near the dumpsite where local residents are mostly located, thus exposing them to 

possible pathogenic bioaerosols. Furthermore, because Olusosun dumpsite is surrounded 

by residents located between 50-100 m from the boundary of the dumpsite, see Figure 3-

1 (Odeyemi 2012), ambient bacteria concentration may not have reduced to background 

in these areas.  

Aspergillus fumigatus showed a similar decrease in concentration with distance 

downwind as was observed with bacteria. In this case, however, the differences in the 

concentration between the active operational area and the boundary was significant.  The 

decline in the concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus between the active area (Median: 

283 cfu m-3), the dormant area (median: 43 cfu m-3) and the boundary (51 cfu m-3) showed 

an 80-81% reduction in concentration downwind, further confirming the result of the one-

ANOVA in section 5.4.3. This behaviour of Aspergillus fumigatus was similar to what 

was observed by Schlosser et al., (2016) where the decline was up to 77% between the 

tipping face (mean: 1100 cfu m-3)  and the at landfill boundary (mean: 140 cfu m-3). 

Reinthaler et al., (1999) also reported a similar significant reduction in the concentration 

of Aspergillus fumigatus from the landfill centre to the boundary; however, the reported 

concentration was lower than observed in this study. The discrepancies may likely be due 

to the effect of wind dilution as the conidia dispersed. It is worth noting that Aspergillus 

fumigatus conidia are thermotolerant and have some UV protection due to the melanin 

pigmentation in their cells, and thus can survive longer even as a single cell and can be 

re-suspended after settling, creating mini burst of spores (Rhame 1991; O’Gorman 2011). 

These characteristics places them as a significant health hazard to the both the workers 

on the dumpsite and residents of the surrounding should they travel beyond the boundary 

of the dumpsite. 

5.3.3

 Comparison of ambient concentration with control  

In this study, the mean concentrations for total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, 

Aspergillus fumigatus and the total fungi at all the sampling locations at the dumpsite 
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were significantly higher than concentrations at the control site (see Figure 5-5). The 

maximum concentration of total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, Aspergillus fumigatus 

and total fungi at the control did not exceed 165 cfu m-3, 708 cfu m-3, 16 cfu m-3 and 396.7 

cfu m-3 respectively, although bacteria and fungi are reported to routinely occur naturally 

at concentrations of 1000 cfu m-3 and that concentrations near 10,000 cfu m-3 were not 

uncommon in the summer months, subject to the sampling method used (Cox and Wathes 

1995; Macher 1999). Indicated in Table 5-6, are the maximum bioaerosol concentrations 

recorded in outdoor air as reported in the literature, however there were exceptions in 

areas with high vehicular movement recording higher maximum values for mesophilic 

bacteria and fungi (Fang et al., 2008; Haas et al., 2013). With that said, the concentration 

recorded in this study for total bacteria, total fungi and Aspergillus fumigatus at the 

control site were lower than most literature reviewed, thereby  placing it within the 

acceptable concentration limits of the UK and Wales Environment Agency for 1000 cfu 

m-3, 1000 cfu m-3 and 500 cfu m-3 respectively. Comparatively, at the 95th percentile, the 

concentrations of total bacteria (2189 cfu m-3), gram negative bacteria (2352 cfu m-3), 

Aspergillus fumigatus (300 cfu m-3) and total fungi (824 cfu m-3) at the dumpsite were 2-

3 log higher than the control. These differences in the concentration were significant 

(p>0.05), further supporting the assumption that Olusosun dumpsite was a major 

contributor to air pollution and bioaerosol emission within its vicinity (Figure 5-5). 

Caution must be observed when interpreting the result of this study because of differences 

in the sampling approach and the influence of meteorological conditions during sampling. 

In this study, the closest location to the active operational area was 50 m downwind, as 

opposed to other studies where sampling was either carried out at the working area or a 

distance of 20 m away (Liao and Luo 2005; Burkowska et al., 2011; Breza-Boruta 2012; 

Sangkham et al., 2014; Schlosser et al., 2016; Agarwal 2017). This approach inherently 

creates room for the effects of wind dilution, thereby underestimating the concentration 

of bioaerosols emitted at the active operational area.  

The overall mean ambient concentrations of total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria 

were higher than the acceptable limit set by the UK and Wales Environment Agency, and 

were also observed to have exceeded the limits for most sampling days at the four 

sampling locations (Figure 5-1,2,3,4). These results can serve as an indication of an 

excess risk to the health of nearby residents and the workers on the dumpsite, as longer 

exposure hours beyond the recommended 8-hour TWA were observed in both 



103 

 

populations (HSE 2014) Conversely, the mean ambient concentration of Aspergillus 

fumigatus and total fungi never exceeded the acceptable limits for all the days sampled. 

It is important to state that from an environmental health viewpoint, the concentration 

Aspergillus fumigatus is probably not relevant as the values measured in this study were 

comparable to expected background levels.  

Table 5-6: Maximum value of mesophilic bacteria and fungi and Aspergillus fumigatus in 

outdoor air reported in literature (cfu m-3) 

a Airport 

b Residential area 

c City Center with high vehicular movement  

 

 

Study 

Location 

Total 

bacteria 

Total 

fungi 

Aspergillus 

fumigatus 
Sampling method Reference 

Ireland   6800  Impaction (SAS 

Sampler, Italy)  

O’Gorman and 

Fuller (2008) 

United 

Kingdom 

 7200  Impaction (2-Stage 

Anderson Sampler) 

Jones and 

Cookson (1983) 

USA, CT  >8200  Impaction (Anderson 

six stage sampler)  

Shelton et al., 

(2002) 

Brazil   39,000  Impingement (AGI-4, 

VA)  

Gonçalves et al., 

(2010) 

Austria 2500c 2300c  Impaction (One-stage 

MAS 100 sampler)  

Haas et al., 

(2013) 

China, Beijing 22000c 13,690c  Impaction ( Anderson 

6-stage sampler) 

Fang et al., 

(2008) 

USA   290 Impaction ( Anderson 

6-stage sampler) 

Spicer and 

Gangloff (2005) 

USA, Islip, NY   300a Centrifugal impaction 

(Reuter Centrifugal 

sampler)  

Recer et al., 

(2001) 

USA, Islip, NY   890b Centrifugal impaction 

(Reuter Centrifugal 

sampler) 

Recer et al., 

(2001) 

Lagos, Nigeria 165b 396.7b 16b Impaction (Anderson 

6-stage sampler) 

This study 
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5.1.2 Impact of meteorological conditions and other determinant factors on 

bioaerosol concentration  

Most studies on bioaerosol emissions have been carried out in regions with temperate 

climates i.e. with four distinct seasons, making it difficult to have a direct season-on-

season comparison with this study, which was carried out in a tropical region with two 

distinct seasons. It is a known fact that there are usually higher concentrations of airborne 

microorganisms in warm seasons as opposed to cold seasons (O’Gorman and Fuller 2008; 

Hurtado et al., 2014; Breza-Boruta 2016). In contrast, this study showed no significant 

difference in the concentration of total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, Aspergillus 

fumigatus and total fungi between the rainy season (cold) and the dry season (warm) when 

tested with the one-way ANOVA and Kruskal-Wallis statistical analysis. Although there 

was a notable drop in the concentration at the onset of the rainy season (see Figure 5-6), 

this did not last long as the concentration was up again to levels similar to the dry season. 

Some studies have attributed the high concentration of bioaerosols observed in cold 

seasons as opposed to the warm season, to the high level of agitation activities taking 

place in the vicinity of the sampling location (Huang et al., 2002), while others have 

demonstrated that the ambient concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus was unaffected by 

seasonal variations (Li and Kendrick 1995; Sautour et al., 2009; Alshareef and Robson 

2014; Schlosser et al., 2016). The findings in this study are consistent with both 

conclusions. Firstly, it affirms the results of the statistical analysis showing no significant 

differences in the concentration of bioaerosols between the two seasons. Secondly, it 

explains the reason why bioaerosol concentrations are unaffected by the seasonal 

variations. Olusosun dumpsite for instance operates on a 24-hour work cycle (Idehai and 

Akujieze 2015), that is 24 hours of regular agitation-related activities taking place on the 

dumpsite, thus replenishing the airborne microbial concentration even after dilution or 

dry deposition have taken place. This would record high bioaerosol concentration all year 

round, with changes in seasons having little impact on concentration.   

The effects of metrological conditions on bioaerosol production, dispersal and deposition 

are known and established (Jones and Harrison 2004). In this study, relative humidity had 

the highest overall seasonal effect on the concentration of bioaerosol on the dumpsite and 

was negatively correlated with bioaerosol concentrations (see section 5.2.3). A similar 

observation by Frączek et al., (2017) and Jones and Harrison (2004) showed that during 

high relative humidity, spore-forming fungi increases in growth, forming compact 
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colonies, which results in lower release of spores and conidia. This phenomenon is 

however reversed when the relative humidity is lower, causing environmental stress on 

the fungi, hence higher release of spores. The higher atmospheric temperature and lower 

relative humidity observed during visit days 1-6 before the wet season had fully set in, 

may have favoured the higher concentration of total bacteria and total mesophilic fungi 

at the dumpsite. 

Aside seasons and the meteorological factors considered in this study, some studies have 

considered the waste tonnage as a possible determinant factor.  Schlosser et al., (2016) 

found a correlation between the concentration of Aspergillus fumigatus and total 

mesophilic mould at the tipping face and downwind with the waste tonnage supplied. 

Unfortunately, it was not possible to consider this factor in this study because of lack of 

access to data regarding the daily tonnage of was MSW supplied to the dumpsite.  

5.1.3 Exposure to bioaerosols resulting from different activities at Olusosun 

dumpsite  

The result of the activity-based air sampling shows that the scavengers and workers alike 

were exposed to bioaerosols concentrations up to 3-log higher than the mean 

concentration measured during the static ambient air sampling (see Table 5-5). The 

activity-based bioaerosol exposure sampling was designed not just to capture the 

bioaerosols around the breathing zones of the workers, but capture exposure from the 

activities they were most associated with on the dumpsite. Although there have been 

reports of high bioaerosol exposure levels coupled with work task analysis, these studies 

were mostly limited to activities in composting facilities (Fischer et al., 2000; Sánchez-

Monedero et al., 2005; Persoons et al., 2010; Sykes 2011). Moreover, in a different study 

of MSW collectors, Wouters et al., (2005) observed that workers exposure levels to 

bioaerosols and endotoxins were associated with the task they were involved in and not 

the type of waste. In addition, the report also indicated that agitation activities and the 

times when the waste was extensively disturbed recorded high exposure levels. In this 

study, the agitation activities were identified as the tipping, spreading, compacting, 

scavenging and sorting of waste. It is a fact that agitation-related activities increases 

bioaerosol exposure levels, however this may not always be the case, as there are some 

reports of activities that are in themselves of ‘lower agitation’, but records of high 

bioaerosols exposure concentration were still observed  (Wouters et al., 2005; Sykes 

2011). It must be noted that in the cases referred to, the workers mere physical presence 
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in the vicinity where agitation activities took had probably exposed them to high 

bioaerosol concentrations. Scavengers and the site supervisors/operators are the two 

groups of people mainly directly involved in the activities which are agitation-related. As 

the site supervisors coordinate the tipping, spreading and compacting operations, the 

scavengers ravages the waste pile while the aforementioned activities take place. 

Presented in Figure 5-10 is a radar graph comparing the exposure levels associated with 

the tasks considered in this study with the mean ambient bioaerosol concentration. The 

result suggests scavenging as the activity with the highest exposure to bacteria (total 

bacteria and gram-negative bacteria) while site monitoring presented the highest exposure 

levels to Aspergillus fumigatus. Although the reason for his discrepancy is not certain, it 

could be that the waster worker, while carrying out the site supervision on the day of the 

sampling happened to be in an area where waste with high concentrations of Aspergillus 

fumigatus was tipped, as such peaks were not observed in the other samples collected . 

The high bioaerosol exposure concentration levels from scavenging in this study is not 

surprising, as scavengers are not only exposed to bioaerosols from agitation caused by 

the tipping and spreading of the waste, but also as they ravage the waste pile seeking 

recyclables.  

Other authors have published bioaerosol concentration data from activity-related 

exposures, and the measured concentrations in this study were within the same order of 

magnitude of 104-106 cfu m-3 (See Table 5-7).  There are very few publications on outdoor 

activity-related exposure to bioaerosols, as some have reported low bioaerosol 

concentrations (Wouters et al., 2005). In contrast, all the activities assessed in this study 

were carried out outdoors, yet measurements comparable with published data of 

bioaerosol exposure indoors were observed. The use of a personal sampler in this study 

reduced the effect of dilution due to wind and immediate dry deposition, as the workers 

would already have inhaled high concentration of bioaerosols before such effects, because 

of their close association with the activity. This can be partially explained by the high 

variability observed between the bioaerosol concentrations in the ambient air and activity-

related sampling (see Table 5-4). These results further affirms the call by HSE (2003) and 

Persoons et al., (2010) not only to assess occupational bioaerosol exposure by ambient 

air monitoring, but also the influence of process engineering in reducing bioaerosol 

exposure.  
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Nigeria, as with most developing countries, does not have a regulatory framework for 

bioaerosol exposure in occupational environments. Hence, there is no substantial driver 

for accountability to health of bioaerosol-exposed workers on the part of both their 

employers and the regulatory organizations. Moreover, this may not only be unique to 

developing countries, as there are only a few developed countries that have had their 

regulatory organizations adopt occupational exposure limit(s) to bioaerosols exposure in 

different occupational setting (Eduard et al., 2012).  This has been further complicated 

by the heterogeneous nature of the exposure agents, which has shown high variability in 

the results reported in previous studies (Douwes et al., 2003a). In this study interestingly, 

the results of the bioaerosols exposure concentrations from the activities related sampling 

were higher than acceptable occupational exposure limits for countries as reviewed in this 

report (See Table 5-8). The result for total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria were 6-

times higher than the occupational exposure limits set by the Environment Agency for 

England and Wales. Similarly, Aspergillus fumigatus also exceeded by a magnitude of 4 

than the occupational exposure limits acceptable by the Environment Agency for England 

and Wales. From an environmental health viewpoint, these exposure concertation are 

hazardous to the health of the workers at the dumpsite. The consequence of such 

magnitude of exposure is that the workers will eventually develop acute and eventually 

chronic respiratory diseases especially those with compromised immune system as has 

been reported in the respiratory health survey, presented in Chapter 4. The results further 

accentuate the urgency of developing regulatory framework to protect and reduce workers 

exposure to bioaerosols and other hazardous biological agents in Nigeria.    
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  Table 5-7: Reported bioaerosol exposure from municipal solid waste treatment and task/activities involved 

Activities  Setting  Agitation 

level 

Workers directly 

Exposed  

Maximum Bioaerosols  References  

Tipping Landfill, 
Dumpsites 

High  Waste workers, 
Truck/Bulldozer drivers, 
Scavengers  

Fungi: 5.8×104 cfu m-3 
A. fumigatus: 1.1×103 cfu m-3 

Schlosser et al., (2016) 

Turning Composting High Compost workers  Total Bacteria: 7.4 ×103 cfu m-3 
Fungi: 1.5×104 cfu m-3 
A. fumigatus: 1.1×104 cfu m-3 

Persoons et al., (2010) 

Shredding Composting  High Compost workers Total Bacteria: 3.8 ×104 

Fungi: 6.8×104 

A. fumigatus: 4.1×104 

Persoons et al., (2010) 

Waste 
transportation  

Composting,  
Waste collection  

Medium  Truck drivers, Waste 
collectors  

Bacteria: 4.8×104 cfu m-3 

Fungi: 4.6×106 cfu m-3 
Dust: 9.1 mg m-3 

Endotoxin: 7182 EU m-3 

Glucan: 52.5 µg m-3 

Madsen et al., (2016) 
 
 
Wouters et al., (2005) 

Scavenging  Dumpsites  Medium  Scavengers  Total Bacteria: 1.17×106 cfu m-3 

A. fumigatus: 6.75×104 cfu m-3 
 
This Study 

Sorting  Composting, 
material recovery 
facilities  

Low Waste workers Dust: 11.92 mg m-3 

Endotoxin: 1954 EU m-3 

Glucan: 127.42 µg m-3 

Sykes (2011) 

Sorting  Dumpsite Medium Scavengers Total Bacteria: 4.8×105 cfu m-3 
A. fumigatus: 9.0×104 cfu m-3 

This Study 

Site 
monitoring/ 
supervision 

Compositing, 
dumpsites 

Low Site workers and Site 
supervisors  

Total Bacteria: 6.0 ×105 cfu m-3 
A. fumigatus: 3.0×105 cfu m-3 

Dust: 22.8 mg m-3 

Endotoxin: 1678 EU m-3 

Glucan: 10.38 µg m-3 

This Study 
 
Wouters et al., (2005) 
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Table 5-8: Occupational limits for bioaerosols exposure for different countries, in comparison to exposure in this study. 

 

 

 

 

 

Country Bacteria Gram-negative Fungi A. fumigatus Endo toxin 
Β(1→3) - 

glucans 
References 

UK 1000 cfu m-3 300 cfu m-3 1000 cfu m-3 500 cfu m-3 90 EU m-3 10 ng m-3 
Frederickson et al., 
(2013); Pearson et al., 
(2015) 

Denmark  103-104 cfu m-3 103  cfu m-3 - - 0.1 μg  m-3 - 
(Malmros et al., 
1992) 

Netherland - - - - 90 EU m-3 - Eduard et al., (2012) 

Russia - - 103-104 cells m-3 - - - SCHES (1993) 

Germany - - 5×104 cfu m-3 - - - BAuA (2018) 

This Study 1.74×106 cfu m-3 3.0×106  cfu m-3 - 9.0×104  cfu m-3 - - This Study 
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5.2 Research Limitation 

There were some limitations in the course of carrying out this aspect of the research, one 

of which was the inability to collect bioaerosol samples at the sensitive receptor. Even 

though the UK Environment Agency (2017) M9 technical guidelines for bioaerosol 

monitoring used in this study required that air samples be collected at the sensitive 

receptor, some logistical limitations made it practically impossible to do so. However, the 

levels of bioaerosols concentration at the sensitive receptors were assumed to be similar 

to the levels at the boundary, as this was the sampling location nearest to the sensitive 

receptors.  

The dust concentration would have been an interesting factor to be considered in this 

study, as some of the operations at the dumpsite (spreading, tipping and compaction of 

waste) that emits the highest dust concentration were also associated with the bioaerosol 

emission. Furthermore, since there is already an established relationship between cell 

count and dust particle abundance, collection of such data would have provided a better 

picture of the biodiversity and survival mechanism of the bioaerosols (Stres et al., 2013).  

Another limitation in the study lies in the underestimation of the total exposure to 

bioaerosols due to the uncultivatable and non-viable fraction of airborne microorganisms; 

a weakness inherent in the use of the impaction sampling technique (HSE 2003; Persoons 

et al., 2010). Hence, it could be concluded that the data reported for the ambient 

bioaerosol concentration may be an underestimation of the actual ambient concentration 

at Olusosun dumpsite.  
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5.3 Chapter Summary and key observations  

This results presented in this chapter has shown that bioaerosols are emitted during 

operational activities at Olusosun dumpsite. The maximum ambient concentration of 

bacteria and fungi for this study were within magnitude of 103 cfu m-3.  

The concentration of bioaerosols were the highest in the active operational area of the 

dumpsite and decreased with increasing distance downwind of the point source. No 

significant differences in concentration across the four sampling points for total bacteria, 

gram-negative bacteria and the total bacteria were observed. However, Aspergillus 

fumigatus concentrations were observed to have decreased up to 80-81% between the 

source point and downwind at the boundary.  

Relative humidity was the most influential meteorological factor of the three factors 

considered in this study. The effect of season changes on the concentration of bioaerosols 

was minimal as no significant differences were observed in the concentrations between 

the end of the dry season and peak of the wet season.  

Of the three activities examined, scavenging had the highest exposure concentration to 

bacteria, while site monitoring recorded the highest for Aspergillus fumigatus. Bioaerosol 

exposure concentration from all three activities ranged between 104 -106 cfu m-3, which 

was 2-3 log higher than the ambient concentration. These activities required close 

proximity of the workers to the task which are point sources of bioaerosol emission.  

Overall, ambient concentrations of bacteria exceeded the occupational exposure limits for 

UK Environment Agency, however fungi concentration were below the expected 

exposure limit. Exposure from all three activities assessed in this study (scavenging, 

waste sorting and site monitoring) exceeded the acceptable exposure limits by the UK 

Environment Agency by 2-4 log. Exposure concentration of this magnitude are hazardous 

to the health of the workers at the dumpsite.  
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Chapter 6:

 Size distribution of bioaerosols at Olusosun dumpsite  

6.1

 Introduction  

This chapter reports on the distribution of particle sizes in the ambient air samples and 

bioaerosols at activity sites. The particle size distribution of the bioaerosols was analysed 

initially and then an exposure assessment was carried by relating bioaerosol particle size 

to the typical tidal volumes inhaled by humans. Samples were collected using a six-stage 

Anderson impactor sampler, a sampler designed to mimic the human respiratory system, 

and with six discrete collection stages, it captures progressively smaller particles. Stage 

1 at the top represents the upper respiratory tract, while stage 6 at the bottom represents 

the lower respiratory tract and alveoli. Bioaerosols are deposited out onto separate agar 

plates at each of the six stages (Jensen et al., 1992; Tisch Environmental Inc. 2018). 

Particles considered to be within the inhalable fraction with an aerodynamic 

diameter >4.7 µm are deposited in stages 1 and 2 and represent those that will undergo 

deposition in the nasal area. Those deposited onto stages 3 and 4 (thoracic fraction with 

an aerodynamic diameter 2.1 - 4.7 µm) represents those that will undergo bronchial 

deposition, while deposition in the alveoli is represented in stages 5 and 6 (respirable 

fraction with an aerodynamic diameter < 2.1 µm) (Andersen 1958; HSE 2003, 2014). In 

this study, the respirable band is considered for particles size range < 3.3 µm i.e. stage 3 

and below, as there are chances that particles with grater aerodynamic diameter could still 

penetrate to the this region of the lungs in some instances (WHO 1999). The results are 

presented as the percentage of the total number of bioaerosols that fall into each size. The 

final sections include a discussion of the possible exposure impacts associated each 

indicator microorganism measured in this study.  
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6.2

 Particle size distribution of bioaerosols in the ambient air at various 

locations around the Olusosun dumpsite 

Size separation of bioaerosols was measured in the ambient air from each sampling 

location, and the results were classed into six size ranges according to the six- stages of 

the Anderson sampler as described in section 6.1.  Data were collected on the presence of 

total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, Aspergillus fumigatus and total fungi particles.  

The differences in bioaerosols particle size distribution from each sampling location as 

tested using a one-way ANOVA for dataset that were normally distributed. The 

Kolmogorov-Smirnov test for normality showed that the dataset for total bacteria and 

gram-negative bacteria were normally distributed (p > 0.05) while Aspergillus fumigatus 

and total fungi were not (p < 0.05). Because the data for Aspergillus fumigatus and total 

fungi were not normally distributed, a Krustal-Wallis test (instead of ANOVA) was 

conducted to determine if the difference in particle size distribution were significant. The 

dataset for total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, Aspergillus fumigatus and total fungi 

were homogeneous for most sampling locations except, total bacteria at entrance (p< 

0.05), as assessed by Levene’s test of equality of variance. In cases where there were 

significant differences between the particle sizes in the size distribution, further analysis 

using Post Hoc Test was carried out to establish the point of difference.  

 
6.2.1

 Total bacteria  

Figure 6-1 presents the particle size distribution of total bacteria from the four sampling 

locations across the dumpsite. The analysis showed the potential for a high level of 

penetration to the lower respiratory tract of larger diameter bacteria. Up to 41% of the 

total bacteria sampled in the ambient air were < 3.3 µm, the size range capable of 

depositing beyond the bronchial region of the lower respiratory tract when inhaled, 

therefore of more concern regarding respiratory diseases.  

The one-way ANOVA showed that the differences in the particle size distribution of total 

bacteria measured at the active area were not significant [F (5, 72) = 1.657, p> 0.05].  

Moreover, the proportion of total bacteria that were of respirable size (<3.3 µm) was 41%. 

The workers exposed to these particles were scavengers and waste sorters commonly seen 

working at this location.  
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The result of the one–way ANOVA for the other three sampling locations indicated  that 

there were significant differences between the size classes for samples of total bacteria 

collected at the entrance [Welch’s F (5, 32.925) = 7.174, p < 0.0005], dormant area [F (5, 

72) = 2.387, p < 0.05] and boundary [F (5, 72) =2.777, p< 0.05]. Further analysis of the 

size distribution using a Post Hoc test shows that:  

i. At the entrance, the concentration of bacteria with a particle size of > 7 µm, 4.7- 7 

µm and 2.1-3.3 µm was significantly higher in the ambient air compared to the 

concentration of a smaller size range 0.65-2.1 µm. Meaning a higher proportion of 

bacteria with larger diameters were being inhaled by the workers, and were capable 

of being deposited in the bronchial region of the lower respiratory tract.  However, 

the proportion of total bacteria of a size capable of penetrating deep beyond the 

bronchial region to alveoli (< 3.3 µm) was 35% of the total bacteria sampled. The 

waste workers/banks men directing the waste trucks into the dumpsite premises were 

the ones majorly at risk of exposure.   

ii. At the dormant area and boundary, the difference laid between stage 1 (>7 µm) and 

stage 6 (0.65 µm). Implying that there were significantly higher number bacteria l 

particles of diameter > 7 µm compared to those smaller diameter ranges between 

0.65-1.1 µm. Overall, the result show that there were higher proportion of larger  

diameter bacteria that were inhaled by the waste sorters, middlemen and business 

owners commonly found working at this location of the dumpsite. Furthermore, the 

proportion of total bacteria of size capable of penetrating deep into to alveoli (< 3.3 

µm) at the dormant area and boundary were 36.7% and 37% respectively (Figure 6-

1). 
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 0.65-1.1µm  1.1-2.1µm  2.1-3.3µm  3.3-4.7µm  4.7-7µm  >7µm

F=2.777, 

p=0.024

F=2.387,

p=0.046

F=1.657,

p=0.156

% in each size range 

 

Particle size distribution of total mesophilic Bacteria

(a)

~41%

F=7.174,

p<0.005

Figure 6-1: Particle Size Distribution of Total Bacteria in the ambient at Olusosun dumpsite 
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6.2.2

 Gram negative Bacteria 

Figure 6-2 presents the particle size distribution of gram-negative bacteria from the four 

sampling locations across the dumpsite. The analysis showed a high level of penetration 

to the lower respiratory tract of larger diameter gram-negative bacteria. The result further 

confirms that proportions up to 46% of total bacteria sampled in the ambient air were < 

3.3 µm, size range capable of depositing beyond the bronchial region of the lower 

respiratory tract when inhaled. 

The one-way ANOVA showed that, within sample locations, there were no significant 

differences in the particle size distribution of gram-negative bacteria; active operational 

area [F( 5,72) =1.132, p>0.05], dormant area [F( 5,72) = 4.519, p> 0.05] and the boundary 

[F( 5,72) =0.714, p> 0.05].  

However, the result of the one–way ANOVA carried out on the sampled data at the 

entrance indicated that there were significant differences between the size classes [F (5, 

72) = 5.872, p< 0.005].  Further analysis of the size distribution using a Tukey’s Post Hoc 

Test shows that gram-negative bacteria with an aerodynamic diameter > 2.1 µm were 

significantly higher at the entrance compared to those with diameter ranging 0.64-1.1 µm. 

This means that a higher proportion of gram-negative bacteria with larger diameter were 

being inhaled by the workers at this location. This proportion were capable being 

deposited in the bronchial region of the lower respiratory tract when inhaled.  However, 

the proportion of total bacteria of size capable of penetrating deep beyond the bronchial 

region to alveoli (< 3.3 µm) was 38% of the gram-negative bacteria sampled. 
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Boundary 

Dormant  Area

Entrance

Active Opt. Area

0 20 40 60 80 100

 0.65-1.1µm  1.1-2.1µm  2.1-3.3µm  3.3-4.7µm  4.7-7µm  >7µm

% in each size range

Paticle size distribution for Gram-negative Bacteria

~46%

F=5.872,

p<0.005

F=1.132,

p=0.330

F=2.249,

p=0.059

F=0.714,

p=0.615

Figure 6-2: Particle Size Distribution of Gram negative bacteria from four sampling locations at Olusosun dumpsite 
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6.2.3

 Aspergillus fumigatus 

Shown in Figure 6-3 are the particle size distribution of Aspergillus fumigatus from the 

four sampling locations across the dumpsite. The analysis showed a high level of 

penetration to the lower respiratory tract of smaller diameter spores of Aspergillus 

fumigatus. The proportions that were of respirable size (<3.3 µm) were up to 76% of the 

overall samples of Aspergillus fumigatus collected in the ambient air.   

A Kruskal-Wallis Test of the sample data collected indicated there were significant 

differences between the particle size classes within the four sample locations; active 

operational area χ2 (5) = 17.705, p = 0.003; entrance χ2 (5) = 17.094, p = 0.003; dormant 

area χ2 (5) = 23.647, p < 0.0005; boundary χ2 (5) = 15.214, p = 0.009. Pairwise comparison 

of the data shows that:  

i. At the active operational area, Aspergillus fumigatus with a size of range 1.1-2.1 

µm were significantly higher compared to those with diameter range 4.7-7 µm (p = 

0.009) and > 7 µm (p = 0.018). The implication of this finding is that a higher 

proportion of Aspergillus fumigatus with smaller diameters were being inhaled by 

the workers at this location. The workers exposed to these particles were scavengers 

and waste sorters.  Moreover, the proportion of Aspergillus fumigatus sampled at 

this location capable of penetrating deep into to alveoli (1.1-2.1 µm inclusive) was 

76%. 

ii. At the entrance, Aspergillus fumigatus with a size of range 1.1-2.1 µm were 

significantly higher compared to A. fumigatus with a diameter > 7 µm (p < 0.032).  

Similar to the active area, a higher proportion of Aspergillus fumigatus with smaller 

diameter were being inhaled by the workers at this location which were mostly 

waste workers and banksmen directing the waste trucks into the dumpsite premises 

and these were the ones majorly at risk of exposure at this location. However, no 

significant differences were noticed between other particle size classes. 

Furthermore, the proportion of Aspergillus fumigatus of a size capable of 

penetrating deep into to alveoli (< 3.3 µm) at the entrance was 67%.  

iii. At the dormant area, smaller diameter Aspergillus fumigatus < 3.3 µm were 

significantly higher in the air samples compared to those between 4.7-7 µm 

(p<0.002). The implication were similar to what has been stated in i and ii above.  

The proportion of Aspergillus fumigatus of size capable of penetrating deep into to 

alveoli (< 3.3 µm) at the entrance was 72%. 
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iv. At the boundary of the dumpsite, smaller diameter Aspergillus fumigatus with a size 

range 1.1-2.1 µm were significantly higher in the air samples compared to those 

ranged 4.7-7 µm (p<0.008). Although, the result shown Figure 6-3 suggest the 

presence of higher particles of 4.7-7 µm at the boundary, the overall mean of the 

samples from the 13-sampling visits was smaller, and is consistent with the statistic. 

