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Abstract

Pulmonary drug delivery systems rely on inhalation of drug-laden aerosols produced from aerosol generators
such as inhalers, nebulizers etc. On deposition, the drug molecules diffuse in the mucus layer and are also
subjected to mucociliary advection which transports the drugs away from the initial deposition site. The
availability of the drug at a particular region of the lung is, thus, determined by a balance between these two
phenomena. A mathematical analysis of drug deposition and retention in the lungs is developed through
a coupled mathematical model of aerosol transport in air as well as drug molecule transport in the mucus
layer. The mathematical model is solved computationally to identify suitable conditions for the transport
of drug-laden aerosols to the deep lungs. This study identifies the conditions conducive for delivering drugs
to the deep lungs which is crucial for achieving systemic drug delivery. The effect of different parameters
on drug retention is also characterized for various regions of the lungs, which is important in determining
the availability of the inhaled drugs at a target location. Our analysis confirms that drug delivery efficacy
remains highest for aerosols in the size range of 1-5 pm. Moreover, it is observed that amount of drugs
deposited in the deep lung increases by a factor of 2 when the breathing time period is doubled, with respect
to normal breathing, suggesting breath control as a means to increase the efficacy of drug delivery to the
deep lung. A higher efficacy also reduces the drug load required to be inhaled to produce the same health
effects and hence, can help in minimizing the side effects of a drug.

Keywords: aerosol transport, drug deposition, mucociliary clearance, drug retention, mathematical
modelling

Introduction

The lung is one of the most exposed organs of the human body [I]. The dichotomous branching structure
of the lung - starting from the trachea and culminating in the alveolar sacs - provides a mechanism by
which air from the surrounding atmosphere is drawn into the lungs during inhalation and expired out during
exhalation. Pulmonary drug delivery systems take advantage of the respiration process to deliver drug
molecules to the lung through inhalation. The drug molecules may be in the form of dry powders or liquid
aerosols, and are administered in a non-invasive manner with the help of aerosol generators such as inhalers,
nebulisers etc. [2, [B]. Once inhaled, the powdered/aerosolised drugs are transported along the respiratory
tract where they deposit depending on their physio-chemical properties as well as breathing characteristics
and physiological conditions. Thus, drugs can be delivered locally to a targeted region of the lung for
treatment of respiratory diseases, such as asthma or COPD [3]. Such targeted delivery can potentially lead
to smaller overall drug dose and reduced side effects. Systemic drug delivery can also be achieved by targeting
delivery to the alveolar region of the lung where the drugs can be easily absorbed into the systemic blood
circulation through the thin blood-gas barrier and the large alveolar surface area [IJ.
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The transport of the inhaled aerosols within the respiratory tract is governed by the combined effects
of unsteady convective air flow, gravitational settling, and aerosol diffusion in air [4]. At the same time,
the inhaled aerosols are deposited primarily due to diffusion, sedimentation, and inertial impaction [5] 6} 4],
which depend significantly on aerosol properties and other physiological parameters [4]. It has been observed
that a major portion of the inhaled aerosols are deposited in the naso-pharyngeal region [4]. Deposition may
also take place in other regions of the respiratory tract before the inhaled aerosol particles reach the target
region. This effectively reduces the actual dose reaching the target region of the lung. For example, aerosols
larger than 10 pym have been observed to be completely deposited in the upper respiratory tract and do not
reach the alveolar region at all [7, [§]. The physio-chemical properties (size, shape, morphology, chemical
composition etc.) of the inhaled aerosol must, as such, be tailored to facilitate drug delivery to the target
region depending on breathing characteristics and other physiological conditions.

Different techniques (Eulerian, Lagrangian and combinations thereof) have been used to computationally
model aerosol transport and deposition [4] in specific regions of the respiratory tract[9, [10, [I1] as well as the
whole lung. Here, whole lung models consider the lungs to be a network of interconnected branching channels
with varying dimensions based on lung morphometry. The computational model used in the present analysis
is based on one such whole lung model [I2] [7] - based on a Weibel [I3] lung geometry with appropriate
modifications.

The inhaled aerosols, containing the drug molecules, are deposited in the respiratory mucus [14} [15].
The mucus layer lines the inner surface of the respiratory tract and prevents the deposited materials from
coming in direct contact with the epithelial cells (which lie underneath the mucus lining) and the capillaries
(which remain beyond the epithelium) [14]. The respiratory mucus, therefore, acts as a barrier to drug
absorption. In addition, the epithelial cells are also lined with cilia which beat metachronously within the
periciliary layer [I5] transporting the mucus, and the deposited materials, from the distal airways towards
the pharyngeal region. Mucociliary clearance, as such, further prevents effective absorption of the deposited
drug molecules. It is, therefore, essential to consider mucociliary transport while studying drug delivery in
the lungs. However, mathematical models published in the literature have not accounted for mucociliary
transport while investigating pulmonary drug delivery.

Thus, in order to computationally explore the pulmonary drug delivery mechanism, one needs a mathe-
matical model that takes into account aerosol transport (in airways) and drug molecule transport (in mucus),
since these transport processes occur simultaneously within the lung. Such a model is being reported for the
first time. This article reports such a model within the framework of a Weibel model of the human lung.
The primary goal is to use this mathematical model to identify situations that can lead to the transport of
aerosols, containing the drug molecules, from the pharyngeal region to the deep lungs. The model is also
used to determine the conditions that promote retention of the deposited drug molecules in the lungs and
thereby, increases the bioavailability of the drugs.

Although the mathematical model has been used here to specifically study drug delivery to the lungs,
the same model can be utilised to study other similar physical processes involving exposure of the lungs to
foreign particles such as pollutant (smoke, dust etc.) and pathogen (virus, bacteria etc.) deposition and
clearance from the lungs.

Idealisation of the lung geometry

The physiological dichotomous branching network of human lungs is approximated in this work by a
one-dimensional ¢rumpet model (Fig. [1f). While this model cannot account for the effects of heterogeneity
in the lungs, it is still a tractable model for the whole lungs in order to capture key trends.

