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ABSTRACT 

 

This research deals with the question of how particulate matter (PM) from vehicle exhaust 

can be measured using low-cost and low-weight sensor and with high resolution. For this 

purpose, a novel system based on inexpensive commercial optical scattering-based sensor, 

ejectors, compressor, and filters is presented.  

Atmospheric particulate matter poses a significant health hazard globally, which manifests 

itself in respiratory and cardiovascular disease and causes shortened life expectancy. As one 

source of pollution, diesel cars are equipped with a very efficient particulate matter filter to 

reduce the particulate matter emission from vehicle exhaust. However, any broken or 

removal of the particle filter can increase the vehicle 's PM emission by orders of magnitude. 

In order to recognize these high polluters, periodical emission measurement is suggested by 

regulations and manufacturers. The current regular tests have been assessed on the basis of 

data from high-cost, bulky and complex measurement devices. To this aim, the 

establishment of a new measurement sensor for periodic emission control and detection of 

the DPF performance after the vehicle exhaust is necessary.  

To fulfill the requirements, this paper proposes the design of a new, simple, compact layout 

after the vehicle tailpipe based on the optical scattering-based sensor. Optical particle 

counters (OPCs) are widely used for real-time, mobile detection of the aerosol particles from 

a low concentration environment (e.g., clean room) to highly concentrated urban areas. 

The proposed layout uses an optical particle counter as a compact instrument for real-time 

monitoring of the particle concentration after exhaust of the internal combustion engine. 

Various parameters of the exhaust emission before the optical sensor, such as temperature, 

humidity, and flow rate are considered to verify the working condition of the optical sensor.  
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1.1. Total overview of air pollution and environmental effect: 

Air pollution has been a significant risk to human health and the environment. In 1970, the 

Clean Air Act (CAA) established the first regulation on National Ambient Air Quality 

Standards (NAAQS [1]). These emission standards set limits on six air pollutants that may 

be emitted from specific sources over specific timeframes: carbon monoxide, lead, nitrogen 

dioxide, ozone, sulfur dioxide, and particulate matter (PM)[2]. 

In particular, growing evidence from the last decade implicates effect of PM pollutants in 

increasing primary chronic diseases and the risk of premature mortality[3]. Besides, global 

healthcare maintenance costs are rapidly growing, while the increased daily risks from PM 

exposure remain modest for any individual. There is an exciting background of efforts to 

recognize  the harmful  outcomes of PM air pollution on human health and the environment. 

The research findings implicated the numerous harmful health effects of PM, including 

respiratory disease to cancer and a wide range of global environmental challenges, from acid 

rain to global warming. Epidemiological studies have consistently shown an association 

between exposure to PM air pollution during pregnancy and not only the risk of infant 

mortality and reduced birth weight [4], but also preterm birth (PTB) and stillbirth [5]. 

Long-term exposure to air pollution has been associated with an increased number of deaths 

from non-accidental cardiovascular and respiratory disease to lung cancer mortality among 

older people[3],[6]. However, epidemiological studies and evidence from the last decades 

have shown the lesser adverse effect of PM exposure on cerebrovascular disease [7]. 

Considering the World Health Organization assessment, PM2.5 concentration has been 

linked with premature deaths of almost 800,000 each year, which has the 13th ranking of the 

cause of mortality in the world [8] . However, additional research and studies prove a more 

profound relationship than initially expected. The number of data has consistently shown a 

dose-dependent association between PM exposure and human morbidity in which any 

decrease of PM from the environment limits the outbreak of these diseases. Simultaneously, 

more research is required to recognize the effect of PM chemical composition on human 

health and mortality. 

Further studies are strongly shown the problematic consequence of PM pollution on climate 

change and visibility. Generally, the outcomes of PM on climate change divides into two 

categories of direct and indirect effects. Direct effects include scattering and absorption of 
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the sunlight by PM in the atmosphere, whereas indirect effects associate with cloud cover 

changing by particles serving as cloud condensation nuclei [9]. Besides, decreasing the 

visibility in the atmosphere due to scattering the light by PM results in a noticeable reduction 

of the light intensity contrast between a distant object and background sky[8],[9]. 

Numerous attempts are made to reduce particulate matter pollution from different sources to 

overcome its harmful impact on humans and the environment. Different organizations 

provide the regulations for threshold pollutant concentration to protect public health and 

control air quality. It is also expected that exposure to air pollutants below the threshold 

concentration provided by the guidelines will not have a dangerous effect on human health.   

The particulate matter originated from a different kind of stationary and mobile sources 

classify either as primary particles emitted directly from a particular emission source (e.g., 

the smoke of power plants) or secondary particles resulting from the chemical reactions 

between pollutants in the atmosphere (e.g., sulphur oxides and nitrogen oxides). Particulate 

matter as a complex mixture of tiny solid particles and liquid droplets is composed of 

different chemicals. These suspended particles from different sources and of various size 

vary in composition depending on spatial and temporal scales[11]. 

 

1.2. Size of PM: 

 

The International Organization for Standardization (ISO) and the European Committee for 

Standardization (CEN) have defined several size fractions for airborne particles[11],[12].  

The sum of all atmospheric particles is described as the Total Suspended Particles (TSP) or 

Total Suspended Particulate Matter (TSPM). These parameters often measure by the 

detecting system without a size-selective inlet.  

Inhalable fraction, thoracic fraction, and respirable fraction are other definitions describing 

the deposition of the particles in the upper (such as mouth or nose) or lower respiratory tract 

(such as larynx and lungs), respectively. It should also be noted that smaller particles can 

deeply enter the human body and cause severe morbidity. 

For the monitoring purpose, other classes of  particulate matter defined by the U.S.  

Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) (part of a National Ambient Air Quality Standard 

(NAAQS)) are commonly used [14].   
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There are four main categories of particulate matter based on their aerodynamic diameter1, 

including coarse particles (PM10), fine particles (PM2.5), ultrafine particles (PM0.1), and 

nanoparticles. 

Usually, PM x is defined as the total mass of the particles by a diameter of less than or equal 

to x 𝜇𝑚. Figure 1 shows the complete comparison of two size classes PM10 and PM2.5. 

 

 

 

Figure 1. Size comparision of PM10 and PM2.5  [15] 

 

However, the actual definition defined by International Standards Organization is as follows: 

PM10 (respectively PM2.5) are “particles which pass through a size-selective inlet with a 50 

% efficiency cut-off at 10μm aerodynamic diameter” (respectively 2.5μm)[16]. Furthermore, 

according to the ISO 7708:1995 standard, PM10 and PM2.5 correspond to the thoracic and 

the high-risk respirable convention, respectively [12]. 

As described above, particulate matter can divide by their different aerodynamic equivalent 

diameter (AED), whereas particles of the same diameter have a similar velocity. 

Coarse particles defined as particulates of an aerodynamic diameter ≤ 10 µm mainly include 

dust, oil, sea salts, pollen, and other parts of plants. They also can be generated during 

construction, farming, and mining activities. It is worth noting that particles greater than 10 

µm are primarily  not deposited in the lungs as they are filtered out in the nose and throat 

[17]. 

 
1 Aerodynamic diameter is defined as the diameter of a 1 g/cm3 density sphere of the same settling velocity in the air as the measured 

particle 
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Fine particulate matters with a diameter of 2.5 µm or smaller can enter into the deep part of 

the lung. Fine particles mostly produce from various combustion sources such as diesel 

engines, gasoline engines, wood burning, coal burning for power generation, and non-

combustion sources such as ammonium sulfate, ammonium nitrate, and secondary organic 

aerosols (SOA) [18]. Fine particles also can be derived from industrial processes, such as 

smelters, cement plants, paper mills, and steel mills. 

Ultrafine particles are commonly defined as those less than 0.1μm in diameter. They 

typically generate from combustion sources, manufacturing of nanomaterials, nucleation 

processes, or photochemical processes. Ultrafine ambient air can also emit directly from 

different sources as a primary particle or generate from precursors in the atmosphere as 

secondary particles [19]. Despite their brief time life, they can overgrow to shape the larger 

particles (such as PM2.5) through coagulation or condensation. More recently, there has 

been a general interest in ultrafine particles due to their contribution as a primary source of 

fine particles. Small ultrafine particles can enter into the lungs and contribute to severe health 

effects such as lung function decline [20], [21]. 

It should be mention that another classification suggested by other researchers is considered 

as nanoparticles with a diameter smaller than 50 nm [22]. 

Different studies were carried out to extract toxicity scores for particles derived from 

different PM sources. However, due to the various sizes and chemical components of fine 

particles, they are not similarly toxic. The results show higher toxicity of combustion than 

non-combustion aerosols. Among the particulate matter produced from various sources in 

[18], the highest toxicity score was obtained for exhaust emission from vehicle engine. In 

this framework, to control and decrease the engine particles level, much research efforts has 

been spent on developing and designing of the PM detection instruments. 

Diesel exhaust particles are probably the most toxic [23] source of ultrafine particles. 

Although they usually form groups of aggregates with sulphates, metals, and hydrocarbons 

[24]. The oxidative damage they cause is not only to enzymes and cell membranes but also 

to DNA, as demonstrated by elevated urinary 8-OHdG levels [25]. 

In this framework, detection of the  soot particulate matter as essential and ubiquitous 

particulate air pollution is considered during this research. 
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Figure 2 shows the total overview of four classes of the particulate matter size. PM emission 

from engines is a combination of fine, ultrafine, and nanoparticles. 

 

 
Figure 2. Particulate matter size categories 

 

1.3. Source of Particulate Matter: 

 

It is a critical issue to identify the variety of PM sources contributing to air pollution to take 

severe actions for reducing air PM pollution associated with human and environmental 

health. To date, a growing number of evidence on the contribution of various sources to air 

pollution has been extensively studied. Such studies generally prove that a considerable part 

of PM is generated from human activities, while natural sources produce a lower portion. 

Natural source of PM includes volcanoes, wildfires, soil dust, and sea salt whereas 

anthropogenic sources comprise combustion and industrial processes, traffic, fuel burning, 

tobacco smoking, candles burning, etc. 

Based on European Union (EU) emission report, ambient particulate matter (PM) sources 

are divided into a total of four categories: Households/small consumers, Energy and 

industry, Road traffic, and others [26].  

Road traffic contributed about 12% of PM pollution in Europe includes different kinds of 

emissions from various vehicle types. In addition to the primary PM emissions from the 

exhaust and the emissions of organic and inorganic gaseous PM precursors from the 

combustion of fuel and lubricant, vehicles emit significant amounts of particles through the 

wear of brake linings, clutch, and tires [27]. 
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The results of scientific researches carried out in road traffic emissions show that non-

exhaust emissions are mainly from the coarse mode of PM (PM2.5-10) while traffic exhaust 

emissions are mainly to fine PM (diameter < 2.5 mm) [28], [29]. 

Figure 3 represents the main categories of the pollution traffic sources. The current research 

focuses on the exhaust emission from passenger cars which is about 16% of the road traffic 

emissions. 

 

 

 

Figure 3. Total overview of the PM sources 

 

In order to overcome the harmful effects of air pollution, it is crucial to pursue a solution to 

reduce the primary traffic-related PM emissions. 

 

1.4. Composition from diesel engine: 

 

Diesel engines, like other internal combustion engines, transform the chemical energy of 

fuel into mechanical power. During an ideal combustion process, only carbon dioxide (CO2) 

and water vapor (H2O)is  produced by the diesel fuel containing hydrocarbons [30]. 

However, despite their high combustion efficiency, the small fraction of unburnt fuel and 

lubricating oil result in many incomplete combustion products [31]. 

Diesel engine exhaust as a complex mixture consists of solid, condensed (or liquid), and 

gaseous fractions. The solid fraction mostly comprises elemental carbon with a 10-30 nm 

diameter that can agglomerate and result in larger soot particles. The solid fraction of the 
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diesel exhaust engine also includes metal and metal-oxides originating from lubrication and 

fuel additives, and engine wear [32]. Furthermore, wear on the engine, which mainly consists 

of iron, can produce nano-sized particles and enrich the carbonaceous soot particles with 

iron and iron oxides [33]. However, the most common element in the fraction of solid diesel 

exhaust particles is elementary carbon, which is the primary reason for the black color of the 

unfiltered diesel emission exhaust. 

Figure 4 shows the gaseous exhaust fraction, including non-toxic inorganic gaseous (e.g., 

nitrogen, water, oxygen) and toxic inorganic gases (e.g., carbon dioxide (CO2)). Diesel 

emission exhaust also consists of about 1 percent of pollutant emissions that contribute to 

severe health problems. The four primary pollutant emissions from diesel engines exhaust 

are carbon monoxide-CO, hydrocarbons-HC, particulate matter-PM, and nitrogen oxides-

NOx. 

Most of these pollutants derive from different non-ideal combustion processes, such as 

incomplete combustion of fuel, reactions between mixture components under high 

temperature and pressure, combustion of engine lubricating oil and oil additives as well as 

combustion of non-hydrocarbon components of diesel fuel, such as sulfur compounds and 

fuel additives [30], [33]. Generally, based on engine type, operation mode, fuel, and 

lubrication oil type, the composition of the exhaust emission  can considerably change [34]–

[36]. 