The skewed graph is the result of the air sample from on visit day-3 (12/05/2017) 

where of A. fumigatus of size range 4.7-7 µm were measured in high concentration, 

and was a onetime occurrence. The middlemen and business owners and food 

vendors were the workers majorly at risk of exposure at this location.
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0 20 40 60 80 100

 0.65-1.1µm  1.1-2.1µm  2.1-3.3µm  3.3-4.7µm  4.7-7µm  >7µm

 % in each size range

Particle size distribution for Aspergillus fumigatus

~76%

X2=17.094 

p=0.003

X2=17.705 

p=0.003 

X2=23.647 

p<0.001

X2=15.214

p=0.009

Figure 6-3: Particle size distribution of Aspergillus fumigatus at the four sampling locations at Olusosun dumpsite. 
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6.2.3.1

 Total Fungi 

Figure 6-4 shows a graphical representation of the particle size distribution of total fungi 

from the four sampling locations across the dumpsite. The analysis showed a high level 

of penetration to the lower respiratory tract of smaller diameter of spores of total fungi.  

The proportions that were of respirable size (<3.3 µm) were up to 63% of the overall 

samples total fungi collected in the ambient air.   

Similar to the result obtained for Aspergillus fumigatus, the Kruskal-Wallis test conducted 

on the  sampled data, indicated that there were significant differences in the particle size 

distribution at the four sampling locations; active operational area, χ2 (5) = 18.141, p = 

0.003; entrance, χ2 (5) = 16.2774, p = 0.006;  dormant point χ2 (5) = 18.474, p = 0.002; 

boundary χ2 (5) = 15.337, p = 0.009. Furthermore, a pairwise comparison of the data 

showed that:  

i. At the active operational area, Total fungi with a size of range 1.1-2.1 µm were 

significantly higher compared those with a diameter 4.7-7 µm (p = 0.032). The 

implication of this finding is that a higher proportion of total fungi with smaller 

diameters were being inhaled by the workers at this location which were mostly 

waste workers/banks men directing the waste trucks into the dumpsite premises. 

Moreover, the proportion of Total fungi sample at this location capable of 

penetrating deep into to alveoli (1.1-2.1 µm inclusive) was 62%.   

ii. At the entrance, total fungi with a size of range 1.1-2.1 µm and 2.2-3.3 µm were 

significantly higher than those with a diameter 0.65-1.1 µm with p = 0.012 and p 

= 0.013 respectively.  The finding shows that total fungi with a smaller diameter 

that were < 3.3 µm made up largely the proportion of fungi inhaled by the workers 

and banksmen directing the waste trucks into the dumpsite premises seen working 

at this location. Furthermore, the proportion of Total fungi of size capable of 

penetrating deep into to alveoli (< 3.3 µm) at the entrance was 63%. 

iii. At the dormant area, smaller diameter total fungi range of 2.1-3.3 µm were 

significantly higher in the air samples compared to those of larger diameter range 

4.7-7 µm (p=0.032). The implication of the result shows that smaller diameter 

total fungi of respiratory size were being inhaled by the waste sorters, middlemen 

and business owners commonly found working at this location. Furthermore, the 
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proportion of total fungi of size capable of penetrating deep into to alveoli (< 3.3 

µm) at the dormant area was 62%. 

iv. At the boundary of the dumpsite, smaller diameter total fungi with a size range 

1.1-2.1 µm were significantly higher in the air samples compared to those ranged 

4.7-7 µm (p=0.03). Although, the result shown Figure 6-3 suggest the presence of 

higher particles of 4.7-7 µm at the boundary, the overall mean of the samples from 

the 13-sampling visits was smaller, and is consistent with the statistic. The skewed 

graph is the result of the air sample from on visit day-3 (12/05/2017) where of 

total fungi of size range 4.7-7 µm were measured in high concentration, and was 

a onetime occurrence. The middlemen, business owners and food vendors were 

the workers majorly at risk of exposure at this location.
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Figure 6-4: Particle size distribution of total fungi at the four sampling locations at Olusosun dumpsite 
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6.3

 Size distribution of bioaerosols emitted from activities carried out at 

Olusosun dumpsite 

Featured in this section are the size separation of bioaerosols measured during specific 

activities carried out at the dumpsite including scavenging, waste sorting and site 

monitoring. Data were collected on the presence of total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria, 

Aspergillus fumigatus particles and the results classed in six size ranges, the size 

associated with the six-stages of the Anderson sampler. Sections 5.2.4 and 5.3.5 have 

previously discussed the bioaerosol concentrations and resulting exposure from these 

activities. This sections highlights the particle size distribution (percentage) for each 

indicator microorganism in relation to the specific activity examined in this study.   

6.3.1  Scavenging  

Shown in Figure 6.5 A and B is the graphical description of the particle size distribution 

exposure concentration of total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria and Aspergillus 

fumigatus sampled during scavenging activities. Scavenging is associated with a higher 

level of total and gram-negative bacteria with larger diameter penetrating to the lower 

respiratory tract, unlike Aspergillus fumigatus where lungs penetration are largely of 

smaller diameter.  

The particle size distribution showed total bacteria were predominantly composed of sizes 

within ranges > 7 µm (27%) while the 1.1-2.1 µm being the lowest (11%).  Total bacteria 

that were of a respirable size (0.65-3.3 µm) were up to 48%, translating to total bacteria 

concentration up to 5.79 × 105 cfu m-3. This proportion were capable of penetration 

beyond the bronchial region into the alveoli in the pulmonary region of the lungs.  

Gram-negative bacteria on the other hand were comprised predominantly of bacteria with 

an aerodynamic diameter range 2.1-3.3 µm (21%). The cumulative percentage gram-

negative bacteria with aerodynamic diameter of respirable size was 48%, thereby 

translating to concentrations up to 1.44× 106 cfu m-3 that would have been inhaled by the 

scavengers while working at the dumpsite.  

The particle size distribution for Aspergillus fumigatus was highly disproportionate 

compared to the result for total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria. It was comprised 

largely of smaller Aspergillus fumigatus particles of which the size range 1.1-2.1 µm were 

predominant in the air sample. Furthermore, the particles of respirable size range were up 
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to 87%, thereby translating to concentrations up to 5.82× 104 cfu m-3 that would have 

been inhaled by the scavengers while working at the dumpsite. 
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Figure 6-5: Bioaerosol concentration (A) and particle size distribution (B) emitted during scavenging activity at Olusosun dumpsite 
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6.3.2

  Waste sorting   

Shown in Figure 6.6 A and B is the graphical description of the particle size distribution 

exposure concentration of total bacteria, gram-negative bacteria and Aspergillus 

fumigatus sampled during waste sorting activities. This activity is associated with a higher 

level of total and gram-negative bacteria with larger diameter penetrating to the lower 

respiratory tract, unlike Aspergillus fumigatus where lungs penetration composed largely 

of smaller diameter.  

The particle size distribution showed total bacteria with aerodynamic diameter range of 

4.7-7 µm were predominant (33%), while the size range 0.65-1.1 µm was the least (3%). 

Total bacteria that were of respirable size (0.65-3.3 µm) were up to 36%, thereby 

translating to concentration up to 1.72× 105 cfu m-3 inhaled by the waste sorters, capable 

of penetration beyond the bronchial region the alveoli in the pulmonary region of the 

lungs. 

Gram-negative bacteria on the other hand composed of bacteria with sizes that were in 

close proportion. However, bacteria of aerodynamic diameter > 7 µm were highest (31%) 

while the size range 0.65-1.1 µm was the lowest (9%) in the air sample. Moreover, the 

cumulative percentage gram-negative bacteria with aerodynamic diameter of respirable 

size was 33%, thereby translating to concentrations up to 5.61× 104 cfu m-3 inhaled by 

the waste sorters while working at the dumpsite.  

In a similar way to the trends observed for scavenging activity, the size distribution of 

Aspergillus fumigatus showed that the A. fumigatus with smaller diameter 1.1-2.1 µm, 

were predominant (41%), while those with larger diameter were lower, with size >7 µm 

being the lowest (1%) in the air sample. Furthermore, the particles of respirable size range 

were up to 75%, translating to concentration up to 6.75× 104 cfu m-3 of Aspergillus 

fumigatus inhaled by the waste sorters while working at the dumpsite.
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Figure 6-6: Bioaerosol concentration (A) and particle size distribution (B) emitted during Waste sorting activity at Olusosun dumpsite 
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6.3.3

 Site monitoring 

Figure 6.7 A and B shows a particle size distribution exposure concentration of total 

bacteria, gram-negative bacteria and Aspergillus fumigatus sampled during waste sorting 

activities at the dumpsite. This activity is associated with greater proportion of total and 

gram-negative bacteria with larger diameter penetrating to the lower respiratory tract, 

unlike Aspergillus fumigatus where lungs penetration composed largely of smaller 

diameter. 

The particle size distribution for total bacteria indicates that total bacteria with a size 

range >7 µm (40%) were predominant, while the size range 3.3-4.7 µm was the least 

(6%). The cumulative percentage of total bacteria of respirable particle size (<3.3 µm) 

was 41%, thereby translating to concentration up to 2.46× 104 cfu m-3 cfu m-3 inhaled by 

the waste workers, capable of penetration beyond the bronchial region the alveoli in the 

pulmonary region of the lungs. 

Gram-negative bacteria during measured during site monitoring activity composed 

bacteria with aerodynamic diameter > 7 µm (25%), while the particle size range 2.1-3.3 

µm was the lowest (7%). The cumulative percentage of gram-negative bacteria of 

respirable size was 34%, of which those of aerodynamic diameter 0.65-1.1 µm made up 

20%. Thus, the concentration of gram-negative bacteria that would have been inhaled by 

the waste workers was 7.1× 104 cfu m-3. 

In a similar way to the trends observed for scavenging and waste sorting activities, the 

particle size distribution of Aspergillus fumigatus during site monitoring activities was 

highly disproportionate compared to the result for total bacteria and gram-negative 

bacteria. Aspergillus fumigatus with aerodynamic diameter 1.1-2.1 µm were predominant 

(77%) while particles with aerodynamic diameter 3.3-4.7 µm were the lowest (1%). 

Cumulative percentage of Aspergillus fumigatus of respirable size (0.65-3.3 µm) was 

89%, translating to concentration up to 2.67× 105 cfu m-3 of Aspergillus fumigatus inhaled 

by the waste workers carrying out site monitoring activities at the dumpsite. 
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Figure 6.7: Bioaerosol concentration (A) and particle size distribution (B) emitted during Site monitoring activity at Olusosun dumpsite  
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6.4

 Discussion of the findings  

6.4.1

 Bioaerosol particle size distribution in ambient air  

The results of the air sampling at the dumpsite confirms that activities which result in 

agitation of the waste, are associated with a higher concentration of particulates in the air 

as well as an alteration in the distribution of the different particle sizes.  The results 

suggest that proximity to the site is likely to be associated with a higher rate and an altered 

distribution of particulate deposition in the human respiratory tract (Haas et al., 2013; 

Gao et al., 2015). Brągoszewska et al., (2017) and Ferguson et al., (2017) observed that 

bioaerosols exist either as single cells or agglomerates depending on the season and the 

meteorological conditions at the time of sampling. Their existence in an aggregated form, 

they argued, are likely responsible for their settlement in the upper stages (aerodynamic 

diameter > 3.3 µm) of the Anderson sampler either as aggregates of cells, cells associated 

with water droplets or dust particles. Moreover, high relative humidity can further 

increase both the size and weight of the particle from absorption of ambient moisture. A 

phenomenon that favours large deposition within the upper stages of the Anderson 

sampler as observed in this study  for total bacteria (~59%) and gram-negative bacteria 

(~54%) (Gao et al., 2015; Liu et al., 2015; Smets et al., 2016). This is perhaps not 

surprising as the multiple regression carried out in this study showed that, of the three 

metrological factors tested, only relative humidity showed a statistically significant 

association with the overall concentration of bioaerosols (p < 0.01), especially total 

bacteria [F(3, 48) = 4.140, p< 0.05, adj. R2 = 0.156].  

6.4.2

 Patterns in bioaerosols particle size distribution from point source 

In this study, as shown in Figure 6-1 and 6-2, the differences in the percentage of the total 

particles measured in each of the size ranges for total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria 

at the active operational area (point source) was not statistically significant (p > 0.05), 

indicating a relatively similar representation for all size ranges. However, as the particles 

travelled further away from the point source, a larger proportion of the particles measured 

were found to be in the larger size range (4.7-7 µm and >7 µm) which may indicate the 

presence of a larger number of aggregated cells as observed at the entrance, the dormant 

area and the boundary. This difference was shown in the progressive reduction in the 

proportion of particles with a size range of 0.65-1.1 µm compared to >7 µm, suggesting 

bacterial aggregation, which is a survival behaviour in response to the influence of 

meteorological factors (Amato et al., 2015). This representation appears counter intuit ive, 



132 

 

as the larger particle was expected to have settled out with distance, however, it could be 

that at the distance where the bioaerosols were measured, the particles had not reached 

settling velocities (Owen et al., 1992).  Brągoszewska et al., (2017) observed that bacteria 

behaved in a similar way in their study, and attributing  such to the influence of UV on 

the single bacterial cells.  They further explained that the single bacterial cells made up 

the bulk of the bacterial particles with aerodynamic diameter <3.3 µm and they 

represented < 50% of the bacteria population. This finding is comparable to the results in 

this study, as the proportion of total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria with an 

aerodynamic diameter <3.3 µm were < 50% of the total number measured (Figure 6-1 

and 6-2).  

At the boundary of the dumpsite, the proportion of total bacteria and gram-negative 

bacteria that comprised of the particles with an aerodynamic diameter <3.3 µm were 

similar to those measured at the point source. For total bacteria, this proportion 

represented 40.8% at the point source and 37.1% at the boundary (difference: 3.68 

percentage points). While for gram-negative bacteria, the portion represented 39.8% and 

37.1% at the point source and the boundary respectively (difference: 2.68 percentage 

points). This result suggests that although there might have been increases in the number 

of aggregated cells forming larger class sizes and reduction effects through UV radiation 

from the sun, the proportion of bacteria particles within the respiratory size did not change 

much. This phenomenon is not surprising as the settling time for bioaerosols largely 

depend on the particle size, and particles with a diameter < 3 µm essentially do not settle 

(Tellier 2006). Hence, an associated a health risk from exposure to this class size of 

bacterial particles by the residents living beyond the boundary is likely, as this particle 

size would have travelled longer before settling.  

The size distribution of total bacteria during the dry and wet season were measured in 

visit days 1 – 6 and 7 – 13 respectively, hence representing a  seasonal variation in the 

particle size distribution at Olusosun (see Figure C-1). The proportion of particles of 

respirable size were observed to be relatively uniform and generally less than 50% for 

visit days 1-6 for all sampling locations except for visit day 5 at the boundary, which 

recorded this proportion to be up to 80.4%. The reason for this singular surge is not 

exactly clear, however, a higher concentration was also observed for the total fungi (74%) 

for the same sampling location and visit day (see Figure C-2).  It is also interesting that 

the results of the sampling visits 7, 8 and 9 (recorded a marginal increase in the percentage 
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of respirable particles. This is not surprising as this period marked the beginning of the 

raining season for that year, typically characterised by frequent rains and lower 

atmospheric temperature. During the wet season, UV radiation, compared to the dry 

season gradually loses importance as a bactericidal factor, hence the potential increase in 

the number of single cells of respirable size and slower growth in microorganism 

preferring to form agglomerates (Brągoszewska et al., 2017). Overall, the difference in 

the percentage point between the dry and wet season for all sampling locations is only 

marginal and may not be of much consequence to the exposure levels of particles of total 

bacteria of respirable size during the two seasons.  

According to Figure 6-3 and 6-4, the differences in the size distribution for Aspergillus 

fumigatus and total fungi for all sampling locations were statistically significant (p<0.05). 

As for Aspergillus fumigatus, the size distribution was characterised by the predominance 

of fine particles (≤3.3 µm) compared to the larger size classes. A stepwise reduction in 

the proportion of particles with larger diameter (i.e. ≥ 3.3 µm) was observed as the 

particles travelled further away from the point source (i.e. active operational area) to the 

dormant area. This  behaviour suggest that spores of Aspergillus fumigatus exist largely 

as single cells, a finding that is consistent with what was reported by Deacon et al., 2009. 

They also postulated that mould spores may have an adaptation to minimise the odds of 

agglomeration in order to favour greater airborne travel distance. This behaviour is 

different from what was observed with total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria, where 

there appeared to be more agglomeration of bacterial particles as they travelled further 

away from the point source. This result goes some way to confirm that given a simi lar 

environmental condition, bacteria and mould behave differently to enable them to survive 

environmental stress (Jones and Harrison 2004). The diameter of Aspergillus fumigatus 

conidia is typically 2-3.5 µm, thereby placing them in the stages with pore size range 1.1-

2.1 µm and 2.1-3.3 µm of the Anderson six stage sampler (Cole and Samson 1984; 

Webster and Weber 2007). It was then not surprising that these size ranges accounted for 

the majority of Aspergillus fumigatus collected within the dumpsite (Active area = 66%, 

Entrance= 41%, dormant 68%), thereby contributing to the overall proportion of particle 

of respirable size up to ~76%  (see Figure 6-3).  It is not uncommon to record large 

proportions of A. fumigatus of respirable range, as similar size ranges have previous been 

reported in high proportion from composting facilities and in outdoor air  (Reinthaler et 

al., 1997; Deacon et al., 2009; Yamamoto et al., 2012).  
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The size distribution for total fungi was similar to that of A. fumigatus, where a 

progressive reduction in the mean concentration of fungi particles >3.3 µm as they 

travelled further from the point source were observed (see Figure 6.4). At the boundary, 

the statistical analysis of the data showed that the mean concentration of particles of 1.1- 

2.1 µm was higher compared to those of 4.7-7 µm (p = 0.03). This can be explained by 

the fact that a large volume of green waste was tipped close to the boundary two days 

before the sampling visit day-3. This singular event was a one-off, yielding high 

concentrations of total fungi and was characterised by the presence of high levels of 

organic dust, hence the high percentage of coarse particles shown in Figure 6.4. With the 

proportion of total fungi with aerodynamic diameter < 3 µm at 63%, the exposure to 

single cell pathogenic mould such as Aspergillus spp. and Penicillium spp. commonly 

isolated in such environment are very likely (Nielsen et al., 1995; Lis et al., 2004; Webster 

and Weber 2007; Epstein 2015).  

In a similar fashion to total bacteria, the size distribution of total fungi during the dry and 

wet seasons is depicted in visit days 1 – 6 and 7 – 13 respectively, as shown in Figure C-

3. However, in this case, the data showed that particles of respirable size were greater 

than 50% on most sampling days irrespective of the season. High relative humidity and 

frequent rains typically characterize the wet seasons in Nigeria, consequently favouring 

short setting times and wet deposition of airborne particles (Jones and Harrison 2004). 

However, with adequate physical disturbance (or vibration) and threshold wind 

speed >0.5 m s-1, spores of Aspergillus fumigatus and Penicillium spp. can be removed 

from attached surfaces (Pasanen et al., 1991).  In this study, a maximum and minimum 

wind speed was recorded as 4.2 and 1.2 m s-1 respectively. Coupled with the frequent 

agitation activities at the dumpsite, the data showing a large proportion of particles of 

respirable size was not a surprise, as the majority of fungi species do not have 

mucilaginous layers, which aids agglomeration during dispersion (Geagea et al., 1997).     

6.4.3

 Bioaerosols exposure assessment  

Bioaerosols emissions into ambient air at Olusosun dumpsite is primarily due to  tipping, 

spreading and compacting of MSW brought to the dumpsite. However, due to the low-

level of agitation associated with the scavenging, waste sorting and dumpsite monitor ing 

activities, exposure to bioaerosol emitted from these activities is mainly due to the close 

interaction with the waste. Similar to the result of bioaerosols particle size distribution in 

ambient air (see section 6.5.2), the proportion of bioaerosols emitted during scavenging, 
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waste sorting and dumpsite monitoring that were of respirable size were was generally 

less than 50% for total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria and greater than 50% for A. 

fumigatus (See Figure 6.5, 6.6 and 6.7).  

Particles of inhalable fraction (i.e. > 4.7 μm) deposited in the nasal area and upper 

respiratory tract can usually be removed by the action of the nasal and tracheobronchia l 

escalators, which is a combined mucociliary function of trapping deposited bioaerosol 

particles in mucus and removal by the action of cilia (Mason and Nelson 2005). In other 

words, these particles are likely to be removed by the body’s natural defences. However, 

this does not happen when particles of respirable fraction (< 2.2 μm) get down in to the 

pulmonary region. Here the risk of infection is higher and the chances of removal is 

significantly less, which results in a higher potential for negative health impacts.  

(Yoshida and Whitsett 2004; Thomas 2013).  

Considering the tidal volume in humans (the expected volume of air displaced during 

normal breathing) is approximately 7 mL/kg or 500 ml for a healthy young adult (Quanjer 

et al., 1993; Ricard 2003). The respiratory rate of an active adult was placed at 17 breaths 

per minute (Erden et al., 2015), for  an 11-hours (mean) daily working period, the workers 

on the dumpsite  may be inhaling approximately 5.61 m3 of air. According to the results 

of this study,  this air may contain approximately  3.68 ×107 cfu m-3 total bacteria, 1.68 

×107 cfu m-3 of gram-negative bacteria and 3.78×105 cfu m-3 of Aspergillus fumigatus 

during scavenging. Waste sorters may have inhaled 2.69×106 cfu m-3 of total bacteria, 

9.54×106 cfu m-3 of gram-negative bacteria and 5.05×105 cfu m-3 of Aspergillus fumigatus 

during waste sorting and the waste workers may have inhaled 3.37 ×106 cfu m-3 of total 

bacteria, 1.18×106 cfu m-3 gram-negative bacteria and 1.68 ×106 cfu m-3 of Aspergillus 

fumigatus when carrying out site monitoring. Wouters et al., (2005) in their study of the 

tasks carried out during waste collection, waste transfer and waste composting, indicated 

that bioaerosol exposure levels were mainly determined by the task, the task regime and 

how intensively the waste is disturbed during the task. Thus, the fact that scavenging 

recoding the highest exposure concentration of total bacteria is not surprising, as the task 

is mostly carried out during tipping and waste spreading, which is generally characterised 

by high waste disturbance (see Table 5-7).     

There are no international threshold limit values (TLV) for occupational exposure to 

bioaerosols. Similarly there are no national standards in the UK (whose sampling 
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guidelines where adopted for this study). Malmros et al., (1992) have suggested a TLV 

of 5×103 -104 cfu m-3 for waste workers within an 8-hour working period in the 

Netherlands. Thus, in comparison to this suggested TLV the exposure concentrations 

reported from the different tasks assessed in this study presents a potential health risk to 

the population working at the dumpsite, as these limits were exceeded for all tasks 

assessed in this study. Table 6-1 describes the likely bioaerosol concentration of 

respirable size inhaled by the population during an 11-hour working period on the 

dumpsite, especially resulting from engagement in various activities at the dumpsite. 

However, these values are representative of the maximum concentrations measured 

during this study, typifying the worst-case scenario. Moreover, the fact that a culture-

based approach was used for the microbial analysis in this study may be a limitation, as 

the proportion of culturable bioaerosols in outdoor air is estimated to be < 10% 

(Blomquist 1994; Swan et al., 2003; Ibanga et al., 2018), with the remainder being either 

viable non-culturable cells or dead but intact cells, with potential human health concerns 

(Pearson et al., 2015). Thus, in reality the results might be an underestimation of the 

actual bioaerosol concentration inhaled by the population at the dumpsite, as there is a 

possibility of not detecting other microbial species that would normally been considered 

in a human health  assessment (Eduarda and Heederik 1998). Occupational exposure to 

bioaerosols may trigger several health symptoms, such as respiratory symptoms, skin 

irritation, itchy eyes and gastrointestinal symptoms (Bünger et al., 2000; Hambach et al., 

2012; HSE 2013). In this study, we recorded the prevalence of chronic cough and chronic 

expectoration of phlegm among the workers at 36% and 34.6% respectively (See section 

4.3.1). An indication of respiratory exposure to pathogenic bioaerosols of respirable size 

that may have penetrated deep into the lungs.  

Several inhalation studies have investigated the effect of bioaerosols particle size on 

deposition patterns in the lungs and the lethal dose required to initiate an infect ion 

(Bartrand et al., 2008; Weir and Haas 2011; Darquenne 2012). Although there are several 

animal models to this effect, no human studies exist for investigating this relationship 

(Thomas 2013; Dabisch et al., 2017). The use of mouse models to demonstrate infect ion 

from Aspergillus fumigatus have been reported in literature, and that perhaps is because  

mice display pathological consequences similar to humans (Kupfahl et al., 2006; 

Dagenais and Keller 2009). Sheppard et al., (2004) administered a dose of 2.4 ×103 

cfu/mouse of Aspergillus fumigatus conidia to immunocompromised mice, which 
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resulted in lethal pulmonary infection in most of the mice, surviving between 5 to 12 days. 

The data in this study suggests that scavengers for instance, are exposed on a daily basis 

to 2.3 x 105 cfu of Aspergillus fumigatus of respirable size (See Table 6), particles capable 

of deposition both the bronchial and pulmonary regions of the lungs. Although the 

exposure concentration from all three activities considered in the study were 2-log higher 

than reported by Sheppard et al., (2004), in reality, considering the complex nature of the 

structure and defence mechanism of the human respiratory system, it is unlikely that a 

similar dose will be lethal to humans compared to mice (Dagenais and Keller 2009; Wéry 

2014a). Furthermore, the majority (74%) of the members of the sampled population in 

this study had been living/working on the dumpsite for at least 10 years, thereby 

suggesting that  the reported symptomatic effects of the exposure maybe chronic rather 

than lethal. Nonetheless, prolonged exposure and neutropenia will certainly increase the 

risk of developing invasive aspergillosis by exposed workers especially, those who may 

be immunocompromised. The common types of invasive aspergillosis are the acute or 

chronic pulmonary aspergillosis and tracheobronchitis (Latgé 1999). The probability of 

acquiring invasive aspergillosis is worsen for patients with existing obstructive lung 

diseases, such as asthma, chronic bronchitis and COPD, as higher bronchial deposition is 

usually observed in such patients (Kim and Kang 1997). This exposure to A. fumigatus 

which may not only lead to tracheobronchitis, but also cause poor ventilation of subtended 

lungs regions, thereby reducing the efficacy of inhalable drugs administered during 

treatment (ibid). In this study, both the workers on the dumpsite and the residents close 

to the dumpsite have reported chronic cough, asthma, chronic phlegm, which are all 

symptom that have been observed in previous occupation studies to be associated with 

exposure to pathogenic agents from solid waste treatment processes (Pearson et al., 2015).
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Table 6-1: Bioaerosol concentration of respirable size (<3.3 µm) inhaled per day at Olusosun Dumpsite  

 

 

 

 

 

 

a Tidal Volume(ml) = 500, Respiratory rate = 17 breaths per minute, Working hours = 11 hours, Total volume of air inhaled (m3) = 3.96  

 

 

 

Variable 
aActive 

operational Area 
aEntrance  aDormant Area aBoundary aScavengers aWaste sorters aWaste workers 

Total number of total bacteria 

inhaled (cfu) 
4.41 x 103  2.55 x 103  2.26 x 103 1.54  x 103 1.76 x 107 8.88 x 105 1.35 x 106 

Total number of gram negative 

bacteria inhaled (cfu) 

4.91 x 103 2.38 x 103 3.59 x 103 2.51 x 103 8.06 x 106 3.43 x 106 4.01 x 105 

Total number of Aspergillus 

fumigatus inhaled (cfu) 

1.21 x 103 3.57 x 102 1.63 x 102 1.10 x 102 3.29 x 105 3.79 x 105 1.51 x 106 

Total number of fungi inhaled 

(cfu) 

2.08 x 103 1.32 x 103 1.09 x 103 8.96 x 102 - - - 
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6.4.4

  Endotoxin and β(1→3)-glucan 

Although not measured in this study, endotoxin and β(1→3)-glucan are likely to be 

encountered in waste treatment practices that accepts municipal solid waste and 

agricultural waste, like open dumping, composting and landfilling (Smit et al., 2008; 

Environment Agency 2010; Sykes 2011). Endotoxins are associated with gram-negative 

bacteria whether they are pathogenic or not, and workers exposure to such are well known 

causes of respiratory symptoms from non-allergic airway inflammation (Rylander 2002, 

2006).  β(1→3)-glucans on the other hand, are components of the cell wall of most 

moulds and are known to elicit both allergic and non-allergic inflammatory reaction in 

the lungs causing hypersensitivity pneumonitis, especially after repeated  inhalation of 

mould in sufficiently high concentration (Fogelmark et al., 1994; Schuyler et al., 1994). 

Wouters et al., (2005) reported workers exposure levels to endotoxins and β (1→3)-

glucans along the waste management chain (waste collection, waste transfer, waste 

composting and biofuel power station) in the Netherlands. They observed that the 

endotoxin exposure levels exceeded on most occasions, the occupational exposure  limit 

of 90 EU m-3 by the Dutch expert committee on occupational standard (DECOS 2010). 

Conversely, the dust levels were lower than the 10 mg m-3 occupational exposure limit 

on all occasions, thereby concluding that worker were still at the risk of developing 

adverse health effects from exposure to endotoxins even in the absence of high dust levels. 

This further suggests that a large proportion of the bacterial agents bearing the endotoxins 

would have been of respirable size, existed apart from the dust and might have been 

inhaled in such state that might cause an adverse health effect on the workers. In this 

study, the exposure concentration of gram negative bacteria and total fungi of respirable 

size probably inhaled daily by the residents living from ~50m from the boundary was 

3.32 x 103  cfu and 9.04 x 102 cfu respectively  (it is assumed that deposition to background 

levels may not have occurred at 50 m from the boundary, see section 5.7.1.2). The 

exposure to these microbial agents and repeated inhalation, potentially puts the residents 

located close to the boundary at the risk of inhaling endotoxins and β (1→3)-glucans, 

which invariably may contribute to the high prevalence of chronic cough (31.7%), chronic 

phlegm (28.9%) and asthma (8.2%) reported by this population.  
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6.5

 Research Limitations 

The results of the particle size distribution of bioaerosols in the ambient air around the 

Olusosun was measured at various locations and during a limited number of activities. It 

was not possible to determine the particle size distribution associated with specific major 

agitation activities such as spreading, compacting and tipping; as the routine for these 

activities were not made available during the ambient sampling. However, the results 

present an overview of the particle size distribution of bioaerosols at any given time at 

the dumpsite. 