The airway is modeled as a continuous one-dimensional channel of variable cross-sectional area, where
the length is divided into 24 generations (N = 0 —23; N is the generation number), based on morphometric
data of a human lungs [I3]. For a dichotomous tree, the number of bronchioles in each generation is 2%,
while the length (L) and the total cross-sectional area (A) at each generation is calculated using a power-law
function as

L(N) = L()O[N,A(N) = A()(Qﬁ)N, (1)

where Lo and Ag are the length and cross-sectional area at N = 0, respectively (see Table S1 for magnitudes).
The length-change () and area-change () factors are selected (Table S1) such that the computed length
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Figure 1: Schematic illustration of the one-dimensional trumpet model that is used in the present analysis to approximate the
dichotomous network structure of a human lungs. A cross-sectional view of a single airway branch is also shown to illustrate
the arrangement of the airway lumen, mucus layer, and epithelial lining in model.

and area at each generation matches Weibel’s morphometric data [13]. Although N is an integer, it is treated
as a continuous variable in all transport equations for computational convenience. The airway length (), in
terms of the lung generation number N, is given by

Lo(l _ aNJrl)

z(N) = l-a

(2)

Alveolation of the airways is considered N = 17 onwards, consistent with human lungs [13], by adding
area in the relevant generations (see Table S2).

The modeled system of airways and alveoli is also assumed to be lined by a thin mucus layer separating
the airway lumen from the epithelium. Mucociliary transport is accounted for by assuming a convective
motion of the mucus layer from the deeper generations towards the 0" generation. The thickness (), the
total cross-sectional area of the mucus layer (A,,), and the convective mucus velocity (V) at different lung
generations are estimated as

S(N) = 60N, An(N) = Amo(2V/BOY,
Vin(N) = Vi o™, for N < 18, (3)
=0, for N > 18,

where dg, A0, and V,, o are the mucus thickness, area, and velocity at N = 0, respectively (see Table S1).
The magnitudes of the change factors ¢ and ¢ (see Table S1) are chosen based on experimental data [I5].
Vi is zero beyond N = 18 (Eq. [3) due to the absence of appreciable mucociliary transport in the deep lungs
[14]. § and V,, are also assumed to be temporally invariant in this analysis. [15].



Mathematical model

Aerosol transport in airways

The one-dimensional transport equation for aerosols in the idealized lung geometry is

0(Acy) 0(Qc) ., 0 0cq
i TS = Hye (ADJH ) — Lo, (4)

where ¢,, @), and D, are aerosol concentration, volume flow rate of air during breathing, and aerosol diffusivity

ON

in air, respectively, and H(N) = e The coefficient Lp models aerosol deposition in the airway mucus.
x

Eq. [ assumes that the aerosols are monodispersed, do not coagulate, and do not affect the airflow in the
lungs. Consistent with the focus of this study, it is assumed that the only source of aerosols is at the entrance
to the 0" generation, presumably from an aerosol generator. No additional aerosolization of the mucus or
aerosol source are considered within the lungs. The inhaled aerosols are either deposited or washed out of
the airways. Eq. [4]is reduced to a dimensionless form (Eq. @ using scalings defined in Eq. [5 below (see
Supplementary Materials)
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where ¢(t) is a sinusoidal function accounting for airflow variation during breathing (Q = Qmazq(t)). Peq,
Sta, ¢a, and T represent aerosol Peclet number, airway Strouhal number, dimensionless aerosol concentration,
and dimensionless time, respectively. Note that Pe, refers to the aerosol Peclet number at N = 0 only. As
such, even if Pe, is extremely large, the local Peclet numbers at the higher generations can remain small.
T, is the convective airflow timescale and T} is the breathing time period. D, is calculated using the Stokes-
Einstein relation, where kg, T, Cs, 14, and d, are the Boltzmann constant, temperature, Cunningham slip
correction factor, viscosity of air, and aerosol diameter, respectively [9]. L', is the dimensionless aerosol
deposition coefficient which is determined using empirical models for various deposition mechanisms (see
Supplemental Materials).

Drug molecule transport in mucus

The one-dimensional transport equation for the deposited drug molecules in the mucus is formulated
considering mucociliary transport and diffusion of the deposited drug molecules in the mucus. It is expressed
ch

as
N Amea) . 0(Qmea) . O
ot + H ON = H87N (AdeH87N> + Lpecqdr, (7)

where cq, Qm, and Dy are drug concentration in the mucus, volume flow rate of mucociliary transport,
and drug molecule diffusivity in the mucus, respectively. ¢; is the drug load in the droplets, defined as the
quantity of drug molecules contained per unit quantity of droplets. The term Lpc,¢; takes into account
the drug molecules being introduced into the mucus due to aerosol deposition. Further absorption of the
deposited drugs across the epithelium into the blood stream is not considered presently. Eq. [7] is converted




to a dimensionless form (Eq. @ using scalings defined in Eq. |8 below (see Supplementary Materials)
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where ¢4, Pey, and St,, are the dimensionless drug concentration, drug Peclet number, and mucus layer
Strouhal number, respectively. Also note that Pey refers to the virus Peclet number at N = 0 only. T,,
denotes the time-scale for mucociliary transport. Dy is estimated using the Stokes-Einstein relation, where
m and dg are the viscosity of the mucus and the drug molecule diameter, respectively. The last term on
the right hand side of Eq. [0]is the dimensionless drug source due to aerosol deposition.

Initial and boundary conditions

The lungs are assumed to be initially devoid of aerosols and drugs, i.e., ¢alr=0 = Pd|lr—0 = 0 at all
generations. It is also assumed that NV = 0 of the lungs is exposed to drug-laden aerosols, presumably from
an aerosol generator, for a specific exposure duration (7.;p). The aerosols are breathed in during inhalation
(Eq. and washed out during exhalation (Eq. . In contrast, the drugs are always assumed to be
washed out of N = 0, along with the mucus, irrespective of inhalation/exhalation (Eq. . At the distal
end of the lungs (N = 23), the total advection-diffusion flux of both aerosols and drugs is assumed to be
zero (Eq. . Mathematically, these conditions are expressed as follows

¢a’N:O = 17T S Tezpa
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where F, and Fy are the total advection-diffusion flux in the aerosol transport (Eq. @ and drugs transport
equation (Eq. E[), respectively (see Supplementary Materials). Detailed derivation of the mathematical model
and its validation (Fig. S2) are provided in Supplementary Materials.

Results and discussion

Drug-laden aerosols are deposited in the respiratory mucus primarily during inhalation. The deposited
drug molecules diffuse in the mucus layer and are transported upstream (towards the mouth) via mucociliary
advection. To obtain the key deposition and washout trends, simulations were done assuming that drug-
laden aerosols are entering the lungs for five breaths, i.e., exposure time 7.,, = 5. Extrapolation to longer
exposure times and its impact on drug retention will be discussed separately. It is seen that the (scaled)
drug concentration in the mucus (¢4), at the end of the exposure duration (7 = 5), qualitatively follows
aerosol deposition Sy (= [ [ Lh¢.dVdr; see Fig. )
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Figure 2: (a) Aerosol deposition (Sq = [ [ L', ¢qdVdr) within the lungs at the end of exposure and drug concentration (¢g)
within the lungs at different time instances (7) (b) Temporal change in ¢4 at N = 0,12,23. The results are shown for
Peg = 2.85 x 1019, St = 0.0095, Peg = 4.56 x 107, Sty = 359.7122, Tegp = 5.