 

Figure 4.The composition of typical diesel engine exhaust gas[37] 

The percentage of PM from diesel emission is still low compared to the total amount of 

exhaust emission. Figure 4. shows that PM emission contains about less than 1 % of the total 



 14 

diesel exhaust gasses. However, even this low level of particulate matter can contribute to a 

hazardous human health effect. 

 

1.5. Particulate matter composition from diesel engine and their 

structures: 

 

The combustion process of a diesel engine can be defined as unsteady turbulent diffusion 

combustion [38]. The diesel engine relies upon an auto-ignition of fuel [39], in which 

injected fuel mixes with intake air inside the chamber. Compressed air inside the chamber 

generates a high temperature, sufficient for the spontaneous ignition of the diesel fuel [40]. 

The primary reason for DPM emissions is the presence of a fuel-rich mixture at high 

temperatures without sufficient oxygen concentration [41], [42] . 

Diesel particulate matter (DPM) is a complex mixture of solid and liquid particles suspended 

in a gas. The chemical composition and physical properties of DPM can be influenced by 

several factors, such as dilution level, atmospheric processing after emission from the 

tailpipe, exhaust gas cooling, the working temperature of the engine (e.g., speed/load, 

injection timing, and strategy), availability of after-treatment equipment (e.g., diesel 

particulate filter), engine maintenance, photochemical aging, fuel composition (sulfur and 

ash content) and lubricant used [36], [41], [43].  

Diesel exhaust particles resulting from the combustion process include agglomerated solid 

carbonaceous material, ash, volatile organic, and sulfur components. Liquid phase materials 

and hydrocarbons absorb on the soot surface and change based on engine operating 

conditions [44]. As mentioned before, the size, composition, and toxicity level of particulate 

matter vary depending on many factors. Figure 5 illustrates the nature of diesel particulate 

matter schematically. 
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Figure 5.Schematic representation of diesel particulate matter formed during combustion process[41] 

 

Usually, the normal-logarithmic size distribution of the diesel engine particulate matter has 

three modal structures[44]. Nucleation, Accumulation, and coarse mode are the three main 

modes of diesel exhaust particulate matter (Figure 6). The peak value of particulate matter 

number distribution is contained in the nucleation mode, while the maximum value of 

particulate matter mass distribution is found in the accumulation mode. A small fraction of 

the particulate matter remains in the third coarse mode, which is not generated during the 

combustion process [22]. Figure 6 shows a typical size distribution of diesel exhaust 

particulates matter.  

In that figure 6, the expression "normalized" is used to indicate that each of those 

distributions is divided by the total value of the chosen variable. For instance, if you consider 

the mass distribution, all the points of the distribution figure are dived by the total mass. 
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Figure 6.Diesel size distribution [42] 

 

1.6. DPF filter and after treatment system: 

 

Diesel vehicles emit significant particulate mass and numbers in the form of combustion 

byproducts [45]. To decrease the PM exhaust emissions based on the new regulation, testing 

different primary solutions such as modification of the engine, fuel, and operating 

parameters have not fulfilled the requirements. However, the exhaust after treatment (such 

as catalytic converters and diesel particulate filters (DPFs)) substantially decreases the 

gaseous and particulate pollutant volumes.  

In the last decades, most research activities and studies have focused on developing new 

technologies for controlling the exhaust emission and reducing the percentage contribution 

of vehicle emissions to overall ambient PM concentrations. 

DPFs are available in multiple configurations, such as ceramic and sintered metal diesel 

particulate filters. However, the porous ceramic wall-flow is the most commonly used filter. 

The exhaust emission passes through the walls and collects in the filter. The DPF 

periodically oxidizes to remove unacceptable pressure-drop across the filter [46]. 

In brief, DPFs are particularly efficient in controlling most of the soot emissions. Figure 7 

shows the size distribution of the particulate matter with and without a particulate filter [47].  
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The use of the filter guarantees a reduction of two orders of magnitude of PM in the 

accumulation mode of particulate matter. However, the new nucleation mode downstream 

of the filter is dominated by volatile materials [47]. 

 

 

Figure 7.Total Particle Size distribution Upstream and Downstream of Particulate Filter[47] 

 

Although diesel particulate filters are essential for emission control, some DPF failures such 

as pinhole, crack, fouling, and melt failure, can be observed during the lifetime of the diesel 

vehicle. In this framework, the filter cannot sufficiently decrease the PM emission and its 

substrate failures are irreversible [48]. 

Generally, the DPFs failures result in exhaust emission exceeding and change the PM 

concentration of vehicle exhaust. Therefore, the regular checking of the exhaust emission to 

determine any failure of the DPFs is necessary. 
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2.1. Overview of the methods for particulate emissions detection: 

 

Vehicle exhaust emission has been defined as one of the particulate matter sources [52]. The 

reduction of PM emission can be obtained by tuning the vehicle engines and exhaust 

aftertreatment systems. There is a variety of measurement devices based on different 

principles for the detection of exhaust aerosol. The  proposed research aims to choose the 

most suitable technique for the detection of PM directly after exhaust. In this framework, a 

general overview of standard techniques and newly designed methods is presented. 

However, selection of the best techniques, on the one hand, needs a precise aim of the 

measurement and definition of the project requirements and, on the other hand, enough 

information about the characteristics of the methods and devices. The final choice of the 

sensor is  based on monitoring purposes and available budget. 

A variety of methods are available to measure particle concentration. Generally, the methods 

of PM  monitoring of the exhaust emission can be divided into two main categories: off-line 

detection, like the gravimetric analysis, and online detection, e.g., microbalance methods 

and methods based on mass spectroscopy [53]. However, offline methods use complex and 

time-consuming techniques and mainly have been used in fixed stations. Besides, the bulky 

dimension of the devices and their high price are further limitations of the instruments. 

Online detection systems (e.g., optical methods) rely on the real-time and highly sensitive 

detection of the particle concentration and has been widely used in industry. Table 2 shows 

a general overview of the PM measurement methods. 
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Table 1.General overview of the PM exhaust monitoring device 

 

 

2.1.1. Gravimetric method: 

 

One of the common approaches based on particle deposition for detecting the PM mass 

concentration is a  filter-based gravimetric method.  Particle deposits on a filter after dilution 

in a Constant Volume Sampling (CVS) over a long time, and the total PM mass 

concentration can be defined by weighting the gravimetric sampler after and before the test. 

Generally, the filter is able to collect all particle sizes. To select the particular size fraction  

or remove the large particles, appropriate pre-cyclone is suggested (e.g., cyclone with a cut-

off of 10 µm or 25 µm) [54].  

The total particle mass concentration can be affected by the filter conditions [53] (e.g., 

relative humidity or temperature).  

Gravimetric filter methods are highly accurate and precise for providing particulate mass 

concentrations but do not provide temporal information. These high-precision instruments 

are bulky, stationary and expensive. Therefore, they are not helpful for mobile air quality 

monitoring. Besides, the detection process is labor-intensive and time-consuming. The 

system is not sensitive enough for the detection of the modern vehicle emission exhaust.  

The method needs proper sampling process over a sufficient time to ensure that particle 

characteristic does not change [55]. 
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2.1.2. Optical methods: 

 

Optical particle sensors based on the interaction of particles with light (e.g., laser or LED) 

can determine the particulate matter concentration. Optical monitoring instruments based on 

scattering, absorption, or extinction of light can provide a real-time exhaust measurement. 

The proposed systems have the advantage of a compact structure for mobile PM monitoring 

at a reasonable cost. However, there is a limitation of the detection particle size for accurate 

measurement of the particulate matter. 

 

2.1.3. Light scattering: 

 

The first mathematical model of light scattering was developed in the19th century. Scattering 

of the light refers to the process where an electromagnetic (EM) wave (e.g., an incident light 

wave) encounters an obstacle (e.g., a particle), and light photon redirects into a new 

trajectory. Generally, photon light can deviate from any heterogeneity in the medium that 

has been illuminated by incident light [55]. Elastic scattering occurs when the wavelength 

of the scattered light is the same as the incident light. Elastic scattering of electromagnetic 

radiation by particles can be described by the Mie theory, the Ryleigh theory, and geometry 

optics [56]. 

A size parameter of the particles can be defined by the following formula [56] : 

 

𝑥 =
2𝜋𝑟

𝜆
 (1) 

where 𝑟 is the particle length (radius), 𝜆 is the wavelength of the incidence light and 𝑥 is the 

size parameter. 

Mie theory is usually valid when particles' size is comparable to the wavelength of light, i.e., 

𝑥 = 1. Generally, when the particle size is much smaller than the light wavelength, i.e., 𝑥 ≪

1, Mie theory converges to Rayleigh scattering. For 𝑥 ≫ 1, Mie scattering theory gradually 

converts to geometric optics with the increase of particle size. There is no size limitation for 
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Mie theory, and it can be applied to different scattering systems. However, because of  the 

Mie theory 's complicity, it is likely to use Ryleigh theory for small scales particles. 

The light scattering-based sensors can detect the scattered light intensity of the single particle 

(e.g., optical particle counters and condensation particle counter) or a group of particles in 

the observation volume (e.g., scattering-based photometer) . 

The main idea to adapt smoke alarm system to PM monitoring sensor was suggested in 1994 

within the context of planned work in Guatemala as part of the research organized by the 

World Health Organization [57]. The aerosol particles enter the optical sensor zone by the 

use of a pump, where the intensity of the scattered light detect at one or more angles [7,6]. 

However, the instrument does not have enough accuracy for the detection of the small 

particles. 

Optical particle counters (OPCs) are among the most commonly used light scattering-based 

instruments. The first light scattering-based counter was introduced in 1940 [59]. Up to now, 

several improvements in terms of performance, dimension, and accuracy have been 

achieved.  

The functional operation of an OPC relies on the light scattering methods, e.g., Mie theory 

and Ryleigh theory. The inlet nozzle directs the particles to cross a laser beam, and each 

particle scatters the light in all directions. The photodetector receives the scattered light from 

the particles and generates a current pulse proportional to the particulate matter size. Since 

the detected scattering light amount is a function of particle size and composition, it is 

necessary to perform a calibration process, that can be assessed by using monodisperse 

particles [60]. 

One of the standard instruments for detecting number concentration is the condensation 

particle counter (CPC) that uses light scattering to count the particles after magnifying their 

size [53]. The number concentration can easily determine by measuring the pulses from each 

particle and the sampling flow rate. The European regulation needs a 50% counting 

efficiency at 23 nm. However, the cut-off should be defined by selecting an acceptable 

saturation ratio [61]. 
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Generally, the particles growth occur while aerosols pass through the saturated vapor (e.g., 

n-butanol as working fluid). The temperature of the saturated particle decrease in a 

condenser before exposure to the laser beam. Since selecting an appropriate saturation ratio 

is essential, the saturator and condenser temperature remains in the limited range. Therefore, 

there is always a challenge for using the device in outdoor temperature [61]. 

 

2.1.4. Light absorption: 

 

Black carbon (BC) is the most robust visible solar radiative absorber contributing to climate 

change in the atmosphere [62]. There are different optical sensors based on light absorption 

for detection of the PM mass concentration. 

In a spotmeter, the filter smoke meter (FSN) and the particle concentration can be measured 

by filtering exhaust through a paper filter and recording the ratio between the light reflected 

by this exposed spot and an unexposed spot [53]. The sensor is among the robust 

measurement instrument which can use in the engine test cells. The reflectometer can also 

determine the mass concentration of the raw exhaust emission [63].  

In an aethalometer [64], the sampled particulate matter collect through the filter and create 

a patch of increasing density. The increasing of the attenuation of the laser beam over time 

is proportional to the PM concentration on the filter. Various parameter such as the filter 

structure, the distribution of the particulate mass on the filter and angular distribution of 

scattered light can affect the measurement results. 

Photoacoustic Soot Sensor (PASS) is based on photoacoustic measurement techniques [65]. 

The sampled airflow exposes to the modulated laser beam. The particles periodically absorb 

the light energy and heat up, which creates the sound waves [66]. The sound wave frequency  

can be detected by the use of the microphone. The recorded sound signals are linearly 

proportional to particles concentration in the measuring volume [67]. 

In Laser induced Incandescence (LII), particles heat to the high temperature with a high-

power, pulsed, or continuous-wave (CW) laser to emit measurable quasi blackbody 

radiation. The radiation records with different detection techniques (e.g., time-resolved , 

time-integrated detection methods). In addition to the refractive index, the signal is affected 

by the laser intensity, incandescence collection optics, and sensitivity of the detector [68]. 
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2.1.5. Light extinction:  

 

Light extinction measurement is provided by the sum of the absorption and the scattering of 

the light. Extinction detection are performed by opacity meters and cavity-ring-down devices 

but only the former have been used in exhaust aerosol studies [53].  

Opacity meters are widely used for monitoring the PM emission from diesel engine by 

detecting the light transmitted through a given light path. However, the opacity can vary 

with particle size, the wavelength of the light source and the shape of the particles.  

In fact, the opacity is just a relative indication of the real particle mass concentration. For 

example variation in particle size [69] or PM physical condition can affect the calibration 

between opacity and mass concentration [70]. In addition, as progress is made in reducing 

the particulate emissions, the sensitivity of conventional opacity meters becomes inadequate 

[71]. Opacity meters are still an easy and efficient soot determination method for the engines, 

however, their detection limit for DPF-equipped engines is very high. 