6.6
 Chapter Summary 

The result presented in this chapter show that a considerable proportion of the bioaerosols 

emitted primarily during the agitation activities carried out at the Olusosun open dumpsite 

were of respirable size. Up to 41% of total bacteria; ~46% for gram-negative bacteria, 

~76% for A. fumigatus and ~ 63% for total fungi were of respirable size. The proportion 

of particles of respirable size associated with the three common activities at the dumpsite, 

showed that scavenging recorded the largest proportion for total bacteria (~48%) and 

gram-negative bacteria (~48%) while site monitoring recorded the largest proportion of 

A.fumigatus (~89%). Moreover, comparing the number of particles that are likely to be 

inhaled by the workers during an 11-hour work duration at the dumpsite, showed total 

bacteria and gram-negative bacteria from scavenging were 1-log higher than other 

activities at the dumpsite, unlike  A. fumigatus  which was the same log class irrespective 

of the activity. The exposure concentrations measured in this study were exceeding the 

5×103 -104 cfu m-3 for waste workers within an 8-hour working period suggested by 

Malmros et al., (1992). Particles of respirable size (<3.3 µm) remained comparable 

between the source point and the boundary for total bacteria (difference: 3.68 percentage 

points) and gram-negative bacteria (difference: 2.68 percentage points), however there 

appeared to be increased aggregation of cells forming particles of larger sizes as the 

particles travelled downwind. A. fumigatus and total fungi on the other hand showed no 

cell aggregation, rather a progressive reduction in the proportion of particles of larger size 

(> 3.3 µm) as the particles travelled downwind. This behaviour of the four indicator 

microorganisms observed in this study presents a possible health risk for both the workers 

and residents, as the proportion of bacterial particles of respirable size remains relative ly 

unchanged downwind and fungi consisting majorly of single cells capable of depositing 

in the lower respiratory tract when inhaled.
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Chapter 7:

 Quantitative Microbial Risk Assessment 

7.1

 Introduction  

The previous chapters have presented analyses of data on worker exposure to 

contaminants arising from both the ambient air and during scavenging, waste sorting and 

site monitoring activities. However, exposure data alone is insufficient to adequately 

describe health risk.  In this chapter, health risks will be estimated using quantitat ive 

microbial risk assessment (QMRA) based on the exposure data presented in the previous 

chapters (5 and 6).  Estimates of health risks arising from exposure at open dumpsite are 

currently scarce in the literature (see Chapter 2).  The direct observation of health impact 

is beyond the scope of this study and would present significant challenges, therefore 

QMRA is proposed as a method for generating indicative estimates of the health burdens 

associated with exposure. The QMRA in this study can be thought of as a three-stage 

process (see Figure 7-1), consistent with what was developed by Haas et al., (2014). The 

first stage is hazard identification, where the pathogen, its source and its potential harm 

are identified. The next stage is a two-part process, which is exposure assessment and 

dose response model. The exposure doses are computed in the exposure assessment stage, 

and the results subsequently applied onto a dose response model to estimate the risk of 

infection. Moreover, data on the microbial exposure concentration from activities at the 

dumpsite were obtained from ambient sampling and air sampling during specific 

activities at the dumpsite. Details of the sampling processes can be found in sections 3.6 

and 3.7. The third stage is the risk characterization. This step utilizes the result from steps 

one and two, to estimate the magnitude of the risk on the population over time.  

Epstein (2015) proposes several exposure pathways for dumpsite workers, includ ing 

inhalation, ingestion, eyes, and open skin wounds.  However in this study, the focus is on 

inhalation and ingestion; these are presumed to be the most relevant routes because of the 

indicator microorganisms used in this study, the assumption of possible 

swallowing/ingestion of some of the pathogens deposited in the nasal and 

tracheobronchial region, and the availability of data in literature on dose-response models 

for risk estimation. 

This chapter present the QMRA in four steps or parts; these are hazard identifica t ion 

(section 7.2.1), exposure assessment (section 7.2.2), dose-response assessment (section 
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7.2.3) and risk characterisation (section 7.2.4). As part of the exposure assessment, a 

stochastic model (Markov Chain Model) was applied to predict the transport and 

settlement of inhaled bioaerosols in the human respiratory system. The results from the 

modelling are presented in section 7.4, showing the risk estimates for each sample 

location, activities and a combined risk of both. 

Hazard Identification  

Risk 

Characterization  

Exposure 

Assessment 

Dose Response 

Modelling 

Figure 7-1 QMRA Frame work used in this study showing the three-stage process, 

adapted from Haas et al., (2014) 
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7.2

 Hazard Identification  

In this study, Aspergillus fumigatus and E. coli O157:H7 were selected as indicator 

pathogens capable of causing respiratory and gastrointestinal (GI) infections respectively. 

Although there are a wide range of pathogens that could be considered as indicator 

pathogens for respiratory and GI infection,  Aspergillus fumigatus and E.coli were 

selected because they provide contrasting indicators of infection risk; the former in the 

lungs and the latter in the gastrointestinal tract (Rangel et al., 2005; Hohl and Feldmesser 

2007). Moreover, β-Poisson dose-response models, a method similar to the one used in 

this study, have previously been applied by Leleu et al., (2013) to estimate risk of invasive 

aspergillosis from exposure to spores of Aspergillus fumigatus and by Brooks et al., (2012) 

and Jahne et al., (2015) for GI infections from ingesting aerosolised E. coli O157:H7.  

7.3
 Exposure assessment  

The aim of the exposure assessment was to estimate the concentration and the exposure 

dose during the 11-hours working duration of the workers at the Olusosun dumpsite.  The 

exposure assessment in this study can be broadly categorized as external and interna l 

exposure dose assessment. Figure 7-2 shows the steps undertaken in assessing the 

external and internal exposures doses in this study.  
7.3.1

 External exposure dose assessment 

The external exposure dose assessment was designed to generate an estimate of the 

bioaerosol concentrations per cubic meter of air inhaled by the workers on the dumpsite 

from the ambient air and from specific activities engaged at the dumpsite. The exposure 

doses were estimated on the basis of the concentration of gram negative bacteria and 

Aspergillus fumigatus measured in the ambient air and during specific scavenging, waste 

sorting and site monitoring activities on the dumpsite.  The dose estimate was based on a 

one-time exposure (cfu min-1) and daily exposure (cfu day-1) as shown in table 7-1.  
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 Table 7-1: Concentration of bioaerosols of respirable size inhaled per day at Olusosun Dumpsite  

a Tidal Volume(ml) = 500, Respiratory rate = 17 breaths per minute, Working hours = 11 hours, Total volume of air inhaled (m3) = 3.96  

 

Variable aActive 

operational Area 

aEntrance aDormant Area aBoundary aScavengers aWaste 

sorters 

aWaste workers 

Total bacteria inhaled (cfu) 4.41 x 103  2.55 x 103  2.26 x 103 1.54  x 103 1.76 x 107 8.88 x 105 1.35 x 106 

Gram negative bacteria 

inhaled (cfu) 
4.91 x 103 2.38 x 103 3.59 x 103 2.51 x 103 8.06 x 106 3.43 x 106 4.01 x 105 

Aspergillus fumigatus 

inhaled (cfu) 
1.21 x 103 3.57 x 102 1.63 x 102 1.10 x 102 3.29 x 105 3.79 x 105 1.51 x 106 

Total Fungi inhaled (cfu) 2.08 x 103 1.32 x 103 1.09 x 103 8.96 x 102 - - - 
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Exposure from 

ambient air 

Exposure from 

Dumpsite 

activities 

External Exposure  

Exposure Assessment 

Internal Exposure  

Deposition in URT 

Expectoration  

Deposition in LRT  

Risk of Respiratory 

infection  

Gastrointestinal 

Pathogen load  

Swallowed 

Pathogens 

Gastrointestinal 

Infection risk  

Markov Chain 

Figure 7-2  Schematics showing the stage considered including Markov Chain model stage for exposure assessment step of the QMRA process  
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7.3.2

 Internal Exposure dose from inhalation of pathogenic spores 

The internal exposure dose assessment was designed to generate an estimate of the 

effective dose of the bioaerosols inhaled by the workers. In other words, an estimate of 

the dose of viable pathogens capable of initiating an infection when deposited in either 

the lungs or the GI tract of the exposed worker. The effective infection dose is estimated 

on the basis of the concentration of viable pathogens in the inhaled air, the breathing rate 

and the fraction of pathogen transported and deposited in the respiratory tract or target 

organ for infection (Nicas and Sun 2006). Although modelling the full complexity of the 

workings of the respiratory system is computationally infeasible (Haber et al., 2003), a 

simplified three-region model based on the respiratory system as a compartmental ized 

system (Morrow et al., 1966), has been developed by Weir and Haas (2011) and was 

adopted in this study (see Table 7-2).  

The respiratory model used in this study is built as a Markov chain model where each 

region consists of two primary states that a microorganism in the lung can be in; in the 

air, and deposition from air to tissue surface, based on flow through, deposition and 

survival of spores in the respiratory system (Figure 7-3). By modelling the transport of 

the pathogen through the respiratory system to deposition on the target tissue, especially 

in the alveolated region, it was possible  to determine the effective dose (De), which in 

turn was used in computing the respiratory infection risk in the host. Because the target 

organ for Aspergillus fumigatus in this study was the pulmonary region of the lungs, 

effective dose (De) was determined by considering particles of sizes < 3.3 μm as the input 

data for the model. The Markov chain model was also adapted in this study to estimate 

the proportion of particles of E.coli that were either expectorated or swallowed by the 

exposed individual, thus computing the GI pathogen load and the risk of GI infect ion. 

The input data for the GI pathogen load of  E.coli was  a combination of larger size 

particles of gram-negative bacteria (> 3.3 μm) and the proportion of particles < 3.3 μm 

deposited in the tracheobronchial region as input data. Sections 7.3.3 and 7.3.5 describes 

the operation of the Markov Chain model and the computation of the GI pathogen load 

respectively in detail.   
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Table 7-2 Three-region Model of the respiratory system (Morrow et al., 1966; Weir 

and Haas 2011)  

 

 

Included anatomical structures  Region Region name Colour code 

on MC model 

Nares, nasal cavity, oral cavity, 

nasopharynx, laryngopharynx, 

larynx 

R1 Nasopharynx Green 

Trachea, bronchi, first branches 

of bronchioles 

R2 Tracheobronchial Yellow 

Respiratory bronchioles, acinus, 

alveolar sacs 

R3 Pulmonary Red 
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Figure 7-3 Schematics showing the connection between the eight states in the Markov chain model used for the exposure model 
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7.3.3

 Markov Chain Model  

A Markov chain model is a probabilistic tool that uses stochastic processes to model 

physical systems (Privault 2013). Figure 7-3 above shows the schematics of the Markov 

chain applied in this study where the physical element in each region is represented as 

‘states’ and the loss rates from each associated state is signified as λ. The loss rate (λ) is 

the function that describes the rate of change of the pathogen from state i to state j, or 

pathogens being removed from state i to state j. This Markov chain model consists of 8 

states. Described in order, the model starts from the lung region R1 with the bulk fluid in 

state 1 (air) and deposition on the surface of the respiratory system in state 2 (deposition). 

As flow passes from R1 to R2 starting with the bulk fluid in state 3 (air) and deposition on 

surface of the respiratory system in state 4 (deposition). Then from R2 to R3 starting with 

the bulk fluid in state 5 (air) and deposition on the surface of the respiratory system in 

state 6 (deposition).  Inactivation of the pathogen from natural causes is defined as state 

7 (applicable to R1, R2 and R3) and exhalation is state 8.  

The next stage in the development of the Markov chain model was to develop the 

transition probability matrix.  The Markov transition probability matrix (P) contains 

probabilities (p) that predict the transitioning of the pathogens from one state to another, 

either within the same region or to another region of the respiratory system. Consider an 

inhaled pathogen in state i (air). In the next time step ∆t, the pathogen has an 

unconditional probability of remaining in the same state i, denoted as pii and an 

unconditional probability of transitioning to another state j, denoted as pij. The sum of pij 

(j = 1, 2…, 8) equals one. Equation 1 shows the first order transition probability matrix P 

for the system in Figure 7-3. The values of pij  are entered with each row representing a 

state in the system. The zero entry, i.e. pij = 0, signifies that the pathogen cannot move 

between the two states in one-time step (1 min), e.g. P51, P36. For absorbing states such 

as states 7 and 8, pij = 1.  

Furthermore, considering the Markov chain at time zero, a pathogen is introduced into 

the state i, and after n × ∆t time steps, the probability that the introduced pathogen is in 

state j at n × ∆t is the entry in ith row and jth column of P multiplied by itself nth times. 

The probability is designated 𝑝𝑖𝑗
𝑛 , while the latter matrix is designated as P (n), with n 

being the number of multiplications.  
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       [1] 

 

Given the sum all the loses from state i (λi), the probability of remaining in state i or pii is 

the exponential survival probability in eq. 1 (Nicas and Sun 2006).  

𝑝𝑖𝑖 = exp(−𝜆𝑖 ∙ ∆𝑡)        [2] 

Since the Markov chain model is based on a flow through the system, particles that are 

not deposited and have survived inactivation in a previous region (e.g. from R1 to R2) 

are assumed to have moved to the next region. Hence, the unconditional probability of 

the pathogen transitioning from state i to state j in ∆t  is the product of the probability that 

the pathogen in states i moves to j, i.e. (1- pii), and the ratio of the loss rates associated 

with transitioning from state i (λi) to state j(λij), shown in eq. 3 (Weir and Haas 2011). 

𝑝𝑖𝑗 =
𝜆𝑖𝑗

𝜆𝑖
∙  [1 − 𝑝𝑖𝑖]          [3] 

Where λi > 0. If λi =0, state i is an absorbing state and pij = 0 for i ≠ j  

The loss rate associated with inhaled spores moving deeper into the respiratory system 

from a region of higher Rx air volume to lower Ry, is generalised in eq. 4 (Weir and Haas 

2011). 

𝜆𝑥𝑦 =
𝑄 +𝐵

𝑉𝑅𝑥

            [4] 

Where 𝑉𝑅𝑥
 = the volume of the higher region (cm3), 𝜆𝑥𝑦 = the loss of a spore in the higher 

region transitioning from region x to region y, Q= the volumetric flow rate of the inhaled 

air and B = the volumetric flow rate of exhaled air. Both Q and B are assumed to be 

constant throughout the lungs (i.e. inflow is equal to outflow) and has the value of 125 

cm3 min-1 (Weibel et al., 1963).  
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The loss rate associated with spores transitioning from lower regions to the higher regions 

of the respiratory system via exhalation, is expressed in eq. 5  

𝜆𝑦𝑥 = 
𝐵

𝑉𝑅𝑦

          [5] 

Where 𝑉𝑅𝑦
 = the volume of the lower region, 𝜆𝑦𝑥 = the loss of a spore in the lower region 

transitioning from region y to region x. 

Bulk transport or phagocytosis is the main mechanism of loss of pathogens in the human 

body, including the respiratory system (Clarke et al., 2010). In addition to phagocytosis, 

deposition can occur on the respiratory system surface. The resuspension of the deposited 

pathogens is prevented by mucociliary escalators, and are eventually expectorated within 

12 h (Koblinger 1985). The loss due to deposition are accounted for by impaction, 

sedimentation and diffusion (Weir and Haas 2011). For sedimentation, the rate is 

determined by the terminal settling velocity of the particle (vts) and is expressed in eq. 6  

𝑣𝑡𝑠 = 0.0018 ∙ 𝑑p
2 ∙ [1 +

0.166

𝑑p
]       [6] 

Where dp is the particle size and hold accurate for particle up to 50 µm in diameter.  

Therefore, the loss of spore from deposition accounting for sedimentation, impaction and 

diffusion can be estimated in eq. 7 

𝜆𝑑𝑒𝑝𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 = 
𝑣𝑡𝑠

𝑑𝑅𝑥

+ 𝐷𝐼𝑅𝑥
        [7] 

Where:  𝐷𝐼𝑅𝑥
 = diffusion deposition rate in associated region, 𝑑𝑅𝑥

 = diameter of the 

associated region. The estimated values of the loss rates in the Markov chain model and 

the physiological parameters for humans used in the computation can be seen in Table 7-

3, 4.   
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 Table 7-3 Loss rate mechanisms, equations and estimated loss values 

Loss 

rate 

Description of loss 

mechanism 
Equation 

Loss rate 

values (min-1) 
References 

 λ1,3 Bulk transport from 
R1 to R2  

𝑄 +𝐵

𝑉𝑅1

    
2.789 Weir and Haas (2011) 

 λ1,2 Deposition to R1 
surface  

𝑣𝑡𝑠

𝑑𝑅1

+ 𝐷𝐼𝑅1
 

1.126 Heyder et al., (1986) 

 Λ3,5 Bulk transport from 
R2 to R3 

𝑄 +𝐵

𝑉𝑅2

    
2.252 Weir and Haas (2011) 

 λ3,1 Bulk transport from 
R2  to R1 

𝐵

𝑉𝑅2

 
0.0765 Weir and Haas (2011) 

 λ3,4 Deposition to R2 
Surface  

𝑣𝑡𝑠

𝑑𝑅2

+ 𝐷𝐼𝑅2
 

0.0765 Heyder et al., (1986) 

 λ5,3 Bulk transport from 
R3 to R2 

𝐵

𝑉𝑅3

 
6.713×10-4 Weir and Haas (2011) 

 λ5,6 Deposition to R3 
surface  

𝑣𝑡𝑠

𝑑𝑅3

+ 𝐷𝐼𝑅3
 

1.43×10-3 Heyder et al., (1986) 

 λ7 Loss of 
viability/inactivatio
n  

4.641×10-7 
4.641×10-7 a Sinclair et al., (2008) 

 λ8 Exhalation from 
respiratory system  

𝐵

𝑉𝑅1

 
0.011 Weir and Haas (2011) 

a Inactivation of spores is assumed constant and is associated with spores of Bacillus anthracis. 

 

 Table 7-4 Physiological parameters for humans used as 

parameters in the Markov Chain (Weibel et al., 1963) 

Physiological dimension Human 

Region 1 Volume 89.63 cm3 

Region 2 Volume 111.025 cm3 

Region 3 Volume 1633.99  cm3 

Region 1 Mean Diameter 3.4 cm 

Region 2 Mean Diameter 1.47 cm 

Region 3 Mean Diameter 0.18 cm 

Inhalation flow rate 125  cm3 min-1 
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7.3.4

 Effective dose from inhalation  

Once the probabilities of the transition matrix P (eq. 1) were assigned, the estimate of the 

viable pathogens in any given state at time ∆t is the product of the sum total of the 

probabilities associated with that state in each time step as seen in eq. 8 

𝐸[𝐷𝑖] =  𝑁𝑖 ∙ ∑ 𝑝𝑖𝑗
𝑛∞

𝑛=1                                                                                                [𝟖] 

  

Where n is the number of multiplications associated with the time step in the model, Ni = 

initial pathogen load either transitioned or remaining in the same state.  

Subsequently, the initial pathogen load for the next state or region in turn equals the 

effective dose E [De] of the previous state or region. For example, in order to compute 

the effective dose of the particle deposited in the surface at state 6, let’s consider E [D1] 

which denote viable pathogens in state 1 (Air), E [D3] denotes viable pathogens in state 

3 (Air), E [D5] denotes viable pathogens in state 5 (Air) and E [D6] denotes viable 

pathogens to state 6 (Respiratory surface), the doses are quantified as follows:  

𝐸 [𝐷1] =  𝑁1 × (𝑝11
𝑛 + 𝑝13

𝑛 )                [9] 

    𝑁2 =  𝑁1 ×  𝑝12
𝑛          [10] 

 𝐸[𝐷2] =  𝑁2 × 𝑝22
𝑛          [11] 

𝐸 [𝐷3] =  𝐸[𝐷1]  × (𝑝33
𝑛 + 𝑝35

𝑛 )       [12] 

𝐸 [𝐷5] =  𝐸[𝐷3]  ×  (𝑝55
𝑛 )        [13] 

𝑁6 =  𝐸[𝐷3]  × 𝑝56
𝑛          [14] 

𝐸 [𝐷6] =  𝑁6  × 𝑝66
𝑛          [15] 
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7.3.5

 Effective dose from swallowing of pathogens 

The effective internal swallowed dose (𝑑𝑖) was calculated from considering two major 

sources:  

1. Estimated internal dose from particles with an aerodynamic diameter < 3.3 µm , 

may be deposited in the Nasopharynx region of the respiratory system, i.e. E [D2]. 

2. Exposure concentration of viable pathogens > 3.3 µm in diameter that may 

deposited in the Nasopharynx region of the respiratory system, Ec. For gram-

negative bacteria of this size range, it was assumed that all inhaled pathogen 

particles were deposited in the upper respiratory track or Nasopharynx region of 

the respiratory system.  

The sum total of inhaled dose (di) of viable gram-negative deposited in Nasopharynx 

region can be estimated in eq. 16  

𝑑𝑖 = 𝐸 [𝐷2]+ 𝐸𝑐         [16] 

Where Ec = ec · λ7, ec being the initial exposure concentrations per day of particles with 

aerodynamic diameter > 3.3 µm.  

Entrapped particles (or pathogens) on the surface of the respiratory system are prevented 

from resuspension by the actions of the mucociliary escalators, and they are eventually 

removed by expectoration or swallowed, with the later increasing the gastrointestinal (GI) 

pathogen load (Koblinger 1985; Pillai 2007). The ingestion rate ag, is placed between 10-

50% of the inhaled pathogen (Medema et al., 2004; Brooks et al., 2005). Pathogen 

ingestion is accounted for by multiplying eq. 16 with ingestion rate ag, as shown in eq. 

17: 

𝑑𝑠𝑤 = 𝑑𝑖 ∙ 𝑎𝑔         [17] 

The effective gastrointestinal pathogen dose is expressed in the eq. 18: 

𝐸[𝑑𝑠𝑤] = 𝑑𝑠𝑤 − (𝑑𝑠𝑤 ∙ λ𝑠)       [18] 

Where 𝑑𝑠𝑤  is the ingested pathogen load; ag = ingestion rate (%);  𝐸[𝑑𝑠𝑤 ] = effective 

gastrointestinal pathogen dose; λ𝑠  (min-1) is the rate of inactivation of E. coli from 

stomach acid (Lindqvist and Barmark 2014).  
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The estimated values of the loss rates in the Markov chain model and the swallow of E. 

coli used in the computation of the GI load can be seen in Table 7-5. 

  

Table 7-5 Loss rate mechanisms, equations and estimated loss values for swallow of E.coli 

a Inactivation of spores is assumed constant and is associated with spores of Bacillus anthracis.  
b Inactivation of E.coli in lactic acid and is assumed to mimic acid inactivation in the gastro-intestinal tract. 

 
7.4

 Dose-response (D-R) Assessment   

The aim of the dose-response assessment was to establish mathematically the relationship 

between the inhaled pathogen dose and the probability of infection in exposed workers at 

Olusosun dumpsite. The beta-Poisson D-R model by Haas et al., (1999) was used to 

estimate risk of infection from exposure to both respiratory and GI pathogens as described 

in eq. 19:  

𝑃𝑖 = 1 − [1 + (𝑑𝑒
𝛽⁄ )]

−𝛼

       [19] 

Where Pi is the probability of infection, de is the effective infective dose (either as 𝐸 [𝐷6] 

or 𝐸[𝑑𝑠𝑤 ]  for respiratory or gastrointestinal respectively), α and β are the slope 

parameters related to the pathogen, and their values can be found in Table 7-6.  

The beta-Poisson dose-response model was used in this study because the model has been 

widely used from inhalation and ingestion of Aspergillus fumigatus and E.coli 

respectively (Teunis et al., 2008; Leleu et al., 2013; Dungan 2014).  In the review of the 

literature in where QMRA was reported (Section 2.3.3), the dose-response model 

commonly used for infection estimation from both bacteria and virus were β-Poisson and 

Loss rate Description of loss 

mechanism 

Equation Loss rate 

values (min-1) 

References 

λ1,2 Deposition to R1 

surface  

𝑣𝑡𝑠

𝑑𝑅1

+ 𝐷𝐼𝑅1
 

1.126 Heyder et al., 

(1986) 

λ7 Loss of viability/ 

inactivation  

4.641×10-7 a 4.641×10-7 a Sinclair et al., 

(2008) 

λs Inactivation of E.coli 

from stomach acid 

4.166×10-4 b 4.166×10-4 b Lindqvist and 

Barmark (2014) 
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the exponential model, however beta-Poisson D-R model was only used for bacterial and 

fungal pathogens.  

Table 7-6 Slop parameters used in the beta-Poisson D-R model and assumptions 

 

7.5
 Risk characterization  

The risk characterization combined the dose-response results and exposure information 

to estimate the magnitude of the risk on the exposed workers. The infection probability 

was calculated based on a one-time, daily and annual exposure duration. The daily 

estimate is based on an 11-hour average daily work duration of the workers on the 

dumpsite (Table 4.1). Pathogen to indicator ratio (P:I) ranging from conservative 1: 1000 

to a least conservative 1: 10,000 for the ratio of E. coli O157:H7 to gram-negative bacteria 

was used to calculate the infection risk from exposure to gram-negative bacteria. Brooks 

et al., (2005) have used similar ratios in modelling of infection risks from aerosolized 

Salmonella spp. and coxsackievirus A21 from the spreading liquid biosolids. Risk 

combination using the inclusion-exclusion principle estimated the overall risk estimate in 

different scenarios combining several risk estimates.    

7.5.1

 Combining Risk 

The mathematical principle of inclusion-exclusion was used to calculate the overall 

expected infection risk (E[R]) in any particular scenario. This assumes that infection can 

occur only once, as described in eq. 20,21 and 22 for two, three and four risk combination 

respectively (Nicas and Sun 2006):  

𝐸[𝑅] = |𝑅𝐴 | + |𝑅𝐵 | − |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐵 |       [20] 

Pathogen  D-R Model  Parameter  Conditions  of 

development 

References 

A. fumigatus β-Poisson   α = 1.1,  β = 20 Developed from 

animal model of 

immunosuppressed 

mice. 

Leleu et al., 

(2013) 

E.coli β-Poisson   α = 0.248,  β = 

48.8 

Developed from 

fitting data from 8 

out breaks from  E. 

coli O157:H7 

Teunis et al., 

(2008); Jahne et 

al., (2015) 
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OR 

𝐸[𝑅] = |𝑅𝐴 | + |𝑅𝐵 | + |𝑅𝐶 |− |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐵 | − |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐶| − |𝑅𝐵𝑅𝐶 |+ |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐵𝑅𝐶 | [21]  

OR 

𝐸[𝑅] = |𝑅𝐴 | + |𝑅𝐵| + |𝑅𝐶 |+ |𝑅𝐷| − |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐵 | − |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐶| − |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐷| 

−|𝑅𝐵𝑅𝐶 |− |𝑅𝐵𝑅𝐷| − |𝑅𝐶𝑅𝐷| + |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐵𝑅𝐶 |+ |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐵𝑅𝐷| 

+|𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐶 𝑅𝐷| + |𝑅𝐵𝑅𝐶𝑅𝐷| − |𝑅𝐴𝑅𝐵𝑅𝐶 𝑅𝐷| [22]  

𝐸[𝑅] = Overall expected risk, RA, RB, RC, RD are the risk variables 

7.6
 Data analysis and model testing  

The Markov chain model was developed as a steady state model. A one-minute time-step 

was used, as the model was expected to estimate pathogen deposition in human lungs 

based on the number of breaths taken per minute. The model was developed in MS Excel 

2013 (Microsoft Inc.) and later replicated in R-project (by the R Foundation) and the copy 

of the code can be found in Figure D-1. The Monte Carlo simulation for β- Poisson dose-

response model was run on Minitab 18 statistical software. Data generated from the 

models were processed in MS Excel 2013 (Microsoft Inc.).  

A Monte Carlo simulation is a mathematical technique that was used to account for the 

natural variability in the model parameters and to reduce the level of uncertainty in the 

model results (Soller et al., 2010). The technique works by sampling values at random 

from the probability distribution of the input data, in this case, the bioaerosols exposure 

data (Kottegoda and Rosso 2008). Thus, it was important that, prior to running the Monte 

Carlo simulation, a goodness-of-fit test was conducted to determine the kind of 

distribution best fits the input data for this study. A one-sample Kolmogorov-Smirnov 

(K-S) test was carried on the bioaerosol exposure data to determine the distribution of 

best-fit for gram-negative bacteria and Aspergillus fumigatus (Sunger and Haas 2015). 

The data for gram-negative bacteria was fit to a normal distribution (p = 0.59) and 

Aspergillus fumigatus fit to an exponential distribution (p= 0.49). Randomised data were 

subsequently generated based on the result of the one-sample K-S test for Aspergillus 
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fumigatus (E[D6]) and E. coli O157:H7 (E[dsw]) and were used to run the Monte Carlo 

simulation for β- Poisson dose-response model.  The Monte Carlo simulation was run for 

10,000 iterations and the median was considered to present the most likely scenario for 

estimating the infection risk.  

7.7

 Results  

7.7.1

 Infection risk from exposure during activities at the dumpsite  

Table 7-7 shows the daily and annual risk of GI infection from inhalation and subsequent 

swallow of bioaerosols containing E.coli O157:H7 at 10-50% pathogen ingestion and P:I 

= 1:103, 1:104.  Scavenging was the activity that presented the highest risk of GI infect ion 

for P:I = 1:103 and 1: 104 (range: 5.03×10-1-6.63×10-1 and 2.10×10-1-4.20×10-1) compared 

to waste sorting and site monitoring. The risk of GI infection associated with waste 

sorting was ranked as high as scavenging, as the difference was only margina l. 

Furthermore, the range of values were two-threefold higher than what was recorded for 

site monitoring (1.89×10-1-3.96×10-1 and 3.04×10-2-1.18×10-1).  

Table 7-8 describes the daily and annual risk of respiratory infection from inhaling spores 

of Aspergillus fumigatus during activities at the dumpsite. The predicted risk of infect ion 

from all three activities were similar with only marginal differences between them. The 

annual risk of infection was predicted to be between 7.93-8.25×10-1 for all three activit ies, 

indicating a high chance of acquiring invasive aspergillosis due the activities at the 

dumpsite. After one year, the risk estimates from exposure to Aspergillus fumigatus 

would have increased by 0.182, 0.179 and 0.154 points due to scavenging, waste sorting 

and site supervision respectively at Olusosun dumpsite.  

Figure 7-4 shows an eleven-hour risk of GI and respiratory infection from inhalation of 

E.coli O157:H7 (PI=1:103, ag = 50%) and Aspergillus fumigatus respectively.  

Comparatively, the risk levels for both E.coli O157:H7 and Aspergillus fumigatus for all 

three activities were within 6.0-7.0×10-1 except for site supervision with risk value of 3.96 

×10-1. 
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Table 7-7 Risk of infection (median) from inhalation-ingestion exposure to E.coli O157:H7 during activities at Olusosun dumpsite 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

*Annual risk of infection based on exposure for 6 days a week for 52 weeks. 

‡ Pathogen – indicator ratio (P:I) at 1:103 and 1:104 

 
 
 

 

Table 7-8. Risk of infection (median) from inhalation of spores of  

Aspergillus fumigatus during activities at the Olusosun dumpsite 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

*Annual risk of infection based on exposure for 6 days a week for 52 weeks. 

Exposure Activity 

Risk of infection for 10-50% (low-high) ingestion rate (ag)  

1:1000‡   1:10000‡ 

11 h 1 year*  11 h 1 year* 

Scavenging 5.03×10-1-6.63×10-1 8.79×10-1-9.19×10-1  2.10×10-1-4.20×10-1 7.86×10-1-8.56×10-1 

Waste sorting  4.54×10-1-6.27×10-1 8.66×10-1-9.11×10-1  1.63×10-1-3.65×10-1 7.62×10-1-8.40×10-1 

Site monitoring/ 
supervision 

1.89×10-1-3.96×10-1 7.76×10-1-8.49×10-1  3.04×10-2-1.18×10-1 6.05×10-1-7.34×10-1 

Exposure Activity 

Risk of infection  

11 h 1 year* 

Scavenging 6.11×10-1 7.93×10-1 

Waste sorting  6.17×10-1 7.96×10-1 

Site monitoring/ 

supervision 

6.71×10-1 8.25×10-1 
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Figure 7-4: Eleven-hour risk of infection from bioaerosol containing Aspergillus fumigatus and E. coli O157:H7 (P:I = 

1:103, ag 50%) during scavenging, waste sorting and site supervision. Boxplots indicates upper/ lower quartiles and 

median; Whiskers indicates 95th  
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7.7.2

 Infection risk from exposure at locations on dumpsite  

Table 7-9 summarizes the daily and annual risk of GI infection from inhala t ion 

(subsequent swallow) of bioaerosols containing E.coli O157:H7 at 10-50% pathogen 

ingestion rate and P:I of 1:103 and 1: 104  from the four sampling locations at Olusosun 

dumpsite.  The predicted risk of GI infection was highest at the active area for P:I = 1:103  

and 1: 104 (range: 3.23×10-3- 1.56×10-2 and 3.25×10-4-1.62×10-3). These values were two 

time higher than the risk from exposures to E.coli O157:H7 at the boundary of the 

dumpsite (1.82×10-3 - 8.82×10-3 and 2.09×10-4-8.94×10-4). The risk of infection after a 

year of exposure for P:I = 1:103, 1:104 was estimated to have increased exponentially as 

seen in Table 7-3. 