Drug molecules deposited in the conducting airways (N < 18; N represents the lung generation) is
transported upstream towards the mouth (N = 0). This results in higher drug concentration ¢4 in the
upper airways (lower N) primarily due to smaller mucus volume. Eventually, the drugs are washed out of
the lungs (see Fig[2h). The temporal change in ¢4 at the mouth (Fig. [2b) also corroborates this conclusion.

In contrast, drugs deposited in the deeper generations (N > 18) are not subjected to mucociliary trans-
port. Therefore, ¢4 undergoes a gradual change due to weak diffusive transport. As such, drugs deposited
in the deep lungs persist for a much longer time as compared to that deposited in the upper airways. This
is also clearly evident from Fig.

Deep lung (alveolar) deposition of the drugs is beneficial for systemic drug delivery primarily due to the
thin mucus layer in the deep lung and the large surface area of the alveoli and the alveolated bronchioles in
contact with the blood vessels. This enables the deposited drugs to come in close contact with the blood
vessels and increases the probability of the drugs entering the blood stream, thereby ensuring systemic
drug delivery. A longer residence time of the deposited drugs within the deep lungs further increases the
probability of systemic drug delivery. Thus, it is important to understand the various effects that cause the
drugs to deposit and persist in the deep lungs. This is discussed next. Physiologically relevant ranges are
chosen for all parameters in this study (see Tables S1 and S3 in the Supplemental Material for more details).

Effect of aerosol size on drug deposition in the deep lungs

Aerosol Peclet number (Pe,,) is defined as the ratio of advective transport to diffusive transport of aerosols
in air (see Eq. . Greater peak inspiratory flow rate will lead to larger Pe,, which implies greater advective
transport. Smaller aerosols exhibit greater diffusive transport leading to smaller Pe,. Intuitively, one would
expect the aerosols to reach deeper parts of the lungs at larger Pe, due to stronger advective transport
in air. However, deposition trends are non-monotonic (see Fig. —b). Specifically, deposition in the deep
lungs increases up to Pe, = 1.59 x 10° and then decreases. Additionally, the peak of ¢4 is observed in lower
generations (N < 18) at both small and large values of Pe,. This is because, at small Pe,, the advection
is not strong enough to carry the aerosols into the deep lungs, whereas at large Pe, the aerosols deposit in
the upper airways due to the impaction mechanism (see Fig. ) Drug retention within the lungs, however,
remains unaffected when Pe, is changed, since it affects neither mucociliary transport nor drug diffusivity
in mucus (see Supplementary Material, Fig. S8 for more details).

Fig. shows the fraction of the drug-laden aerosols deposited in the deep lungs at different values of
Pe,. Tt is seen that deposition of the aerosols in the deep lungs occurs when 2.37 x 106 < Pe, < 3.07 x 10'.
This range translates to aerosol diameters of 10 ym to 0.003 pm for normal breathing in a healthy individual
(tidal volume of 1000 ml and T}, = 4 s). Within this range, deposition is comparatively less for 4.29 x 109 <
Peg < 1.6 x 1019 (aerosols diameters ~ 0.2 — 0.6 pm).
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Figure 3: (a-b) ¢4 within the lungs for different Pe, at the end of exposure (St = 0.0095, Pey = 4.56 x 107, St,, = 359.7122,
Texp = 5) (c) Change in fraction of droplets deposited in the deep lungs to that in the whole lungs (Rp a1 /t0t) With variation
in Pe, and St,.

In summary, aerosols smaller than 10 ym diameter will tend to deposit in the deep lungs under normal
breathing conditions. Typical aerosol sizes obtained from aerosol generators (inhalers, nebulizers etc.) are
in the range of 0.1 — 100 pm [3].

Effect of mucus advection and viscosity on drug retention

Drug Peclet number (Pey) is the ratio of advective mucociliary transport and diffusive transport of
the drug molecules in the mucus layer (see Eq. . An increase in Pey indicates a larger contribution of
mucociliary transport (or a smaller impact of diffusion) in the overall transport process and vice-versa. The
typical range of Pey in humans is such that advection dominates and there are no significant alterations to
drug transport in the upper airways (see Fig). However, in the deep lungs, where there is no mucociliary
advection, drug retention is enhanced at a larger Pey (defined based on upper airway parameters) due to
comparatively smaller diffusion (see Figlh inset).

Drug molecule diffusivity (Dy) depends inversely on the drug molecule size and viscosity of the mucus
(see Eq. . A smaller molecule and lower viscosity of the mucus would, therefore, inhibit drug retention in
the deep lungs but would not significantly alter drug retention in the upper airways due to weak dependence
on Pey. Controlling the size of the drug molecule and mucus property modification is therapeutically viable
and can be a possible approach to enhance drug retention in the deep lungs without significantly impacting
retention in the upper airways.

In pathophysiological conditions, if there is impaired mucociliary advection, then it may lead to signifi-
cantly reduced Pey. Such a situation would promote drug retention in the upper airways since the time-scale
for pure diffusive drug transport would be extremely long.
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Figure 4: (a) ¢4 within the lungs at the end of exposure (7 = 5) and at 7 = 10000 for two different Pey (Pe, = 2.85 x 1010,
Stq = 0.0095, Sty = 359.7122, Tezp = 5). A zoomed view of ¢4 in the deep lungs is shown as inset to adequately highlight
the difference in ¢4 for the two cases (b) ¢4 within the lungs for different St, at the end of exposure to drug-laden aerosols
(Peq = 2.85 x 1010, Pey = 4.56 x 107, Sty = 359.7122, Teqp = 5) (c) ¢pg within the lungs at the end of exposure for various
Stm at T =5 (Peq = 2.85 x 1010, Pey = 4.56 x 107, Stq = 0.0095, Tezp = 5). The temporal change of ¢4 at N = 0 is shown as
inset to highlight faster drug washout from the upper airways at smaller S¢,,. (d) Increase in aerosol deposition (Sy) and ¢4
within the lungs with rise in exposure time (Peq = 2.85 x 1010, Pey = 4.56 x 107, St, = 0.0095, St,, = 359.7122).