 

2.1.6. Microbalance methods: 

 

In microbalance methods, the particles collect on an oscillating element or a piezoelectric 

resonator [72]. The PM mass concentration can be determined by changing the natural 

frequency of the oscillator through the collected particle. 

Microbalance methods are not useful for detecting vehicle emissions due to their problems 

with humidity, temperature, and overloading. Besides, the device is expensive, and its 

dimension is quite extensive. It is also necessary to clean the sensor frequently.  

The tapered element oscillating microbalance (TEOM) and the quartz crystal microbalance 

(QCM) are two online methods for determination of the mass concentration based on 

alteration of the resonance frequency. 

Both techniques have a good time resolution and enough sensitivity. However, for the 

TEOM method, uptake of water and other volatile material may result in artifacts[73]. The 

main problem of quartz crystal microbalance [74] is that the total mass loading can affect 

the instrument performance. 
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Furthermore, some developments of miniaturized and portable devices based on high-

frequency acoustic techniques are reported [75]. Generally, based on the propagation of the 

acoustic wave neither through the piezoelectric crystal, e.g., film bulk acoustic resonators 

(FBARs) [76] or parallel to the surface of piezoelectric material, e.g., Surface acoustic wave 

(SAW) [77], two main categories of the acoustic devices can be considered. The PM mass 

deposition on the piezoelectric surface (due to the thermophoresis effect) and changing the 

resonance frequency can result in high accuracy measurement of the accumulated mass. 

However, due to the need for piezoelectric substrate, the system manufacturing process, and 

fabricating electronic components, the sensor is complex [75]. Because of the high cost 

associated with the manufacturing process, these devices are not commonly used in air 

quality monitoring. Besides, one of the main concerns regarding the use of the acoustic 

sensors after tailpipe can be related to changing the resonance frequency of the piezoelectric 

crystal due to tailpipe vibrations. 

 

2.1.7. Electrical charge based methods: 

 

The simple designed and sensitive PM sensor based on the particle's electrical charge for 

detection of the PM concentration has been proposed. Photoelectric aerosol sensors (PAS) 

based on photoemission charging are not used in the automotive field as they are highly 

dependent on the composition surface of illuminated particles [53]. 

Diffusion Chargers (DC) are mainly used as compact, robust, and lightweight sensors for 

particle number concentration measurement. Generally, DC consists of the particle charging 

and subsequent detection of the current. Firstly, a corona discharge generates unipolar ions 

which attach to the particle surface. In the second step, the electrical current is measured by 

the use of an electrometer. This current is proportional to the particle active surface and does 

not directly represent the particle number concentration. Therefore, the number 

concentration can be achieved through additional calculation. The accuracy of the method 

can be estimated at 25% [53]. 

The first prototype to adapt diffusion chargers for detection of the number concentration of 

raw engine exhaust was successfully designed [78]. However, continuous mountainous and 
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cleaning due to exhaust emission temperature, the variation of flow rate, and direct exposure 

to exhaust emission were necessary. 

The alternative version by the use of an integral ejector pump was suggested [79]. The sensor 

provides a fixed flow rate and protects the corona from exposure to pollution. Recently, 

Rüggeberg [80] et al. was introduced a modified version of the sensor. The system can 

operate at more than 150 ℃ and does not need dilution. However, the sensor has a high 

weight (about 10 kg) and bulky size. 

 

2.2. Size distribution methods: 

2.2.1. Microscopy: 

Microscopy methods rely on collecting the particle in the filter and analyzing them [81] to 

provide the size distribution of the particles. In addition to their size, electronic microscopy 

examines the morphology of the particles. Scanning electron microscope (SEM) and 

transmission electron microscope (TEM) images can detect size distributions manually or 

more commonly by automated digital image analysis. Image analysis (e.g., transmission 

electron microscopy) can also offer a wide range of information regarding the soot 

aggregates (e.g., radius, size, dimension) [82]. The images usually represent a two-

dimensional particle projection. However, the projected area of diesel agglomerates is 

closely related to their mobility diameter [83]. 

The main problem of the microscopy method is that; it takes time to analyze a number of 

particles that is statistically adequate. The electron microscopy method is also useful for 

determining the effect of fuel composition or engine operation on soot morphology [84].  

 

2.2.1. Impactor: 

 

Impactors are a valuable device for the detection of mass-weighted size distribution. They 

work based on gravimetry, with multiple impact stages. The most widely used devices are 

cascade impactors that operate based on particles' inertial classification [85].  

The aerosol sample goes through a series of stages. In each stage, the aerosol sample passes 

through an array of nozzles above a solid substrate. Particles above the cutoff diameter 
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collect by impaction; however, small particles follow the gas flow that surrounds the 

collection plate and deposit in the following stages [85]. This method continues until smaller 

particles collect in the final filter. Having a narrow nozzle as well as high-velocity airflow 

have the advantage of collecting the smaller particles. 

Due to their size limitations, cascade impactors are primarily used in atmospheric research 

and are not effective in vehicle research. Impactors are affected by bounces, where particles 

do not adhere to the impactor surface due to their sampling flow rate. They are also 

susceptible to clogging, where contaminants bind to walls and nozzles. 

The Electrical Low Pressure Impactor (ELPI) is another relatively new impactor designed 

to detect aerosol particles' size distribution in the range of 0.03 to 10 μm diameter. The device 

work on the electrically charging of the particles [86]. 

  

2.2.3. Diffusion battery: 

 

Diffusion Batteries have been developed to detect the diffusion coefficients of the particles 

[35] for several decades. Diffusion batteries separate particles by their mobility and 

determine the size distribution from the particle diffusion characteristics. 

The electrical diffusion battery (EDB) is a new method in which particles charge with a 

corona charger before going through the diffusion battery [87]. The screen-type diffusion 

battery stages are electrically insulated, and each of them connects to a current amplifier to 

determine the particle size distribution [88]. The portable device based on this method is 

quite simple and robust. The downside is the sensitivity of the diffusion screens to being 

dirty with the accumulated particles, which specifically affects size and quantification. 

EDB collection efficiency depends on geometric properties of the tube, the flow rate, and 

particle size, expressed in terms of equivalent diameter in volume [31]. 

 

2.2.4. Mobility analyzer: 

 

The first mobility analyzer, Electrical Aerosol Analyzer (EAA), for detection of the ultrafine 

aerosol particles was successfully introduced in the 1960s, and with time the EAA has 

replaced by the more advanced Differential Mobility Analyzer (DMA)[89]. 
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Aerosol particles electrically charge in a unipolar corona charger. Particle below specific 

electric mobility passes through an electric mobility analyzer and detect by the use of the 

electrometer. There is a significant number of DMAs  in the literature [90]. In order to impart 

a well-defined Fuchs charge distribution, DMAs use bipolar diffusion charging [3]. Then 

particles after passing the electrostatic classifier can be measured by a CPC or an 

electrometer. The applied voltage can be ramped to a scan over a particle diameter range in 

few minutes using Scanning Mobility Particle Sizer (SMPS) [3]. It is also an accurate device 

for to determine the high-resolution size distributions from exhaust emission. 

 

2.2.5. Differential mobility spectrometers: 

 

The most widely recognized spectrometers based on particle mobility are the Differential 

Mobility Spectrometers (DMS) [91], the Fast Mobility Particle Sizer (FMPS), and Engine 

Exhaust Particle Sizer (EEPS) [92]. They include a particle charger, a classifier, and a series 

of detectors. 

A corona diffusion charger provides a unipolar charge distribution on the particles. They 

pass along the periphery of the central rod of a classifier connected to a series of sensitive 

electrometers. The provided current convert to number distribution of the particle over the 

electrical mobility range of the instrument [93]. Scanning Mobility Particle Sizer (SMPS) 

and Twin Differential Mobility Particle Sizer (TDMPS) are also used to detect particle 

mobility. 

The SMPS has higher sensitivity compared to mobility spectrometers. However, 

spectrometers are sufficiently adaptive to calculate the size distributions in the automotive 

field [93] . 

 

2.2.6. Electrical Low Pressure Impactor (ELPI): 

 

The size distribution of particles based on aerodynamic diameter can be calculated by the 

use of electrical low-pressure impactor [86]. The aerosols are charged using a unipolar 

corona charger. Then they enter the cascade impactor composed of electrically isolated 
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collection stages. The electrometer detects the electrical current produced by particles in 

real-time. In EPLI, particles categorize based on their aerodynamic diameter. The particle 

concentration depends on the calibration of the corona discharge, impactor collection 

efficiency, and measured current [3]. The use of the ELPI for low emission vehicles is not 

recommended due to the reduction of mass detection accuracy by the use of filter [94]. 

Recently, Dekati Ltd. has released an updated version of this instrument [95]. This ELPI 

Plus impactor has 14 stages enabling measurement a size range of 6 nm to 10 m with a 10 

Hz sampling rate. 

Other instruments such as Centrifugal Particle Mass Analyzer (CPMA)[96] are not mainly 

used for emission exhaust testing. Because of their limitations and little applications to 

emission testing, they are not discussed in this section. 

 

2.3. Periodic technical check of the emission from diesel vehicle 

 

A number of limitations from diesel vehicle for type approval checking were established by 

the European Union. In Europe, a large percentage of diesel-powered cars are fitted with 

efficient particle filters. It was assumed that on-board diagnostic (OBD) systems could 

determine the performance of the filter and recognize the high polluters vehicle. However, 

data from on-board diagnostics systems are not always reliable to recognize the defected 

filters. The obtained data from OBD can be illegally manipulated after removing the 

aftertreatment systems by the end-users [97].  

Currently, the periodic emission check for diesel vehicles is based on smoke opacity, which 

has a low correlation with PM/PN emission. Furthermore, available opacimeters have an 

accuracy that is not suitable to measure low smoke emission levels [97]. As mention in 2.2.1, 

CPC is a standard instrument for the detection of number concentration measurements. 

The TSI Nanoparticle Emission Tester (NPET) Model 3795 [98] is designed to detect the 

number concentration of the combustion engine (e.g., diesel engine). The sensor features a 

dilution system, a catalytic stripper for removing the volatile particles, and a CPC. Besides, 

the system fulfills the requirement of the Swiss regulation SR941.242. The SENSORS 
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company introduced another condensation particle number (CPN) [99], which follows the 

EU RDE PN-PEMS measurement requirements.  

The main concern regarding both systems is their bulky dimensions, high weight, and their 

cost. For this reason, the condensation particle counter is not appropriate for applications far 

from the laboratory environment. 

Besides CPCs, instruments based on diffusion charging (DC sensors) can detect the PM 

concentration. However, there are some limitations to the successful use of DC sensors. 

Firstly, the sensor response considerably depends on the size of the particle. In this case, 

different fuel blends and engine loads affect the system accuracy. Secondly, the sensor 

cannot follow very precise counting efficiency requirements.  

Thirdly, the system is not able to directly detect the number concentration. Therefore, 

additional information of the particle size distribution for converting the measured current 

to particle number concentration is required. This process needs signal manipulation, and till 

now there is no calibration standard to ensure accuracy of detection [100].  

In this framework, DC sensors are not anymore a candidate for the detection of DPF 

performance and particle concentration of the vehicle exhaust and more work is needed to 

find an adequate solution.  

Therefore, designing a low weight and cheap equipment to detect emissions after tailpipe 

would enable a fast and affordable analysis of DPF filters performance and faults. This work 

proposes the theoretical design of a new cheap and simple detection system to measure the 

PM concentration after tailpipe and monitor the DPF performance. Therefore, the choice of 

a suitable particle sensor aims at obtaining a compact detection system appropriate for real-

time measurements of PM concentration. 

 

2.4. Selection of the best method for detection of PM concentration after 

exhaust  

In order to design a layout for PM detection after exhaust, it is necessary to select a suitable 

method for measuring the particle concentration. However, to determine the DPF 

performance, both mass and number concentration can be considered.  
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Chapter 2 describes an overview of possible methods for detecting particulate matter from 

vehicle exhaust. For selection of the best method, it is necessary to compare the sensors 

based on the requirement of the project. 

The essential features to choose the appropriate method for detecting the DPF performance 

and faults are listed below. These five characteristics for different PM detection methods are 

compared in tables 3. 

 

1- Real-time detection: It is necessary that the sensor provides real-time information 

with no delay in detecting of particulate matter concentration. 

2- Compact structure: Since the effects of long-term and short-term exposure to PM are 

considered hazardous, a periodical check of the exhaust emission is necessary. The 

final aim of the project is to have a compact device that can directly use in the back 

of the vehicle for regular test of the PM emissions.  

3- Sensitivity: The method should be sensitive enough for the determination of PM after 

vehicle exhaust. 

4- Easy to use: The sensor does not need frequent cleaning and maintenance (such as 

replacement of filter, cleaning the deposition, etc.) 