Described in Table 7-10 is the daily and annual risk of respiratory infection from 

inhalation of spores of Aspergillus fumigatus at the four sampling locations at Olusosun 

dumpsite.  The active area of the dumpsite recorded the higher risk (3.01×10-1) compared 

to the boundary with lowest risk estimates (1.01×10-1). In other words, at the active area 

the chances of in infection after a day’s work on the dumpsite was 3 in 10 exposures while 

at the dumpsite boundary the chance was 1 in 10 exposures.  Table 7-10 also shows that 

the risk of respiratory infection after a year would have increases twofold, threefold, 

threefold and fivefold at the active area, entrance, dormant area and boundary 

respectively.  

Figure 7-5 shows an eleven-hour risk of GI and respiratory infection from inhalation of 

E.coli O157:H7 (PI=1:103, ag = 50%) and Aspergillus fumigatus respectively. The risk 

of infection from Aspergillus fumigatus was highest at the active area (4.22×10-1 at 95th 

percentile) and lowest at the boundary (2.47×10-1 at 95th percentile). Risk of infect ion 

from E.coli O157:H7 were relatively uniform across the four sampling locations, with the 

boundary recording the highest risk (1.91 ×10-2 at 95th percentile) and entrance the lowest 

(1.59 ×10-2 at 95th percentile).  Comparatively, the likelihood of the population at the 

dumpsite developing a respiratory infection was higher compared to GI infection.   

Figure 7-6 shows an 11-hour cumulative (sum) risk from inhaling bioaerosols containing 

Aspergillus fumigatus and E.coli O157:H7 (P:I= 1:103 , ag = 50% ) at the dumpsite. 

Overall, the likelihood of getting infected from inhaling Aspergillus fumigatus was 16 

times higher (median: 7.9×10-1) than for   E.coli O157:H7 (median: 4.82 ×10-2). This risk 

value is considered at the inherent risk from bioaerosol inhalation at the dumpsite without 

engagement in activities at the dumpsite. 
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 Table 7-9:  Risk of infection (median) from inhalation-ingestion exposure to E.coli O157:H7 at the four sampling location at Olusosun dumpsite 
 

*Annual risk of infection based on exposure for 6 days per week for 52 weeks. 

‡ Pathogen – indicator ratio at 1:103 and 1:104 

Variable   

Risk of infection for 10-50% ingestion rate  

1:1000‡ 1:10000‡ 

11 h 1 year*  11 h 1 year* 

Risk associated with active involvement at sampling location (Breathing rate = 17 breathe per min) 

Active Area 3.23×10-3- 1.56×10-2 3.32×10-1-5.32×10-1  3.25×10-4-1.62×10-3 8.16×10-2- 2.41×10-1 

Entrance  1.85×10-3- 9.09×10-3 2.58×10-1-4.68×10-1  1.87×10-4-9.27×10-4 5.12×10-2-1.75×10-1 

Dormant Area 2.06×10-3- 1.01×10-2 2.72×10-1- 4.81×10-1  2.09×10-4-1.04 ×10-4 5.64×10-2-1.87×10-1 

Boundary  1.82×10-3 - 8.82×10-3 2.56×10-1-4.64×10-1  2.09×10-4-8.94×10-4 5.01×10-2-1.71×10-1 

Combined Risk  8.93 ×10-3 - 4.29 ×10-2 7.32 × 10-1-9.31 × 10-1  9.32 ×10-4 -4.47×10-3 2.19 ×10-1-5.78 ×10-1 

Risk associated with passive involvement  at the sampling location (Breathing rate = 12 breathe per min) 

Active Area 2.28×10-3- 1.11×10-2 2.86×10-1- 4.90×10-1  2.29×10-4- 1.14×10-3 6.09×10-2- 1.99×10-1 

Entrance  1.31×10-3- 6.46×10-3 2.15×10-1- 4.24×10-1  1.31×10-4- 6.57×10-4 3.71×10-2- 1.39×10-1 

Dormant Area 1.45×10-3- 7.19×10-3 2.27×10-1- 4.43×10-1  1.46×10-4- 7.32×10-4 4.11×10-2- 1.49×10-1 

Boundary  1.15×10-3- 5.73×10-3 1.99×10-1- 4.09×10-1  1.46×10-4- 5.72×10-4 3.31×10-2- 1.25×10-1 

Combined Risk  6.19×10-3- 3.05×10-2 -  6.52×10-4- 3.11×10-3 - 

One-time exposure (min-1)  1.39×10-5- 6.97×10-5 -  1.40×10-6- 7.00×10-6 - 
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Table 7-10: Risk of infection (median) from inhalation of spores of Aspergillus fumigatus at the four sampling locations  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

*Annual risk of infection based on exposure for 6 days per week for 52 weeks. 

 

 

Variable 
Risk of infection  

11 h 1 year* 

Risk associated with active involvement at sampling location (Breathing rate = 17 breathe per min) 

Active Area 3.01×10-1 6.27×10-1 

Entrance  2.04×10-1 5.71×10-1 

Dormant Area 1.72×10-1 5.50×10-1 

Boundary  1.01×10-1 4.96×10-1 

 Combined risk  5.9×10-1 9.64×10-1 

Risk associated with passive involvement  at the sampling location (Breathing rate = 12 breathe per min) 

Active Area 2.75×10-1 6.12×10-1 

Entrance  1.77×10-1 5.54×10-1 

Dormant Area 1.48×10-1 5.34×10-1 

Boundary  8.12×10-2 4.77×10-1 

Combined risk  5.33×10-1 9.58×10-1 

One-time exposure (min-1) 1.4×10-5 - 
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Figure 7-5: Eleven-hour risk of infection from bioaerosol containing Aspergillus fumigatus and E. coli O157:H7 from the four 

sampling locations at Olusosun dumpsite. Boxplots indicates upper/ lower quartiles and median; Whiskers indicates 95th 

percentiles. 
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Figure 7-6: Cumulative risk of infection from bioaerosol containing Aspergillus 
fumigatus and E. coli O157:H7 (P:I= 1:103 , ag = 50% )  from the four sampling 

locations at Olusosun dumpsite. Boxplots indicates upper/ lower quartiles and median; 

Whiskers 
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7.8

 Discussion of Findings 

7.8.1

 Risk of infection inherent to dumpsite location (Aspergillus fumigatus)  

The results of the QMRA have shown the potential health impact of the poor microbia l 

air quality at Olusosun dumpsite. The risk from the one-time exposure (1.4×10-5) to 

Aspergillus fumigatus increased by 5-log (combined risk: 5.33×10-1) after 11 hours of 

exposure from passive activities (e.g. Middlemen, visitors and small business owners) at 

the dumpsite (Table 7-10). This implies that overall, there is at least a 53.3% chance of 

an individual involved in passive activities at the dumpsite to develop a respiratory 

ailment from inhalation of the spores of Aspergillus fumigatus from merely being present 

at Olusosun dumpsite for 11 hours. Aspergillus fumigatus is one of the common moulds 

present in the ambient air at compositing sites and landfill sites (Persoons et al., 2010; 

Schlosser et al., 2016). Though the respiratory pathologies associated with the inhala t ion 

of its spores have been thoroughly investigated, the probable estimate of the risk of 

infection from inhalation of the spores have received limited attention. In this study, the 

result of the D-R model suggest that, based on the levels of spores of Aspergillus 

fumigatus in the air samples, the risk to the individuals actively working on the dumpsite 

per day might be between 1.01×10-1 to 3.01×10-1, which 1.24 times higher overall 

compared to those who are not involved in activities at the dumpsite (Table 7-10). 

The differences between the two infection risk estimates (passive and active workers) was 

marginal, suggesting  that the aetiology of the infection would be the same once the 

pathogen is inhaled whether or not people are active or passive at the dumpsite.  

Figure 7-5 shows a trend that suggest an overall reduction in risk levels with distance 

from the active area to the boundary. Although the risk magnitude remained the same 

across locations i.e. 10 -1, the result otherwise suggests that workers working at the active 

area may be at greater risk of infection from Aspergillus fumigatus than those located 

further away.  

The combined risk indicates adjusted overall expected risk for Olusosun open dumpsite, 

taking into account the risk levels inherent to each sampling location (Table 7-10). 

Because the waste workers and food vendors spend their time moving from one part of 

the dumpsite to the other during the day (11-hour exposure), the minimum expected 

infection risk for these group of workers is the combined risk of 5.90×10-1 (Annual risk 

= 9.58×10-1). In other words, on the one-time pathogen exposure, for every 10 times 
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during the day they are exposed at the dumpsite, they will likely be infected 6 times from 

inhaling spore of Aspergillus fumigatus. Owners of small businesses and middlemen are 

usually stationed at the dormant area and the boundary, which are ‘relatively’ lower risk 

compared to the active area where scavenging is predominant. However, by combining 

the inherent risk from each activity with their associated locations, the chances of 

infection increases to the range of 66-78% (see Table D-2). Take the dormant area as an 

example; the result of the combined risk for waste sorting (which is the predominant 

activity) estimates that the chances of infection at 68% and 90% as daily and annual 

infection risk respectively, which is a 5 and 4 percentage points increase, assuming the 

individual was not engaged in waste sorting at the dormant area.  The trend suggests that 

that the kind of the activity undertaken at the dumpsite can play a great role in heightening 

the risk of infections of the workers irrespective of the location they take place. 

7.8.2
 Risk of GI infection inherent to dumpsite location (E.coli O157:H7)  

The risk of GI infection from an 11-hour exposure to bioaerosols containing E.coli 

O157:H7 at the active area was only 1-log greater than the boundary for P: I = 1:103 and 

1: 104 (Table 7-9). The decrease in bioaerosol concentration with distance (Section 

5.7.1.2), may explain the decrease in GI infection risk from the result of the QMRA. A 

similar trend was observed by Dungan (2014), where the decrease in GI infection risk 

from enteric pathogen during land application of dairy wastewater was associated with 

the decrease in the concentration with distance, owing to primarily to wind dilution. There 

are currently no guidelines for the acceptable risk threshold from exposure to aerosolized 

enteric bacteria in occupational environments, however, the range 10-6-10-4 (conservative 

to a less-conservative) have been commonly cited in literature for GI infection risk, and 

have been adopted in this study for comparison purposes (Regli et al., 1991; Dungan 

2014). Considering the result of the QMRA, only the estimates of GI infection risk for P: 

I = 1:104 were within acceptable limit (upper boundary). For individuals involved in 

passive activities at the entrance (1.31×10-4- 6.57×10-4) dormant area (1.46×10-4- 

7.32×10-4) and the boundary (1.46×10-4- 5.72×10-4) would do so within acceptable GI 

infection risk threshold. Furthermore, only individuals involved in active activities at the 

entrance (1.87×10-4-9.27×10-4) and the boundary (2.09×10-4-8.94×10-4) would do so 

within acceptable GI infection-risk threshold. Furthermore, the data for P: I = 1:103  

showing the an 11-hour combined risk for all four sampling locations indicates that 

workers who are physically active (lifting, climbing the waste hill, pulling etc.; breathing 

rate=17 breath per min) at the dumpsite will be have a risk range of 8.93×10-3 – 4.29 ×10-
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2, while the infection risk for those who are passively active (breathing rate=12 breath per 

minute) will range from 6.19×10-3-3.05×10-2 (Table 7-9). Interestingly, the differences in 

the risk estimates for the two levels of activities is only marginal, thereby indicating that, 

not engaging in physical activities does not necessarily decrease the magnitude of the risk. 

Jahne et al., (2015) reported a GI infection risk from E.coli O157:H7 aerosolized during 

manure application to be 10-3-10-2 for an 8-hour exposure, values comparable to the 

prediction in this study. Although ranked as a medium-risk scenario, they however 

cautioned that that the risk level could easily escalate to high should there be any outbreak 

of E.coli O157:H7 from the sources feeding the point of exposure. A similar threshold 

(5×10-3) was also reported by Seto et al., (2007) and Brooks et al., (2012) to have caused 

the E.coli O157:H7 outbreak in 2006, with 205 reported illnesses and 5 death in the 

United States.  

7.8.3
 Risk of infection inherent to activities at dumpsite (Aspergillus fumigatus)  

The annual respiratory infection risk inherent to activities like scavenging, waste sorting 

and site supervision are as high as 10-1 (Table 7-8). The result further indicates that by 

engaging in these activities in the active area (infection risk = 3.01×10-1), the risk of 

infection increases by 3.11×10-1, 3.16×10-1 and 3.70×10-1  points for scavenging, waste 

sorting and site monitoring respectively. The annual risk of respiratory infection from 

exposure to Aspergillus fumigatus during scavenging, waste sorting and site monitor ing 

ranged from 7.93×10-1-8.25×10-1. For such estimates, it can be assumed based on a one-

time exposure, for every 10 times the workers are exposed during the year to this dose at 

the dumpsite, they will likely become infected 8 times, especially those with suppressed 

immune systems. By implication, the workers are likely to be infected several times in a 

year from the inhaling conidia of Aspergillus fumigatus. The risk estimates are very high 

considering that, the workers are exposed 6 days per week and may be exposed to other 

pathogenic agents that may take a toll on their immune systems.  

For healthy individuals, the inhaled spores are either removed by the mucociliary 

clearance mechanism or killed by the alveolar macrophages. Those that evade 

macrophage killings may germinate in the bronchioles or alveolar spaces; and at this point 

are targeted by infiltrating neutrophils capable of destroying their hyphae (Dagenais and 

Keller 2009). The risk associated with developing any form of invasive aspergillosis is 

primarily the breakdown or dysfunction of the hosts defence system and the surviva l 

ability of pathogen in the target growth environment of the hosts (Schaffner et al., 1982). 
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Moreover, the combination of smoking and exposure to other aerosolized environmenta l 

pollutants can impair mucociliary clearance even in healthy individuals, thereby 

increasing the chances of deposition and possible growth of inhaled spores Aspergillus 

fumigatus (Wolff 1986; Xavier et al., 2013). In this study, 41% of the participants were 

smokers and 89% had never used nose masks for nasal protection during work at the 

dumpsite. With conditions such as stated above, the estimates of the annual risk of 

respiratory infection may be consistent with the reality of the respiratory health risk 

associated with working in environments such as Olusosun dumpsite.  

7.8.4
 Risk of GI infection inherent to activities at dumpsite (E.coli O157:H7)  

Workers engagements in activities at the dumpsite, depending on the kind of activity, are 

at a high risk of GI infection, i.e. risk estimates higher than the inherent risk associated 

with the location where the activity took place. The risk of GI infection from scavenging 

at the active area (5.03×10-1-6.63×10-1) for example, is two-threefold greater than the  

inherent at the active area (3.23×10-3- 1.56×10-2) for the same exposure duration (Table 

7-7 and 7-9).  A similar trend was also observed for the category of P:I = 104 where risk 

levels were higher by three-four orders of magnitude for scavenging, waste sorting and 

site supervision compared to the inherent risk levels at the active area where the sampling 

took place. Furthermore, the combined risk showed an even higher risk estimate overall 

than if the inherent risk for the locations and activity were measured as stand-alone (Table 

D-2). Combining the risk of active area and scavenging increased the overall adjusted  

risk by 2-3 order of magnitude to 5.05×10-1-6.68×10-1 for P:I=103 and 3-4 order of 

magnitude to 2.10×10-1-4.21×10-1 for P:I=104. The proximity of these activities to the 

exposure source and the reduced effect of dilution during these activities might explain 

the high-risk values in the dose-response model. Occupational risk studies accounting for 

enteric bacterial risk is very limited. Some notable exceptions are healthcare workers, 

wastewater treatment plant personnel and in concentrated animal feeding operatio ns 

(CAFOs) (Medema et al., 2004; Bobo and Dubberke 2010; Brooks et al., 2012). Notably, 

Medema et al., (2004) had reported the predicted annual risk from a wastewater treatment 

plant to be as high as 2×10-1 from a one-time exposure to enteric pathogens. Tanner et al., 

(2008) on the otherhand, simulated annual risk range of 2×10-2  (use of protective 

equipement) to 3×10-1 (no use of protective equiptment) during CAFOs. Brooks et al., 

(2012) reported similar risk values to Tanner et al., (2008), ranging from 1×10-2 to 5×10-

1, values comparable what is predicted in this study (Table 7-7).  
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As it currently stands, inhalation transmission of enteric bacterial pathogens is assumed 

to be less than 6% of all diarrhoea cases worldwide (WHO 2006). This is assumed 

because as yet there are no epidemiological or clinical studies that have demonstrated this 

transmission route in humans (Brooks et al., 2012). In most cases, the environment where 

the inhalation- ingestion route of exposure exist, there also exist the faecal-oral route 

(from fomite, waterborne or foodborne). Because the detection procedure for the former 

has been established overtime, it is common to ignore inhalation- ingestion route of 

transmission. However, there are mounting evidence from animal trials that inhalation-

ingestion route of transmission exist and can pose a high risk of GI infection in a 

population exposed to aerosolized enteric bacteria (Clemmer et al., 1960; Fedorka-Cray 

et al., 1995; Darlowa et al., 2009).  

7.9  Research constraints  

In carrying out this research, there were sources of uncertainty inherent to the simula t ion 

such as the sample collection, effective dose dose-response model and the population 

type. These uncertainties are explained below:  

 The method of sample collection was a potential source of uncertainty in the risk 

calculation as the enteric bacteria E.coli O157:H7 was not originally isolated in the 

air samples at the dumpsite. However, one of the approaches used to address this was 

to assume a pathogen-indicator ratio in the exposure dose. This approach has been 

applied by Brooks et al., (2005) representing the risk estimate as a range of values of 

the pathogen doses and this was adopted in this study.  

 The limitation that the exposure dose relied only on cultured bioaerosols (leaving out 

the uncultivatable viable fraction) increased the uncertainty, as the predicted risk in 

this study could be an underestimation of the actual risk posed by the dumpsite.  

 Because the inactivation rates vary by microbial specie and the environment, 

applying the same inactivation rates for both indicator microorganisms as used in this 

study, increased the uncertainty in the model. However, the use of a Monte Carlo 

simulation to estimate the natural variability of the indicator organisms as they are 

inhaled mitigates this uncertainty to some extent.  

 In computing the risk combination for locations and activities, the results presented 

for locations such as the dormant area and the boundary could be an overestimation 

of the actual risk because the bioaerosol exposure from activities were only measured 

at the active area and not at the other three locations.  
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  Because there is still no respective epidemiological-based evidence from exposure 

from aerosolized enteric bacteria on public health, generating accurate risk estimate s 

would require an understanding of the viability and infectivity of the pathogen in a 

range of environmental conditions and the susceptibility across representative 

populations. Regarding Aspergillus fumigatus, the model parameter used in the dose 

responds model did not take into account the susceptibility of the sub-population, as 

it assumed that the individual was already immunocompromised, thereby increasing 

the uncertainty in the risk estimates for exposure to spores of Aspergillus fumigatus 

(Leleu et al., 2013). 

 The effects of the all the limitations in this study can cascade through the model, 

widening the ‘cone of uncertainty’ through the various steps of the modelling 

process. At the end, such an effect results in a high level of uncertainty in the 

estimates, even though the researcher is reasonably confident about the observed 

levels of contaminants in the air. 
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7.10

 Summary of chapter 

The QMRA risk simulation presented here involved the first application of a stochastic 

model to predict the transport of bioaerosols in the human respiratory system (Markov 

Chain Model), and to estimate the risk of infection specific to dumpsite workers from the 

settlement of those pathogens in the respiratory and gastrointestinal tracks. The 

overarching trends suggest the following: 

 That the  infection risk from inhaling contaminated air containing spores of 

Aspergillus fumigatus at all locations were of the same magnitude (10-1) 

irrespective of whether the individual was involved in activities in the dumpsite 

or not.  

 The combined risk of exposure from activities and ambient exposure to 

Aspergillus fumigatus increases the daily chances infection. At the risk of 

infection ranged between 73-78%, while at the boundary the range was 66-70% 

for all activities associated with the locations.  

 The daily estimates of the risk of infection from ingestion of E.coli O157:H7 

ranged from 10-3-10-2 for the conservative and 10-4-10-3 for the least conservative 

pathogen to indicator ratio and classified as a medium-high and low-medium risk 

respectively.  

 The probable outcome from ingesting inhaled E.coli O157:H7 during scavenging, 

waste sorting and site monitoring was high (10-1), with similar magnitude 

comparable to the annual infection risk.  

 Overall, the trends in the risk estimates suggest that the activities at the dumpsite 

may contribute more to the likelihood of workers developing either respiratory 

infection or GI infection than anything else.  
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Chapter 8:

 General Discussion 

8.1

 Introduction  

In a bid to balance the high global rate of urbanization with the rate of municipal solid 

waste generation that results from urbanisation, the sustainable development goal (SDG) 

11.6 aims to reduce the per capita environmental impact of cities by paying attention to 

air quality and municipal solid waste management (UN-Habitat 2018). In general, the  

rates of urbanisation are highest in the least developed countries (with particularly high 

rates experienced in low and middle income countries in sub-Saharan Africa) (Moore et 

al., 2003); in most cases MSW facilities are absent or of poor quality.  These countries 

therefore have the highest need and lowest capacity to implement effective MSW 

management. As a result, it means that government authorities in these countries resort 

to open dumping as a cheap method for managing MSW or they do not have any realistic 

strategy at all so illegal and informal dumping just happens anyway.  

Because tipping, spreading and compacting of waste are common practices at dumpsites, 

they result in the waste pile being agitated, favouring aerosolization of the 

microorganisms and dust (including pathogens) attached to the surface of the waste. Thus, 

exposing the dumpsite workers and residents near the dumpsite to these pathogenic agents 

via inhalation (Schlosser et al., 2016). It is not a surprising that the negative health and 

environmental impacts of illegal and informal dumping are high; this is reflected in the 

fact that global indices for health effects and environmental hazards are highest in the 

poorest countries (Moore et al., 2003).  Studies on occupational health risks experienced 

by landfill and dumpsite workers suggest that the predominant exposure route is 

inhalation (Heldal et al., 2003; Ray et al., 2004; Odewabi et al., 2013a) and the  current 

study confirms this view. Despite the awareness of the prevalence of respiratory 

symptoms caused by workers exposure to bioaerosols during MSW treatment processes, 

there is very limited information in the literature on exposure from developing countries, 

especially sub-Saharan Africa. Thus, the primary aim of this research was to investigate 

the potential respiratory health risk posed to dumpsite scavengers, waste workers and 

residents living close to open dumpsites from exposure to bioaerosols emitted at 

dumpsites. 
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8.2

 Respiratory health conditions of dumpsite workers and residents close 

to dumpsites 

Before carrying out this research, it was necessary to understand the kind of interaction 

that existed between the population on and around the dumpsite with the activit ies 

happening on Olusosun dumpsite. The findings in this study shows that both the 

individuals working on the dumpsite and those residing close to the dumpsite were 

exposed to emissions originating from the dumpsite. Evidence from the prevalence of 

respiratory symptoms and conditions as reported by the exposed population further 

confirms this. Chronic cough and Asthma were commonly reported symptoms amongst 

the study population.  While these particularly affected smokers the overall prevalence 

ranged between 32-38% and 2-8.2% for chronic cough and asthma respectively. The 

prevalence of chronic cough was however,  higher than the national average of 10% (Song 

et al., 2015). Chronic cough is a known precursor to developing COPD and environmenta l 

factors rank high among the plausible causes of chronic cough and other respiratory 

symptoms (Zhang et al., 2002; de Marco et al., 2007; Ternesten-Hasséus et al., 2011). 

Thus the high prevalence of reported chronic cough may be an indicator of a worsening 

respiratory condition in the population. Moreover, the daily duration of exposure to 

contaminated air was associated with an estimated odds ratio of 1.2 with chronic cough 

when comparing workers on the dumpsite to the control. Thus, the finding suggests that 

the 11-hours daily time weighted average (TWA) the workers may be spending at the 

dumpsite could increase their chances of developing chronic cough. An 8-hour TWA (or 

lower) has been recommended by HSE (2018) as a safe limit when working in highly 

dusty occupational environment, conditions that can be applicable to Olusosun dumpsite. 

It is therefore recommended that the workers reduce their hours of work to the 8-hour 

TWA (or lower), as a these changes may reduce the prevalence of chronic cough in the 

population.  

The prevalence of asthma on the other hand was observed to be lower than the national 

average of 10.2% (Musa and Aliyu 2014). Owing to the highly dusty environment at 

Olusosun dumpsite, it could be assumed that individuals diagnosed with atopy might not 

want to work in such environment knowing it may lead to hypersensitivity from 

environmental triggers; hence, the overall low report of asthma. It was not clear from the 
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findings of this study if the reported asthma were atopic or occupational causes. However, 

both atopic and non-atopic asthma can be aggravated by environmental exposure, 

especially from an environment high on respirable particles like Olusosun dumpsite 

(Eduard et al., 2004). This is further supported by findings in this study as the prevalence 

of asthma were not associated with lifestyle (smoking) but more from probable inhala t ion 

of aetiological agents from the air in the environment, largely from Olusosun dumpsite. 

It is therefore recommended that residents, especially those located downwind of the 

dumpsite should move to at least 250 m away from the boundary of the dumpsite, because 

at this distance, it is believed that bioaerosols and other aerosolized particles would have 

settled to background concentration.   

8.3  Bioaerosol exposure and infection risk from ambient air  

The finding in this study has shown beyond doubt that bioaerosols are emitted during 

operational activities at Olusosun dumpsite. The maximum ambient concentration of 

bacteria and fungi for this study were well within magnitude of 103 cfu m-3, a result that 

is comparable to ambient concentration of bacteria and fungi reported on landfill sites 

across the globe. For example in Poland, Kalwasińska et al., (2014) reported 1.9 × 103 

cfu m-3 and 2.07× 103 cfu m-3 for bacteria and fungi concentration respectively.  

Sangkham et al., (2014) reported 1.29 × 104 cfu m-3 for fungi in Thailand while Huang et 

al., (2002) reported concentrations of 3.76 × 103  cfu m-3 and 6.0 × 103  cfu m-3 in Taiwan 

for bacteria and fungi respectively. The results shows that the concentration of total 

bacteria and gram-negative bacteria were twofold and eightfold higher respectively than 

recommended background level of 1000 cfu m-3 (Total bacteria) and 300 cfu m-3 (gram-

negative bacteria) by the UK and Wales Environment Agency (Pearson et al., 2015). The 

differences between the concentration of bacteria and fungi measured at the active 

operational area (major source of bioaerosols) and the other three sampling locations, was 

not significant. Implying that bioaerosol particles (bacteria and fungi) in the air at the 

dumpsite may not have settled out quickly as they travelled from the active operational 

area downwind, even at a distance of 788 m (i.e. boundary). The probable consequence 

is that they may settle out at distances further from the dumpsite, in areas where people 

reside, thus exposing them to air contaminated with bioaerosols. Furthermore, both the 

dumpsite workers and the residents are exposed to these aetiological agents on a daily 

basis.  This may also explain the high prevalence of respiratory disease among the 

workers and population living near the dumpsite as described in Section 8.2.  
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The effect of seasonal changes on ambient bioaerosol concentration observed in this study 

was minimal. There were no significant differences observed between bioaerosols 

concentration measured in the dry season and wet season. The result suggests that the 

daily average bioaerosol concentration depended largely on the presence of agitation-

related activities that takes place at the dumpsite and might remain the same throughout 

the year, thus unaffected by seasonal cycle.  

The probably risk of infection was calculated based on the proportion of bioaerosols that 

were of respirable size (<3.3 µm) to which workers were exposed. The study shows that 

the proportion of total bacteria and gram-negative bacteria of respirable size had not 

change much with distance, as the bioaerosol particles travelled between the active area 

(point source) and the boundary. For total bacteria, this proportion represented 40.8% at 

the active area and 37.1% at the boundary. While the respirable proportion for gram-

negative bacteria represented 39.8% at the active area and 37.1% at the boundary. The 

implication of this result is that, given the same bioaerosol concentration at active area 

and boundary, the risk of infection from bacteria were of similar magnitude at both 

locations. For instance, the risks of GI infection from exposure to E.coli O157:H7 (gram-

negative bacteria) at P:I=103 (11-hours exposure) ranged between 3.23×10-3- 1.56×10-2 

and 1.82×10-3 - 8.82×10-3 at the active area and boundary respectively. This risk was only 

1-log higher for the upper bound of the risk estimate for the active area. That is not a lot 

of difference. The annual infection risk on the other hand was of the same magnitude for 

active area (3.32×10-1-5.32×10-1) and boundary (2.56×10-1-4.64×10-1). This level of GI 

infection risk at the boundary when assessed on a one-time pathogen exposure means that, 

for every 10 times a worker is exposed to the dose at the active area and the boundary, 

they will likely become infected 3-5 at both locations, especially those with suppressed 

immune systems. Moreover, the result can also be applied to the residents near the 

boundary of the dumpsite, as some of them were located as close as 50 m to the boundary. 

The pattern of particle size distribution for total fungi showed a stepwise increase in the 

proportion of fungal particles that were of respirable size as the particles travelled from 

the active area downwind. This proportion represented more than 50% of the overall 

concentration for fungi to which workers were exposed. Thus, higher chances of inhaling 

more particles capable penetrate deep into the lower region of the lungs to cause infect ion. 

Inhalation of Aspergillus fumigatus for instance, increases the chance of the workers 

developing aspergillosis, especially the immunocompromised. The findings in this study 
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shows that the risk of infection from inhaling spores of Aspergillus fumigatus by the 

workers was 5.9×10-1 following 11-hours of exposure. Thus, for every ten times a worker 

is exposed to spores of Aspergillus fumigatus, they will become infected six times. These 

risk values are very high for an 11-hour exposure. At the boundary, the risk of respiratory 

infection from Aspergillus fumigatus for passively active people was 8.12×10-2. This 

group of people would include the business owners, middlemen and residents near the 

dumpsite. For every 100 time they are exposed to spores of Aspergillus fumigatus while 

working at the boundary during the 11 hours working period, they are likely to be infected 

8 times, especially the immunosuppressed individuals.  

8.4  Bioaerosol exposure and infection risk from activities  

Exposure to bioaerosols is influenced by the activities that workers undertake. The most 

significant working practices are scavenging, waste sorting and dumpsite monitoring. Of 

the three practices assessed, scavenging recorded the highest exposure concentration to 

bacteria, while site monitoring recorded the highest exposure to Aspergillus fumigatus. 

Overall, the workers engaged in these activities were exposed to bioaerosol concentration 

in the magnitude of 104 -106 cfu m-3, i.e. 2-3 log higher than exposure from ambient air. 

These values in comparison to the 8-hour occupational threshold limit of 5×103 -104 cfu 

m-3  suggested by Malmros et al., (1992) and BAuA (2018) for Denmark and Germany, 

the  workers at the dumpsite were exposed to magnitude that were 1-2 log higher. The 

implication of this finding is that the workers are exposed to unsafe concentrations that 

will make them more susceptible to infection with time (if not already) from undertaking 

these activities.  