Effect of breathing time period on drug deposition and retention

Deposition of drug-laden aerosols and drug retention in the lungs also depends on the breathing time
period Ty through two parameters — the airway Strouhal number St, (Eq. @ and the mucus Strouhal
number St,, (Eq. E[) St, is the ratio of the advective time scale of airflow to the breathing time period (see
Eq. . A longer breathing time period leads to lower St,. Keeping all other parameters the same, long
breaths are “deeper” and lead to greater volume being inhaled. Consequently, the fraction of drug-laden
aerosols deposited in the deep lungs are observed to increase as St, decreases (see Fig. ) Correspondingly,
¢q increases and shifts towards deeper airways (see Fig. ) It is seen that ¢4 remains substantial in the
deep lungs when St, < 0.01, but becomes negligible when St, > 0.05 (see Supplementary Material, Fig. S4
for more details).

The breathing time period T} also impacts the mucus Strouhal number (St,,), which is the ratio of the
mucociliary advection to breathing time scales (see Eq. . A longer breathing time period relative to the
time scale of mucociliary advection leads to lower St,,, which implies greater advective clearance of the
mucus in a breathing cycle. Thus, longer breaths inhibit drug retention (see Fig. ) This is particularly
evident from the drug washout curve at N = 0 (see Fig. inset). However, lower drug retention is



observed to remain limited to the upper airways and does not influence drug retention in the deep lungs (see
Supplementary Material, Fig. S5 for more details).

In summary, on the one hand, longer breath time period leads to deep lungs deposition of drugs, which
is good. On the other hand, it also inhibits drug retention in the upper airways, which is bad. These
conflicting outcomes can be resolved by noting that longer breaths do not affect drug retention in the deep
lungs. Achieving deep lung deposition is more critical. Shorter breathing times or shallow breaths can reduce
deep lungs deposition of the drug-laden aerosols. Similar observations have also been made in experimental
investigations carried out by Mallik et al. [I6].

Effect of exposure time

The impact of exposure duration (7esp) is studied by varying the number of breathing cycles for which the
lungs are assumed to be exposed to the drug-laden aerosols at the inlet of N = 0 generation. It is observed
that the aerosol deposition pattern within the lungs remains almost identical with increase in 7.4, but the
magnitude of aerosol deposition (S4) (and hence ¢g4) increases as Tey, become longer (see Fig. S6). This
increases the washout time causing longer retention of drugs in the lungs. It is found that the increase in Sy
and ¢4 with 7.y, is linear, as shown in Fig. Ekl This information can be used to estimate the exposure time
required for achieving a required drug concentration in various regions of the lungs or to estimate the drug
dose delivered to a particular region of the lung over a specific exposure time (see Supplementary Materials,
Section IVC for more details).

Drug delivery efficacy

Pulmonary drug delivery systems have a major drawback since majority of the inhaled aerosolized drugs
get deposited in the mouth and the pharynx. Only about 5 — 12% of the inhaled drugs reach the trachea
for further inhalation into the respiratory tract [I7]. This often leads to prescription of larger drug doses in
order to obtain the required health effects. Larger drug doses can, however, lead to side effects and the drug
dose prescribed should, therefore, be minimized as much as possible. The present study helps in identifying
plausible routes for enhancing the efficacy of drug delivery to the lungs and thereby, minimizing the inhaled
drug dose.

Table 1: Comparison of drug dose delivered to the deep lung for various aerosol sizes and breathing periods. The aerosols
carry the drugs and are generated from inhalers. It is assumed that 10% of the aerosols inhaled reach the trachea for further
inhalation into the deep lung [I7]. Enhancement is calculated with respect to 3 pm aerosols for 4s breathing period.

Drug dose
Inhaled  Dose Aerosol Size (41) Breathing Pe- reaching deep Enhancement
per puff (ug) R tiod (s) lung per puff (%)
(1g)
0.02 3.95 41
0.5 4 1.41 —49.6
100 3 2.8 n/a
10 0.36 —87.1
2 0.52 —81.4
3 4 2.8 n/a
8 5.38 92.14
16 6.39 128.21

For example, consider the delivery of salbutamol from a pressurised meter-dose inhalers (100 pg per
puff) in an asthmatic child. It is estimated using the present analysis that only 2.8 ug (out of 100 ug) per
puff of aerosolised salbutamol i.e. 2.8% of the inhaled drugs reach the deep lung considering the size of the
aerosolized drugs to be 3 pum (corresponding deposition fraction of 28%) and 10% inhaled aerosols reaching
the trachea (see Table . Aerosols generated from inhalers are in the range of 1 —5 pm. The corresponding
salbutamol concentration in blood is estimated to be 42.26 ng/ml after 40 inhaler puffs assuming the total
deposited drugs in the deep lung to remain available to blood circulation (see Supplementary Materials,
Section IVC for more details). 20-40 puffs, corresponding to 20 — 40 ng/ml of salbutamol in blood, are



usually required to reverse the effects of bronchoconstriction in children [I7]. The present analysis can, thus,
be used to obtain a close estimate of the physiologically measured drug concentration. This can be used to
gauge the efficacy of drug delivery for various combination of the pertinent parameters.

The present analysis shows that a plausible way of increasing the efficacy of drug delivery to the deep
lung is by controlling the size of the inhaled aerosols generated using inhalers/nebulizers. Drug delivery
to the deep lung is observed to be reduced significantly if the corresponding aerosol size is larger than 5
pm or smaller than 1 um (see Table . Aerosols larger than 5 pm deposit mainly in the upper airways
due to impaction, while those smaller than 1 um mostly remain suspended and are exhaled out resulting
in lower deposition in the lung [I§]. However, drug delivery to the deep lung increases substantially if 0.02
um aerosols are inhaled (see Table (1| and Fig. S2 in Supplementary Results for more details) due to more
efficient diffusional deposition of aerosols smaller than 0.1 pum [I8]. As such, drug delivery to the deep lung
could be enhanced if such small aerosols are used. However, aerosols in this size range are impractical in the
context of drug delivery systems because of the large energy requirement for generation of such aerosols [I§].

Controlling the time period of breathing while taking inhaler puffs (or using nebulizers) is another strategy
which can be adopted to increase deep lung drug deposition. The present analysis shows that for longer
breaths (see Table[l) drug deposition increases significantly in the deep lung. Slow and deep breathing while
inhaling the drugs can, as such, enhance the efficacy of deep lung drug deposition. This is the reason why it
is recommended to breathe deeply and slowly while using inhalers/nebulizers [19].