5- The cost of the sensor: Since the goal of the project is to develop the commercial 

sensor, the overall expense of the system is one of the most significant features in the 

design of the final layout. It is expected that the accuracy of the simple, compact 

instrument is lower than that of expensive stationary devices. However, cheap PM 

detection equipment helps developing countries to build inexpensive measurement 

sensors for exhaust PM monitoring purposes. 
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Table 2. Methods for PM measurement_ First Selection 

 

Red : Negative, Green : Positive , Yellow: Medium 

 

In the first selection (Table 3), the optical methods seem promising to fulfill the requirement 

of the project. However, the working principle of optical sensors is based on three different 

method of scattering, absorption and extinction. Table 4 shows the summery of the optical 

based methods for detection of the PM. 

 

Table 3. Total overview of the optical methods 

 

(1)Optical particle counter , (2)Condensation particle counter , (3)Photoacoustic Soot Sensor,  (4)Laser Induced 

Incandescence 

O
p

ti
c
a

l 
m

e
th

o
d

s

Scattering

Extinction

Absorption

Measuring the intensity of scattered light in one or more angles

Used to measure the concentration of black carbon

Measure the light fraction transmitted through an exhaust 
volume(path)

Others

OPC(1)

CPC(2)

Opacity meter

Spot meter

PASS(3)

LII(4)
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In the second selection, methods based on the scattering principle fit the requirement list of 

the work. Accuracy refers to instrument bias and repeatability and is estimated based on its 

calibration standards. The accuracy of the scattering methods is about 30% which is 

acceptable according to the requirement list. 

 

Table 4. Scattering methods for PM measurements - Second selection 

 

*) some instrument need dilution such as PASS, and some doesn't need such as LII 

 

Among the scattering-based sensor, considering the size, cost, and simplicity, the optical 

particle counter can be a good option for monitoring the PM after exhaust. In the next 

chapter, to find the best solution, different scattering-based sensors for air quality monitoring 

available in the market and under research will be considered. 
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3.1. Selection of the best instrument for detection of PM after exhaust 

 

In chapter 2, different available methods for the detection of PM after exhaust was discussed. 

Based on the requirement of the project, the optical method based on scattering was selected. 

Among scattering-based sensors, optical particle counters (OPCs) as small, low-weight, and 

low-cost sensors can be the best choice for PM detection directly after diesel tailpipe. The 

proposed sensors are widely used in outdoor and indoor air quality monitoring. In this 

chapter, the general structure of the commercial optical particle counters is described and 

the newly designed OPC from recent papers is compared. 

 

3.2 . Optical particle counters and air quality monitoring 

 

During the last decades, various air quality monitoring techniques such as gravimetric, 

electrostatic, and thermal methods were developed. However, they are mainly high cost and 

used in fixed stations. Since the concentration of PM varied at the local scale, and fixed 

monitoring stations are not enough in the urban sites, low cost and mobile PM monitoring 

has attracted much attention. Among a great variety of techniques, light scattering methods 

give the opportunity to build portable and compact devices (e.g., Optical particle counters 

(OPCs)) suitable for real-time detection of PM concentration. However, it is compulsory to 

conduct more research on different sensor structures to improve the performance of the low-

cost OPC.  

 

3.3. General structures of the optical particle counters  

 

There is an increasing interest in the application of low-cost OPCs for PM air monitoring. 

The significant advantages of these low-cost devices are their small size and low power 

consumption. 

The operation principle of the optical particle counter is usually described by Mie scattering 

theory or Rayleigh scattering theory. The airborne particles are illuminated by the collimated 
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light beam e.g., laser or LED light and scattered in all the directions. The proportion of the 

scattered light using lens or mirror is focused on the optical photodetector and generated a 

signal peak proportion to the particle size. As the intensity of the scattered light is weak, it 

is necessary to design the light trap at the far end of the light beam to suppress the stray light. 

 

3.4. New designed optical particle counters 

 

There are various low-cost scattering optical particle counters on the market, which usually 

have similar structures. Recently, novel optical particle counters have been proposed by 

researchers to improve the accuracy of the instruments and decrease the device dimensions. 

This section presents an overview of the most recent advances in mobile, low-cost OPCs. 

 

3.4.1. Mobile Phone- Based OPC: 

 

A light scattering optical sensor based on a smartphone for monitoring of PM has been 

recently developed [101]. The proposed system is based on the combination of a cell phone 

with a low-cost optical device. The LED flash of the phone with a mirror illuminates the 

particle, then a series of photographs are captured by the camera (as the photodetector). The 

final concentration of PM can be estimated by analyzing the captured images and 

considering the scattered light intensity [102]. 

Moreover, by applying a single large magnify lens together with the 2-D sensor camera, it 

is possible to obtain the virtual image of the dust particles in observation volume [103].  

This provides additional information on the light scatter traces of the individual particles. 

Fig.8 shows the total design of the light scattering sensor using a smartphone. It should be 

noted that the proposed sensor can be easily mounted and detached when unused. 
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Figure 8. OPC design depending on LED and camera of the smart phone 

 

3.4.2. CPC-Based OPC: 

 

Recently, a novel particle sensor based on complicated parabolic collector (CPC), which 

collects a wide angle of scattered light from particles, has been proposed. The cylindrical 

sensor (11 mm  25 mm) offers high sensitivity in the detection of the sub-micro particles 

without using a filter. The laser diode illuminates particles, and a photodiode detects the 

proportion of the scattered light collected by CPC [104].  

Through numerical analysis, monitoring of particles with an aerodynamic diameter of less 

than 1.0 μm requires an acceptance angle of CPC of 20° . Furthermore, compared to other 

systems based on 90° scattering and back scattering, the proposed sensor can obtain a lower 

resolution of 7.9 μg/m3. Since the sensor resolution is lower in comparison with the level of 

24-hour PM2.5 in WHO standard (limit to 25 μg/m3) [105], it can be used for air quality 

monitoring. Fig. 9 shows the schematic view of the sensor. 
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Figure 9. General schematic of the CPC-based device 

3.4.3. Silicon- Based OPC: 

 

Another interesting miniaturized PM sensor, still based on light scattering, is formed by two 

silicon submounts attached using adhesive bonding [106]. Both of silicon wafers are made 

separately using a microfabrication process. In the bottom wafer, two pairs of laser diodes 

as light sources and photodiodes as detectors are inserted into cavities, whereas the top 

submount just includes the airflow channels. In the sensing chamber, the collimating channel 

can be enhanced to eliminate the laser direct incident light to the photodiode and concentrate 

on the scattered light. 

Besides, a virtual impactor (VI) is integrated into the top wafer and after the air inlet as a 

particle selector. It is assumed that the airflow rate is very low if using VI in the top 

submount, which contributes to the sensor low power consumption [107]. The airflow 

containing the particles, flows through the inlet and enters the VI by a jet. In this framework, 

sampling particles go through the sensing chamber, and the large particles go out from the 

outlet. 

 Fig.10 shows a miniaturized sensor with a size of 15mm  10 mm  1mm. 

Compared with the previous version [108], the contribution of multiple factors leads to a 

better performance in terms of the system mass detection accuracy. As the particles behavior 

of various range size, describe by different light scattering theories, the selection of the fine 

particles by the VI filter can provide more accurate mass concentration. Besides, the 

improvement in the packaging reduced the detection noise of the system. As a consequence, 

experimental results indicated a limit detection value of the sensor of 2.55g/m3 .  
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Figure 10. Final Layout of the silicon microfabrication based OPC[108] 

3.4.4. Fresnel Ring Lens - Based OPC: 

 

Miniaturized optical particle sensor capable of collecting the scattered light at two solid 

angle section by Fresnel lenses, can monitor the mass concentration of the particles. The 

system configuration includes two subsystems; the first part uses inertial filtering with an 

impactor filter (IF). The filter is connected to the inlet of the optical particle sensor to  

separate the desired particles.  

The second part, which determines the size distribution of the particles, is based on the light 

scattering. The airflow passes through the inlet nozzle, illuminated by the laser beam, and 

the particle size can be determined by detecting the intensity of the collected scattered light 

using two avalanche photodiodes. 

In order to collect the scattered light, the system uses the Fresnel lenses instead of spherical 

lenses that are typically used in optical particle sensors. Fig. 11 represents the overall layout 

of the sensor system [109]. 

In the overall structure of the optical particle system, three Fresnel ring lenses (with large 

numerical aperture) place in the forward scattering direction. The first frontal Fresnel lens, 

at the centre, spans around the laser beam trap, collects and collimates the scattered laser 

light. The other two Fresnel lenses (behind the main lens as off-centre ring lenses) image the 

light into two avalanche photodiodes (APD) with separate angles [110]. Finally, particle 

mass concentration is calculated by multiplying the density and determined volume of 

particles. 
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Figure 11. Scattering system for OPC detection using Fresnel lenses 

 

3.4.5. Drilled Lens - Based OPC: 

 

There is a significant need to increase the sensitivity of the OPC by detecting the forward 

scattered light from the small particles. The new plastic lens with a hole drilled is proposed 

to optimize the collection of the forward scattered light and detect the small particles. In fact, 

the laser beam can be separated from the scattered light by means of the drilled lens (Fig. 

12). 

The particle entering from the air jet (upstream of the lens back focal plane) is illuminated 

by the laser beam and scatters the light mostly in the forward direction. The laser beam 

passes through the small hole drilled (in the off- axis lens ) to a light trap. Then the scattered 

light can be collected on the opposite side of the drilled hole, (off-axis from the lens centre) 

and detected by the optical detector. Finally, detecting the amplitude of the scattered light 

by an optical detector ensures that the particle size is determined by a defined refractive 

index [111]. 

The proposed device is usually cost-effective and not complicated, but the small numerical 

aperture of the aspheric lens and the diameter of the hole drilled in the lens can be a limitation 

for the angular range of the light collection [111]. 

It is worth to notice that the light scattered OPC device is appropriate for balloon-borne and 

ground-based PM monitoring. 
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Figure 12. Structure of the sensing chamber using drilled lens 

                                                                                                                               

  3.4.6. Comparison of Recent OPC Structures: 

 

Table 1 summarizes the characteristics of the considered technological solutions. Each type 

of sensor is more appropriate for a specific PM size range, depending on the different 

structure of the sensor. The Table shows that the system based on the Fresnel lens enables 

the smaller detection size of 125 m. Although the overall system structure is quite small, 

using two sensitive avalanche photodiodes and Fresnel lenses can increase the sensor cost.  

Among them, miniaturized camera-based OPC depends on the phone model. The major 

drawback of this sensor is that using the smartphone LED flash as a light source restricts the 

measurable particle size. The advantage of  the proposed sensor is its ultra-lowcost. 

Silicon-based OPC has also a miniaturized scale and low power usage and can be used in 

both smartphone and smart watches. However, due to use of specific components in each 

system (such as detectors, lens, etc..), the total cost of the device should be higher than 

commercial OPC in the market. 
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Table 5.Comparision of newly designed OPC 

Kind of 

sensor 

CPC-based 

OPC 

Silicon-based 

OPC 

 

Drilled lens based 

OPC 

Fresnel ring 

lens-based 

OPC 

Camera -

based 

OPC 

Working 

principle 

Light 

scattering 

 

Light scattering Light scattering Light 

scattering 

Light 

scattering 

+ signal 

processing 

algorithm 

Detected 

PM size 

ranges 

PM1 PM2.5 PM2.5 

(PM above 

140nm) 

PM2.5 

(PM above 

125 nm) 

PM10-2.5 

Minimum 

Resolution 

7.9 μg/m3 2.55 μg/m3 - - - 

Detection 

system 

 

Mass 

concentration 

 

Mass 

concentration 

 

Mass 

concentration 

 

Size detection 

/ 

Mass 
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Size 
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/Mass 

concentration 

Light 

detection 

 

Laser diode 

(635nm) 

 

Laser diode 
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Laser diode 

(405nm) 

 

Laser diode 

(450 nm) 

 

Smartphone 

flash LED 

Detector  

Photomultipli

er  

 

Five red-

enhanced 

Si 

photodiode 

Silicon PIN 

Photodiode 

 

Photomultiplier Two 

avalanche 
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Chapter 4 :Detection of particulate matter using 

the new developed camera-based optical sensors 
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4.1. Drawback of the optical systems based on scattering and selection of 

the best instrument for monitoring PM 

 

Between the detection methods of PM, scattering based optical sensor seems a promising 

device to use after exhaust pf the vehicle. Optical systems based on the light scattering 

method enable real-time detection of particle concentration using optical particle counters 

(OPCs). 

However, the major drawback of the light scattering method is the increasing probability of 

coincidence at high densities which affects the accuracy of the detection system. To 

overcome the error, using an appropriate dilution system or changing the OPC structure was 

suggested. 

 In order to find a simple and low-cost detection system, it is necessary to review and 

compare the newly designed, low-weight, compact optical devices for air quality monitor. 

Then we are able to decide whether the proposed sensors are suitable to use in the tailpipe 

or not.  

Currently, the researchers are introducing newly designed camera-based optical sensors 

using different software and hardware. This paper presents an overview of the most recent 

advances in proposed sensors. 

 

4.2. Newly designed camera-based optical particle sensor 

 

Hazardous effects of particulate matter on human health and the environment have 

stimulated growing demands for developing low-cost, portable, and reliable PM monitoring 

sensors.  

However, the mobile PM detection sensors are a much less known area compared to 

significantly numerous reports of the classic air monitoring techniques.  