The estimates of respiratory infection risks from inhaling particles of Aspergillus 

fumigatus ranged between 6.11×10-1-6.71×10-1 for an 11 hrs exposure during all three 

activities. Annual estimates recorded similar magnitude, ranging from 7.96×10-1 - 

8.25×10-1. These risk estimates were higher than was recorded in healthcare setting where 

invasive Aspergillus infections were reported between 2-26% and 1-15% of 

immunocompromised patients of hematopoietic stem cell transplants and solid-organ 

transplants (Vonberg and Gastmeier 2006). Unfortunately, clinical diagnosis of 

aspergillosis among the workers was beyond the scope of this study. However, the high-

risk estimates are largely bases on the high exposure counts of A. fumigatus recorded in 

air of the dumpsite and may indicate plausible infection crises soon to happen to the 

workers.   
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Dumpsite workers were also at risk of developing gastrointestinal infection (GI) due to 

the activities they undertook. The risk of GI from E.coli O157:H7 was in the magnitude 

of 10-1 for all three activities, values similar to the risk of Aspergillus infections.  These 

risk estimates are very high, especially considering that, these activities are the main 

source of livelihood for the workers engaged in them, and that most of those working 

there in the first year (i.e. at the time of the interview), might still be working there  for 

the next 5 years.  

8.5

 Exposure risks of sensitive receptors near Olusosun dumpsite  

Olusosun dumpsite is surrounded by several sensitive receptors (SR), most of which are 

located downwind of the dumpsite. SR’s are classed as neighboring homes, public spaces 

and other occupied buildings near the dumpsite that might be affected by the activities at 

the dumpsite (AfOR 2009; Environment Agency 2017). Factors (other than 

meteorological factors) that can contribute to high exposure risk levels of sensitive 

receptors are their distance from the dumpsite, the duration of exposure and the likely 

presence of vulnerable individuals i.e. individuals who are susceptible to or unable to 

cope with the adverse effect of environmental exposures (Wisner et al., 2002; Kovats et 

al., 2003).   

In this study, the SRs were identified based on the factors earlier stated, and their risk 

levels were ranked accordingly (Table D-3). Table 8.1 shows the description of the 

sensitive receptors considered, i.e.  Hospitals, residential homes, schools, parks and 

event/worship centres.  Figure 8.1 highlights the location of the sensitive receptors on a 

map, in relation to their distances from the boundary of the dumpsite. As assessed, the 

closest hospital (H1) to the dumpsite was 900 m east of the dumpsite. This location was 

well out of the 250 m recommended safe distance away from the boundary of the 

dumpsite, thus placing it in low risk category (UNEP 2005). The sensitive receptors 

categorised as Medium-High and High risk were all located south-west, the predominant 

wind direction over the dumpsite. Locations S1 and S2 are a nursery and primary school 

respectively. The results show that, 5 days in a week for at least 8 hours per day (except 

for public holidays and school breaks), a large population of children are exposed to either 

pathogens or other aetiological agents that are capable of causing infection when inhaled. 

Due to the nature of the activities that takes place in locations E, R1 and R2, children, 

pregnant women, the sick and elderly are likely be found at one time the other in these 

buildings.  Their very presence at these locations puts them at risk of inhaling bioaerosols 
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or other aetiological agents. It is therefore recommended that vulnerable individua ls 

(children, pregnant women, elderly and sick) in the buildings categorised as high risk be 

moved to safer locations where exposure risk from the dumpsite is low. This will mean 

relocating the schools, homes and event/worship centres to location at least 250 m from 

the boundary of the dumpsite from all directions. 
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Table 8-1 Sensitive receptors and the exposure risk categories based on distance from dumpsite boundary, susceptibility of individuals  

and duration of exposure 

Sensitive 

receptor 
Description 

Distance from 

boundary 

Cardinal 

direction 
Coordinate Vulnerable 

One-time Exposure 

duration per day 

Exposure Risk 

computation 

Risk 

Category 

S1 School 25 m SW 
6°35'35.1"N,

 3°22'30.7"E 
Children 8 hours 17.4 High 

S2 School 185 m SW 
6°35'28.7"N,

 3°22'29.7"E 
Children 8 hours 15.3 M-High 

S3 School 730 m NW 
6°36'00.5"N,

 3°22'34.0"E 
Children 8 hours 9 Low 

E 
Place of 

Worship 
63.6 m SW 

6°35'29.3"N,

 3°22'34.0"E 

Elderly, Children, 

Pregnant women 
6 hours 27.6 High 

R1 Accommodation 36 m SW 
6°35'43.0"N,

 3°22'28.0"E 

Elderly, Children, 

Sick, Pregnant women 
10 hours 64 High 

R 2 Accommodation 133 m SW 
6°35'30.8"N,

 3°22'28.2"E 

Elderly, Children, 

Sick, Pregnant women 
10 hours 58 High 

H1 Hospital 900 m East 
6°35'51.2"N, 

3°23'16.8"E 
Sick >10 hours 8 Low 

H2 Hospital 1350 m West  Sick >10 hours 8 Low 

P 
Recreational 

Park 
180 m SE 

6°35'36.1"N,

 3°22'54.8"E 
Children 4-5 hours 6 Low 
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H2 E
R2

H1

P

R1

S2

S3

 H1 = Hospital, RL = Low

 S1 = Nusery School, RL = High

 S2 = Primary School, RL = M-High

 P  =  Recreational Park, RL = Low

 R1 = Residence, RL = High

 R2 = Residence, RL = High

 E = Event/ worship, RL = High

 S3 = High School, RL = low

 H2 = Hospital,  RL = Low

S1

Key

Plate 8-1: Sensitive receptors around Olusosun dumpsite showing exposure risk levels based on Nearness to dumpsite, Exposure duration 

and Availability of vulnerable people. 
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8.6

 Applicability of results 

The findings in study have provided a new insight into the occupational risks associated with 

open dumping by quantifying these risks. This study has further provided a broader 

understanding of the probable causes of respiratory and gastrointestinal infections experienced 

by dumpsite workers and residents located near dumpsites. This was achieved by relating the 

risk of infection to the bioaerosol concentrations the workers are exposed to on the dumpsite. 

It should however be noted that the results in this study brings with it some level of 

uncertainties and limitations clearly stated in previous chapters, hence generalisation of the 

result presented should be undertaken with caution. 

Although the workers at the dumpsite seemed healthy and were actively involved in the 

dumpsite activities, the results of the questionnaire showed that some the workers were 

suffering from chronic respiratory symptoms conditions that were of occupational origin, a 

finding that agrees with literature (Ray et al., 2004; Ray et al., 2005). Notably, the exposure 

time was a factor that greatly influenced the risk of infection from exposure to bioaerosols 

capable of causing the respiratory symptoms reported by the workers. Furthermore, because of 

the high level of bioaerosols and dust emitted at Olusosun, it is recommended that the workers 

adhere to the daily exposure duration of 8-hour TWA or less where possible, as recommended 

by the HSE (2018).  

It was also observed that workers generally did not use personal protective equipment (PPE), 

especially respiratory protective equipment (RPE) reportedly because they were expensive and 

they could not afford them. This is actually a reflection of the economic status of the workers, 

as most of the recycled materials are sold to intermediaries are at cheap rates; barely enough 

for their daily upkeep let alone afford a personal protective equipment. To this end, intervention 

by the authorities is necessary to protect the health of the workers. PPE’s and RPE’s should be 

subsidised for the workers, and the workers monitored for effective usage of the PPE’s. 

Compulsory respiratory health checks (however rudimental) of the workers should be carried 

out on a regular basis, as this will help the authorities keep the on top of the health conditions 

of the workers at the dumpsite. 

Scavengers composed of the highest proportion of the population of workers in Olusosun 

dumpsite (61%). Due to the nature of their activities, they are exposed the most to bioaerosols 

resulting to highest risk of infection from E.coli O157:H7. It is therefore recommended that by 
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systematically reducing the number of scavengers picking at the dumpsite, it is possible to 

reduce the overall health impact on population at the dumpsite. If the city’s authority implement 

programmes/schemes to reduce the amount of recyclables reaching the dumpsite to the barest 

minimum, the population of scavengers on the dumpsite will consequently reduce. The UK’s 

waste hierarchy for example,  is core of the waste directive (Directive 2008/98/EC) which 

prioritizes waste prevention, then re-use, then recycling, then recovery and last of all, disposal 

(e.g. landfill). Another example is described by Asim et al., (2012), where informal recyclers 

are integral part of the mainstream of Lahore city’s waste management system. They go door-

to-door collecting household recyclable waste, and then taken to waste transfer points across 

the city where itinerant buyers buy the waste at higher value than they would at the dumpsite. 

Moreover, the use of local expertise or approach (like above), to proffer sustainable low-cost 

solutions to solid waste management problems will directly or indirectly impact positively to 

the social-economic status of the people in that society (Zurbrügg et al., 2012). One of the 

benefit of such schemes/solution is that the informal workers will earn more money and will 

reduce exposure of the workers to infection and disease, thus improving their overall health.  
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Chapter 9:

 Conclusion and Recommendation  

9.1

 Conclusions 

This study investigated bioaerosol emissions from a municipal solid waste dumpsite in Lagos 

Nigeria, and the associated respiratory health problem facing the workers and residents 

located near the dumpsite from exposure to bioaerosols.  Having presented the result of the 

observations in the previous chapters, the key conclusions of this study are arranged under 

four themes and are presented below:  

Respiratory health condition of workers and residents near Olusosun dumpsite  

 It was discovered that cough was the most prevalent respiratory symptom reported by 

the dumpsite workers and residents near the dumpsite. The prevalence of chronic cough 

and chronic phlegm were significantly higher in both study groups, compared to the 

control.  Asthma on the other hand showed a significantly higher prevalence only 

among residents residing close to the dumpsite. The result of the findings also showed 

that the overall prevalence of chronic cough was significantly higher compared to the 

national prevalence in Nigeria, while asthma was not.  

 The study also showed that the daily exposure duration of the workers to aerosolised 

pollutants from the dumpsite was associated with an estimated odds ratio of 1.2 (95% 

CI 1-1.4) for chronic cough when compared to the controls.  This implies that the longer 

the exposures to aerosolised pollutants from the dumpsite the higher the odds of the 

worker developing of chronic cough.  

 Smoking was associated with higher rates of chronic cough and chronic phlegm among 

the workers on the dumpsite. Conversely, higher rates of chronic cough and chronic 

phlegm were associated with non-smokers who were residents, suggesting that there 

may be other possible pollutant sources in the neighboring area responsible for these 

high rates.  

 For every instance a resident interacted or visited Olusosun dumpsite, the estimated 

odds ratio for chronic cough, chronic phlegm and asthma was 3.8 (95 % CI 1.6, 8.4), 4 

(95% CI 1.1, 14.4) and 6.8 (95% CI 1.3, 33) respectively when compared to the 

controls.  Thus, the residents may be exposed to higher concentrations of pollutants at 
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the dumpsite when they visit and this could exacerbate their exiting respiratory 

conditions.  

Bioaerosol concentration in ambient air and emission from activities at Olusosun 

dumpsite 

 Based on the measured results, the concentration of bacteria and fungi in the ambient 

air at the dumpsite were well within the magnitude of 103 cfu m-3.  

 From the data, the concentration of bioaerosols were the highest in the active 

operational area and decreased with increasingdistance downwind of the point source. 

No significant differences in concentration across the four sampling points for total 

bacteria, gram-negative bacteria and the total bacteria were observed. However, the 

trend observed for Aspergillus fumigatus showed the concentration was observed to 

have decreased up to 80-81% between the source point and the boundary.  

 The data from the study indicated that the effect of seasonal changes on the 

concentration of bioaerosols was minimal, as no significant differences were observed 

in the concentrations between the dry season and the wet season.  

 Of the three significant activities undertaken by the workers at the dumpsite, 

scavenging exposed the workers to more bacteria, compared to the other two, while 

site monitoring recorded the highest exposure to Aspergillus fumigatus. Bioaerosol 

exposure concentrations from all three activities ranged between 104 - 106 cfu m-3, 

which was 2-3 log higher in magnitude than the ambient air concentration. These 

activities required the workers undertaking the task close to the point sources of 

bioaerosol, thus the high exposure concentration recorded in this study.  

 Overall, ambient concentrations of bacteria exceeded the occupational exposure limits 

for UK Environment Agency, however the fungi concentration was below the expected 

exposure limit. Exposure from all three activities assessed in this study (scavenging, 

waste sorting and site monitoring) exceeded the acceptable exposure limits by the UK 

Environment Agency standard by 2-4 log in magnitude. Exposure concentrations of 

this magnitude are hazardous to the health of the workers at the dumpsite 
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Particle size distribution of bioaerosols at Olusosun dumpsite  

 The data from this study show that a considerable proportion of the bioaerosols 

measured were of an aerodynamic diameter considered to be respirable.  

 In the ambient air, up to 41% of total bacteria; 46% of gram-negative bacteria, 76% of 

A. fumigatus and 63% of total fungi were of respirable size. The concentration of 

bioaerosols of respirable size measured during the three common activities at the 

dumpsite, showed that scavenging had the largest proportion for total bacteria (~48%) 

and gram-negative bacteria (~48%) while site monitoring recorded the largest 

proportion for A. fumigatus (~89%).  

 The proportion of bioaerosols of respirable size (<3.3 µm) remained similar between 

the source point and the boundary for total bacteria (difference: 3.68 percentage points) 

and gram-negative bacteria (difference: 2.68 percentage points), however there 

appeared to be increased aggregation of cells, forming particles of larger sizes as the 

particles travelled downwind. A. fumigatus and total fungi on the other hand showed 

no cell aggregation, rather a progressive reduction in the proportion of particles of 

larger size (> 3.3 µm) as the particles travelled downwind. 

 Bioaerosols concentrations measured during the scavenging, waste sorting and site 

monitoring  exceeded the 5×103 -104 cfu m-3 exposure limit for waste workers within 

an 8-hour working period suggested by Malmros et al., (1992). Thus raising concerns 

regarding health risk for the workers undertaking those activities at the dumpsite.  

Risk of infection of workers from inhaling air containing Aspergillus fumigatus 

and E. coli O157:H7 

 The risk of infection from spores of Aspergillus fumigatus was high in this study. The 

infection risk estimates for all locations were of the same magnitude (10-1) irrespective 

of whether the individual was involved in activities at the dumpsite or not.  

 The combined risk from undertaking activities and inhaling ambient air contamina ted 

with Aspergillus fumigatus increases the daily chances infection, placing the risk of 

infection between 73-78% at the active area and 66-70% at the boundary for all 

activities associated with those locations.  
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 The risk of infection from ingestion of E. coli O157:H7 because of inhaling 

contaminated ambient air was classified as a medium-high and low-medium risk range. 

The daily estimates of the risk of infection from ranged from 10-3-10-2 for the 

conservative and 10-4-10-3 for the least conservative pathogen to indicator ratio.  

 The probable outcome from ingesting inhaled E. coli O157:H7 during scavenging, 

waste sorting and site monitoring was high (10-1).  

 Overall, the trends in the risk estimates suggest that the activities at the dumpsite may 

contribute more to the likelihood of workers developing either respiratory infection or 

GI infection than anything else.  

9.2  Recommendations for future research 

This research has produced some significant contributions to the body of knowledge on 

exposures to bioaerosols arising from dumpsites and the associated health risks, and has 

generated valuable insights to the key factors that contribute to the severity of the health 

conditions. Nonetheless, some knowledge gaps were identified that will require further 

research to provide a better understanding of the health risks associated with exposure to 

bioaerosols. These are presented in this section.  

 The respiratory health study aspect in this research was based largely on a subjective 

inquiry without a complementary objective clinical measure. Spirometry and 

haematological profiling could have provided a better understanding of the lung 

functions in response to inhaled bioaerosols and particulate matter and to the 

detection inhaled particulate matter in the blood. 

 Bioaerosols sampling at the sensitive receptor is an important part of the protocol  

required by the UK Environment Agency (2017) Technical Guidance Note M9 

guidelines for bioaerosol monitoring in waste facilities.  Unfortunately, this was not 

carried out in this study; as a result, there is no clear measure of the concentration of 

bioaerosols the residents near the dumpsite were exposed to.  

  Information from this study indicated at there was a high prevalence of respiratory 

disease as well as a high level of exposure to bioaerosols. However, it was unclear 

what species of bioaerosols were predominant in the air at the dumpsite and could be 

associated to the some of the respiratory symptoms reported by the workers and 



189 

 

residents. Thus, it becomes imperative to employ a next generation sequencing and 

quantitative polymerase chain reaction (qPCR) to determine the microbia l 

community in such environment. 

 Because of the limited number of sampling equipment, the air-sampling regime in 

this study could not take place at all the sampling locations concurrently. This may 

have given room for the influence of meteorological factors in the sample bioaerosol 

concentrations collected.  

 The air sampling aspect of the research spanned 13 weeks. This duration may be too 

short for studies like this, as such may require longitudinal studies to make affirma tive 

conclusions on the findings.  

 A major challenge in the dose-response modelling is the lack of data in the literature 

on dose response models for fungal infections. Unfortunately, the dose response 

model in this study for exposures to Aspergillus fumigatus assumed an 

immunocompromised condition of the patient, which was not at best, fitting for this 

study, since it appeared that most of the workers were not immunocompromised at 

the time of the study. In future, dose-response models developed should take into 

account the immunity status of the individuals.   

 The interaction of the waste workers with the community around the dumpsite and 

tracing of the possible spread of pathogens through surface contact could be looked 

into for further study.



190 

 

REFERENCES 

AATAMILA, M., P. K. VERKASALO, M. J. KORHONEN, A. L. SUOMINEN, M.-R. 
HIRVONEN, M. K. VILUKSELA and A. NEVALAINEN. 2011. Odour annoyance and 
physical symptoms among residents living near waste treatment centres. Environmental 
Research, 111(1), pp.164-170. 

ABDOU, M. 2007. Health impacts on workers in landfill in Jeddah City, Saudi Arabia. J Egypt 
Public Health Assoc, 82(3-4), pp.319-29. 

ABOAGYE-LARBI, H., M. A. ACHEAMPONG, S. K. KYEI and D. CARBOO. 2014. The 
Potential Health Hazards Associated With Waste Scavenging in Ghana: A Case Study of 
Three Selected Dumpsites in Tema Metropolis. International Journal of Environmental 
Science and Toxicology, 2(10), pp.199-209. 

ABRAMSON, M., M. MATHESON, C. WHARTON and M. SIM. 2002. Prevalence of 
respiratory symptoms related to chronic obstructive pulmonary disease and asthma 
among middle aged and older adults. Respirology, 7(4), pp.325-331. 

AFOR. 2009. A standardised protocol for the monitoring of Bioaerosols at open composting 
facilities. Wellingborough, Northhamptonshire, UK: Association for Organics Recycling.  

AGARWAL, S. 2017. Seasonal variability in size-segregated airborne bacterial particles and their 
characterization at different source-sites. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 
24(15), pp.13519-13527. 

AKPEIMEH, G., L. FLETCHER and B. EVANS. 2019. Exposure to bioaerosols at open 
dumpsites: A case study of bioaerosols exposure from activities at Olusosun open 
dumpsite, Lagos Nigeria. Waste Management, 89, pp.37-47. 

ALBRECHT, A., R. WITZENBERGER, U. BERNZEN and U. JACKEL. 2007. Detection of 
airborne microbes in a composting facility by cultivation based and cultivation-
independent methods. Annals of Agricultural and Environmental Medicine, 14(1), p81. 

ALI, S. M., A. PERVAIZ, B. AFZAL, N. HAMID and A. YASMIN. 2014. Open dumping of 
municipal solid waste and its hazardous impacts on soil and vegetation diversity at waste 
dumping sites of Islamabad city. Journal of King Saud University-Science, 26(1), pp.59-
65. 

ALSHAREEF, F. and G. D. ROBSON. 2014. Prevalence, persistence, and phenotypic variation 
of Aspergillus fumigatus in the outdoor environment in Manchester, UK, over a 2-year 
period. Medical Mycology, 52(4), pp.367-375. 

AMATO, P., M. JOLY, C. SCHAUPP, E. ATTARD, O. MÖHLER, C. E. MORRIS, Y. BRUNET 
and A. M. DELORT. 2015. Survival and ice nucleation activity of bacteria as aerosols in 
a cloud simulation chamber. Atmos. Chem. Phys., 15(11), pp.6455-6465. 

AMPERE, A., L. DELHAES, J. SOOTS, F. BART and B. WALLAERT. 2012. Hypersensitivity 
pneumonitis induced by Shiitake mushroom spores. Medical Mycology, 50(6), pp.654-
657. 

ANCONA, C., C. BADALONI, F. MATALONI, A. BOLIGNANO, S. BUCCI, G. CESARONI, 
R. SOZZI, M. DAVOLI and F. FORASTIERE. 2015. Mortality and morbidity in a 



191 

 

population exposed to multiple sources of air pollution: A retrospective cohort study 
using air dispersion models. Environmental research, 137, pp.467-474. 

ANDERSEN, A. A. 1958. New sampler for the collection, sizing, and enumeration of viable 
airborne particles. Journal of Bacteriology, 76(5), p471. 

ASANTE, K. A., T. AGUSA, C. A. BINEY, W. A. AGYEKUM, M. BELLO, M. OTSUKA, T. 
ITAI, S. TAKAHASHI and S. TANABE. 2012. Multi-trace element levels and arsenic 
speciation in urine of e-waste recycling workers from Agbogbloshie, Accra in Ghana. 
Science of the Total Environment, 424, pp.63-73. 

ASIM, M., S. A. BATOOL and M. N. CHAUDHRY. 2012. Scavengers and their role in the 
recycling of waste in Southwestern Lahore. Resources, conservation and recycling, 58, 
pp.152-162. 

BALMES, J., M. BECKLAKE, P. BLANC and P. HENNEBERGER. 2003. American Thoracic 
Society Statement: Occupational contribution to the burden of airway disease. American 
journal of respiratory and critical care medicine, 167(5), p787. 

BARTRAND, T. A., M. H. WEIR and C. N. HAAS. 2008. Dose‐Response Models for Inhalation 
of Bacillus anthracis Spores: Interspecies Comparisons. Risk Analysis, 28(4), pp.1115-
1124. 

BASTIAN, L., J. YANO, Y. HIRAI and S. SAKAI. 2013. Behavior of PCDD/Fs during open 
burning of municipal solid waste in open dumping sites. Journal of Material Cycles and 
Waste Management, 15(2), pp.229-241. 

BAUA. Bundesanstalt für Arbeitsschutz und Arbeitsmedizin. 2018. Technischer Arbeitsschutz 
(inkl. Technische Regeln) - TRBA 214 Anlagen zur Behandlung und Verwertung von 
Abfällen - Bundesanstalt für Arbeitsschutz und Arbeitsmedizin. 

BIRRING, S. S. 2011. Controversies in the evaluation and management of chronic cough. 
American journal of respiratory and critical care medicine, 183(6), pp.708-715. 

BLANC, P. and K. TOREN. 2007. Occupation in chronic obstructive pulmonary disease and 
chronic bronchitis: an update [State of the Art Series. Occupational lung disease in high-
and low-income countries, Edited by M. Chan-Yeung. Number 2 in the series]. The 
International Journal of Tuberculosis and Lung Disease, 11(3), pp.251-257. 

BLANES-VIDAL, V., J. BÆLUM, J. SCHWARTZ, P. LØFSTRØM and L. P. CHRISTENSEN. 
2014. Respiratory and sensory irritation symptoms among residents exposed to low-to-
moderate air pollution from biodegradable wastes. Journal of Exposure Science and 
Environmental Epidemiology, 24(4), p388. 

BLECK, D. and W. WETTBERG. 2012. Waste collection in developing countries–Tackling 
occupational safety and health hazards at their source. Waste management, 32(11), 
pp.2009-2017. 

BLOMQUIST, G. 1994. Sampling of biological particles. Analyst, 119(1), pp.53-56. 

BOBO, L. D. and E. R. DUBBERKE. 2010. Recognition and prevention of hospital-associated 
enteric infections in the intensive care unit. Critical care medicine, 38(8 0), pS324. 

BRĄGOSZEWSKA, E., A. MAINKA and J. S. PASTUSZKA. 2017. Concentration and Size 
Distribution of Culturable Bacteria in Ambient Air during Spring and Winter in Gliwice: 
A Typical Urban Area. Atmosphere, 8(12), p239. 



192 

 

BREZA-BORUTA, B. 2012. Bioaerosols of the municipal waste landfill site as a source of 
microbiological air pollution and health hazard. Ecological Chemistry and Engineering. 
A, 19(8), pp.851-862. 

BREZA-BORUTA, B. 2016. The assessment of airborne bacterial and fungal contamination 
emitted by a municipal landfill site in Northern Poland. Atmospheric Pollution Research, 
7(6), pp.1043-1052. 

BROOKS, J. P., M. R. MCLAUGHLIN, C. P. GERBA and I. L. PEPPER. 2012. Land application 
of manure and class B biosolids: An occupational and public quantitative microbial risk 
assessment. Journal of Environmental Quality, 41(6), pp.2009-2023. 

BROOKS, J. P., B. D. TANNER, C. P. GERBA, C. N. HAAS and I. L. PEPPER. 2005. Estimation 
of bioaerosol risk of infection to residents adjacent to a land applied biosolids site using 
an empirically derived transport model. Journal of applied microbiology, 98(2), pp.397-
405. 

BROUWER, I. D., A. DE BRUIN, O. B. DIRKS and J. G. A. J. HAUTVAST. 1988. 
UNSUITABILITY OF WORLD HEALTH ORGANISATION GUIDELINES FOR 
FLUORIDE CONCENTRATIONS IN DRINKING WATER IN SENEGAL. The Lancet, 
331(8579), pp.223-225. 

BROWNE, M. L., C. L. JU, G. M. RECER, L. R. KALLENBACH, J. M. MELIUS and E. G. 
HORN. 2001. A prospective study of health symptoms and Aspergillus fumigatus spore 
counts near a grass and leaf composting facility. Compost science & utilization, 9(3), 
pp.241-249. 

BRYCE, E., L. FORRESTER, S. SCHARF and M. ESHGHPOUR. 2008. What do healthcare 
workers think? A survey of facial protection equipment user preferences. Journal of 
Hospital Infection, 68(3), pp.241-247. 

BUCZYŃSKA, A., M. CYPROWSKI and I. SZADKOWSKA-STAŃCZYK. 2005. Biological 
hazards in air at municipal waste landfills. Medycyna pracy, 57(6), pp.531-535. 

BÜNGER, J., M. ANTLAUF-LAMMERS, T. G. SCHULZ, G. A. WESTPHAL, M. M. 
MÜLLER, P. RUHNAU and E. HALLIER. 2000. Health complaints and immunological 
markers of exposure to bioaerosols among biowaste collectors and compost workers. 
Occupational and Environmental Medicine, 57(7), pp.458-464. 

BÜNGER, J., B. SCHAPPLER-SCHEELE, R. HILGERS and E. HALLIER. 2007. A 5-year 
follow-up study on respiratory disorders and lung function in workers exposed to organic 
dust from composting plants. International archives of occupational and environmental 
health, 80(4), pp.306-312. 

BURKOWSKA, A., M. SWIONTEK-BRZEZINSKA and A. KALWASIŃSKA. 2011. Impact of 
the municipal landfill site on microbiological contamination of air. Contemporary 
Problems of Management and Environmental Protection, 9, pp.71-7. 

BUTTNER, M. P. and L. D. STETZENBACH. 1993. Monitoring airborne fungal spores in an 
experimental indoor environment to evaluate sampling methods and the effects of human 
activity on air sampling. Applied and environmental microbiology, 59(1), pp.219-226. 

CARTWRIGHT, C., S. HORROCKS, J. KIRTON and B. CROOK. 2009. SC040021/SR3 Review 
of methods to measure bioaerosols from composting sites Environment Agency Science 
Report. 



193 

 

CHAVASSE, D., R. SHIER, O. MURPHY, S. HUTTLY, S. COUSENS and T. AKHTAR. 1999. 
Impact of fly control on childhood diarrhoea in Pakistan: community-randomised trial.  
The Lancet, 353(9146), pp.22-25. 

CHOW, J. C., J. G. WATSON, J. L. MAUDERLY, D. L. COSTA, R. E. WYZGA, S. VEDAL, 
G. M. HIDY, S. L. ALTSHULER, D. MARRACK, J. M. HEUSS, G. T. WOLFF, C. A. 
POPE, III and D. W. DOCKERY. 2006. Health effects of fine particulate air pollution: 
Lines that connect. Journal of the Air & Waste Management Association,  56(10), 
pp.1368-1380. 

CLARKE, M., U. ENGEL, J. GIORGIONE, A. MÜLLER-TAUBENBERGER, J. PRASSLER, 
D. VELTMAN and G. GERISCH. 2010. Curvature recognition and force generation in 
phagocytosis. BMC biology, 8(1), p154. 

CLEMMER, D. I., J. L. HICKEY, J. F. BRIDGES, D. J. SCHLIESSMANN and M. F. SHAFFER. 
1960. Bacteriologic studies of experimental air-borne salmonellosis in chicks. The 
Journal of infectious diseases, pp.197-210. 

COENEN, G. J., S. DAHL, N. EBBEHØJ, U. I. IVENS, E. I. STENBÆK and H. WÜRTZ. 1997. 
Immunoglobulins and peak expiratory flow measurements in waste collectors in relation 
to bioaerosol exposure. Annals of Agriculture and Environmental Medicine, 4(1), pp.75-
80. 

COLE, G. T. and R. A. SAMSON. 1984. The Conidia. Mould Allergy, pp.66-104. 

COX, C. S. and C. M. WATHES. 1995. Bioaerosol Handbook. Florida: Lewis Publishers  

CURTIS, V., S. CAIRNCROSS and R. YONLI. 2000. Review: Domestic hygiene and diarrhoea 
– pinpointing the problem. Tropical Medicine & International Health, 5(1), pp.22-32. 

D-WASTE. 2014. Waste Atlas 2014 Report: The World's 50 Biggest Dumpsites [online]. 
[Accessed 29/07/2018]. Available from: http://www.d-waste.com/. 

DABISCH, P., Z. XU, J. BOYDSTON, J. SOLOMON, J. BOHANNON, J. YEAGER, J. 
TAYLOR, R. REEDER, P. SAYRE and J. SEIDEL. 2017. Quantification of regional 
aerosol deposition patterns as a function of aerodynamic particle size in rhesus macaques 
using PET/CT imaging. Inhalation toxicology, 29(11), pp.506-515. 

DAGENAIS, T. R. and N. P. KELLER. 2009. Pathogenesis of Aspergillus fumigatus in invasive 
aspergillosis. Clinical microbiology reviews, 22(3), pp.447-465. 

DAHLQVIST, M., U. JOHARD, R. ALEXANDERSSON, B. BERGSTRÖM, U. EKHOLM, A. 
EKLUND, B. MILOSEVICH, G. TORNLING and U. ULFVARSON. 1992. Lung 
function and precipitating antibodies in low exposed wood trimmers in Sweden. 
American Journal of Industrial Medicine, 21(4), pp.549-559. 

DARBOE, B., M.-Y. KAO and D. TSAI. 2015. Respiratory symptoms among municipal waste 
workers in the Gambia: types of solid waste and working conditions. International 
Journal of Health Promotion and Education, 53(1), pp.17-27. 

DARLOWA, H. M., W. R. BALE and G. B. CARTER. 2009. Infection of mice by the respiratory 
route with Salmonella typhimurium. Journal of Hygiene, 59(3), pp.303-308. 

DARQUENNE, C. 2012. Aerosol deposition in health and disease. Journal of aerosol medicine 
and pulmonary drug delivery, 25(3), pp.140-147. 

http://www.d-waste.com/


194 

 

DE MARCO, R., S. ACCORDINI, I. CERVERI, A. CORSICO, J. M. ANTÓ, N. KUNZLI, C. 
JANSON, J. SUNYER, D. JARVIS and S. CHINN. 2007. Incidence of chronic 
obstructive pulmonary disease in a cohort of young adults according to the presence of 
chronic cough and phlegm. American journal of respiratory and critical care medicine, 
175(1), pp.32-39. 