Summary

The present analysis uses a coupled aerosol (airway)-drug (mucus) flow model to determine deposition
and retention of drug-laden aerosols in the lungs. It is observed that aerosols less than 10 pum tend to deposit
in the deep lungs (alveolar region) under normal breathing conditions. Deep lung deposition of aerosols have
a non-monotonic dependence on aerosol sizes with maximum deposition for 0.02 pum aerosols. Aerosol size
and air flow rate, however, does not influence drug retention in the lungs. Longer breaths also promote deep
lung aerosol deposition. However, longer breaths inhibit drug retention in the upper airways. Mucociliary
clearance rate also controls the drug retention in the upper airways. In contrast, drug retention in the deep
lungs depends only on diffusivity of the deposited drug molecules in mucus due to absence of mucociliary
clearance. Thus, smaller drug molecules and lower mucus viscosity inhibits drug retention in the deep lungs
by promoting quicker washout of the deposited drugs and vice-versa.

Retention of the drugs in the lung is also observed to depend on the time for which the lungs are exposed
to the drug-laden aerosols. The magnitude of aerosol (and hence, drug) deposition increases linearly with
the exposure time with same qualitative nature. Larger deposition requires a longer washout period and
hence, retention becomes enhanced with increase in exposure.

Analysis further establishes that the efficacy of drug delivery to the deep lung can be enhanced by
controlling the inhaled aerosol size and breathing time period. Drug delivery efficacy is observed to be
maximum for aerosols in the size range of 1-5 um. As such, aerosol generators like inhalers/nebulizers aim
to produce aerosols in the above size range. Although larger efficacy are obtained for very fine aerosols
(< 0.1 pm) production of such aerosols are impractical in the context of pulmonary drug delivery. It is also
observed that amount of drugs deposited in the deep lung increases by a factor of 2 when the breathing time
period is doubled, with respect to normal breathing, suggesting breath control as a means to increase the
efficacy of drug delivery to the deep lung.
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Appendix
A1l. Idealization of the Lung Geometry

Table summarises the magnitudes of various parameters used while approximating the lung model.
Table lists the assumed fraction of airway area that is alveolated at each generation in the lung model.

Table Al: Parameters used in modelling the lung geometry

Lo 0.12 m [13] a 0.73
Ay 0.000317Tm? [13] B 0.71

RO \/A0/7T C 0.9

o 10 pm [15] e 0.87
Am70 27TRO(50
Vim,o —5 mm/min [I5]

Table A2: Fractions of alveolated airways in different generations [20]

Lung Generation (N) Fraction of alveolated area (7)

0-16 0
17 0.0011
18 0.0041
19 0.0135
20 0.0509
21 0.1168
22 0.2712
23 0.5424

A2. Mathematical Model

A2.1. Aerosol transport

The one-dimensional transport equation for aerosols at any location in the idealised lung geometry is
expressed as

J(Ac a(Qc, 0 ac

Gt o = gy (AD) ~ boew 1
where, ¢, represents the aerosol concentration, ) represents the volume flow rate of air in breathing, and
D, represents the diffusivity of aerosols in air. The coefficient Lp accounts for the droplets deposited in
the airway mucus. This equation is based on the trumpet model proposed by Taulbee & Yu [12] which has
been later used by various authors to study different aspects of aerosol deposition in the lung [7, 211, 22].
The transport equation is formulated based on the assumption that the aerosols are monodispersed, do not
undergo coagulation, and are decoupled from airflow in the lungs. It is also assumed that external forces
(such as electrical and magnetic forces) do not have any influence on the aerosol dynamics. It is further
assumed that there is no additional source of aerosols present within the lungs and the aerosols are either
deposited in the airway mucus or washed out of the airways.

Eq. is presented in terms of airway length (x), while the lung model adopted is in terms of lung
generation number (N). As such, Eq. needs to be converted to a more appropriate form in terms of
N. This requires an additional mathematical relation (Eq. connecting airway length x and the lung
generation number (N) given by

ON -«
HN) = 9z Lo In(a)alN " (A2)

Converting Eq using Eqs. and Ay = Ao(26)", we get
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Oc, 0
NO9Ca _ . O
ot _HaN

Ocg,

(4028) D H 52 ) (qu(wca)] ~ Lpe,, (A3)

Ao(28)

where, ¢(t) represents the temporal sinusoidal function accounting for airflow variation during breathing
such that Q@ = Qumazq(t). Eq. is reduced to its dimensionless form by multiplying and dividing Eq.

L 1
with < 9 > and < a n(a)) respectively, and using the following scaling parameters

A()Da 1—«
t Cq LOAO TLL |Qma1 ILO kB TCS
=miba=—To =75t =7 ,Pea=——F— Do = ) Ad
’ Tb ’ ¢ Ca,0 |Qmam| Tb ¢ AODa 37TMada ( )

where, Pe, and St, are the Peclet number for aerosols and Strouhal number for the airways, respectively. ¢,
and 7 denotes the dimensionless aerosol concentration and time, respectively, while the quantities T, and Tj,
represents the convective airflow time-scale and breathing time-scale, respectively. The expression of D, is
based on the Stokes-Einstein relation [9], where C; represents the Cunningham slip correction, T represents
the ambient temperature, u, denotes air viscosity, and d, denotes the aerosol diameter.
The dimensionless equation, thus, obtained is used to analyse aerosol transport in the present study and
is given by
F,
Pealta(20)" 200 _ O
where, L', represents the dimensionless form of aerosol deposition coefficient (Lp) and F, represents the
total aerosol flux. These are expressed as follows -

— Lpda, (A5)

2

L

N 2
((iﬁ> (ci(Lj)) gi?) " OP@“'“”(JQ(Z)W“)]' (A7)

A2.2. Aerosol deposition models

F, =

The major mechanisms of aerosol deposition in the lungs have been identified in the literature as diffusion,
sedimentation and impaction of the aerosols in the airways, as well as diffusion and sedimentation of the
aerosols in the alveoli 4, [7]. Different empirical models have been used to estimate the different depositions.
However, these models need to be converted into a more appropriate form for use in the present analysis.