Nowadays, the newly designed camera-based sensors have been developed by researchers 

to provide a portable and accurate detection system. 
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4.2.1. Filter-based particle sensor 

 

Another impressive low-cost sensor based on a glass-fiber filter and camera can be used for 

PM monitoring in the urban environment [112], [113]. The particulate matter transported by 

the airflow goes into the inlet sampling and passes through the filter with the help of a small 

low power pump (Fig. 13).  

Inside the chamber, the filter surface illuminates by a set of multi-wavelength LEDs light. 

The front camera periodically takes photos to detect the captured particles on the filter. 

 Finally, image processing software provides the size distribution of the particulate matter 

from recorded images[114]. The image processing software uses the OpenCV library and 

performs four processing phases to analysis the captured image. 

 

 

Figure 13. Block diagram of the filter based particulate matter sensor. 

 

4.2.2. Dust deposition camera particle counter 

 

A novel approach based on CMOS image sensors using image processing techniques, 

classification algorithms ,and pattern recognition is proposed [115], [116]. 

In the proposed sensor, the dust directly deposits on the CMOS image sensor (without any 

lens). The sensor was placed at 45° angle towards the ground to restrict the overlapping due 
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to particle accumulation[115]. An LED lamp light illuminates the sensor surface to obtain 

high-contrast photos in different environmental conditions.  

The control software allows taking a picture periodically and saves it as an uncompressed 

JPEG. Image processing algorithms enhance the captured images characteristics (e.g., 

contrast). Consequently, the particle size and shape can be obtained from preprocessed 

images by means of classification algorithms. Fig. 14 shows the image acquisition system. 

 

 

Figure 14. Dust sensor setup based on deposition on the CMOS camera 

 

4.2.3. Holographic particle counter 

 

A new holographic particle counter (Fig. 15) can determine the number concentration of the 

aerosol particles in the lower micrometer-sized [117]–[119] 

As discussed before, one of the significant limitations of the commonly used light 

scattering-based devices is the rise of the probability of particle coincidence in the high-

density area [120]. As an attempt to fill the gap, a 2D camera sensor instead of a single 

photodiode can be employed to detect the full 3D information of sensing volume.  

In the particle imaging unit, every single particle goes into the sampling channel and exposes 

to the low power diode laser beam. It diffracts the incident beam and creates the circular 

interference fringe pattern in the detection plane. The particle number concentration can be 

obtained using pattern recognition on the recorded images [121].  

Fig. 15 shows the complete geometry of the holographic particle counter. The proposed setup 

can attach to the Condensation Nucleus Magnifier (CNM), which works based on the 
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principle of magnifying the small particles before exposure to the laser light. Therefore, the 

system is intended as an acceptable alternative to condensation particle counters (CPCs). 

The benefit of this configuration is that it does not require a narrow inlet for counting each 

particle in the observation volume, and it is independent of the speed and direction of the 

particles. 

 

 

Figure 15. Holographic optical counter 

 

4.3. Comparison and Discussion 

 

Table 7 shows the measurement specifications of the newly designed camera-based optical 

particle sensors for air quality monitoring (e.g., the typical detection range of the PM based 

on functional operation, the different structures, and other limitations of the sensors). 

The low-cost and simple design COMS image sensor is able to provide detailed information 

on the shape of the particles in addition to their size. In this framework, it is possible to 

identify dust origins. It should be noted that the sensor can be efficiently used for the fixed 

indoor environment such as museums or cleanrooms. 

As is evident, the mobile filter-based sensor using wide wireless connectivity seems a 

promising candidate for low-cost PM monitoring. However, the sensor still needs some 

improvements in terms of the sampling system, detection size range ,and dimension.  

Among the others, the holographic particle counter seems a compelling alternative to the 

condensation particle counter (CPC) for determining the airborne particle number 
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concentration of lower than 𝜇𝑚- rang. The sensor enables not only accurate measurement of 

the low particle number concentration but also allows determination of higher particle 

densities. 

 

Table 6. Comparison of camera based PM sensor 

Sensor Type Holographic based 

sensor 

Filter based sensor CMOS sensor 

Working principle 

Image 

Holography + Image 

processing 

Image processing Image processing 

Size fraction PM above 3-4 𝜇𝑚 

after condensation 

PM above 3𝜇𝑚 PM above 3𝜇𝑚 

Minimum Resolution Single frame :4.16 ( 

≠

ccm
),20fps:0.208 (

≠

ccm
) 

- - 

Detection system Number 

Concentration 

Size detection / 

Mass concentration 

Size detection/Shape 

Reference system TSI-3775 Commercial  Particulate 

monitoring station 

- 

Light source Laser  diode (635nm) 3RGBLED 

1 IR LED 

1 UVLED 

White LED 

Detector UI-3082SE-M Camera 

IDS(COMS sensor) 

RPI NOIR Camera 

V2 

Life Cam HD-3000 

(COMS sensor) 

External Lens - Macro Lens 15 Without lens 

segment of camera 

Dimension Small (Without CNM)  Small Small 

 

 

This chapter reviews the development and current status of newly designed optical camera-

based sensors for real-time PM monitoring. The proposed techniques appear very promising 
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for the development of the PM air monitoring sensors, but there are still some issues with 

the increasing of the detection size of the particles as well as their accuracy. 

Since demands for such a system considerably increase, we can estimate that new and more 

accurate devices based on new structures and processing methods may appear in the near 

future. 

However, the use of 2D camera sensors instead of single-pixel photodiodes is a concern for 

using the proposed sensors after vehicle tailpipe. 

It is expected that the high temperature of exhaust emission can affect the vehicle tailpipe, 

so it is necessary to use a dilution system before the sensor.  

In addition, one of the main concerns regarding the use of the 2-D camera based sensors 

after tailpipe can be related to increasing noise in the detection process of the camera due to 

tailpipe vibrations. 
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Chapter 5: General overview of the optical particle 

counter structures and principle  
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5.1. Mie theory: 

 

The Optical particle counter principle is based on light scattering methods. For the 

electromagnetic scattering of a spherical particle, Mie theory and Rayleigh theory as the 

analytical solutions of Maxwell’s equations, depending on the different particle size are 

suitably used [56]. Both theories are considered as elastic scattering theory when the incident 

light and scattering light are in the same frequency range[56]. They model the scattering of 

the electromagnetic radiation by a single particle in a homogeneous medium [122].  

The theory behind the scattering of light was initially developed in the 19th century 

(Mie 1908), while the first modern OPC was developed in the 1940s [123]. Light scattering 

occurs when a spherical particle with a particular size prevents the direct transition of the 

incident light and redirect photons into new directions [124]. According to Mie scattering 

model, the intensity of the scattering light 𝐼𝑠 depends on several factors, such as the size 

parameter 𝑥, the refractive index of the particle 𝑛 and the scattering angle between the 

incident light and scattered beam light 𝜃, so that the intensity of scattered light can be defined 

as 𝐼𝑠 = 𝑓 (𝑥, 𝑛, 𝜃, 𝑑). The size parameter 𝑥 can be expressed as  𝑥 = 2𝜋𝑟 𝜆⁄   [56] 

where 𝑟 is the particle length (radius) and  is the wavelength of the incidence light. Mie 

theory is usually valid when the size of particles is comparable to the wavelength of light, 

i.e. 𝑥 =  1. Generally, when the particle size is much smaller than the light wavelength, i.e. 

𝑥 ≪ 1, Mie theory converges to Rayleigh scattering. For 𝑥 ≫ 1, Mie scattering theory 

gradually converts to geometric optics with the increase of particle size. 

Optical particle counters measure the concentration of airborne particles in ground-

based or balloon-based atmospheric studies. Non-spherical soot particles contained 

individual spherules, are usually exist in atmosphere [125]. These soot aggerates create from 

the combustion process (e.g., Diesel engines). Non-spherical particles usually define by 

equivalent diameter, which is the diameter of the spherical particle ,defined as the equal size 

measurement of the particle under consideration. Assuming the dust particles as a spheres, 

laboratory measurement was in good agreement with the theoretical modeling of scattering 

properties of non-spherical particles by the use of Mie theory [126]. 
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5.2. Scattering intensity for a single particle: 

 

When the monochromatic plane wave illuminate a spherical particle, the intensity of the  

light scattering of a single particle shows in the following equation. 

 

                                         𝐼𝑠 =
𝜆2 𝐼0

4𝜋2𝑅2  (|𝑆1|2𝑠𝑖𝑛2𝜑 + |𝑆2|2𝑐𝑜𝑠2𝜑)                                      (2) 

 

where,  𝜆 is the wavelength of light source, 𝐼0 is the light intensity, R is the distance between 

observation point and particle, 𝑆1 and 𝑆2 are the amplitude function linked to scattering angle 

of 𝜃 (the angle between the direction of light beam propagation and scattered light). In 

addition, 𝜑 stands for the angle between the vibration plane of incident light and scattering 

surface. 

 

5.3. Structure of optical particle counter: 

 

Figure 16 shows the overall structure of the optical particle counter. A constant-flow 

pump makes the sampled particulate matter to flow through the optical sensor chamber and 

finally exits from the outlet pipe. Inside the sensing chamber, an inlet nozzle directs the flow 

close through the accumulated laser beam. The round inlet sampling pipe of the OPC is 

designed in a way that the laminar flow through the sampling pipe is guaranteed. 

Generally, inside the measurement chamber, the laser beam is accumulated by different 

lens or mirrors. Variety of lasers with different wavelengths can be used in the measurement 

chamber to accommodate more particle size. The incident light is scattered in all directions 

while the exhaust emission is illuminated by accumulated laser source. A simple photodiode 

can be placed orthogonal to the laser light to detect the intensity of the scattered light.  

However, any dirt inside the sensing chamber can change the inner surface reflectance 

and increase the amount of stray light. Since the scattered light from particulate matter is 

weak, suppression of stray light components by the use of light trap is important issue. 
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In the control circuitry,  the resulting signal is amplified using a preamplifier and then 

converted into a digital signal to be processed. It is worth mentioning that the considered 

diameter of the collimated laser beam is slightly wider than the inlet nozzle diameter. In this 

way, each particle is fully illuminated when passing through the laser beam.  

 

 

Figure 16. Structure of the OPC 

 

There are a variety of mobile optical PM monitors available in the market. the first group 

of sensors (Fig.17) uses a heating resistor, that aims to create a thermal updraft [127]. 

However, the use of a resistor for heating the sample air can limit the possible operation 

condition (e.g., the power consumption and response time of the sensor will be higher). 

Besides, it is not possible to have a strict orientation during sensor operation [127]. 
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Figure 17. Layout of the sensors which use a heater resonator 

 

 

The second group of OPCs (Fig.18)include a small, constant-flow pump or fan that 

regulates the airflow[128]. Generally, when the pump (fan) operates, the airflow enters the 

inlet duct and passes through the sensing chamber. Finally, the sampling air goes out from 

the outlet duct of the sensor. The inlet airflow velocity is set to V= 1.2 m/s, the average air 

velocity entering the human nose during inhalation. The main advantage of these OPCs is 

that they are fast response and usually work in low-power consumption. 

 

 

Figure 18. Total structure of OPCs including fan (pump) 
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5.4. Observation volume of sensing cell in OPC 

 

The volume of observation can be identified at the intersection of the laser light beam 

and the sampling pipe and is characterized by a cylindrical shape. The sensing volume 

orthogonally placed with respect to the photodetector and the presence of a single particle in 

observation volume is a common assumption that is applied for optical particle counters 

[129]. Since the final aim of the equipment is to detect the real concentration of the 

particulate matter, it should be assumed that one particle passes through the observation 

volume at a time. If 𝐷 is the laser beam diameter and 𝑑 is the diameter of the inlet nozzle, 

the observation volume or volume of the sensing cell 𝑉𝑠 can be determined as follows : 

 

𝑉𝑠 =  𝜋 
𝑑2

4
 𝐷 (3) 

 

Diode lasers and high-power LEDs can be used as a light source within the optical particle 

counters. The use of LEDs does not guarantee a collimated light because they are designed 

for wide radiation angles. However, even if the diode laser beam diverges as a results of 

diffraction, the requested beam diameter 𝑤𝑙  can be obtained by using suitable lenses after 

the laser. 

Assuming the same exhaust concentration for the sampled emission, the maximum 

concentration 𝐶𝑚 of the sampled exhaust emission in the presence of one particle inside the 

observation volume can be expressed by:  

 

𝐶𝑚 =
1

𝑉𝑠
 (4) 

 

where 𝐶𝑚 is expressed in terms of 𝑝𝑎𝑟𝑡𝑖𝑐𝑙𝑒𝑠 𝑚3⁄  . The previous formula shows that always 

exists a limit to the maximum concentration depending on the observation volume size. 
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Besides, it is assumed that  𝐶 ≤ 𝐶𝑚 holds in the presence of one particle in the observation 

volume.  

In fact for a particle concentration of  𝑝𝑎𝑟𝑡𝑖𝑐𝑙𝑒𝑠 𝑚3⁄ , 𝐶𝑉𝑠 determines the expected number 

of particles in a volume 𝑉𝑠. Considering 𝑝 as the probability to find one particle in the volume 

of observation ,if 𝐶 ≤ 𝐶𝑚, therefore  

 

𝑝 = 𝐶𝑉𝑠 ≪ 1 (5) 

 

Figure 19 illustrates the particle sensor layout in which observation volume corresponds to 

the intersection of the cylindrical from the duct with cylindrical laser beam light.  