DEACON, L., L. PANKHURST, G. DREW, E. T. HAYES, S. JACKSON, P. LONGHURST, J. 
LONGHURST, J. LIU, S. POLLARD and S. TYRREL. 2009. Particle size distribution 
of airborne Aspergillus fumigatus spores emitted from compost using membrane 
filtration. Atmospheric Environment, 43(35), pp.5698-5701. 

DECOS. 2010. Endotoxins-Health-based Recommended Occupationsl Exposure Limit. The 
Hague: Helath Council of the Netherlands. 

DEED, C. 2004. Monitoring of particulate matter in ambient air around waste facilities, Technical 
Guidance Document (Monitoring) M17, Publ. Environment Agency, Bristol, ISBN, 
1(844), p322610. 

DEFRA. 2008. GUIDANCE ON THE TREATMENT IN APPROVED 

COMPOSTING OR BIOGAS PLANTS OF ANIMAL BYPRODUCTS AND CATERING WASTE 
DEFRA. 

DEFRA. 2015. UK Statistics on Waste - 2010 to 2012.  DEFRA. 

DOUWES, J., P. THORNE, N. PEARCE and D. HEEDERIK. 2003a. Bioaerosol Health Effects 
and Exposure Assessment: Progress and Prospects. The Annals of Occupational Hygiene, 
47(3), pp.187-200. 

DOUWES, J., P. THORNE, N. PEARCE and D. HEEDERIK. 2003b. Bioaerosol health effects 
and exposure assessment: progress and prospects. Annals of Occupational Hygiene, 47(3), 
pp.187-200. 

DREW, G., L. DEACON, L. PANKHURST, S. POLLARD and S. TYRRELL. 2009. Guidance 
on the evaluation of bioaerosol risk assessments for composting facilities. Bristol, UK: 
Environmnt Agency. 

DUNGAN, R. S. 2014. Estimation of infectious risks in residential populations exposed to 
airborne pathogens during center pivot irrigation of dairy wastewaters. Environmental 
science & technology, 48(9), pp.5033-5042. 

EA. 2009. Review of methods to measure bioaerosols from composting sites . Using Science to 
Create a Better Place, (1849110417).  Environment Agency. 

EA. 2010a. Composting in Closed Sytems. Waste Operation-capacity in more thatn 75 tonnes per 
day. England and Wales: Environmental Agency. 

EA. 2010b. Composting in open systems England and Wales: Ennvironmental Agency. 

EA. 2010c. Guidance on monitoring landfill gas surface emissions. Rio House 

Waterside Drive, Aztec West 

Almondsbury, Bristol BS32 4UD: Environment Agency. 

ECRHS. 2002. The European Community Respiratory Health Survey II. European Respiratory 
Journal, 20(5), pp.1071-1079. 



195 

 

EDUARD, W., J. DOUWES, E. OMENAAS and D. HEEDERIK. 2004. Do farming exposures 
cause or prevent asthma? Results from a study of adult Norwegian farmers. Thorax, 59(5), 
pp.381-386. 

EDUARD, W., D. HEEDERIK, C. DUCHAINE and B. J. GREEN. 2012. Bioaerosol exposure 
assessment in the workplace: the past, present and recent advances. Journal of 
environmental monitoring, 14(2), pp.334-339. 

EDUARDA, W. and D. HEEDERIK. 1998. Methods for quantitative assessment of airborne 
levels of noninfectious microorganisms in highly contaminated work environments. 
American Industrial Hygiene Association Journal, 59(2), pp.113-127. 

EISNER, M. D., N. ANTHONISEN, D. COULTAS, N. KUENZLI, R. PEREZ-PADILLA, D. 
POSTMA, I. ROMIEU, E. K. SILVERMAN and J. R. BALMES. 2010. An official 
American Thoracic Society public policy statement: Novel risk factors and the global 
burden of chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. American journal of respiratory and 
critical care medicine, 182(5), pp.693-718. 

ELLIOTT, P., D. BRIGGS, S. MORRIS, C. DE HOOGH, C. HURT, T. K. JENSEN, I. 
MAITLAND, S. RICHARDSON, J. WAKEFIELD and L. JARUP. 2001. Risk of adverse 
birth outcomes in populations living near landfill sites. Bmj, 323(7309), pp.363-368. 

ELMINIR, H. K. 2005. Dependence of urban air pollutants on meteorology. Science of the Total 
Environment, 350(1-3), pp.225-237. 

ENVIRONMENT AGENCY. 2010. P1-396/R. Exposure Assessment of Landfill Sites. Evidence 
Environment Agency  

ENVIRONMENT AGENCY. 2017. Technical Guidance Note M9. Environmental Monitoring of 
Bioaerosols at regulated facilities 1ed. United Kingdom: Environment Agency. 

EPA. 2014. Overview of Greenhouse Gas: Methane [online]. [Accessed 1st November]. 
Available from: http://www3.epa.gov/climatechange/ghgemissions/gases/ch4.html. 

EPA. 2015. Particulate Matter (PM-10).  U.S Environmental Protection Agency. 

EPSTEIN, E. 2015. Disposal and Management of Solid Waste: Pathogens and Diseases.  6000 
Broken Sound Parkway NW, Suite 300: CRC Press, Taylor & Francis Group. 

ERDEN, F., A. Z. ALKAR and A. E. CETIN. 2015. Contact-free measurement of respiratory rate 
using infrared and vibration sensors. Infrared Physics & Technology, 73, pp.88-94. 

EU. 2008. Directive 2008/98/EC of the European Parliament and of the Council of 19 November 
2008 on waste and repealing certain directives (Waste framework directive, R1 formula 
in footnote of attachment II): http://eur-lex. europa. eu/LexUriServ. LexUriServ. do. 

EU. 2015. Directive 2008/98/EC on waste (Waste Framework Directive) - Environment - 
European Commission [online]. [Accessed 09/10/2015]. Available from: 
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/waste/framework/. 

FANG, M. and J. WONG. 2000. Changes in thermophilic bacteria population and diversity during 
composting of coal fly ash and sewage sludge. Water, air, and soil pollution, 124(3-4), 
pp.333-343. 

http://www3.epa.gov/climatechange/ghgemissions/gases/ch4.html
http://eur-lex/
http://ec.europa.eu/environment/waste/framework/


196 

 

FANG, Z., Z. OUYANG, H. ZHENG and X. WANG. 2008. Concentration and Size Distribution 
of Culturable Airborne Microorganisms in Outdoor Environments in Beijing, China. 
Aerosol Science and Technology, 42(5), pp.325-334. 

FEDORAK, P. M. and R. E. ROGERS. 1991. Assessment of the potential health risks associated 
with the dissemination of micro-organisms from a landfill site. Waste management & 
research, 9(1), pp.537-563. 

FEDORKA-CRAY, P. J., L. C. KELLEY, T. J. STABEL, J. T. GRAY and J. A. LAUFER. 1995. 
Alternate routes of invasion may affect pathogenesis of Salmonella typhimurium in swine. 
Infection and Immunity, 63(7), pp.2658-2664. 

FERGUSON, R. M. W., CHARLOTTE E. NEATH, ALEX J. DUMBRELL, CORINNE 
WHITBY and I. COLBECK. 2017. Novel insights into the size distribution of bacterial 
bioaerosols at composting sites. In: The Aerosol Society Focus Meeting 10-Bioaerosols, 
8 June, 2017, University of Bristol, UK. The Aeorosl Society. 

FERRIS, B. G. 1978. Epidemiology Standardization Project-American Thoracic Society. Am Rev 
Respir Dis, 118, pp.1-120. 

FIELDER, H., H. DOLK, C. POON-KING, S. PALMER, N. MOSS and G. COLEMAN. 2000. 
Assessment of impact on health of residents living near the Nant-y-Gwyddon landfill site: 
retrospective analysisCommentary: Impact on health needs assessing from different 
angles. Bmj, 320(7226), pp.19-23. 

FISCHER, G., T. MÜLLER, R. SCHWALBE, R. OSTROWSKI and W. DOTT. 2000. Exposure 
to airborne fungi, MVOC and mycotoxins in biowaste-handling facilities. International 
Journal of Hygiene and Environmental Health, 203(2), pp.97-104. 

FLETCHER, L., N. JONES, L. WARREN and E. STENTIFORD. 2014. Understanding biofilter 
performance and determining emission concentrations under operational conditions. 

FLORES-TENA, F. J., A. L. GUERRERO-BARRERA, F. J. AVELAR-GONZÁLEZ, E. M. 
RAMÍREZ-LÓPEZ and M. C. MARTÍNEZ-SALDAÑA. 2007. Pathogenic and 
opportunistic gram-negative bacteria in soil, leachate and air in San Nicolás landfill at 
Aguascalientes, México. Rev Lat Microbiol, 49, pp.25-30. 

FOGELMARK, B., M. SJÖSTRAND and R. RYLANDER. 1994. Pulmonary inflammation 
induced by repeated inhalations of beta (1, 3)-D-glucan and endotoxin. International 
journal of experimental pathology, 75(2), p85. 

FRĄCZEK, K., J. KOZDRÓJ, R. GÓRNY, M. CYPROWSKI and M. GOŁOFIT-SZYMCZAK. 
2017. Fungal air contamination in distinct sites within a municipal landfill area. 
International Journal of Environmental Science and Technology, 14(12), pp.2637-2648. 

FRĄCZEK, K., H. RÓŻYCKI and D. ROPEK. 2014. Statistical analyses of bioaerosol 
concentration at municipal landfill site. Ecological Chemistry and Engineering S, 21(2), 
pp.229-243. 

FRANK, P., J. MORRIS, M. HAZELL, M. LINEHAN and T. FRANK. 2006. Smoking, 
respiratory symptoms and likely asthma in young people: evidence from postal 
questionnaire surveys in the Wythenshawe Community Asthma Project (WYCAP). BMC 
pulmonary medicine, 6(1), p10. 



197 

 

FREDERICKSON, J., C. BOARDMAN, T. GLADDING, A. SIMPSON, G. HOWELL and F. 
SGOURIDIS. 2013. Evidence: Biofilter performance and operation as related to 
commercial composting. 

GAO, M., R. JIA, T. QIU, M. HAN, Y. SONG and X. WANG. 2015. Seasonal size distribution 
of airborne culturable bacteria and fungi and preliminary estimation of their deposition 
in human lungs during non-haze and haze days. Atmospheric Environment, 118, pp.203-
210. 

GARRIDO, M. V., C. BITTNER, V. HARTH and A. M. PREISSER. 2015. Health status and 
health-related quality of life of municipal waste collection workers–a cross-sectional 
survey. Journal of Occupational Medicine and Toxicology, 10(1), p22. 

GEAGEA, L., L. HUBER and I. SACHE. 1997. Removal of urediniospores of brown (Puccinia 
recondita f. sp. tritici) and yellow (P. striiformis) rusts of wheat from infected leaves 
submitted to a mechanical stress. European Journal of Plant Pathology, 103(9), pp.785-
793. 

GELBERG, K. H. 1997. Health study of New York City department of sanitation landfill 
employees. Journal of occupational and environmental medicine, 39(11), pp.1103-1110. 

GIBSON, P., G. WANG, L. MCGARVEY, A. E. VERTIGAN, K. W. ALTMAN, S. S. BIRRING, 
T. M. ADAMS, A. F. BARKER, F. BLACKHALL and D. C. BOLSER. 2016. Treatment 
of unexplained chronic cough: CHEST guideline and expert panel report. Chest, 149(1), 
pp.27-44. 

GINER, M. M., J. S. C. GARCÍA and J. G. SELLÉS. 1999. Aerobiology of Artemisia airborne 
pollen in Murcia (SE Spain) and its relationship with weather variables: annual and 
intradiurnal variations for three different species. Wind vectors as a tool in determining 
pollen origin. International Journal of Biometeorology, 43(2), pp.51-63. 

GLADDING, T., J. THORN and D. STOTT. 2003. Organic dust exposure and work‐related 
effects among recycling workers. American journal of industrial medicine, 43(6), pp.584-
591. 

GLADDING, T. L. and C. L. GWYTHER. 2017. A study of the potential release of bioaerosols 
from containers as a result of reduced frequency residual waste collections. Science of the 
Total Environment, 576, pp.481-489. 

GOLDIZEN, F. C., P. D. SLY and L. D. KNIBBS. 2016. Respiratory effects of air pollution on 
children. Pediatric Pulmonology, 51(1), pp.94-108. 

GONÇALVES, F. L. T., H. BAUER, M. R. A. CARDOSO, S. PUKINSKAS, D. MATOS, M. 
MELHEM and H. PUXBAUM. 2010. Indoor and outdoor atmospheric fungal spores in 
the São Paulo metropolitan area (Brazil): species and numeric concentrations. 
International Journal of Biometeorology, 54(4), pp.347-355. 

GREEDY, D. and J. THRANE. 2012. Closed for business- A look at the closure of open dumps. 
Waste Management World 9(6). 

GUSEVA CANU, I., S. FAUST, P. CANIONI, P. COLLOMB, E. SAMSON and D. LAURIER. 
2013. Attitude towards personal protective equipment in the French nuclear fuel industry. 
Arhiv za higijenu rada i toksikologiju, 64(2), pp.285-292. 

HAAS, C. N. 2015. Microbial dose response modeling: past, present, and future. Environmental 
science & technology, 49(3), pp.1245-1259. 



198 

 

HAAS, C. N., J. B. ROSE and C. P. GERBA. 1999. Quantitative microbial risk assessment.  John 
Wiley & Sons. 

HAAS, C. N., J. B. ROSE and C. P. GERBA. 2014. Quantitative Microbial Risk Assessment. 2nd 
ed.  John Wiley & Sons. 

HAAS, D., H. GALLER, J. LUXNER, G. ZARFEL, W. BUZINA, H. FRIEDL, E. MARTH, J. 
HABIB and F. REINTHALER. 2013. The concentrations of culturable microorganisms 
in relation to particulate matter in urban air. Atmospheric environment, 65, pp.215-222. 

HABER, S., D. YITZHAK and A. TSUDA. 2003. Gravitational deposition in a rhythmically 
expanding and contracting alveolus. Journal of Applied Physiology. 

HAMBACH, R., J. DROSTE, G. FRANÇOIS, J. WEYLER, U. VAN SOOM, A. DE 
SCHRYVER, J. VANOETEREN and M. VAN SPRUNDEL. 2012. Work-related health 
symptoms among compost facility workers: a cross-sectional study. Arch. Public Health, 
70(13), pp.0778-736. 

HANSEN, V. M., N. V. MEYLING, A. WINDING, J. EILENBERG and A. M. MADSEN. 2011. 
Factors affecting vegetable growers’ exposure to fungal bioaerosols and airborne dust. 
Annals of occupational hygiene, 56(2), pp.170-181. 

HARDING, R. and G. MARITZ. 2012. Maternal and fetal origins of lung disease in adulthood. 
In: Seminars in Fetal and Neonatal Medicine: Elsevier, pp.67-72. 

HELDAL, K., A. HALSTENSEN, J. THORN, P. DJUPESLAND, I. WOUTERS, W. EDUARD 
and T. HALSTENSEN. 2003. Upper airway inflammation in waste handlers exposed to 
bioaerosols. Occupational and environmental medicine, 60(6), pp.444-450. 

HELDAL, K. K., L. MADSO and W. EDUARD. 2015. Airway inflammation among compost 
workers exposed to actinomycetes spores. Annals of Agricultural and Environmental 
Medicine, 22(2). 

HENNEBERGER, P. K., C. A. REDLICH, D. B. CALLAHAN, P. HARBER, C. LEMIERE, J. 
MARTIN, S. M. TARLO, O. VANDENPLAS and K. TORÉN. 2011. An official 
American Thoracic Society statement: work-exacerbated asthma. American journal of 
respiratory and critical care medicine, 184(3), pp.368-378. 

HERIGSTAD, B., M. HAMILTON and J. HEERSINK. 2001. How to optimize the drop plate 
method for enumerating bacteria. Journal of microbiological methods, 44(2), pp.121-129. 

HERR, C., A. ZUR NIEDEN, M. JANKOFSKY, N. STILIANAKIS, R. BOEDEKER and T. 
EIKMANN. 2003. Effects of bioaerosol polluted outdoor air on airways of residents: a 
cross sectional study. Occupational and environmental medicine, 60(5), pp.336-342. 

HEYDER, J., J. GEBHART, G. RUDOLF, C. F. SCHILLER and W. STAHLHOFEN. 1986. 
Deposition of particles in the human respiratory tract in the size range 0.005–15 μm. 
Journal of aerosol science, 17(5), pp.811-825. 

HOHL, T. M. and M. FELDMESSER. 2007. <em>Aspergillus fumigatus</em>: Principles of 
Pathogenesis and Host Defense. Eukaryotic Cell, 6(11), pp.1953-1963. 

HOORNWEG, D. and P. BHADA-TATA. 2012a. Wold Bank, What A Waste. Circular distributed  
Wold Bank. 



199 

 

HOORNWEG, D. and P. BHADA-TATA. 2012b. What a waste: a global review of solid waste 
management. 

HOORNWEG, D. and P. BHADA-TATA. 2012c. What a waste: a global review of solid waste 
management. Urban Development Series, Urban Development and Loca Government 
Unit, WB, Washington, DC 20433 USA: World Bank. 

HSE. 2003. Occupational and environmental exposure to bioaerosls from compost and potential 
health effects - a critical review of published data [online]. [Accessed 23/03/3018]. 
Available from: http://www.hse.gov.uk/research/rrpdf/rr130.pdf. 

HSE. 2013. RR977. Occupatioal Hygine Implications of Processing waste at Material Recycling 
Facilities (MRFs). Exposure to Bioaerosols and Dust, Buxton Derbyshire SK17 9JN: 
Health and Safety Executieve. 

HSE. 2014. General methods for sampling and gravimtric analysis of respirable thoracic and 
inhalable aerosols [online]. [Accessed]. Available from: 
http://www.hse.gov.uk/pubns/mdhs/pdfs/mdhs14-4.pdf. 

HSE. 2018. EH40/2005 Workplace Exposure Limits. United Kingdom: The Stationary Office  

HSU, Y.-C., P.-Y. KUNG, T.-N. WU and Y.-H. SHEN. 2012. Characterization of indoor-air 
bioaerosols in Southern Taiwan. Aerosol Air Qual. Res, 12, pp.651-661. 

HUANG, C.-Y., C.-C. LEE, F.-C. LI, Y.-P. MA and H.-J. J. SU. 2002. The seasonal distribution 
of bioaerosols in municipal landfill sites: a 3-yr study. Atmospheric Environment, 36(27), 
pp.4385-4395. 

HUANG, Y. and C. N. HAAS. 2009. Time‐dose‐response models for microbial risk assessment. 
Risk Analysis: An International Journal, 29(5), pp.648-661. 

HUHN, G. D., C. AUSTIN, M. CARR, D. HEYER, P. BOUDREAU, G. GILBERT, T. EIMEN, 
M. D. LINDSLEY, S. CALI and C. S. CONOVER. 2005. Two outbreaks of 
occupationally acquired histoplasmosis: more than workers at risk. Environmental health 
perspectives, pp.585-589. 

HURTADO, L., G. RODRÍGUEZ, J. LÓPEZ, J. CASTILLO, L. MOLINA, M. ZAVALA and P. 
J. QUINTANA. 2014. Characterization of atmospheric bioaerosols at 9 sites in Tijuana, 
Mexico. Atmospheric environment, 96, pp.430-436. 

IBANGA, I., L. FLETCHER, C. NOAKES, M. KING and D. STEINBERG. 2018. Pilot-scale 
biofiltration at a materials recovery facility: The impact on bioaerosol control. Waste 
Management, 80, pp.154-167. 

ICHINOSE, T., M. NISHIKAWA, H. TAKANO, N. SERA, K. SADAKANE, I. MORI, R. 
YANAGISAWA, T. ODA, H. TAMURA and K. HIYOSHI. 2005. Pulmonary toxicity 
induced by intratracheal instillation of Asian yellow dust (Kosa) in mice. Environmental 
Toxicology and Pharmacology, 20(1), pp.48-56. 

IDEHAI, I. M. and C. N. AKUJIEZE. 2015. Estimation of landfill gas and its renewable energy 
potential in Lagos, Nigeria. International Journal of Energy and Environmental 
Engineering, 6(3), pp.329-343. 

ISWA. 2010. International Solid Waste Association Landfill Operational Guidelines Circular 
distributed  International Solid Waste Association  

http://www.hse.gov.uk/research/rrpdf/rr130.pdf
http://www.hse.gov.uk/pubns/mdhs/pdfs/mdhs14-4.pdf


200 

 

ISWA. 2015. Wasted Health- The Tragic Case of Dumpsites.  International Solid Waste 
Association  

JAHNE, M. A., S. W. ROGERS, T. M. HOLSEN and S. J. GRIMBERG. 2014. Quantitative 
microbial risk assessment of bioaerosols from a manure application site. Aerobiologia, 
31(1), pp.73-87. 

JAHNE, M. A., S. W. ROGERS, T. M. HOLSEN, S. J. GRIMBERG and I. P. RAMLER. 2015. 
Emission and Dispersion of Bioaerosols from Dairy Manure Application Sites: Human 
Health Risk Assessment. Environmental science & technology, 49(16), pp.9842-9849. 

JARUP, L., S. MORRIS, S. RICHARDSON, D. BRIGGS, N. COBLEY, C. DE HOOGH, K. 
GOROG and P. ELLIOTT. 2007. Down syndrome in births near landfill sites. Prenatal 
diagnosis, 27(13), pp.1191-1196. 

JENSEN, P. A., W. F. TODD, G. N. DAVIS and P. V. SCARPINO. 1992. Evaluation of eight 
bioaerosol samplers challenged with aerosols of free bacteria. American Industrial 
Hygiene Association Journal, 53(10), pp.660-667. 

JEON, E. M., H. J. KIM, K. JUNG, J. H. KIM, M. Y. KIM, Y. P. KIM and J. -O. KA. 2011. 
Impact of Asian dust events on airborne bacterial community assessed by molecular 
analyses. Atmospheric Environment, 45(25), pp.4313-4321. 

JONES, A. M. and R. M. HARRISON. 2004. The effects of meteorological factors on 
atmospheric bioaerosol concentrations—a review. Science of the total environment, 
326(1-3), pp.151-180. 

JONES, B. and J. COOKSON. 1983. Natural atmospheric microbial conditions in a typical 
suburban area. Applied and environmental microbiology, 45(3), pp.919-934. 

KALWASIŃSKA, A. and A. BURKOWSKA. 2013. Municipal landfill sites as sources of 
microorganisms potentially pathogenic to humans. Environmental Science: Processes & 
Impacts, 15(5), pp.1078-1086. 

KALWASIŃSKA, A., A. BURKOWSKA and M. SWIONTEK BRZEZINSKA. 2014. Exposure 
of Workers of Municipal Landfill Site to Bacterial and Fungal Aerosol. CLEAN–Soil, Air, 
Water, 42(10), pp.1337-1343. 

KARAK, T., R. BHAGAT and P. BHATTACHARYYA. 2012. Municipal solid waste generation, 
composition, and management: the world scenario. Critical Reviews in Environmental 
Science and Technology, 42(15), pp.1509-1630. 

KARAK, T., P. BHATTACHARYYA, T. DAS, R. K. PAUL and R. BEZBARUAH. 2013. Non-
segregated municipal solid waste in an open dumping ground: a potential contaminant in 
relation to environmental health. International Journal of Environmental Science and 
Technology, 10(3), pp.503-518. 

KARAKURT, I., G. AYDIN and K. AYDINER. 2012. Sources and mitigation of methane 
emissions by sectors: A critical review. Renewable Energy, 39(1), pp.40-48. 

KAŹMIERCZUK, M. and A. BOJANOWICZ-BABLOK. 2014. Bioaerosol concentration in the 
air surrounding municipal solid waste landfill. Ochrona Środowiska i Zasobów 
Naturalnych-Environmental Protection and Natural Resources, 25(2), pp.17-25. 



201 

 

KENAO. Environmental Audit Unit Secialized Audit Department Kenya Audit Office. 2007. 
Nairobi City Council Managing Solid Waste In Nairabi City. Nairobi, Kenya: Contorler 
and Auditor General  

KIM, C. S. and T. C. KANG. 1997. Comparative measurement of lung deposition of inhaled fine 
particles in normal subjects and patients with obstructive airway disease. American 
journal of respiratory and critical care medicine, 155(3), pp.899-905. 

KOBLINGER, L. 1985. Analysis of human lung morphometric data for stochastic aerosol 
deposition calculations. Physics in Medicine & Biology, 30(6), p541. 

KOTTEGODA, N. T. and R. ROSSO. 2008. Applied statistics for civil and environmental 
engineers.  Blackwell Malden, MA. 

KOVATS, R. S., K. EBI, B. MENNE, D. CAMPBELL-LENDRUM, O. CANZIANI, A. 
GITHEKO, K. KUHN, D. LE SUEUR, P. MARTENS and A. MCMICHAEL. 2003. 
Methods of assessing human health vulnerability and public health adaptation to climate 
change.  WHOHealth CanadaUNEPWMO. 

KRAJEWSKI, J. A., S. TARKOWSKI, M. CYPROWSKI, J. SZARAPINSKA-KWASZEWSKA 
and B. DUDKIEWICZ. 2002. Occupational exposure to organic dust associated with 
municipal waste collection and management. International journal of occupational 
medicine and environmental health, 15(3), pp.289-301. 

KRAMER, M. N., V. P. KURUP and J. N. FINK. 1989. Allergic Bronchopulmonary 
Aspergillosis from a Contaminated Dump Sitel-3. Am Rev Respir Dis, 140, pp.1086-1088. 

KRET, J., L. D. DAME, N. TUTLAM, R. W. DECLUE, S. SCHMIDT, K. DONALDSON, R. 
LEWIS, S. E. RIGDON, S. DAVIS and A. ZELICOFF. 2018. A respiratory health survey 
of a subsurface smoldering landfill. Environmental Research, 166, pp.427-436. 

KUNGSKULNITI, N., C. PULKET, F. D. MILLER and K. R. SMITH. 1991. Solid waste 
scavenger community: an investigation in Bangkok, Thailand. Asia-Pacific journal of 
public health, 5(1), pp.54-65. 

KUPFAHL, C., T. HEINEKAMP, G. GEGINAT, T. RUPPERT, A. HÄRTL, H. HOF and A. A. 
BRAKHAGE. 2006. Deletion of the gliP gene of Aspergillus fumigatus results in loss of 

gliotoxin production but has no effect on virulence of the fungus in a low‐dose mouse 
infection model. Molecular microbiology, 62(1), pp.292-302. 

LANE, S. R., P. J. NICHOLLS and R. D. SEWELL. 2004. The measurement and health impact 
of endotoxin contamination in organic dusts from multiple sources: focus on the cotton 
industry. Inhalation toxicology, 16(4), pp.217-229. 

LANIER, C., E. RICHARD, N. HEUTTE, R. PICQUET, V. BOUCHART and D. GARON. 2010. 
Airborne molds and mycotoxins associated with handling of corn silage and oilseed cakes 
in agricultural environment. Atmospheric Environment, 44(16), pp.1980-1986. 

LATGÉ, J.-P. 1999. Aspergillus fumigatus and aspergillosis. Clinical microbiology reviews, 
12(2), pp.310-350. 

LAVOYAGEUR. 2017. Climate, weather, temperatures - City : LAGOS-IKEJA [online]. 
[Accessed 05/09/2017]. Available from: http://www.levoyageur.net/weather-city-
LAGOS-IKEJA.html. 

http://www.levoyageur.net/weather-city-LAGOS-IKEJA.html
http://www.levoyageur.net/weather-city-LAGOS-IKEJA.html


202 

 

LAWMA. 2016. Landfill Operations [online]. [Accessed 30th August 2016]. Available from: 
http://www.lawma.gov.ng/lawma_landfill.html. 

LAWMA. 2017. Statistics of Refuse Deposited at Various Landfill Sites for 2014-2016. In: P. R. 
A. S. DEPARTMENT (Ed.). 

LBS. 2013. Household Survey 2013. Lagos Welfare and Service Delivery Survey, Lagos Nigeria: 
Lagos Bureau of Statistics. 

LE MOUAL, N., F. KAUFFMANN, E. A. EISEN and S. M. KENNEDY. 2008. The healthy 
worker effect in asthma: work may cause asthma, but asthma may also influence work. 
American journal of respiratory and critical care medicine, 177(1), pp.4-10. 

LEA, C. S., I. HERTZ-PICCIOTTO, A. ANDERSEN, J. CHANG-CLAUDE, J. H. OLSEN, A. 
C. PESATORI, L. TEPPO, P. WESTERHOLM, P. D. WINTER and P. BOFFETTA. 
1999. Gender differences in the healthy worker effect among synthetic vitreous fiber 
workers. American journal of epidemiology, 150(10), pp.1099-1106. 

LEE, S.-A. and C.-H. LIAO. 2014. Size-selective assessment of agricultural workers' personal 
exposure to airborne fungi and fungal fragments. Science of the Total Environment, 466, 
pp.725-732. 

LELEU, C., J. MENOTTI, P. MENECEUR, F. CHOUKRI, A. SULAHIAN, Y. J. F. GARIN, J. 

B. DENIS and F. DEROUIN. 2013. Bayesian Development of a Dose‐Response Model 
for Aspergillus fumigatus and Invasive Aspergillosis. Risk Analysis, 33(8), pp.1441-1453. 

LEMIEUX, P. M., C. C. LUTES and D. A. SANTOIANNI. 2004. Emissions of organic air toxics 
from open burning: a comprehensive review. Progress in Energy and Combustion 
Science, 30(1), pp.1-32. 

LI, D.-W. and B. KENDRICK. 1995. A year-round outdoor aeromycological study in Waterloo, 
Ontario, Canada. Grana, 34(3), pp.199-207. 

LIAO, C.-M. and W.-C. LUO. 2005. Use of temporal/seasonal-and size-dependent bioaerosol 
data to characterize the contribution of outdoor fungi to residential exposures. Science of 
the Total Environment, 347(1-3), pp.78-97. 

LIMPURB. 1999. Caracterizac¸˜ao dos Res´ıduos S´olidos Domiciliares da Cidade de Salvador. 
Salvador: Empresa de Limpeza Urbana, Salvador. 

LINDQVIST, R. and G. BARMARK. 2014. Specific growth rate determines the sensitivity of 
Escherichia coli to lactic acid stress: implications for predictive microbiology. BioMed 
research international, 2014. 

LIS, D. O., G. MAINELIS and R. L. GÓRNY. 2008. Microbial air contamination in farmhouses–
quantitative aspects. Clean–Soil, Air, Water, 36(7), pp.551-555. 

LIS, D. O., K. ULFIG, A. WLAZŁO and J. S. PASTUSZKA. 2004. Microbial air quality in 
offices at municipal landfills. Journal of occupational and environmental hygiene, 1(2), 
pp.62-68. 

LIU, Z., B. HU, L. WANG, F. WU, W. GAO and Y. WANG. 2015. Seasonal and diurnal variation 
in particulate matter (PM 10 and PM 2.5) at an urban site of Beijing: analyses from a 9-
year study. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 22(1), pp.627-642. 

http://www.lawma.gov.ng/lawma_landfill.html


203 

 

LU, X., L. LESSNER and D. O. CARPENTER. 2014. Association between hospital discharge 
rate for female breast cancer and residence in a zip code containing hazardous waste sites. 
Environmental Research, 134, pp.375-381. 

MACHDAR, E., N. VAN DER STEEN, L. RASCHID-SALLY and P. LENS. 2013. Application 
of quantitative microbial risk assessment to analyze the public health risk from poor 
drinking water quality in a low income area in Accra, Ghana. Science of the Total 
Environment, 449, pp.134-142. 

MACHER, J. 1999. Bioaerosols: assessment and control. In: Amer Conf of Governmental. 