The probability of aerosol deposition in the airways by diffusion (Py), sedimentation (Ps) and impaction
(P;) can be expressed following Yeh & Schaum [23] as

Ca,0 — C

Y =Py+ P, + P, — P;P, — P;P; — P,P, — P4P,P; (A8)
Ca,0

Eq. can be re-written as

Ca

= (1= R P~ P) = (Bae ) (Bae ) (B )
a,0

(A9)
= Cq = Cqa,0 BstBiei(derkSJrki)w)

where, the terms By, Bs and B; are the corresponding coefficients, and k4, ks and k; are the corresponding
constants in the exponential functions for different deposition mechanisms as proposed by Yeh & Schaum
[23]. Detailed expressions for the different deposition mechanisms can be found in the subsequent discussion.
Taking the derivative of Eq. [A9 with respect to z, we obtain -
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dea

T = Cag (kg + ks + ki)BstBie—(kd,n+ks+ki)m) = (kg + ks + ki) ca (A10)

Equation [AT0] represents the droplet deposition flux in the airways. It is further converted to a dimen-
sionally relevant form for use in the transport equation (Eq. as follows -
D(Ac,) dcg

i = Av% = —Av(kq+ ks + ki)co = Lpc, = Lp = Av(kq + ks + k;) (A11)

The term Lp represents the aerosol deposition coefficient which is determined using different empirical
relations. The empirical relations are converted to a form relevant to Eq. and then reduced to their
dimensionless forms for use in the final transport equation (Eq. . These are discussed in the following
sections for the various deposition mechanisms considered in this analysis.

A2.2.1. Diffusional deposition in the airways

The probability of diffusional deposition of the aerosols in the airways can be expressed following Yeh &
Schaum [23] as

Py=1-0.819¢ 359" — 0.0976¢**1¢7 — 0,0325¢ 114G

=1— dele—kd,ﬂ _ Bd,2€_kd’2x o Bd’ge_kdfsi (A12)

_Da
QR?VUN
magnitudes (By, kq) as follows

where, G = . The above equation can be simplified by expressing the coefficients in terms of effective

P;=1— Bye ke (A13)

where, By and kg are determined as

Bg=Bg1+ Ba2+ Bas

(A14)
kg =kq1+ ka2 +kas

It is estimated that this simplification does not have any significant influence on the calculation for
diffusional deposition (see Fig. |Al)). The simplified form is, as such, used in this analysis for calculation
diffusional deposition in the airways.

Using Egs. and we obtain -

D D D
kg = 7.315—"— kgo = 44.61 —"— kg3 = 114 —"— Al5
a1 2RZ oy P 2RZ oy P 2R2 0y (A15)
and D
kg =kqy +kaz + kas = (7.315 4+ 44.61 + 114) -—“— (A16)
’ ’ ' QRN’UN

where, Ry and vy denotes the airway radius and airflow velocity of a particular lung generation, respectively.

Using this, droplet deposition in the airways due to aerosol diffusion is estimated as
D,

QR?V'UN

Lp.g=vNANTks = vnTRY 2N (7.315 4 44.61 + 114) (A17)
Conversion of Eq. to its dimensionless form gives us the following expression for dimensionless
diffusional deposition of the aerosols in the airways -

LgN(@

2
—0 N = 20)™ (3.66 + 22. Al
I Ro) (20)™ (3.66 + 22.305 + 57) (A18)

/
Lpa=Lpa
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Figure A1l: Comparison of the diffusional deposition probability using the simplified model (Byg, kq) used in the present study
and the model proposed by Yeh & Schaum [23] for a aerosol diameter of 0.1 pm.

A2.2.2. Sedimentation deposition in the airways

The probability of deposition of the aerosols due to sedimentation in the airways is expressed following
Yeh & Schaum [23] as

97T,UfairRN UN

P,=1- exp l _ <chpad3005(¢zv)x>1 (A19)

where, p,, g and 1 represents droplet density, gravitational acceleration and airway orientation angle consid-
ering horizontal as 90°, respectively. Linearising the above equation using the approach followed in Eq[A9]
we obtain -

gcspadQCOS(wN)
kg =212 ~"°7 A20
I fhair RNUN (420)

Aerosol deposition in the airways due to sedimentation can, then, be estimated as -

gcspadgcos(wN)
I fhair RNUN

o 1 RNngpadZCOS(wN) 2N
9 T lair

Lps =vnAnrks = vy (TR32Y)
(A21)

Conversion of the dimensional deposition (Lp ) to its dimensionless form gives us the following expression
for dimensionless sedimentation deposition in the airways -

L3 1/Lo\2 N
Ly =Lpsg poo = 5(sz) (2av/B)" Sycos(vn) (A22)

where, S, is defined as the sedimentation parameter and expressed as

o ROpadzg

- A23
Sg kBT ( )

A2.2.3. Impact deposition in the airways
The probability of deposition due to impaction of the aerosols in the airways is given by Yeh & Schaum
[23] as
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P, =1~ fi(0,5t) (A24)

2
Csparsvn

where, 0 denotes the branching angle of the airways and St denotes the Stokes number (= ok ). The
KairftN
function f;(6, St) is expressed as follows -
fi(0,5t) = g(30571(19 St) — lSin 2cos (0 St)} for 0 - St < 1 (Inhalation)
YT T (A25)

=1 for 6 - St > 1 (Exhalation)

The expression of P; is not in a form that can be directly linearised. As such, certain mathematical
treatments need to be carried out in order to estimate the impact deposition. Loss of droplets in one
generation of the lungs can be determined based on the droplet concentrations before and after the lung
generation. Mathematically, this can be expressed as

Loss in a generation = Cbef ~Caft _ g fi(0,.St)
Coef (A26)
Caft
= —= = fi(6,51)
Che f

In terms of lung generations, the above expression can be re-written as
ca = fN(0,St)cap (A27)
Differentiating with respect to generation number, we obtain -

o ol (£Y (0, 50) 1 (0, 80) = (£ (0,50 42

Converting the above derivative to a derivative in terms of z, we get -

deg dN

—= = —(~In(f{(6, 51)) ——ca
dz dxd N (A29)
= ki = (~In(£"(0,51)))——
dx
The impact deposition is estimated using the above expression as
2 9N N dN
LDJ = UNAN,Tki = ’UN’/TRN2 (7111(]01 (G,St)))% (A30)

The dimensionless form of the impact deposition is obtained following a similar approach as in Sections
[A2.2.1] and [A2.2.2] The dimensionless impact deposition, thus, obtained is expressed as

Lj

(1-a)
AODaa

N _ pe n(fY
_ ‘P a|q(t)1 (fz (H’St))a In(«)

Ly, =Lp, (A31)

A2.2.4. Diffusional deposition in the alveoli

Diffusional deposition of the aerosols in the alveoli is estimated using the following dimensionless expres-
sion -

1l-«
L/D,d,alv = ’7N”7d,alv|P€a|q(t) (7)) (A32)

—a In(a

where, vy denotes the fraction of alveolated area in the corresponding generation (see Table [A2]) and 7g 410
denotes the diffusional deposition efficiency in the alveoli. 74 41, is expressed as [7]
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4k*tD,
nd,al’u - 2 Z k2 exp[ d2 ] (A33)

A2.2.5. Sedimentation deposition in the alveoli
Deposition of the inhaled aerosols due to their sedimentation in the alveoli are estimated using the
following dimensionless expression -

1l -«
L' g a1 = YNTs,atv] Pealq(t) (Tn(a)) (A34)

where, vy and 7 41, denotes the fraction of alveolated area in the corresponding generation (see Table |A2))
and sedimentation deposition efficiency in the alveoli, respectively. 7 41, is expressed as [7]

Ns,alv =
eq

1+min(js,1)]2ll—0.5min<js,1)]2—1 (A35)
eq

A2.8. Drug molecule transport in mucus

The corresponding 1D transport equation for the drugs deposited in the airway mucus is expressed as

8(Amcul) 8(chd) . 0 Ocq
ot T or  anAmPagy

where, c¢; denotes the drug concentration in the airway mucus, @,, represents the volume flow rate of
mucociliary clearance and Dy denotes the diffusivity of drug molecules in the mucus layer.