 

 

 

Figure 19.The Schematic of the sensor Observation volume 

 

5.5. Probability of coincidence 

 

Optical particle counters are widely used in science and in the industry to detect particle 

mass and number concentration. As seen before, by assuming the presence of one particle in 

the observation volume at a time, it is possible to estimate the each particle size by analyzing 

the signal received by the photodiode. Considering the size detection of the particle, one of 
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the principle errors of the OPC is coincidence of particles, which is the simultaneous 

presence of several particles inside the observation volume.  

A theoretical method to explore the effect of coincidence error on the measurement 

results of optical particle counters descried by Raasch and Umhauer (1984) [130]. In this 

theory, particles are assumed as point masses with no preferred position and no interact with 

each other while they pass through the observation volume . Figure 16 shows the coincidence 

error in the sensing volume of the optical particle counter. 

 

 

Figure 20. Coincidence error and accurate measurement in observation volume 

 

From Figure 20, it is clear that, during the detection process, the photodiode records the 

same signal regardless of the actual number of particles. Therefore, the presence of more 

than one particle in the observation volume causes an underestimation of the real number 

concentration of the particulate matter. The particle size distribution can shift toward larger 

particles, as several particles in the observation volume may be detected as one larger 

particle. 

Whitby and Willeke (1979) expressed [131] this error and suggested that it may be 

decreased by reducing the observation volume or by diluting the sampling particle flow to 

the OPC. Both of these techniques are analyzed in this research, and it is selected the best 

solution for using the OPC after exhaust.  

The probability of coincidences depends on the average number 𝜇 of particles inside the 

observation volume. By measuring the number concentration 𝑁, the average number of 

particles in the sensing volume is given by : 

Flow

AccurateCoincidence error

Flow

Particles Particles
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𝜇 = 𝑁 . 𝑉𝑠 (6) 

 

Generally, coincidence is not of concern when the number concentration of the particle is 

low. The probability of the presence of several particles in observation volume increases 

with the particle number concentration. To avoid coincidence of particles, there should be a 

limitation for the maximum number concentration of sampled emission. In fact, the 

coincidence error limits the upper number concentration of the optical particle counter. 

Assuming a random distribution of particles in the flow, the probability 𝑃𝑘 of a 

simultaneous finding of 𝑘 particles at the same time in observation volume can be defined 

by the Poisson distribution[131]: 

 

𝑃𝑘 =
𝜇𝑘𝑒−𝜇

𝑘!
 (7) 

 

When a particle transits through a laser beam, it is possible to define the duration 𝛥𝑡 of the 

signal recorded by the photodetector, and the time interval Δ𝑡′ elapsed between two 

successive particles entries into the measurement chamber. If 𝛥𝑡′ ≤ 𝛥𝑡, different forms of 

signal superposition can occur (e.g. due to the simultaneous presence of two or three particles 

in the observation volume, the resulting signal is given by the sum of the individual signals 

associated to each particle). Conversely, if Δ𝑡′ ≫ Δ𝑡, the successive light scattering signals 

do not overlap [132]. 

 

5.6. Laminar flow in the optical particle counter sampling: 

 

One of the main parameters to describe the laminar flow in OPCs is the Reynolds 

number. For the flow in a pipe, the Reynolds equation [133] is: 
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𝑅𝑒 =
𝜌𝐷 𝑣

𝜗
=

𝐷𝑣

𝑉
 (8) 

 

where 𝑅𝑒 is the Reynolds number, 𝜌 is the density of the air flowrate, 𝐷 is the diameter of 

the inlet sampling, 𝑣 is the air flow rate, and 𝜗is the dynamic coefficient of viscosity. In 

particular, laminar flow and turbulent flow[133]occurs when 𝑅𝑒 <  2300 and 𝑅𝑒 > 2900, 

respectively. If the Reynolds number is larger than the critical value, the flow is not stable . 

This is a crucial point to be considered, because the instability of the inlet sampling 

probe flow could negatively affect the detection accuracy of the system. Therefore, the inlet 

sampling probe should be adequately designed to guarantee laminar flow conditions 

according to the Reynolds equation. 

 

5.7. Temperature effect on optical particle counter 

 

The condition of the diluted exhaust emission in the inlet probe of the measurement chamber, 

in terms of temperature , is one of the primary issue for the measurement process of OPC. 

To address the problem of large size and high-cost, many optical particle counters with diode 

laser as the light source were developed.  

However, the functional characteristics (e.g., wavelength) and operating lifetime of the diode 

laser can change considerably with temperature. Since the OPC is calibrated using the known 

particles with the constant laser wavelength, any temperature instability can affect the system 

detection accuracy. In addition, diode laser lifetime and performance is influenced by the 

temperature. As an example, by operation of a laser diode at 10 ℃ above the rated 

temperature, the diode life [134] is decreased by half. In this framework, the temperature of 

the inlet OPC should always remain in the operating range of about -10 ℃ to 50 ℃.  
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5.8. Humidity effect on optical particle counter 

 

The behavior of the optical particle counter based on the concept of light scattering can 

be influenced by humidity in various ways. One possibility is the change of its performance 

[135] due to the dependency of the particle refractive index on relative humidity.  

Secondly, humidity can affect electrical components by creating resistive bridges 

between each of them [135]. Thirdly, the hygroscopic growth of the particles (like sodium 

chloride) with the relative humidity increase, causes a significant large positive artefact in 

particle mass measurement [136]. In addition, if the humidity is about 100%, it is likely to 

detect liquid droplets as particles, downgrading the accuracy of the detection system. The 

particles mass and number concentration can be overestimated while the relative humidity 

is in the range of 70% - 75% [135], or even 60% [137].  

However, the relative humidity inside the measurement chamber is not the same as in the 

sampling probe before the optical sensor. The reason is the increase of temperature inside 

the chamber due to the electronics circuits during the OPC functioning [138] 
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Chapter 6 : 

Design of the PM sensor after exhaust vehicle 
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6.1. Structure of particle sensor for detection of PM after exhaust 

 

In order to detect the particle from vehicle diesel exhaust, it is necessary to design the 

detection system . Considering the main goal of the research which designing the  PM sensor 

based on light scattering, the general layout of the measurement system is composed of three 

main units (Figure 21): 

 

A- Particle sampling unit 

 

B- Particle sensing unit 

 

C- Signal processing unit 

 

The particle sampling unit consist of PM gas pump and purge air that allow the air to purge 

the probe and prevent the PM coated on optical components. The air flow rate should be 

much lower than exhaust flow rate at measurement point to have minimal impact on the 

detection process of the sensing unit. 

The particle sensing unit as a main body of the sensor comprise light source, lenses and 

detector. In order to decrease the reflection of the scattered light inside and outside of the 

sensing unit should paint with black matt varnish. To minimize the effect of stray light, a 

light trap should construct on the right hand of the main body to suppress the stray light. 

The signal processing unit is primarily a current to voltage converter. The weak current from 

the photodetector amplify using the low-noise amplifier .The high pass filter and a 50 Hz 

notch filter  can be used to remove power supply noise and stray light voltage respectively. 

Finally, the transmission power collected by the photodetector is analysed by the data 

acquisition system.  
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Figure 21. Total structure of the PM measurement system 

 

6.1.1. Particulate matter number and gas flow rate 

 

In the sensing unit, the output signal of the detector is directly related to the exhaust gas 

flow. In fact, the higher sampling air flow rate contribute to the more detected signals by the 

photodiode. 

There are two ways decrease and control the air flow rate in the sampling inlet pf the OPC.  

 

1. Measure flow rate  by access to the ECU and correct the signal accordingly 

 

2. Having constant flow rate by using a gas pump for sampling emission 

 

The first method is less reliable, and it needs complicated computations. Besides, by the 

use of this method, the PM sensor response will be relatively slow. The second technique 

is more accurate, and the pump is available on the market at a reasonable cost. 
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6.2. Sensing unit in optical particle counter: 

 

In order to detect the particulate matter concentration after vehicle exhaust, designing  the 

compact and low-weight detection system is important issue. In this framework, it is 

necessary to choose the appropriate components of the sensing unit at reasonable cost. In the 

next step, the best arrangement of the optical components can lead to maximum detection 

accuracy and compact structure of the instrument. The total aim of this optical setup is  the 

detection of the mass and number concentration of the particulate matter in the real-time. 

 

6.2.1. List of component of the PM sensor: 

 

1- Light source:  

It is necessary to select a laser diode as a light source in the visible range spectrum 

(usually stated to be in the wavelength of 400 nm to 700 nm) and by the power of 5 

mW to 100 mW.  The diode laser with higher power has the advantage of higher 

scattered intensity received by photodetector but there is always the increasing of the 

noise in the detected signals. The priority for choosing the light source is the laser 

with lower power to avoid any extra noise in detection system. 

 

2- Photodetector: To detect the scattered light from particles, simple pin photodiode is 

used. The photodiode is polarized in photovoltaic mode to maximize the amplifier 

sensitivity. The system collecting the light scattered in orthogonal direction to the 

incident light. In the orthogonal direction, for small particles, scattering light 

intensity attenuates quickly as a function of the particle diameter, so the particle 

resolution will be better than nearly forward direction. Secondly, it is likely to 

eliminate the optical noise for the incident light perpendicular to the detector surface. 

Therefore, the orthogonal direction of the photodiode respect to light source seems 

the most promising angle to collect the scattered light. 
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3- Spherical Lens or mirror: Lasers produce highly coherent light which always diverge 

to a certain degree. The beam divergence defines how much the light beam spreads 

out over increasing distance from the optical aperture. Two spherical lenses in 

parallel should use to collimate the laser beam into the appropriate size range. The 

first lens applies to make the laser beam parallel, while by using the second lens, the 

height of observation volume can be defined. 

 

6.2.2. Applying the first lens after the laser light 

 

In order to prevent laser beam divergence, the first spherical lens directly use after the laser 

light to have a parallel beam (Figure 22). The diameter of the laser after using the first lens 

can be calculated using the following formula. 

 

𝑋 = 2𝑌 tan (
𝜃

2
) (9) 

 

where 𝑋 is the diameter of the beam after lens, 𝑌 is the distance of lens from laser and 𝜃 is 

the divergent angle of the laser.  

 

 

 

Figure 22. Using the first lens after the laser to have a parallel laser beam 

Figure 23 shows the diameter of the laser beam after first lens vs distance from the laser. 
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Figure 23. Spot dimension of the beam vs distance from light source 

6.2.3. Applying the second lens after the laser light 

 

To collimate the laser beam, we need to decrease the diameter of the laser beam after the 

first lens. Second spherical lens is used to reduce the spot size for defining the appropriate 

observation volume of the PM sensor. Figure 24 shows the total configuration of system 

after using two lens. 

 

 

Figure 24. Using the second lens after optical system 
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The diffraction limit is defined by 𝜃 = 1.22 ( 
𝜆 

𝑋
), where 𝜆 is the wavelength of the light, 

and 𝑋 is the dimension of the laser beam before second lens. The factor, 1.22 comes from 

the circular geometry aperture. 

Considering 𝑟 = 𝜃 ∗ 𝑓, 𝑟 is the spot size dimension after the second lens, and f is the focal 

point of the lens. Therefore, the dimension of the focused light, can be defined as the 

following formula: 

 

𝑟 = 1.22 (
𝑓𝜆

𝑋
) (10) 

 

Figure 25, shows the diameter of the laser before the second lens vs spot radius. The 

wavelength of the light and focal length of the lens are chosen, 400 𝑛𝑚 and 20 respectively. 

As the size of the spot after the second lens in the focal length is too small, it is needed to 

define the volume of observation after the focal length. It means that the intersection of the 

inlet duct with laser beam should be after the focal length of the second lens.  

 

 

Figure 25. Diameter of the laser beam before the second lens vs spot size in the focal length  

The dimension of the spot after focal length of the second lens can be considered as follows: 

 



 68 

𝑑 =
𝑎𝑓

𝑋
+ 𝑓 (11) 

 

where 𝑎 is the diameter of the laser beam after focal length of the second lens with the 

distance of 𝑑 from the second lens. The focal lens of the second lens 𝑓 is  2 cm.  

Figure 26 shows the distance of the laser spot from the lens vs laser diameter before the 

second lens.  It should be mention that, the final diameter of the spot for defining the 

observation volume  is chosen 2 mm. In the following section, the total geometry of the 

observation volume is presented. 