MACHER, J. M. 1989. Positive-hole correction of multiple-jet impactors for collecting viable 
microorganisms. American Industrial Hygiene Association Journal, 50(11), pp.561-568. 

MADSEN, A. M., T. ALWAN, A. ØRBERG, K. UHRBRAND and M. B. JØRGENSEN. 2016. 
Waste workers’ exposure to airborne fungal and bacterial species in the truck cab and 
during waste collection. Annals of Occupational Hygiene, 60(6), pp.651-668. 

MAISONET, M., A. CORREA, D. MISRA and J. J. JAAKKOLA. 2004. A review of the 
literature on the effects of ambient air pollution on fetal growth. Environmental research, 
95(1), pp.106-115. 

MAJUMDAR, D., S. RAY, S. CHAKRABORTY, P. S. RAO, A. AKOLKAR, M. 
CHOWDHURY and A. SRIVASTAVA. 2014. Emission, speciation, and evaluation of 
impacts of non-methane volatile organic compounds from open dump site. Journal of the 
Air & Waste Management Association, 64(7), pp.834-845. 

MAKI, T., F. PUSPITASARI, K. HARA, M. YAMADA, F. KOBAYASHI, H. HASEGAWA 
and Y. IWASAKA. 2014. Variations in the structure of airborne bacterial communities 
in a downwind area during an Asian dust (Kosa) event. Science of the total environment, 
488, pp.75-84. 

MALMROS, P., T. SIGSGAARD and B. BACH. 1992. Occupational health problems due to 
garbage sorting. Waste Management & Research, 10(3), pp.227-234. 

MANDRYK, J., K. U. ALWIS and A. D. HOCKING. 1999. Work‐related symptoms and dose‐
response relationships for personal exposures and pulmonary function among 
woodworkers. American journal of industrial medicine, 35(5), pp.481-490. 

MANSOUR, F., S. EL-DOHLOB, A. ABDEL HAMEED, M. KAMEL and S. EL-GENDY. 2012. 
Microorganisms in the air over a bio-solid waste landfill in Egypt. J Amer Sci, 8(4), 
pp.573-579. 

MARCHAND, G., J. LAVOIE and L. LAZURE. 1995. Evaluation of bioaerosols in a municipal 
solid waste recycling and composting plant. Journal of the Air & Waste Management 
Association, 45(10), pp.778-781. 

MASCLAUX, F. G., O. SAKWINSKA, N. CHARRIÈRE, E. SEMAANI and A. OPPLIGER. 
2013. Concentration of Airborne Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA and MSSA), Total 
Bacteria, and Endotoxins in Pig Farms. Annals of Work Exposures and Health, 57(5), 
pp.550-557. 

MASON, C. M. and S. NELSON. 2005. Pulmonary host defenses and factors predisposing to 
lung infection. Clinics in chest medicine, 26(1), pp.11-17. 



204 

 

MATALONI, F., C. BADALONI, M. N. GOLINI, A. BOLIGNANO, S. BUCCI, R. SOZZI, F. 
FORASTIERE, M. DAVOLI and C. ANCONA. 2016. Morbidity and mortality of people 
who live close to municipal waste landfills: a multisite cohort study. International journal 
of epidemiology, 45(3), pp.806-815. 

MATHESON, M., G. BENKE, J. RAVEN, M. SIM, H. KROMHOUT, R. VERMEULEN, D. 
JOHNS, E. WALTERS and M. ABRAMSON. 2005. Biological dust exposure in the 
workplace is a risk factor for chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. Thorax, 60(8), 
pp.645-651. 

MATTIELLO, A., P. CHIODINI, E. BIANCO, N. FORGIONE, I. FLAMMIA, C. GALLO, R. 
PIZZUTI and S. PANICO. 2013. Health effects associated with the disposal of solid 
waste in landfills and incinerators in populations living in surrounding areas: a systematic 
review. International journal of public health, 58(5), pp.725-735. 

MEDEMA, G., B. WULLINGS, P. ROELEVELD and D. VAN DER KOOIJ. 2004. Risk 
assessment of Legionella and enteric pathogens in sewage treatment works. Water 
Science and Technology: Water Supply, 4(2), pp.125-132. 

MEDINA, M. 2007. The world's scavengers: salvaging for sustainable consumption and 
production.  Rowman Altamira. 

MEIJERS, J. M., G. M. SWAEN, A. VOLOVICS, L. J. LUCAS and K. V. VLIET. 1989. 
Occupational cohort studies: the influence of design characteristics on the healthy worker 
effect. International journal of epidemiology, 18(4), pp.970-975. 

MENGISTIE, B., Y. BERHANE and A. WORKU. 2013. Prevalence of diarrhea and associated 
risk factors among children under-five years of age in Eastern Ethiopia: A cross-sectional 
study. Open Journal of Preventive Medicine, 3(07), p446. 

MILLNER, P. D. 2009. Bioaerosols associated with animal production operations. Bioresource 
technology, 100(22), pp.5379-5385. 

MOLETTA, M., N. WERY, J. DELGENES and J. GODON. 2008. Microbial characteristics of 
biogas. 

MOORE, M., P. GOULD and B. S. KEARY. 2003. Global urbanization and impact on health. 
International journal of hygiene and environmental health, 206(4), pp.269-278. 

MORROW, P., D. BATES, B. FISH, T. HATCH and T. MERCER. 1966. International 
commission on radiological protection task group on lung dynamics; deposition and 
retention models for internal dosimetry of the human respiratory tract. Health Phys, 12, 
pp.173-207. 

MUSA, B. and M. ALIYU. 2014. Asthma prevalence in Nigerian adolescents and adults: 
systematic review and meta-anaylsis. African Journal of Respiratory Medicine Vol, 10(1). 

NGUYEN-VIET, H., J. ZINSSTAG, R. SCHERTENLEIB, C. ZURBRÜGG, B. OBRIST, A. 
MONTANGERO, N. SURKINKUL, D. KONÉ, A. MOREL and G. CISSÉ. 2009. 
Improving environmental sanitation, health, and well-being: a conceptual framework for 
integral interventions. EcoHealth, 6(2), pp.180-191. 

NICAS, M. and G. SUN. 2006. An integrated model of infection risk in a health‐care environment. 
Risk Analysis, 26(4), pp.1085-1096. 



205 

 

NIELSEN, E. M., B. H. NIELSEN and N. O. BREUM. 1995. Occupational bioaerosol exposure 
during collection of household waste. Ann Agric Environ Med, 2, pp.53-59. 

O’GORMAN, C. M. 2011. Airborne Aspergillus fumigatus conidia: a risk factor for aspergillosis. 
Fungal biology reviews, 25(3), pp.151-157. 

O’GORMAN, C. M. and H. T. FULLER. 2008. Prevalence of culturable airborne spores of 
selected allergenic and pathogenic fungi in outdoor air. Atmospheric Environment, 42(18), 
pp.4355-4368. 

ODEWABI, A. O., O. A. OGUNDAHUNSI, M. O. EBESUNU and M. EKOR. 2013a. The levels 
of inflammatory markers and oxidative stress in individuals occupationally exposed to 
municipal solid waste in Ogun State, South West Nigeria. Toxicology and industrial 
health, 29(9), pp.846-855. 

ODEWABI, A. O., O. A. OGUNDAHUNSI, A. A. ODEWABI, K. S. ORITOGUN and M. EKOR. 
2013b. Adenosine deaminase activity and immunoglobulin levels as potential systemic 
biomonitors of occupational hazards and health status in municipal solid waste 
management workers. Environmental toxicology and pharmacology, 35(1), pp.1-12. 

ODEYEMI, A. 2012. Antibiogram Status of Bacterial Isolates from Air Around Dumpsite of Ekiti 
State Destitute Centre at Ilokun, Ado-Ekiti, Nigeria. Journal of Microbiology Research, 
2(2), pp.12-18. 

OGDEN, E. C., J. V. HAYES, RAYNOR and G. S. 1969. Diurnal patterns of pollen emission in 
Ambrosia, Phleum, Zea, and Ricinus. American Journal of Botany, 56(1), pp.16-21. 

OGWUELEKA, T. 2009. Municipal solid waste characteristics and management in Nigeria. 
Journal of Environmental Health Science & Engineering, 6(3), pp.173-180. 

OLADAPO, O., E. ONI, A. OLAWOYIN, O. AKERELE and S. TIJANI. 2012. Assessment of 
natural radionuclides level in wasteland soils around Olusosun Dumpsite Lagos, Nigeria. 
IOSR Journal of Applied Physics, 2(3), pp.38-43. 

OO, K. N., A. A. SEBASTIAN and T. I. N. AYE. 1989. CARRIAGE OF ENTERIC 
BACTERIAL PATHOGENS BY HOUSE FLIES IN YANGON, MYANMAR. Journal 
of Diarrhoeal Diseases Research, 7(3/4), pp.81-84. 

ORR, M., F. BOVE, W. KAYE and M. STONE. 2002. Elevated birth defects in racial or ethnic 
minority children of women living near hazardous waste sites. International Journal of 
Hygiene and Environmental Health, 205(1–2), pp.19-27. 

OWEN, M., D. ENSOR and L. SPARKS. 1992. Airborne particle sizes and sources found in 
indoor air. Atmospheric Environment. Part A. General Topics, 26(12), pp.2149-2162. 

OYEKU, O. and A. ELUDOYIN. 2010. Heavy metal contamination of groundwater resources in 
a Nigerian urban settlement. African Journal of Environmental Science and Technology, 
4(4). 

PALMER, S. R., F. D. DUNSTAN, H. FIELDER, D. L. FONE, G. HIGGS and M. L. SENIOR. 
2005. Risk of congenital anomalies after the opening of landfill sites. Environmental 
health perspectives, pp.1362-1365. 

PARK, D.-U., S.-H. RYU, S.-B. KIM and C.-S. YOON. 2011. An assessment of dust, endotoxin, 
and microorganism exposure during waste collection and sorting. Journal of the Air & 
Waste Management Association, 61(4), pp.461-468. 



206 

 

PASANEN, A.-L., P. PASANEN, M. JANTUNEN and P. KALLIOKOSKI. 1991. Significance 
of air humidity and air velocity for fungal spore release into the air. Atmospheric 
Environment. Part A. General Topics, 25(2), pp.459-462. 

PAVILONIS, B. T., W. T. SANDERSON and J. A. MERCHANT. 2013. Relative exposure to 
swine animal feeding operations and childhood asthma prevalence in an agricultural 
cohort. Environmental research, 122, pp.74-80. 

PEARSON, C., E. LITTLEWOOD, P. DOUGLAS, S. ROBERTSON, T. W. GANT and A. L. 
HANSELL. 2015. Exposures and Health Outcomes in Relation to Bioaerosol Emissions 
From Composting Facilities: A Systematic Review of Occupational and Community 
Studies. Journal of Toxicology and Environmental Health, Part B, 18(1), pp.43-69. 

PERSOONS, R., S. PARAT, M. STOKLOV, A. PERDRIX and A. MAITRE. 2010. Critical 
working tasks and determinants of exposure to bioaerosols and MVOC at composting 
facilities. International Journal of Hygiene and Environmental Health, 213(5), pp.338-
347. 

PILLAI, S. D. 2007. Bioaerosols from Land-Applied Biosolids: Issues and Needs. Water 
Environment Research, 79(3), pp.270-278. 

POULSEN, O. M., N. O. BREUM, N. EBBEHØJ, Å. M. HANSEN, U. I. IVENS, D. VAN 
LELIEVELD, P. MALMROS, L. MATTHIASEN, B. H. NIELSEN and E. M. NIELSEN. 
1995. Sorting and recycling of domestic waste. Review of occupational health problems 
and their possible causes. Science of the total environment, 168(1), pp.33-56. 

PRIVAULT, N. 2013. Understanding Markov Chains, Examples and Applications. Springer 
Undergraduate Mathematics Series. Singapore: Springer  

QUANJER, P. H., G. TAMMELING, J. COTES, O. PEDERSEN, R. PESLIN and J. 
YERNAULT. 1993. Lung volumes and forced ventilatory flows. 6(16), pp.5-40. 

RADON, K., M. GOLDBERG and M. BECKLAKE. 2002. Healthy worker effect in cohort 
studies on chronic bronchitis. Scandinavian journal of work, environment & health, 
pp.328-332. 

RAMSEY, K. A., R. E. FOONG and G. R. ZOSKY. 2014. Emerging early life environmental 
exposures and lung development. J Environ Immunol Toxicol, 2, pp.14-23. 

RANGEL, J. M., P. H. SPARLING, C. CROWE, P. M. GRIFFIN and D. L. SWERDLOW. 2005. 
Epidemiology of Escherichia coli O157: H7 outbreaks, united states, 1982–2002. 
Emerging infectious diseases, 11(4), p603. 

RAY, M., G. MUKHERJEE, S. ROYCHOWDHURY and T. LAHIRI. 2004. Respiratory and 
general health impairments of ragpickers in India: a study in Delhi. International 
Archives of Occupational and Environmental Health, 77(8), pp.595-598. 

RAY, M. R., S. ROYCHOUDHURY, G. MUKHERJEE, S. ROY and T. LAHIRI. 2005. 
Respiratory and general health impairments of workers employed in a municipal solid 
waste disposal at an open landfill site in Delhi. International Journal of Hygiene and 
Environmental Health, 208(4), pp.255-262. 

RAY, M. R., S. ROYCHOUDHURY, S. MUKHERJEE, S. SIDDIQUE, M. BANERJEE, A. 
AKOLKAR, B. SENGUPTA and T. LAHIRI. 2009. Airway Inflammation and 
Upregulation of. BETA. 2 Mac-1 Integrin Expression on Circulating Leukocytes of 
Female Ragpickers in India. Journal of occupational health, 51(3), pp.232-238. 



207 

 

RECER, G. M., M. L. BROWNE, E. G. HORN, K. M. HILL and W. F. BOEHLER. 2001. 
Ambient air levels of Aspergillus fumigatus and thermophilic actinomycetes in a 
residential neighborhood near a yard-waste composting facility. Aerobiologia, 17(2), 
pp.99-108. 

REED, H. E. and B. U. MBERU. 2014. Capitalizing on Nigeria’s demographic dividend: reaping 
the benefits and diminishing the burdens. Etude de la population africaine = African 
population studies, 27(2), pp.319-330. 

REEVES, S., A. KUPER and B. D. HODGES. 2008. Qualitative research methodologies: 
ethnography. BMJ: British Medical Journal (Online), 337. 

REGLI, S., J. B. ROSE, C. N. HAAS and C. P. GERBA. 1991. Modeling the risk from Giardia 

and viruses in drinking water. Journal‐American Water Works Association, 83(11), 
pp.76-84. 

REGO, R. F., L. R. S. MORAES and I. DOURADO. 2005. Diarrhoea and garbage disposal in 
Salvador, Brazil. Transactions of the Royal Society of Tropical Medicine and Hygiene, 
99(1), pp.48-54. 

REINTHALER, F. F., D. HAAS, G. FEIERL, R. SCHLACHER, F. P. PICHLER-
SEMMELROCK, M. KÖCK, G. WÜST, O. FEENSTRA and E. MARTH. 1999. 
Comparative investigations of airborne culturable microorganisms in selected waste 
treatment facilities and in neighbouring residential areas. Zentralblatt für Hygiene und 
Umweltmedizin, 202(1), pp.1-17. 

REINTHALER, F. F., E. MARTH, U. EIBEL, U. ENAYAT, O. FEENSTRA, H. FRIEDL, M. 
KÖCK, F. P. PICHLER-SEMMELROCK, G. PRIDNIG and R. SCHLACHER. 1997. 
The assessment of airborne microorganisms in large-scale composting facilities and their 
immediate surroundings. Aerobiologia, 13(3), pp.167-175. 

RHAME, F. S. 1991. Prevention of nosocomial aspergillosis. Journal of Hospital Infection, 18, 
pp.466-472. 

RICARD, J.-D. 2003. Are we really reducing tidal volume—And should we? : Am Thoracic Soc. 

ROBERTSEN, Ø., F. SIEBLER, M. EISEMANN, M. N. HEGSETH, S. FØRELAND and H.-C. 
B. VANGBERG. 2018. Predictors of Respiratory Protective Equipment Use in the 
Norwegian Smelter Industry: The Role of the Theory of Planned Behavior, Safety 
Climate, and Work Experience in Understanding Protective Behavior. Frontiers in 
Psychology, 9. 

ROSS, C., J. R. D. MENEZES, T. I. E. SVIDZINSKI, U. ALBINO and G. ANDRADE. 2004. 
Studies on fungal and bacterial population of air-conditioned environments. Brazilian 
Archives of Biology and Technology, 47(5), pp.827-835. 

RUBIN, L. G. 1987. Bacterial colonization and infection resulting from multiplication of a single 
organism. Reviews of infectious diseases, 9(3), pp.488-493. 

RYLANDER, R. 2002. Endotoxin in the environment—exposure and effects. Journal of 
endotoxin research, 8(4), pp.241-252. 

RYLANDER, R. 2006. Endotoxin and occupational airway disease. Current opinion in allergy 
and clinical immunology, 6(1), pp.62-66. 



208 

 

SALAZAR, M. K., C. CONNON, T. K. TAKARO, N. BEAUDET and S. BARNHART. 2001. 
An evaluation of factors affecting hazardous waste workers' use of respiratory protective 
equipment. AIHAJ-American Industrial Hygiene Association, 62(2), pp.236-245. 

SALVI, S. S. and P. J. BARNES. 2009. Chronic obstructive pulmonary disease in non-smokers. 
The lancet, 374(9691), pp.733-743. 

SÁNCHEZ-MONEDERO, M. A., E. I. STENTIFORD and S. T. URPILAINEN. 2005. 
Bioaerosol generation at large-scale green waste composting plants. Journal of the Air & 
Waste Management Association, 55(5), pp.612-618. 

SANGKHAM, S., P. SAKUNKOO and C. ARUNLERTAREE. 2014. Concentrations of airborne 
fungi from dumping landfill a case study with a Khon Kaen municipality site, Khon Kaen 

Province. Journal for Public Health Research-วารสาร วิจัย สาธารณสุข ศาสตร์ มหาวิทยาลัย ขอนแก่น, 7(2). 

SANKOH, F. P., X. YAN and Q. TRAN. 2013a. Environmental and Health Impact of Solid Waste 
Disposal in Developing Cities: A Case Study of Granville Brook Dumpsite, Freetown, 
Sierra Leone. Journal of Environmental Protection, 2013. 

SANKOH, P. F., X. YAN and Q. TRAN. 2013b. Envoronmental and Helath impact of Solid 
waste disposal in Developing Cities: A case study of Granville Brook Dumpsite, 
Freetown, Siera Leone. Journal of Environmental Protection 4, pp.665-670. 

SAUTOUR, M., N. SIXT, F. DALLE, C. L'OLLIVIER, V. FOURQUENET, C. CALINON, K. 
PAUL, S. VALVIN, A. MAUREL and S. AHO. 2009. Profiles and seasonal distribution 
of airborne fungi in indoor and outdoor environments at a French hospital. Science of the 
total environment, 407(12), pp.3766-3771. 

SCHAFFNER, A., H. DOUGLAS and A. BRAUDE. 1982. Selective protection against conidia 
by mononuclear and against mycelia by polymorphonuclear phagocytes in resistance to 
Aspergillus: observations on these two lines of defense in vivo and in vitro with human 
and mouse phagocytes. The Journal of clinical investigation, 69(3), pp.617-631. 

SCHES. 1993. Maximum Allowable Concentration of Harmful Substance in Workplace Air. In: 
State committie for Hygine and Epidemiologidal surveilance, 1993: Toksiikologiceskij 
Vestinik pp.38-44. 

SCHLOSSER, O., A. HUYARD, D. RYBACKI and Z. DO QUANG. 2012. Protection of the 
vehicle cab environment against bacteria, fungi and endotoxins in composting facilities. 
Waste management, 32(6), pp.1106-1115. 

SCHLOSSER, O., S. ROBERT and C. DEBEAUPUIS. 2016. Aspergillus fumigatus and 
mesophilic moulds in air in the surrounding environment downwind of non-hazardous 
waste landfill sites. International journal of hygiene and environmental health, 219(3), 
pp.239-251. 

SCHUYLER, M., K. GOTT, B. EDWARDS and K. J. NIKULA. 1994. Experimental 
hypersensitivity pneumonitis. Effect of CD4 cell depletion. American journal of 
respiratory and critical care medicine, 149(5), pp.1286-1294. 

SETO, E. Y., J. A. SOLLER and J. M. COLFORD JR. 2007. Strategies to reduce person-to-
person transmission during widespread Escherichia coli O157: H7 outbreak. Emerging 
infectious diseases, 13(6), pp.860-867. 



209 

 

SHAIKH, S., A. A. NAFEES, V. KHETPAL, A. A. JAMALI, A. M. ARAIN and A. YOUSUF. 
2012. Respiratory symptoms and illnesses among brick kiln workers: a cross sectional 
study from rural districts of Pakistan. BMC Public Health, 12(1), p999. 

SHELTON, B. G., K. H. KIRKLAND, W. D. FLANDERS and G. K. MORRIS. 2002. Profiles 
of airborne fungi in buildings and outdoor environments in the United States. Applied 
and environmental microbiology, 68(4), pp.1743-1753. 

SHEPPARD, D. C., G. RIEG, L. Y. CHIANG, S. G. FILLER, J. E. EDWARDS and A. S. 
IBRAHIM. 2004. Novel inhalational murine model of invasive pulmonary aspergillosis. 
Antimicrobial agents and chemotherapy, 48(5), pp.1908-1911. 

SIMATELE, D. and C. L. ETAMBAKONGA. 2015. Scavenging for solid waste in Kinshasa: A 
livelihood strategy for the urban poor in the Democratic Republic of Congo. Habitat 
International, 49, pp.266-274. 

SINCLAIR, R., S. A. BOONE, D. GREENBERG, P. KEIM and C. P. GERBA. 2008. Persistence 
of category A select agents in the environment. Appl. Environ. Microbiol., 74(3), pp.555-
563. 

SMETS, W., S. MORETTI, S. DENYS and S. LEBEER. 2016. Airborne bacteria in the 
atmosphere: presence, purpose, and potential. Atmospheric Environment, 139, pp.214-
221. 

SMIT, L. A., D. HEEDERIK, G. DOEKES, C. BLOM, I. VAN ZWEDEN and I. M. WOUTERS. 
2008. Exposure-response analysis of allergy and respiratory symptoms in endotoxin 
exposed adults. European Respiratory Journal. 

SOLLER, J. A., M. E. SCHOEN, T. BARTRAND, J. E. RAVENSCROFT and N. J. ASHBOLT. 
2010. Estimated human health risks from exposure to recreational waters impacted by 
human and non-human sources of faecal contamination. Water Research, 44(16), 
pp.4674-4691. 

SONG, W.-J., Y.-S. CHANG, S. FARUQI, J.-Y. KIM, M.-G. KANG, S. KIM, E.-J. JO, M.-H. 
KIM, J. PLEVKOVA and H.-W. PARK. 2015. The global epidemiology of chronic 
cough in adults: a systematic review and meta-analysis. European Respiratory Journal, 
45(5), pp.1479-1481. 

SOTO-MARTINEZ, M. and P. D. SLY. 2010. Relationship between environmental exposures in 
children and adult lung disease: the case for outdoor exposures. Chronic respiratory 
disease, 7(3), pp.173-186. 

SPICER, R. and H. GANGLOFF. 2005. Establishing site specific reference levels for fungi in 
outdoor air for building evaluation. Journal of occupational and environmental hygiene, 
2(5), pp.257-266. 

SRIVASTAVA, V., S. A. ISMAIL, P. SINGH and R. P. SINGH. 2015. Urban solid waste 
management in the developing world with emphasis on India: challenges and 
opportunities. Reviews in Environmental Science and Bio/Technology, 14(2), pp.317-337. 

STAGG, S., A. BOWRY, A. KELSEY and B. CROOK. 2010. Bioaerosol emissions from waste 
composting and the potential for workers’ exposure. Health and Safety Executive 
Research report, 786. 

STANISAVLJEVIC, N., D. UBAVIN, B. BATINIC, J. FELLNER and G. VUJIC. 2012. Methane 
emissions from landfills in Serbia and potential mitigation strategies: a case study. Waste 



210 

 

management & research : the journal of the International Solid Wastes and Public 
Cleansing Association, ISWA, 30(10), pp.1095-103. 

STOCKS, J. and S. SONNAPPA. 2013. Early life influences on the development of chronic 
obstructive pulmonary disease. Therapeutic advances in respiratory disease, 7(3), 
pp.161-173. 

STRES, B., W. J. SUL, B. MUROVEC and J. M. TIEDJE. 2013. Recently deglaciated high-
altitude soils of the Himalaya: diverse environments, heterogenous bacterial communities 
and long-range dust inputs from the upper troposphere. PLoS One, 8(9), pe76440. 

SUNGER, N. and C. N. HAAS. 2015. Quantitative microbial risk assessment for recreational 
exposure to water bodies in Philadelphia. Water Environment Research, 87(3), pp.211-
222. 

SWAN, J., A. KELSEY, B. CROOK and E. GILBERT. 2003. Occupational and environmental 
exposure to bioaerosols from composts and potential health effects: a critical review of 
published data.  HSE Books. 

SYKES, P. 2011. The characterisation and management of workers‘ exposure to dust, endotoxin 
and β-(1-3) Glucan at large-scale composting facilities. Doctor of Philosophy thesis, 
University of Wales, Cardiff. 

SYKES, P., R. H. K. MORRIS, J. A. ALLEN, J. D. WILDSMITH and K. P. JONES. 2011. 
Workers’ exposure to dust, endotoxin and β-(1–3) glucan at four large-scale composting 
facilities. Waste Management, 31(3), pp.423-430. 

TAHA, M., G. H. DREW, P. LONGHURST, R. SMITH and S. J. POLLARD. 2006. Bioaerosol 
releases from compost facilities: Evaluating passive and active source terms at a green 
waste facility for improved risk assessments. Atmospheric Environment, 40(6), pp.1159-
1169. 

TAHA, M., S. J. POLLARD, U. SARKAR and P. LONGHURST. 2005. Estimating fugitive 
bioaerosol releases from static compost windrows: feasibility of a portable wind tunnel 
approach. Waste Management, 25(4), pp.445-450. 

TAM, V. W. and I. FUNG. 2008. A study of knowledge, awareness, practice and 
recommendations among Hong Kong construction workers on using personal respiratory 
protective equipment at risk. The Open Construction and Building Technology Journal, 
2(1). 

TAMRAKAR, S. B., A. HALUSKA, C. N. HAAS and T. A. BARTRAND. 2011. Dose‐response 
model of Coxiella burnetii (Q fever). Risk Analysis: An International Journal, 31(1), 
pp.120-128. 

TANAKA, H., T. SAIKAI, H. SUGAWARA, K. TSUNEMATSU, I. TAKEYA, H. KOBA, A. 
MATSUURA, K. IMAI and S. ABE. 2001. Three-year follow-up study of allergy in 
workers in a mushroom factory. Respiratory medicine, 95(12), pp.943-948. 

TANNER, B. D., J. P. BROOKS, C. P. GERBA, C. N. HAAS, K. L. JOSEPHSON and I. L. 
PEPPER. 2008. Estimated occupational risk from bioaerosols generated during land 
application of class B biosolids. Journal of environmental quality, 37(6), pp.2311-2321. 

TARIGAN, Y. G., R.-Y. CHEN, H.-C. LIN, C.-Y. JUNG, K. KALLAWICHA, T.-P. CHANG, 
P.-C. HUNG, C.-Y. CHEN and H. J. CHAO. 2017. Fungal bioaerosol exposure and its 



211 

 

effects on the health of mushroom and vegetable farm workers in Taiwan. Aerosol Air 
Qual. Res, 17, pp.2064-2075. 

TELLIER, R. 2006. Review of aerosol transmission of influenza A virus. Emerging infectious 
diseases, 12(11), p1657. 

TERNESTEN-HASSÉUS, E., S. LARSSON and E. MILLQVIST. 2011. Symptoms induced by 
environmental irritants and health-related quality of life in patients with chronic cough-
A cross-sectional study. Cough, 7(1), p6. 

TEUNIS, P., I. OGDEN and N. STRACHAN. 2008. Hierarchical dose response of E. coli O157: 
H7 from human outbreaks incorporating heterogeneity in exposure. Epidemiology & 
Infection, 136(6), pp.761-770. 

THILSING, T., A. M. MADSEN, I. BASINAS, V. SCHLÜNSSEN, K. TENDAL and J. BÆLUM. 
2014. Dust, Endotoxin, Fungi, and Bacteria Exposure as Determined by Work Task, 
Season, and Type of Plant in a Flower Greenhouse. Annals of Work Exposures and Health, 
59(2), pp.142-157. 

THIRARATTANASUNTHON, P., W. SIRIWONG, M. ROBSON and M. BORJAN. 2012. 
Health risk reduction behaviors model for scavengers exposed to solid waste in municipal 
dump sites in Nakhon Ratchasima Province, Thailand. Risk management and healthcare 
policy, 5, p97. 

THOMAS, R. J. 2013. Particle size and pathogenicity in the respiratory tract. Virulence, 4(8), 
pp.847-858. 

TISCH ENVIRONMENTAL INC. 2018. Viable Andersen Cascade Impactors [online]. 
[Accessed 28th March]. Available from: www.tisch-env.com. 

UDO, R. K. 2015. Nigeria - Climate | history - geography | Britannica.com [online]. [Accessed 
19 February 2016]. Available from: http://www.britannica.com/place/Nigeria/Climate. 

UN-HABITAT. 2009. Global Report on Human settelements. Planning Sustainable Cities , 
(GRHS/09/FS1). Nirobi Kenya: United Nations Human Settlements Programme (UN-
HABITAT). 

UN-HABITAT. 2018. SDG Indicators [online]. [Accessed 10/04/2019]. Available from: 
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/metadata/?Text=&Goal=11&Target=11.6. 

UN. 2016. Cities - United Nations Sustainable Development Action 2015 [online]. [Accessed 15th 
Feb. 2016]. Available from: http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/cities/. 

UNEP. 2005. Closing an open dumpsite and shifting from open dumping to controlled dumping 
and to sanotary landfilling In: U. N. E. PROGRAMME (Ed.) Nairobi Kenya: UNEP 
Division of Technology, Industry and Economics (DTIE). 

UNEP. 2014. Environmental pollution and impacts on public health: implications of the Dandora 
Munipal Dumping site in Nairobi, Kenya: Report Summary .  United Nations 
Environment Programme (UNEP). 

VAN DEN BERG, M., L. S. BIRNBAUM, M. DENISON, M. DE VITO, W. FARLAND, M. 
FEELEY, H. FIEDLER, H. HAKANSSON, A. HANBERG and L. HAWS. 2006. The 
2005 World Health Organization reevaluation of human and mammalian toxic 
equivalency factors for dioxins and dioxin-like compounds. Toxicological sciences, 93(2), 
pp.223-241. 

http://www.tisch-env.com/
http://www.britannica.com/place/Nigeria/Climate
https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/metadata/?Text=&Goal=11&Target=11.6
http://www.un.org/sustainabledevelopment/cities/


212 

 

VAN DEN BERG, M., M. S. DENISON, L. S. BIRNBAUM, M. DEVITO, H. FIEDLER, J. 
FALANDYSZ, M. ROSE, D. SCHRENK, S. SAFE and C. TOHYAMA. 2013. 
Polybrominated dibenzo-p-dioxins (PBDDs), dibenzofurans (PBDFs) and biphenyls 
(PBBs)-inclusion in the toxicity equivalency factor concept for dioxin-like compounds. 
toxicological sciences, pkft070. 