The drug-laden aerosols deposited in the airway mucus serve as the only source of drugs in the lungs.
The source term in Eq. is, therefore, equivalent in magnitude to the deposition term in Eq. (Lpca)
times the drug load in aerosols (¢;). Mathematically, this is expressed as -

) + Source (A36)

Source = Lpc,d; (A37)

where, ¢; is defined as the amount of drug molecules contained by the aerosols per unit amount of the
aerosols. Equation is converted to a form in terms of N using Eqgs. and A, = Am,0(2\/,§()N in a
similar manner as in Section [A2.1] as follows -

87N + (¢1Lpca) (A38)

( m.0(2¢\/B) NDngj\l/i.) - (Qm,O(QEC\/B)NCd)

a ln(oz))7

L
The above equation is further reduced by multiplying and dividing by (ﬁ) and ( R
m,0d -

respectively. The reduced equation is expressed as

NTmdca _ 0 2Cv/B\N/ 1—a \20cq Lo|Vpn, N
20¢/B) T, ot 8]\][(( « ) (aln(a)) (9]V>_< Dy (2CV/B) cd)
. AoD, L2a
+<¢ZLDLgaN¢a Ca,0 mODd>

L0|V

(A39)
The following parameters are utilised to achieve the dimensionless form of the virus transport equation
in the airway mucus given by Eq.

Ag Lo T |Vm 0|L0 kT
= b= w022 = PO gy = m pe, = VmolRo oy EBDpyg
¢d €d,0 €0 = Pica0 Ao [Vin,ol T o Dy T By (440)
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D,
|Ped|(2aC\/B)N5tm? =N + (LIDDid%) (A41)

where, ¢4, Pey and St,, represents the dimensionless drug concentration, Peclet number for the drug
molecules and Strouhal number for the mucus layer, respectively. T, denotes the time-scale for mucociliary
transport. Drug diffusivity (Dg) is estimated using the Stokes-Einstein relation where p,, represents mucus
viscosity and ry represents size of the drug molecules. The term Fy in Eq. represents the total flux of
the drug molecules and is expressed as

((WB)N( L—a )2@) - <|Ped|<2s<¢B>N¢d>>] (A42)

! a In(a)

Fy=

A2.4. Implementation of the model and validation

The mathematical model discussed in Sections[A2.IJA2:3]is implemented for computational analysis using
MATLAB®. The governing transport equations are discretised following the finite-difference technique with
a first-order upwind and central-difference scheme used for the advective and diffusive terms, respectively.
The temporal terms are discretised using explicit forward differencing.

The implemented mathematical model is validated with respect to aerosol deposition within the lungs.
Aerosol depositions predicted using the computational model are compared with the experimental data of
Heyder et al. [24] with respect to deposition in the whole lungs as well as deposition specifically in the alveolar
region of the lungs. The results are shown in Figs. [AZh-b. It can be observed that the computed aerosol
deposition is in quite good agreement with the experimentally determined data. Figs. [A2c-d represent the
contribution of different deposition mechanisms considered in the present analysis in the whole lung as well
as the alveolar region. The dominance of the different deposition mechanisms are similar to that observed
from literature [25].

A3. Physiological basis for parameter selection

The magnitudes of different parameters used in the mathematical model are selected based on relevant
physiological data. Physiological quantities pertinent to the lung model are tabulated in Table Other
relevant physiological quantities are summarised in Table below.

Table A3: Magnitudes of relevant physiological quantities considered in the study

Quantity Magnitude Quantity Magnitude

da 0.01-20 pm dg 0.01-0.1 pm
L dT 0.000018 kg/ms L 0.1 kg/ms
T 300 K Ty 4s

Qmaz  0.0007925 m3/s

A4. Supporting Results

A4.1. Effect of aerosol size on drug deposition in the deep lungs

Fig. shows the variation in aerosol deposition (Sy) within the lung with change in Pe,. A larger
volume of aerosols are able to reach the deeper generations of the lung with increase in Pe, leading to larger
aerosol deposition. This reverses when Pe, is increased beyond 1.59 x 10° and at Pe, = 3.07 x 10'!, most
of the aerosols are observed to get deposited in the first few generations and almost no deposition in the
deep lung (beyond N = 18). Similar observations have been made in previous investigations as well [8]. The
reason is due to a larger contribution of impact deposition of the aerosols in the earlier generations at such
high Pe,. The corresponding drug concentrations (¢4) are shown in Figs. 3a-b in the main manuscript.

Fig. [A3b shows the temporal variation in ¢4 at N = 0 of the lung. It can be observed that washout of the
drugs from the lung does not undergo any significant temporal change with variation in Pe,. However, the
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Figure A2: Comparison of the calculated deposition fraction (DF) of inhaled aerosols for (a) the whole lungs and (b) the
alveolar region with the experimental results obtained by Heyder et al. [24] for different aerosol diameter (d,), and comparison
of the impact of different deposition mechanisms as a function of aerosol diameter in (c) the whole lung and (d) the alveolar
region.

initial location of drug deposition within the lung is observed to have an important impact on its washout.
Drugs deposited before N = 18 gets washed out quickly due to the stronger muco-ciliary clearance. Drugs
deposited beyond N = 18, however, gets transported much slowly due to the weak diffusive transport of the
drug molecules in mucus in that region. Drugs deposited at very large Pe, (~ 3.07 x 10'!) are, therefore,
washed out of the lungs relatively quickly since majority of the deposition takes place before N = 18. At
lower Pe,, however, a substantial amount of the deposited drugs continue to persist in the deep lung (beyond
N = 18) even though muco-ciliary clearance washes out the drugs from the upper generations. The retention
of drugs in the deep lung is evident from the distribution of ¢4 within the lung at 7 = 10000 in Fig. [A3L.