 

 

Figure 26.Distance from the second lens vs diameter of the laser  

 

6.3.3. Total dimension of the sensing unit 

 

The minimum distance from the light source to observation volume by the use of two 

spherical lens is about 7 𝑐𝑚 .However, the final length of the sensing unit including the laser 

diode and light trap is assumed about 10 𝑐𝑚 to 12 𝑐𝑚. Figure 27 shows the total 

configuration of the PM sensing unit ( 12 𝑐𝑚. 7 𝑐𝑚) 
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Figure 27.Total structure of the optical sensor detection system 
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Chapter 7 :Monitoring of particulate matter 

concentration after exhaust using OPC-N3  
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7.1. Selecting the optical particle counter in the market 

  

As the second solution instead of developing the new optical PM sensor, it is decided 

to use one of the current commercial OPC in the markets. A wide variety of low-cost optical 

particle sensors from different companies (e.g., Dylos, AlphaSense, TSI) is available on the 

market. Among them, OPC-N3 sensor produced by AlphaSense Company, which is 

commonly used for air quality monitoring is characterized by a good compromise between 

cost and accuracy. Table 8 summarizes the main characteristics of the OPC-N3. However, 

since the minimum detection size of the OPC-N3 is 0.35 𝜇𝑚, the focus of the proposed 

research will be mostly on accumulation mode rather than nucleation mode.  

There are several exhaust emission particles in the nucleation mode, which OPC cannot 

detect. However, it is not a concern, while we focus on the particulate matter mass 

concentration (accommodation mode) to determine the DPF performance. 

Accumulation mode contains solid carbonaceous particles resulting from incomplete fuel 

combustion. The size and number of the accumulated particles depend on the combustion 

process, fuel oxidation, condensation of species, etc. [139]. 

 

Table 7. OPC-N3 technical specification [140] 

Technical Data OPC-N3 

Number of bins 24 

Size range (μm) 0.35 to 40 

Total flow rate (l min)⁄  5.5 

Temperature range (℃) -10 to 50 

Humidity range (%rh) 0-95 

Max coincidence probability  

(Concentration at 106(particles lit)⁄ ) 
0.84 

Max coincidence probability  

(Concentration at 500(particles lit)⁄ ) 
0.24 

Weight (g) < 105 

 

The Grimm aerosol sensor provides an excellent capability for detecting the particulate 

mass concentration by using the light scattering method [141]. The sensor is compact, 
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durable, and require only a minimum of maintenance. The accuracy of the OPC-N3 sensor 

compared to the Grimm sensor under the environmental condition constant is as about 11% 

to 14% over the range of PM1.0 mass concentration. The sensor accuracy also slightly 

increases (16% to 24%) with rise of PM2.5 mass concentration[142]. Generally , for the both 

values, the concentration of the PM at 20 °C and 40% relative humidity greatly 

underestimate [142] in comparison with the GRIMM sensor.  

The concentration of the particulate matter emission from the tailpipe, even if using DPF, is 

still too high to an accurate detection by optical particle sensor . However, for using the 

OPC-N3 after exhaust, it is necessary to consider the single- particle detection in the 

observation volume. In this framework, two main solutions: 1) diminishing the observation 

volume and, 2) diluting the raw exhaust with ambient air will be investigated.   

 

7.2 . Reduction of observation volume (First solution): 

 

Accurate detection of the size distribution requires a low coincidence error, which can be 

obtained by reducing the volume of observation. 

Considering that the maximum real number concentration of the diesel engine for the particle 

of 0.35 𝜇𝑚 is about 500 (1 𝑐𝑚3⁄ ) [143], it is possible to estimate the dimension of the 

volume of observation required to obtain the flow of one particle at a time. Fig 24 shows the 

relationship between concentration and diameter of the inlet sampling emission to have one 

particle in the volume of observation. For the defined cylindrical volume of observation, it 

is assumed that the diameter of the laser 𝑤𝑙  0.5 𝑚𝑚 bigger than inlet duct diameter. In fact, 

the maximum measurable concentration is limited by the minimum diameter of the 

observation volume that can be realized. Considering the maximum value of concentration, 

about 500 (1 𝑐𝑚3⁄ ) shown by Fig 28, the needed reduction can be achieved with an inlet 

duct diameter of 0.121 𝑐𝑚. 

To obtain the proposed observation volume, the diameter of the laser beam should be 

reduced to the value of 0.171 c𝑚, which is simply achieved by using different lenses. The 

main problem is that the difficulty in building an inlet duct satisfying the requirements, thus 

a solution consists in diluting particulate matter after exhaust with purge air. 
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Figure 28. Number concentration vs the inlet duct diameter 

Table 8 shows maximum coincidence probabilities of 0.84 and 0.28, and maximum 

particulate number concentrations of 1000 (1 𝑐𝑚3⁄ ) and 0.500 (1 𝑐𝑚3⁄ )respectively. For a 

number concentration of 500 (1 𝑐𝑚3⁄ ) the probability of coincidence is still too high while 

the determination of the exact size of particulate matter is one concern of the detection 

system.  

 

7.3. Dilution of the exhaust emission with the ambient air (Second 

solution): 

 

As a second solution to use the OPC-N3 after vehicle exhaust with high accuracy, diluting 

the raw exhaust with  air is proposed. However, to decrease the system cost, it is decided to 

use the filtered ambient air as a diluter.  

Therefore, the best solution to reduce the coincidence error is to decrease the number 

concentration of particulate matter to the feasible value of around 60 (1 𝑐𝑚3⁄ ), which can 

be obtained with a dilution factor of 8 using eq. (12). The real and diluted concentration can 

be expressed using the following formula: 
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                                𝐶𝑟 = 𝐷𝐹. 𝐶𝑑                      1< 𝐷𝐹 < 𝑁           (12) 

 

where 𝐶𝑟 is the real concentration of the exhaust emission, 𝐶𝑑  is the concentration of the 

diluted emission and 𝐷𝐹 is the dilution factor. The maximum range of the dilution factor can 

be defined by the requested real concentration and number of the diluters (e.g. ejectors). 

 

 

7.3.1. Ejector and dilution factor : 

 

Due to their simple design, ejector dilutors are commonly used in exhaust measurement 

[144], [145]. They work by mixing a limited amount of raw sample emission with a fixed 

amount of dilution gas or air. There are no moving parts, which ensure a stable and 

uncomplicated operation over extended time. Another advantage is that pump is not 

necessary to draw the sample from exhaust emission. Ejector diluters are usually calibrated 

for conditions where the inlet and the outlet of the diluter are at ambient pressure and 

temperature. However, the operating functional of these devices shows that the dilution ratio 

is considerably influenced by sampling conditions. 

8.3. First layout for detection the PM after vehicle exhaust 

 

In the proposed design, to decrease the concentration of the sampled emission flow before 

the optical sensor, particulate matter of exhaust emissions undergoes rapid dilution with 

ambient air after exiting from the tailpipe. 

The suction part of the ejector is connected to the steel tube which is inserted into the tailpipe, 

while the fluid part of the ejector is connected to the air filter to remove any additional 

particulate matter entering to the detection system. The use of a single head pump before the 

fluid part of the ejector is necessary to have a constant flow rate of particulate matter in the 

mixing zone. Figure 29 shows the overall layout of the detection system using the optical 

sensor after vehicle tailpipe. 
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The ejector which placed between the optical sensor and the tailpipe of the vehicle mix the 

raw exhaust with ambient air. 

 

 

Figure 29.  Layout of the system using one ejector for detection of particulate matter 

 

8.4. Dilution factor for first layout 

The calculation of the total flow rate in mix zone of the ejector for determination of the 

dilution factor requires the knowledge of the volumetric flow rate in suction part of the 

ejector (exhaust gas) and supply part of the ejector (purge air). Both of them by using the 

characteristic curve and selecting the operation pressure of the supply part of ejector can be 

defined. Among the cheap ejectors available on the market, it was selected the ZH05DSA-

06-06-06 ejector with a small throat section of 0.5 𝑚𝑚. 

Fig 30 shows the characteristic curve of the selected ejector. Different sample composition, 

temperature and pressure imply the use of ejector dilutors in different locations along the 

sampling line. Figure 30 is experimentally determined by the SMC company and  directly 

come from [146]. 
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Figure 30. Characteristic curve of the ejector 

 

Table 9 shows the specifications of the compact and light weight ZH05DSA ejector [146]. 

 

Table 8.ejector specification 

Technical Data ZH05DSA-06-06-06 

Fluid Air 

Operating temperature range (℃) -5 to 50 

Operating pressure range (𝑀𝑃𝐴) 0.1 to 0.6 

Nozzle nominal size (𝑚𝑚) 0.5 

Maximum suction flow rate (𝑙 min)⁄  8.26 

Air consumption (𝑙 min)⁄  16 

Weight (𝑔) 5 

 

The calculations of the total volumetric flow rate of the mix condition and dilution factor are 

shown in Table 10. The total flow rate is calculated by the sum of the exhaust and air flow 

rate with the following formula. The mixed emission before the optical sensor should always 

remain laminar. 
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𝑄𝑇 . 𝜌𝑇 =  𝑄𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡 .  𝜌𝑒𝑥 + 𝑄𝑎𝑖𝑟 . 𝜌𝑎𝑖𝑟  (13) 

 

where, 𝑄𝑇  is the total volumetric flow rate of diluted particulate matter sampling in mix 

condition, 𝑄𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡 is the volumetric flow rate of raw exhaust in suction part of the ejector, 

and 𝑄𝑎𝑖𝑟  is the volumetric flow rate of the environmental air in the supply part of the ejector. 

Here, 𝜌𝑇, 𝜌𝑒𝑥 , 𝜌𝑎𝑖𝑟  are the total density of the diluted particulate matter, density of the 

exhaust emission, and density of the air, respectively. It should be mention that to simplify 

the calculation, the total density and exhaust density are assumed to be equal to air density. 

 

Table 9. Calculation of flow rate and dilution factor 

Parameter Values 

Pressure supply(𝑃𝑀) 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 

Flow rate of exhaust(𝑙 min)⁄  5 7.5 8.15 8.15 8.15 8.26 

Flow rate of air(𝑙 𝑚𝑖𝑛⁄ ) 4.25 6.60 8.95 11.30 13.65 16 

Dilution factor 0.85 0.88 1.09 1.38 1.67 1.93 

Total flow rate after exhaust 

(𝑙 𝑚𝑖𝑛⁄ ) 
9.25 14.1 17.10 19.45 21.80 24.26 

 

The dilution factor in Table 10 is defined as the ratio of air flow rate and exhaust flow rate, 

and is calculated by the following formula: 

 

𝐷𝐹 =
𝑄𝑎𝑖𝑟

𝑄𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡
 (14) 

 

By looking at Table 10, to achieve the maximum value of dilution factor, it is reasonable 

choosing a 6 𝑏𝑎𝑟 relative pressure for the supply part of the ejector. In addition, after setting 

the dilution factor and choosing the supply pressure of the ejector, the pump operating point 
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is established based on the given pressure and flow rate. To make ambient air flowing inside 

the ejector, the pump should be placed before the supply part of the ejector. 

Also, by using the proposed layout, the concentration of the exhaust sampled emission 

decrease, but it is not enough to have accurate detection by OPC. Considering the OPC-N3 

technical specification  and maximum detectable concentration of particulate matter (0.500 

1 𝑐𝑚3⁄ ) at particle size of 0.35 𝜇𝑚, the coincidence probability is still high for the presence 

of each particle in observation volume. 

 In this framework, to increase the dilution factor up to 8, a different layout including more 

ejectors in parallel for detection of the particulate matter after tailpipe is proposed. 

 

8.5. Second layout for detection the PM after vehicle exhaust 

 

In the proposed layout, all ejectors except the last one, use ambient air in supply and suction 

part. The fraction of the raw exhaust emission is sucked from tailpipe by suction part of the 

last ejector. To dilute the exhaust emission with ambient air, a proper operating point is set 

for the compressor. As previously mentioned, it is chosen based on the selected supply 

pressure of the ejector and volumetric flow rate. However, it is necessary to use two air 

filters, before the compressor and the air suction part of the ejectors.  

 

 

Figure 31. . Layout of the system after exhaust using parallel ejectors 
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In particular, to obtain a dilution factor equal to 8, it is selected a supply pressure of 0.5 𝑀𝑃𝑎 

based on the characteristic curve of the ejector.The Dilution factor can be calculated by the 

following formula while the ambient air flows in all the ejectors, except for the suction part 

of the last ejector. 

 

𝐷𝐹 =
∑ 𝑄𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦_𝑎𝑖𝑟 + ∑ 𝑄𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛_𝑎𝑖𝑟

𝑁−1
𝑖=1

𝑁
𝑖=1

𝑄𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡 𝑔𝑎𝑠
 (15) 

where 𝑄𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦_𝑎𝑖𝑟 is the volumetric flow rate of the supply air, 𝑄𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛_𝑎𝑖𝑟 is the volumetric 

flow rate of the air in the suction part of the ejector, and 𝑄𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡 𝑔𝑎𝑠 is the volumetric flow 

rate of the emission gas in the suction part of the last ejector. The calculation of 𝑄𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙−𝐴𝑖𝑟 , 

is made as follows: 

 

𝑄𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙−𝐴𝑖𝑟 . 𝜌𝑎𝑖𝑟 = (𝑛 − 1). 𝑄𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙−𝑒𝑗𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑜𝑟 . 𝜌𝑎𝑖𝑟 +  𝑄𝑆𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦−𝑒𝑗𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑜𝑟 . 𝜌𝑎𝑖𝑟  (16) 

 

where 𝑄𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙−𝐴𝑖𝑟 is the total volumetric flow rate of air, 𝑛 is the number of the ejectors in 

parallel and 𝑄𝑆𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦−𝑒𝑗𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑜𝑟 is the volumetric flow rate of the supply part of the last ejector. 