VAN KAMPEN, V., F. HOFFMEYER, A. DECKERT, B. KENDZIA, S. CASJENS, H. 
NEUMANN, M. BUXTRUP, E. WILLER, C. FELTEN and R. SCHÖNEICH. 2016a. 
Effects of bioaerosol exposure on respiratory health in compost workers: a 13-year 
follow-up study. Occup Environ Med, 73, pp.829-837. 

VAN KAMPEN, V., F. HOFFMEYER, A. DECKERT, B. KENDZIA, S. CASJENS, H. 
NEUMANN, M. BUXTRUP, E. WILLER, C. FELTEN and R. SCHÖNEICH. 2016b. 
Effects of bioaerosol exposure on respiratory health in compost workers: a 13-year 
follow-up study. Occup Environ Med, pp.oemed-2016-103692. 

VONBERG, R. P. and P. GASTMEIER. 2006. Nosocomial aspergillosis in outbreak settings. 
Journal of Hospital Infection, 63(3), pp.246-254. 

VRIJHEID, M. 2000. Health effects of residence near hazardous waste landfill sites: a review of 
epidemiologic literature. Environmental health perspectives, 108(Suppl 1), p101. 

WALSER, S. M., D. G. GERSTNER, B. BRENNER, J. BÜNGER, T. EIKMANN, B. JANSSEN, 
S. KOLB, A. KOLK, D. NOWAK and M. RAULF. 2015. Evaluation of exposure–
response relationships for health effects of microbial bioaerosols–A systematic review. 
International journal of hygiene and environmental health, 218(7), pp.577-589. 

WANG, C.-H., B. T. CHEN, B.-C. HAN, A. C.-Y. LIU, P.-C. HUNG, C.-Y. CHEN and H. J. 
CHAO. 2015. Field evaluation of personal sampling methods for multiple bioaerosols. 
PloS one, 10(3), pe0120308. 

WATANABE, M. X., H. IWATA, M. WATANABE, S. TANABE, A. SUBRAMANIAN, K. 
YONEDA and T. HASHIMOTO. 2005. Bioaccumulation of organochlorines in crows 
from an indian open waste dumping site: evidence for direct transfer of dioxin-like 
congeners from the contaminated soil. Environmental science & technology, 39(12), 
pp.4421-30. 

WATANABE, M. X., T. KUNISUE, H. IWATA, A. SUBRAMANIAN and S. TANABE. 2006. 
Effects of dioxins and related compounds on hepatic cytochrome P450 and thyroid 
hormone in pigs from an Indian open waste dumping site. Abstracts of Papers of the 
American Chemical Society, 232, pp.672-672. 

WATANABE, M. X., T. KUNISUE, L. TAO, K. KANNAN, A. SUBRAMANIAN, S. TANABE 
and H. IWATA. 2010. Dioxin-Like and Perfluorinated Compounds in Pigs in an Indian 
Open Waste Dumping Site: Toxicokinetics and Effects on Hepatic Cytochrome P450 and 
Blood Plasma Hormones. Environmental Toxicology and Chemistry, 29(7), pp.1551-
1560. 

WB. 2005. 9. Waste Management in China: Issues and Recommendations. Urban Development 
working papers,  World Bank. 

WEBSTER, J. and R. WEBER. 2007. Introduction to Fungi. 3rd ed. New York, United States of 
America Cambridge University Press. 

WEIBEL, E. R., A. F. COURNAND and D. W. RICHARDS. 1963. Morphometry of the human 
lung.  Springer. 



213 

 

WEICHENTHAL, S., D. VAN RIJSWIJK, R. KULKA, H. YOU, K. VAN RYSWYK, J. 
WILLEY, R. DUGANDZIC, R. SUTCLIFFE, J. MOULTON and M. BAIKE. 2015. The 
impact of a landfill fire on ambient air quality in the north: A case study in Iqaluit, Canada. 
Environmental research, 142, pp.46-50. 

WEIR, M. H. and C. N. HAAS. 2011. A model for in-vivo delivered dose estimation for inhaled 
Bacillus anthracis spores in humans with interspecies extrapolation. Environmental 
science & technology, 45(13), pp.5828-5833. 

WÉRY, N. 2014a. Bioaerosols from composting facilities—a review. Frontiers in cellular and 
infection microbiology, 4, p42. 

WÉRY, N. 2014b. Bioaerosols from composting facilities—a review. Frontiers in cellular and 
infection microbiology, 4. 

WGEA, I. 2016. Auditing Waste Managment [online]. [Accessed 24/10/2018]. Available from: 
https://www.wgea.org/media/5375/wgea-waste-managemen_e.pdf. 

WHO. 1991. Sample size determination in health studies: a practical manual. Epidemiology and 
Statistics. Geneva World Health Organization. 

WHO. 1999. Hazard prevention and control in the work environment:: airborne dust. 
(WHO/SDE/OEH/99.14).  Geneva: World Health Organization. 

WHO. 2006. Preventing Disease Through Healthy Environments. Towards an estimate of the 
environmental burden of disease, WHO Press, World Health Organization, 20 Avenue 
Appia, 

1211 Geneva 27, Switzerland World Health Organization  

WIEGO. 2013. Organizing informal waste pickers: A case study of Bengaluru, India  [online]. 
[Accessed 20/01/2016]. Available from: 
http://wiego.org/sites/wiego.org/files/resources/files/Chengappa-Organizing-Informal-
Waste-Pickers-India.pdf. 

WIEGO. 2014. The occupational Health of Waste Pickers in Pune: KKPKP and SWaCH 
Members Push for Health Rights  

WILLIAMS, D. A. L., P. N. BREYSSE, M. C. MCCORMACK, G. B. DIETTE, S. MCKENZIE 
and A. S. GEYH. 2011. Airborne cow allergen, ammonia and particulate matter at homes 
vary with distance to industrial scale dairy operations: an exposure assessment. 
Environmental Health, 10(1), p72. 

WILLIAMS, M., B. LAMARRE, D. BUTTERFIELD, S. TYRREL, P. LONGHURST, G. 
DREW, R. AL-ASHAAB, A. NELSON, GLADDING, TONI;, SIMPSON, ANNIKA;, 
COUGHLIN; and A. HANSELL. PROJECT. 2013a. WR1121. Monitoring Bioaerosol 
and odour emission from composting facilities. London: Defra  

WILLIAMS, M., B. LAMARRE, D. BUTTERFIELD, S. TYRREL, P. LONGHURST, G. 
DREW, R. AL-ASHAAB, A. NELSON, T. GLADDING and A. SIMPSON. 2013b. 
Monitoring bioaerosol and odour emissions from composting facilities-WR1121. 

WISNER, B., J. ADAMS and J. ADAMS. 2002. Environmental health in emergencies and 
disasters: a practical guide.  World health organization. 

https://www.wgea.org/media/5375/wgea-waste-managemen_e.pdf
http://wiego.org/sites/wiego.org/files/resources/files/Chengappa-Organizing-Informal-Waste-Pickers-India.pdf
http://wiego.org/sites/wiego.org/files/resources/files/Chengappa-Organizing-Informal-Waste-Pickers-India.pdf


214 

 

WMO. 2017. World Weather Information Service [online]. [Accessed 10th March]. Available 
from: http://worldweather.wmo.int/en/city.html?cityId=258. 

WMO. 2018. Mean Daily Temperature and Rainfall for Lagos Nigeria  [online]. [Accessed 
October 7th]. Available from: https://worldweather.wmo.int/en/city.html?cityId=258. 

WOLFF, R. K. 1986. Effects of airborne pollutants on mucociliary clearance. Environmental 
health perspectives, 66, pp.223-237. 

WOUTERS, I. M., S. SPAAN, J. DOUWES, G. DOEKES and D. HEEDERIK. 2005. Overview 
of personal occupational exposure levels to inhalable dust, endotoxin, β (1→ 3)-glucan 
and fungal extracellular polysaccharides in the waste management chain. Annals of 
Occupational Hygiene, 50(1), pp.39-53. 

WU, Y., F. SHEN and M. YAO. 2010. Use of gelatin filter and BioSampler in detecting airborne 
H5N1 nucleotides, bacteria and allergens. Journal of Aerosol Science, 41(9), pp.869-879. 

XAVIER, R. F., D. RAMOS, J. T. ITO, F. M. M. RODRIGUES, G. N. BERTOLINI, M. 
MACCHIONE, A. C. DE TOLEDO and E. M. C. RAMOS. 2013. Effects of cigarette 
smoking intensity on the mucociliary clearance of active smokers. Respiration, 86(6), 
pp.479-485. 

XU, Z. and M. YAO. 2013. Monitoring of bioaerosol inhalation risks in different environments 
using a six-stage Andersen sampler and the PCR-DGGE method. Environmental 
monitoring and assessment, 185(5), pp.3993-4003. 

YAMAMOTO, N., K. BIBBY, J. QIAN, D. HOSPODSKY, H. RISMANI-YAZDI, W. W. 
NAZAROFF and J. PECCIA. 2012. Particle-size distributions and seasonal diversity of 
allergenic and pathogenic fungi in outdoor air. The ISME journal, 6(10), p1801. 

YOSHIDA, M. and J. WHITSETT. 2004. Interactions between pulmonary surfactant and alveolar 
macrophages in the pathogenesis of lung disease. Cellular and molecular biology (Noisy-
le-Grand, France), 50, pp.OL639-48. 

YUSUF, R. O., Z. Z. NOOR, A. H. ABBA, M. A. A. HASSAN and M. F. M. DIN. 2012. Methane 
emission by sectors: A comprehensive review of emission sources and mitigation 
methods. Renewable and Sustainable Energy Reviews, 16(7), pp.5059-5070. 

ZHANG, L., D. ENARSON, G. HE, B. LI and M. CHAN-YEUNG. 2002. Occupational and 
environmental risk factors for respiratory symptoms in rural Beijing, China. European 
Respiratory Journal, 20(6), pp.1525-1531. 

ZURBRÜGG, C., M. GFRERER, H. ASHADI, W. BRENNER and D. KÜPER. 2012. 
Determinants of sustainability in solid waste management–The Gianyar Waste Recovery 
Project in Indonesia. Waste management, 32(11), pp.2126-2133. 

http://worldweather.wmo.int/en/city.html?cityId=258
https://worldweather.wmo.int/en/city.html?cityId=258


215 

 

APPENDIX A: DATASET FOR CHAPTER 4 

 Table A-1 Metrics used in calculating population-sampling size (WHO 1991) 

 

 

 

 Variables  Values 

Parameters considered 

when calculating 

Statistical power 

Total population 1528 

p-value 0.05 

Effect size (d) 0.50 

Statistical power 0.90 

Statistical Test One tailed t-test for two 

independent sample mean 

Result Standard deviation 3.316 

Number of groups 3 

Individual sample size 88 

Attrition/ mission data 20 per group 

Minimum sample size  108 per group 
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Table A-2.  Socio demographic characteristics of On-dumpsite participants 

a Active workers on dumpsite  
b Passive workers on dumpsite  

Variable Category Scavengers a 

n 
Food 
Vendors a 

n 

Waste 
workers 
a  n 

Middle 
Men b  
n 

Small 
Business 
b  n 

Overall 
(N) 

Sample 
Size  

Frequency 91(61%) 3(2%) 24(16%) 17(11%) 14(10%) 149(100%) 

Age Median 32.1 25.6 32.9 34.4 29.2 30 

Gender Female 15 (16%) 0 (0%) 2 (8%) 1 (6%) 1(7%) 19(13%) 

Male 76 (84%) 3 (100%) 22 (92%) 16 (96%) 14(93%) 130(87%) 

Level of 
education  

No Formal 
education  

13(14%) 1(33%) 2(8%) 2(12%) 3(20%) 21(14%) 

Primary  37(41%) 0(0%) 4(17%) 3(18%) 3(20%) 47(32%) 

Secondary  38(42%) 2(67%) 11(50%) 9(53%) 7 (47%) 67(46%) 

Tertiary  3(3%) 0(0%) 6(25%) 3(18%) 2(13%) 14(8%) 

Hours of 
work/ day 

Mean (SD) 10.2(2.6) 9.7(1.5) 11(2.1) 10.8(2.4) 12.8(2.7) 11 hours 

days per 
week 

Median      6 days 

Years of 
work 

1-5yrs 42 1 10 7 10 70(47%) 

6-10yrs 27 2 5 4 2 40(27%) 

11-15yrs 10 0 2 2 3 17(11.4%) 

16-20yrs 9 0 4 4 0 19(12.8%) 

 21+ 3 0 0 0 0 3 (2%) 

 Median      5 

Smoking 
Status 

Ever Smoked 37(42%) 0(%) 12(52%) 8(47%) 4(29) 61(41%) 

Non-smoker 51(58%) 3(100%) 11(48%) 9 (53%) 10 (71%) 84(56%) 

Use of 
nose 
mask  

NO 83 (91%) 2(67%) 18(75%) 16(94%) 15(100%) 133(89%) 

YES 8(9%) 1(33%) 6(38%) 1(6%) 0 16(11%) 

Eating at 
active 
points.  

On  74(81%) 1 (33%) 12(50%) 9(53%) 8(57%) 104(70%) 

Away  17(19%) 2 (67%) 12(50%) 8(47%) 6(43%) 45(30%) 

Respirato
rs 

< 6 months 8 (8.8%) 1 (33%) 5 (21%) 1(5.8%) 0 15 (10%) 

Safety 
gloves 

< 6 months 28 (31%) 1 (31%) 16 (67%) 5 
(29.4%) 

0 50 (34%) 

Safety 
googles 

< 6 months 1 (1.1%) 1 (31%) 1 (4.2%) 1 (5.8%) 0 4 (3%) 

Safety 
Shoes 

< 6 months 51 (56%) 2 (67%) 14 (58%) 7 (41%) 0 74(50%) 

Protective 
clothing  

< 6 months  0 0 4 (17%) 0 0 4 (3%) 
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 Table A-3: Socio-demographic characteristics of sampled population located close-to-

dumpsite  

 

Variable Category Residents  Business 

Owners  

Workers Overall 

Sample size Frequency  43(29.7%) 40(27.5%) 62(42.7%) 145(100%

) 

Age Median   34.6  34.7 34.1 32 

Gender Female 18(42%) 18(20%) 19(31%) 45(31%) 

Male 25(58%) 32(80%) 43(69%) 100(69%) 

Level of 

education  

No Formal 1(2%) 2(5%) 2(3%) 5(3%) 

Primary  2(5%) 9(23%) 6(10%) 17(12%) 

Secondary  26(60%) 22(56%) 23(37%) 71(49%) 

Tertiary  14(33%) 6(15%) 31(50%) 51(35%) 

      

Year at location  1-5 years 16(11%) 22(15.2%) 40(27.5%)  78 (54%) 

 6-10 years 12(8.2%) 10(6.8%) 6 (4.1%) 28(19.4%) 

 11-15 years  3(2%) 2(1.4%) 3(2%) 8(5.5%) 

 16 -20 years  6(4.1%) 10(6.8%) 8(5.5%) 16(11.1%) 

 21+ 6(4.1%) 3(2%) 5(3.4%) 14(9.7%) 

      

Hours at location 

per day 

Mean (SD)    12(3.3) 

Smoking Status Smokers 8(19%) 9(22%) 17(29%) 34(23%) 

Non-smokers 35(81%) 31(78%) 42(71%) 108(76%) 

Cigarette per day Mean (SD) 3.8(2.0) 6.7(3.0) 8.2(9.4) 6.8(7.1) 
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Table A-4. Respiratory health condition and symptoms of sampled population close to 
dumpsite (Expanded)  

Reported Symptom  N (%) 95%CI 

Cough   76(52.4%) 43.9-60.7 

 Cough as much as 4 to 6 time 
a day 

 66(45.5%) 37.2-53.9 

 Cough first thing in the 
morning 

 69(47.9%) 39.5-56.3 

 Chronic Cough  46(31.7%) 24.2-39.9 
Phlegm   55(37.9%) 30.0-46.3 

 Phlegm as much as twice a 
day, 4 or more days a week 

 42(28.9%) 21.7-37.1 

 Phlegm first thing in the 
morning 

 43(29.9%) 22.3-37.8 

 Chronic Phlegm  42(28.9%) 21.7-37.0 

Wheezing  
    
When cold  22(15.7%) 9.7-22.0 

 Occasionally in a dusty 
enviro 

 26(17.9%) 12.0-25.1 

Wheezing that causes short 
breath 

 18(12.4) 7.5-18.9 

Bronchitis   9 (6.21%) 2.8-11.4 

 Bronchitis confirmed by a 
Doctor 

 7 (4.8%) 1.9-9.69 

Asthma   14 (9.6%) 5.3-15.6 

 Asthma confirmed by a 
Doctor 

 12 (8.2%) 4.3-14.0 

Asthma attacks when close to 
OOWD 

 10(6.9%) 3.4-12.3 

  Jan/Feb 4(2.7) 0.76-6.9 
 Mar/Apr 2(1.4) 0.17-4.8 
 May/Jun 3(2.1) 0.43-5.9 
 Jul/Aug 2(1.4) 0.17-4.8 
 Sep/Oct 2(1.4) 0.17-4.8 

Sneezing/Runny 

Nose 

  72(49.6) 41.2-58.1 

 Nose problem with itchy 
eyes 

 65(44.8) 36.5-53.3 

Month of Occurrence Jan/Feb 7(4.8) 1.9-9.6 
 Mar/Apr 5(3.4) 1.1-7.86 
 May/Jun 16(11.0) 6.4-17.3 
 Sep/Oct 32(22.0) 15.6-29.7 
 Nov/Dec 3(2.0) 0.43-5.9 
    

Overall Chest 

Symptoms 

What happed when you were 
away from OOWD for 1 
week 

Stayed the same 63(43.5) 35.3-51.9 

 

Got worse 3 (2.1) 0.4-5.9 
 
 

  

What happed the days when 
you were present here 
compare to days were not 

Improved  46(31.7) 24.2-39.9 
Stayed the same 55(37.93) 30.0-46.4 
Got worse 4(2.7) 0.8-6.9 
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Plate A-1: Map showing the sampling locations at the control and Olusosun 

Dumpsite 

Olusosun Open waste dumpsite Control Site
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Plate A-2: The consent form for participants  
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Plate A-3: Interview Questionnaire for On-site respondents 
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Plate  A-3: Interview Questionnaire for On-site respondents (cont’d) 
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Plate A-4: Interview Questionnaire for respondent’s close-to-dumpsite   
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Chi-square goodness of fit test comparing reported respiratory symptoms at Olusosun 

dumpsite to control 
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The difference in prevalence of asthma on dumpsite 

compared to national average 
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Chi-square goodness-of-fit test comparing reported respiratory symptoms among 

residents close-to-Olusosun dumpsite to control 
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The difference in prevalence of asthma among residents 

close to dumpsite compared to national average 
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APPENDIX B: DATASET FOR CHAPTER 5 

Table B-1: Correlation between Meteorological factors and Bioaerosol concentration at specific sampling locations  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed). 

 GBp3 AFp3 AFp4 Temp Wind RH 

T B (Boundary) 

Pearson Correlation 

Sig. (2-tailed) 

N 
 

   

0.624* 

0.023 

13   

GNB (Dormant Area) 

Pearson Correlation 1 .568* .139 .604* -.254 -.338 

Sig. (2-tailed)  .043 .651 .029 .403 .259 

N 13 13 13 13 13 13 

AF  

(Dormant Area) 

Pearson Correlation .568* 1 .043 .439 -.616* -.260 

Sig. (2-tailed) .043  .890 .134 .025 .391 

N 13 13 13 13 13 13 

AF (Boundary) 

Pearson Correlation .139 .043 1 .179 .571* .164 

Sig. (2-tailed) .651 .890  .558 .042 .592 

N 13 13 13 13 13 13 

Temp 

Pearson Correlation .649* .439 .179 1 -.409 -.479 

Sig. (2-tailed) .016 .134 .558  .166 .098 

N 13 13 13 13 13 13 

W/Speed 

Pearson Correlation -.254 -.570* .571* -.409 1 .615* 

Sig. (2-tailed) .403 .042 .042 .166  .025 

N 13 13 13 13 13 13 

RH 

Pearson Correlation -.338 -.260 .164 -.479 .615* 1 

Sig. (2-tailed) .259 .391 .592 .098 .025  

N 13 13 13 13 13 13 
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Figure B-1: Bioaerosol correlation with wind speed at dumpsite (A) Total Bacteria (B) Gram-negative Bacteria (C) A. fumigatus 

(D) Total Fungi. 
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 Table B-3: Mean ambient bioaerosol concentration (cfu m-3) for visit 1-4 (25th April – 22nd May 2017) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Sampling 

days/Date 

Sampling 

locations 

Total Bacteria Gram negative Bacteria Aspergillus fumigatus Total Fungi 

Concentrati
on 

SD Concentratio
n 

SD Concentrat
ion 

SD Concentrati
on 

SD 

V
is

it
  

1
 

2
5

.0
4

.1
7
 

 

Active Area 2015.31 622.99 2439.3 1450.9 428.2 137.4 848.7 112.4 

Entrance  1657.83 187.40 1679.1 1584.1 134.4 17.5 597.8 50.8 

Dormant Area 1300.00 401.44 1411.9 2352.9 54.0 11.6 842.8 40.8 

Boundary  1009.14 1569.96 1168.5 5308.7 58.1 92.4 326.9 144.1 

V
is

it
 2

 

0
5

.0
5

.1
7

 Active Area 628.98 96.61 2187.6 145.8 479.4 78.3 834.5 25.8 

Entrance  356.89 118.27 1268.6 114.9 5.9 8.3 189.1 34.1 

Dormant Area 1139.58 27.48 1587.8 566.4 41.2 41.6 189.6 168.2 

Boundary  737.34 129.93 838.6 15.0 47.1 0.0 485.3 81.6 

V
is

it
 3

 

1
2

.0
5

.1
7

 

 

Active Area 1603.81 332.47 1980.2 713.9 101.0 81.6 340.4 73.4 

Entrance  1849.72 107.08 1063.7 262.1 36.1 30.6 684.4 366.1 

Dormant Area 1059.00 117.28 1820.2 807.7 93.8 30.6 703.8 628.2 

Boundary  1009.14 297.79 2257.2 197.8 50.6 18.1 339.7 16470.4 

V
is

it
 4

 

2
2

.0
5

.1
7

 Active Area 2994.35 298.83 2175.0 246.9 120.1 89.9 490.5 74.0 

Entrance  1015.55 276.85 1547.0 282.8 42.4 20.0 219.8 90.9 

Dormant Area 1052.00 10356.24 2520.9 1094.4 120.9 51.0 556.9 143.9 

Boundary  1627.56 132.93 1561.5 471.7 35.3 30.0 378.1 334.8 
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Table B-3: Mean ambient bioaerosol concentration (cfu m-3) for visit 5-8 (2nd - 23rd June 2017) (continued) 

Sampling 

days /Date 
Sampling locations 

Total Bacteria Gram negative Bacteria Aspergillus fumigatus Total Fungi 

Concentration SD Concentration SD Concentration SD Concentration SD 

V
is

it
 5

 

0
2

.0
6

.1
7

 Active Area 1583.62 748.56 2168.5 76.5 130.5 62.2 495.4 188.7 

Entrance  1515.83 1362.51 786.0 40.8 101.7 103.0 525.7 353.9 

Dormant Area 1379.53 15.30 1844.7 1537.9 43.3 40.8 311.5 71.4 

Boundary  1009.00 2040.70 1675.9 430.4 64.9 51.0 275.5 0.0 

V
is

it
 6

 

0
9

.0
6

.1
7

 Active Area 2188.65 419.15 2095.8 173.4 363.5 0.0 599.3 37.7 

Entrance  1242.52 74.45 1144.4 294.7 101.0 61.2 311.5 10.2 

Dormant Area 884.11 50.99 1070.2 399.8 72.1 0.0 355.5 31.6 

Boundary  663.45 30.60 310.8 92.8 50.5 30.6 325.2 154.0 

V
is

it
 7

 

1
6

.0
6

.1
7

 Active Area 2331.27 336.06 2054.0 1100.6 61.8 62.5 230.6 201.1 

Entrance  454.06 12.49 2043.3 133.7 186.4 63.7 498.2 102.4 

Dormant Area 1100.34 149.92 1299.5 1185.6 17.7 25.0 301.2 176.2 

Boundary  480.57 199.89 2054.0 1100.6 70.7 75.0 436.4 139.9 

V
is

it
 8

 

2
3

.0
6

.1
7

 Active Area 274.0 40.8 2175.0 559.9 130.5 103.0 554.6 166.2 

Entrance  1668.7 1262.6 1053.6 1388.0 95.2 1142.2 419.6 595.6 

Dormant Area 1100.3 114.2 1242.5 1120.8 28.9 20.4 459.4 47.9 

Boundary  194.7 71.4 871.1 738.4 47.3 10.2 342.5 11.2 
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Table B-3: Mean ambient bioaerosol concentration (cfu m-3) for visit 5-8 (7th July – 4th August 2017) (continued) 

 Sampling 

Days/Date 

Sampling 

Location  

Total Bacteria Gram negative Bacteria Aspergillus fumigatus Total Fungi 

Concentration SD Concentration SD   Concentration SD 

V
is

it
 9

 

 0
7

.0
7

.1
7
 Active Area 641.1 162.2 2321.3 341.6 282.9 1031.1 626.8 65.3 

Entrance  230.8 40.8 1039.9 350.8 28.9 20.4 327.4 30.6 

Dormant Area 1139.6 145.8 938.9 208.0 28.9 20.4 312.3 72.4 

Boundary  209.9 154.0 1078.1 9.2 43.3 61.2 261.8 19.4 

V
is

it
 1

0
 

1
4

.0
7

.1
7
 Active Area 982.2 212.1 2352.4 958.7 441.3 85.7 820.8 258.0 

Entrance  1312.5 79.5 1517.3 356.9 21.6 30.6 225.0 30.6 

Dormant Area 1300.2 64.2 1396.1 185.6 7.2 10.2 231.5 41.8 

Boundary  1001.7 551.7 1438.7 94.8 50.6 41.8 444.2 10.2 

V
is

it
 1

1
 

2
1

.0
7

.1
7
 Active Area 1934.1 212.1 2187.7 164.2 470.9 11.2 817.8 104.0 

Entrance  1424.2 205.0 1158.9 43.9 101.0 20.4 274.0 20.4 

Dormant Area 1225.2 421.2 1414.9 318.2 93.8 10.2 274.0 0.0 

Boundary  861.8 125.4 1458.1 128.5 50.5 30.6 165.9 71.4 

V
is

it
 1

2
 

2
8

.0
7

.1
7
 Active Area 2000.4 769.0 2168.5 76.5 152.2 113.2 495.4 188.7 

Entrance  1704.8 175.4 786.8 41.8 166.6 31.6 525.7 353.9 

Dormant Area 1199.3 221.3 1845.4 1538.9 43.3 40.8 310.8 72.4 

Boundary  361.3 82.6 1675.9 430.4 64.9 51.0 275.5 0.0 

V
is

it
 1

3
 

0
4

.0
8

.1
7
 Active Area 2102.8 711.8 2335.0 585.4 362.7 41.8 1116.3 169.3 

Entrance  1154.5 96.9 1140.1 223.3 36.1 10.2 369.9 11.2 

Dormant Area 1070.9 82.6 1070.9 125.4 50.5 10.2 625.2 227.4 

Boundary  479.6 62.2 751.4 136.7 57.7 40.8 346.9 19.4 
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Table B-5: Climatic data for Lagos during the study period in 2017 (Lavoyageur 2017; WMO 2018) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Month Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec 

Average high (°C) 34 34 33 33 32 29 27 27 28 30 32 33 

Average Low (°C) 23 24 24 25 24 23 23 23 23 23 24 24 

Mean Precipitation 

(mm) 
4 23 88 150 156 182 173 147 183 179 29 7 

Humidity (%) 79.3 77.3 78.7 81.3 83.6 89.4 88.4 85.3 84.9 86 83.3 89.4 
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APPENDIX C: DATASET FOR CHAPTER 6
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Figure C-1 Particle size distribution of Total bacteria at the four sampling location for 13 visit days  
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Figure C-2 Particle size distribution of Total Fungi at the four sampling location for 13 visit days 
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APPENDIX D:  DATA SET FOR CHAPTER 7 AND 8 

 

Table D-1: Inertial impaction and diffusion deposition rates from Sinclair et al., (2008) for a 1 µm diameter particles, measured from a human lung 

cast, adapted from (Weir and Haas 2011) 

 Aerodynamic Diameter 

of Particles (μm) 

Location of deposition  Rate of deposition due to inertial 

impaction and diffusion (min-1) 

Associated inertial and diffusion 

deposition rate symbol  

1 Nasal Cavity  0.0022 𝐷𝐼𝑅1
 

Larynx 0.0000 ∑𝐷𝐼𝑅2
 

 
Main Bronchi 0.0000 

Bronchioles 0.0038 𝐷𝐼𝑅3  
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Table D-2: Combined risk calculations for the four dumpsite location and activities 

Activity  Active Entrance a Dormant a Boundary a 

 11 h 1 yr. 11 h 1 yr. 11 h 1 yr. 11 h 1 yr. 

Aspergillus fumigatus 

Scavenging 7.28×10-1 9.19×10-1 - - - - - - 

Waste sorting 7.32×10-1 9.24×10-1 - - 6.83×10-1 9.05×10-1 6.56×10-1 8.07×10-1 

Site 

monitoring 
7.77×10-1 8.77×10-1 - - 7.28 ×10-1 9.18×10-1 7.04×10-1 8.34×10-1 

E.coli O157:H7 (P:I = 103) 

Scavenging 5.05×10-1-6.68×10-1 9.19×10-1-9.62×10-1 - - - - - - 

Waste sorting 4.54×10-1-6.33×10-1 9.10×10-1-9.58×10-1 - - 4.55×10-1-6.31×10-1 9.03×10-1-9.54×10-1 - - 

Site 

monitoring 
1.92×10-1-4.05×10-1 8.50×10-1-9.29×10-1 

- - 
1.91×10-1-4.02×10-1 8.39×10-1-9.22×10-1 1.91×10-1-4.01×10-1 

8.33×10-1-

9.19×10-1 

E.coli O157:H7 (P:I = 104) 

Scavenging 2.10×10-1-4.21×10-1 8.03×10-1-8.91×10-1 - - - - - - 

Waste sorting 1.63×10-1-3.66×10-1 7.81×10-1 -8.78×10-1 
- - 

1.63×10-1-3.66×10-1 7.75×10-1-8.69×10-1 1.63×10-1-3.66×10-1 
7.74×10-1-

8.67×10-1 

Site 

monitoring 
3.07×10-2-1.19×10-1 6.37×10-1-7.98×10-1 

- - 
3.06×10-2-1.18×10-1 6.27×10-1-7.84×10-1 3.06×10-2-1.19×10-1 

6.25×10-1-

7.79×10-1 

a Empty spaces means activities didn't take place in the sampling location 
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Figure D-1: The R code for the Markov Chain Model
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Table D-3:  Likert table showing Risk factors and Risk Category for Locations near Olusosun Open dumpsite  

 

 

 

 

‡ Risk values calculated based this equation (A∩B)·C   

Distance from 

boundary  

Likert 

rating (A) 

Susceptible 

people 

Likert 

rating (B) 

Duration of stay 

at location 

Likert 

rating (C) 

Risk range‡ Category Colour code 

0-100 4 Sick 4 ≥ 9 hours 4 ≥17 High Red 

101-150 3 Children 3 8 hours 3 15 ≤  x < 17 Medium-High Amber 

151-200 2 
Pregnant 

women 
2 7 hours 2 10 ≤  x < 15 Medium Yellow 

201-250 1 Elderly 1 6 hours 1 < 10 Low Green 