A4.2. FEffect of breathing time period on drug deposition and retention

Figs. [Adh-b highlights the change in aerosol deposition within the lung with variation in St,. It can
be observed that the magnitude of aerosol deposition in the mucus decreases and the deposition also tends
to shift towards the upper airways with increase in St,. This happens since the amount of aerosols being
inhaled reduces with increase in St,. The progression of ¢, front into the lung, therefore, decreases which,
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Figure A3: (a) Aerosol deposition (Sy = L,¢a) within the lungs for different Pe, (b) Temporal change in drug concentration
(¢4) at N = 0 for different Pe, (c) Drug concentration within the lungs at 7 = 10000 for different Pe,. The results are shown
for Stq = 0.0095, Pey = 4.56 x 107, St,, = 359.7122, Texp = O.

in turn, results in the aforementioned change in aerosol deposition pattern. The corresponding change in
drug concentration (¢,) is shown in Fig. 4a in the main manuscript.

Any change in St,, however, do not affect the mucuociliary transport in the lung or drug diffusivity in
the mucus. Drug washout from the lung, therefore, remains unaffected when St, is changing, as shown from
the temporal change of drug concentration at N = 0 in Fig. [Ade. Persistence of drugs in the deep lung is,
as such, observed for the situations where deep lung deposition of drugs occur i.e. St, < 0.01, as shown in
Fig. [A4Q.

Figure represents ¢4 at the end of aerosol exposure for various St,,. It can be observed that there
is no significant difference between ¢4 when St,, remains large. It is only when St,, becomes ~ 100 that
deviations become apparent enough. The reason for these deviations is the much faster mucus clearance at
low St,, which is able to transport the deposited drugs away from the initial deposition location even before
the deposition is complete.

Fig. [A5p shows ¢4 at 7 = 10000 for various St,,. It can be observed that there is a considerable difference
between ¢, in the upper airways as a result of the varying rate of mucociliary transport. However, it is not
observed to influence washout of the drugs from the deep lung in any manner. Breathing and muco-ciliary
transport are, hence, observed to have no significant influence on drug washout from the deep lung.
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Figure A4: a-b) Aerosol deposition (Sq = L', pa) within the lungs for different St, (c) Temporal change in drug concentration
(¢q) at N = 0 for different St, (d) Drug concentration (¢4) within the lung for different St, at 7 = 10000. The results are
shown for Peq = 2.85 x 1010, Pey = 4.56 x 107, Sty = 359.7122, Tegp = 5.

A4.8. Effect of exposure time on drug deposition and retention

Figure shows the total amount of aerosols deposited in the airway mucus for various 7.., considered
in this analysis. It can be observed that while the deposition pattern within the lungs remain almost identical,
the magnitude of deposition increases as 7.z, become longer. The increase in deposition with exposure time
is linear (see Fig. 4d in the main manuscript). This observation can be used to estimate the dose of drugs
that is delivered to a specific lung region over a particular period of time.

For example, pressurised meter-dose inhalers deliver 100 ug of salbutamol per puff and it usually takes
20-40 puffs to reverse the effects of bronchoconstriction [I7]. Majority of the inhaled aerosolised drugs are
deposited in the mouth and the pharynx, and only approximately 10% of the inhaled aerosolised drugs reach
the trachea for further inhalation. A maximum of 28% of the aerosols that reach the trachea has been
observed to reach the deep lung (corresponding aerosol size of 3 pm). Considering the above parameters, it
is estimated that only 2.8 ug per puff i.e. 2.8% of inhaled drugs is able to reach the deep lung under normal
breathing conditions. Thus, for 40 puffs of inhaler, the total drug dose reaching the deep lung would be
112 pg. Assuming the entire drug dose deposited in the deep lung to be passed on to the blood circulation,
the estimated drug concentration in blood would be 42.26 ng/ml considering the blood volume in children
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Figure A5: Drug concentration (¢,) within the lungs for various St at (a) the end of aerosol exposure (7 = 5) and (b) at
7 = 10000. The results are shown for Pe, = 2.85 x 1010, Pey = 4.56 x 107, Stq = 0.0095, Tezp = 5.
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Figure A6: (a) Total aerosol deposition (S; = L’D¢a) within the lung for different 7eyp. Deposition for 7ezp = 5 — 100 is
additionally shown as inset to ensure proper readability (b) Drug concentration (¢4) within the lungs for different 7erp at the
end of exposure i.e. at 7 = Tegp. The results are shown for Pe, = 2.85 X 1019, Pey = 4.56 x 107, St, = 0.0095, St., = 359.7122.

to be 2650 ml. Salbutamol concentration of 20 — 40 ng/ml in blood is considered adequate for reversing
bronchoconstriction in children [I7]. Detailed calculation for the above estimation is as follows -
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Dose per puff = 100ug
Dose per puff reaching the trachea = Dose per puff x Fraction of inhaled drugs reaching the trachea
= 100ug x 10%
Dose per puff reaching deep lung = Dose per puff reaching tracheax
Fraction of inhaled drugs at trachea reaching deep lung
= 100pug x 10% x 28%

= 2.8ug
Total dose reaching deep lung = Dose per puff reaching deep lung x Number of puffs
= 2.8ug x 40
=112ug
Drug concentration in blood = Total dose reaching deep lung/ Total blood volume
= 112ug/2650 ml
= 42.26 ng/ml

Similar calculations can be carried out for other combination of the pertinent parameters. The computa-
tional model can, thus, be utilised to estimate drug deposition and also to suggest ways to improve the drug
delivery to the deep lung. Although the magnitude of drug deposition and drug concentration after a certain
exposure duration can be determined by such extrapolations, it needs to be noted that this method is not a
substitute for detailed simulations. Detailed simulations are still needed for drug retention calculation. The
deposition characteristics can also change with variation in any one of the relevant parameters. Also, this
knowledge does not provide information about the fraction of the inhaled aerosols that are deposited in the
deep lungs. These informations can only be obtained from detailed simulations.

Figure @3 shows the drug concentration within the lungs for various 7., at the end of respective
exposures. As expected, the drug concentration also increases due to larger aerosol deposition. In the upper
airways (N < 18), mucuociliary transport clearance occurs simultaneously with aerosol deposition and as
such, the effective drug concentration is the resultant of drug transport due to the deposition and clearance
mechanisms. While drug concentration increases in these generations due to higher aerosol deposition,
continuous mucus transport clears the drugs from these generations towards the 0" generation and as a
consequence, drug accumulates in the first few generations (leading to much higher ¢4) before being washed
out of the lung.
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