It should be mentioned that in each step, 𝑄𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙−𝑒𝑗𝑒𝑐𝑡𝑜𝑟  for each ejector is the sum of 𝑄𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛  

and 𝑄𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦  . The supply part of the all ejectors and the suction part of ejectors except the 

last one contains the airflow. Therefore to calculate the total flow rate of the air, the air 

density of 𝜌𝑎𝑖𝑟  was used in the expression 16.   

Table 4 shows the total volumetric flow rate, dilution factor, and operating point of the 

compressor using the ZH05DSA-06-06-06 ejector. In the proposed layout, to obtain a 

dilution factor equal to 8, four ejectors in parallel are connected. 𝑄𝑎𝑖𝑟_𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑜𝑟  presents the 

final volumetric flow rate of the selected compressor. 
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Table 10. Dilution factor and flow rate of the second layout 

Parameters values 

Number of ejectors 4 

𝑄𝑇𝑜𝑡𝑎𝑙−𝐴𝑖𝑟 (𝑙 𝑚𝑖𝑛⁄ ) 69.66 

𝑄𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡  (𝑙 𝑚𝑖𝑛⁄ ) 8.15 

𝐷𝐹 8.54 

𝑄𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑐𝑜𝑚𝑝𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑠𝑜𝑟  (𝑙 min)⁄  45.21 

 

The final value of the volumetric flow rate after 4 ejectors is about 69.66 (𝑙 𝑚𝑖𝑛⁄ ). By 

connecting the optical particle sensor to the main tube enables the sampling of a proportion 

of the exhaust emission to be used in the OPC. The indirect use of airflow allows OPC fan 

to regulate the flow rate to the appropriate value suitable for the optical sensor (Fig. 32). 

 

 

Figure 32. Final layout by OPC perpendicular to the main flow rate 

 

8.6.Total cost of the system 

 

Table 12 shows the total cost of components for designing the proposed sensor. The 

sensing part of the system is quite cheap (about 340 $). However to increase the accuracy of 

system and durability , the dilution of the raw exhaust emission with environmental air was 

proposed. In order to have a simple and affordable prototype, additional sensors (e.g., 

humidity or temperature sensors) are not used in the proposed system. 
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Table 11. The component cost of the system 

Optical layout List of components Numbers Price 

Sampling system Ejectors and tubes 4 76.6$ 

Pneumatic Double Y 

tube 

2 29.42 $ 

Dilution system Compressor 1 382.40 $ 

Pressure switch 1 51.95 $ 

Pneumatic filter 2 218 $ 

One touch manifold 1 8.68$ 

Optical sensing 

system 

OPC-N3 1 340 $ 

Conjunction system Accessories - 90.15 $ 

Total cost ≈1200 $ 

 

8.9.Calibration process 

 

One prerequisite for using a light scattering based sensor for evaluation of the DPF 

performance is the availability of the traceable and appropriate calibration method. In order 

to obtain an accurate measurement, it is necessary to determine the relationship between a 

scattered light intensity distribution and particle size distribution. A testing setup consists of 

a generated particle source, reference sensor, and proposed PM sensor.  

One possible way to achieve the aim is to use a Standard Combustion Aerosol Generator 

(SCAG) as a known exhaust source. The particle generator produces real combustion 

particles with a selected size distribution, which are stable and reproducible [147]. Another 

commonly used source of the soot particles for calibration of the measurement device is a 

diesel engine. Generated particles from engine are diluted by the compressed air. The diluted 

sample passes through the designed sensor (OPC- based sensor) and the reference sensor 
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(SMPS) sequentially. In order to determine mass concentration of the sampling emission 

gravimetric method or micro soot sensor can be used. It should be mentioned that the 

calibration process in the test bench by the use of a diesel engine is time-consuming and 

relatively high-cost. 
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Chapter 9 : 

Calculation of mixed condition parameters 
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9.1. Sampling system 

 

Sampling process as an essential part of the sensing system can provide the accuracy and 

validation of the detection system. The condition of the diluted exhaust emission in the inlet 

probe of the measurement chamber, in terms of temperature and humidity, is a primary issue 

for the detection process of OPC. The accurate detection of particulate matter requires inlet 

nozzle pressure and temperature within the ranges of 1 𝑏𝑎𝑟 and -10 ℃ to 50 ℃, respectively 

[140]. Exhaust gas flow rate of the inlet duct is another major issue. To avoid the effect of 

humidity and vapour condensation on the performance of the optical particle counter, the 

total relative humidity of the sampling diluted gas should be less than 75% [148]. 

 

9.2. Temperature of the Mix Condition (First layout) 

 

One of the most significant factors to be investigated is the temperature of the gas sample at 

OPC inlet, after the mixing with environmental air in the ejector. The temperature 

𝑇𝑚𝑖𝑥[℃] of the mixture can be calculated by following the adiabatic mixing and the mass 

balance equations. To calculate the temperature of the gas mixture before the OPC, the 

ambient air and the exhaust gas temperatures are varied in the range of -10 ℃ to 40℃ and 

50 ℃ to 350 ℃ respectively. Fig 33 shows that the temperature before the optical sensor, in 

different conditions, is mostly less than 40℃ . 
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Figure 33.Temperature of the mix condition vs temperature of the raw air 

The temperature of the exhaust emission can vary based on the engine operation. In order to 

evaluate the temperature of the mixed emission before the optical system, it is considered a 

minimum and maximum temperature for the exhaust emission from 50 ℃ to 350 ℃. 

 

 

Figure 34.Reynold number vs temperature of mix condition 

Generally, the inlet pipe of the OPC is designed with a round section and the sampling 

emission requires a laminar flow, ensured by a proper value of the Reynolds number (below 

2300).  
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Fig 34. shows the variation of the Reynolds number from the temperature of the mixture 

flow, which changes between -10 ℃ and 40 ℃. 

9.3 Humidity in Mix Condition (First layout) 

Humid air can affect the behavior of the optical particle counter based on light scattering 

principle in different ways. One possibility is the change of its performance due to the 

dependency of the particle refractive index on relative humidity [148].  

Secondly, humidity can affect electrical components by creating resistive bridges between 

each of them [148]. Thirdly, the hygroscopic growth of the particles (like sodium chloride) 

with the relative humidity increase, causes a significant large positive artefact in particle 

mass measurement [136].  

In addition, if the humidity is about 100%, it is likely to detect liquid droplets as particles, 

downgrading the accuracy of the detection system. To avoid the formation of liquid droplets 

in the sampling probe before the optical sensor, the partial vapor pressure of the diluted 

sampling emission after ejectors should be always maintained less than saturation vapor 

pressure, at the mixture temperature. Saturation vapor pressure is defined as the pressure of 

the vapor when it is in thermodynamic equilibrium with the liquid phase, for a specific 

temperature. The saturation pressure of the vapor mainly depends on the temperature. 

The particles mass and number concentration can be overestimated while the relative 

humidity is in the range of 70% [148] - 75%, or even 60%[137]. Also, it should be mentioned 

that the relative humidity inside the measurement chamber is not the same as in the sampling 

probe before the optical sensor. The reason is the increase of temperature inside the chamber 

due to the electronics circuits during the OPC functioning [138] . 

It should be mentioned that the temperature, pressure, and relative humidity of the 

environmental air in the supply inlet are assumed to be in the range -10℃ to 40 ℃, 5 𝑏𝑎𝑟 

and 50 %, respectively. 

To calculate the humidity after the ejector, the mass of the vapor in the sampled air can be 

determined by considering the humidity of the environmental air and  thus calculating the 

wet air mixing ratio 𝑥.  

It is now possible to sum the ejector's air supply mass flow rate with the exhaust gas mass 

flow rate sampled by the engine, and the water vapor mass flow rate contained in the supply 

air of the ejector with that contained in the exhaust gases. 
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Considering these relation, the water mixing ratio of air-exhaust gas mixture (𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑛) as the 

ratio of mass flow rate of water vapor in the supply air and in the suction exhaust gases of 

the ejector (𝑀𝐻2𝑜−𝑡𝑜𝑡) and the mass flow rate of supply air dry and suction exhaust gases 

dry of the ejector (𝑀𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑡𝑜𝑡) can be suitably calculated. Being 𝑃𝑆𝑇𝑃the standard ambient 

pressure equal to 101325 [𝑃𝑎], the relative humidity 𝑅𝐻 can be defined by the following 

formulas: 

𝑃𝐻2𝑂−𝑚𝑖𝑥 = 𝑃𝑆𝑇𝑃 × 10−5 ×
𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑛

𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑛 + 0.622
 (17) 

𝑅𝐻 =
𝑃𝐻2𝑂−𝑚𝑖𝑥

𝑃𝑆𝐴𝑇
× 100 

 

(18) 

where 𝑃𝑆𝐴𝑇 is the saturation pressure of the vapor depending only on the gas mixture 

temperature. Fig 35 shows the variation of the sampled emission humidity while exhaust 

temperature varies in the range of 50 ℃ to 350 ℃ . As visible, the humidity at the inlet of 

the OPC is always less than 35%. 

 

Figure 35.Relative humidity vs temperature of the ejector discharge 
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9.4. Temperature of the inlet mixture emission of the optical 

sensor(Second layout) 

 

As highlighted previously, one of the most important factors to be considered is the 

temperature of the mixture emission after the ejectors and before the optical sensor. To 

standard working conditions of the optical sensor require a temperature of the sampling 

emission of the ejectors discharge between -10 ℃ and 50 ℃. The mass flow rate in the 

mixing point is constant for all temperature and humidity conditions, and can be calculated 

by the following formula: 

   𝐺𝑚𝑖𝑥 = 𝐺𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 + 𝐺𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦 (18) 

 

where 𝐺𝑚𝑖𝑥 is the mass flow rate after mixing, 𝐺𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 is the mass flow rate at exhaust 

suction, and 𝐺𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦  is the mass flow rate of dilution air. The temperature 𝑇𝑚𝑖𝑥 [℃] of the 

gas mixture and downstream of the ejector can be calculated considering the adiabatic 

mixing and mass balance equation to describe the condition before the optical sensor: 

 

𝑇𝑚𝑖𝑥 𝐺𝑚𝑖𝑥 = 𝑇𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑝𝐺𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑝 + (𝑇𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝐺𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑐

+  𝑇𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝐺𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡−𝑠𝑢𝑐) 
(20) 

 

where 𝑇𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑝 is the air temperature in the supply part of the ejector, 𝐺𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑝is the overall 

supply air mass flow rate of the four ejectors, 𝑇𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑐 is the air temperature in the suction 

part of the ejector, which is equal to 𝑇𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑝, 𝐺𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑐  is the air mass flow rate in the suction 

part of the (𝑛 − 1) ejectors. Moreover, 𝑇𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡−𝑠𝑢𝑐  is the temperature of the exhaust 

emission flowing from the engine to the suction part of the last ejector, and 𝐺𝑒𝑥ℎ𝑎𝑢𝑠𝑡−𝑠𝑢𝑐  is 

the mass flow rate of the exhaust emission of the engine in the suction part of the last ejector. 

At each step, the mass flow rate 𝐺 can be computed as follows: 

 

𝐺 = 𝑄. 𝜌 (21) 
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where 𝑄 is the volumetric flow rate. As an approximation, the total mixture gas and emission 

sampling density are considered equivalent to the density of air.  

To calculate the temperature before the optical sensor in different operating conditions, the 

ambient air temperature was varied in the range of -10 ℃ to 40 ℃, while the temperature of 

the engine exhaust gas ranged between 50 ℃ and 350 ℃. Figure 36 shows the temperature 

of the gas mixture for different operating conditions. 

From Fig. 36, it is clear that any change in environment temperature can affect the 

temperature of the gas mixture after ejector directly. However, the temperature after ejector 

is less than 50 ℃, and an extra cooler before the optical counter is not necessary. 

 

 

Figure 36.Temperature in mix condition vs ambient temperature 

 

9.5. Measurement of the laminar flow in mixed condition (Second layout) 

 

Using the small pump or fan of the OPC, the mixture of the emission exhaust gas with air 

flows into the inlet sampling probe, and then enters the observation volume of the optical 

sensor. In the observation volume, the scattered light intensity is detected by the 

photodetector, and then the sampled mixture exits from the outlet of the OPC. Accurate 

measurement of the particulate matter concentration requires a laminar flow of the inlet 
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sampling of the OPC, ensured by a proper value of the Reynolds number. The Reynolds 

number must always be less than 2300 to have a laminar flow [133]of the mixture sampling. 

The total volumetric flow rate of the mixture sampling can be calculated by using the optical 

sensor technical specifications in Table 1. The flow velocity of the inlet mixture sampling 

can be calculated using the volumetric flow rate and the inlet diameter of the OPC (6 𝑚𝑚). 

Finally, the Reynolds number can be calculated given the density 𝜌 of the mixture flow in 

the discharge of the ejectors (pressure of 1 𝑏𝑎𝑟 and temperature between -10 ℃ to 40 ℃) 

and the dynamic viscosity 𝜗(𝑇) of the mixture sampling flow (depending only on the 

temperature). 

Fig 37 shows the dependency of the Reynolds number from the temperature of the mixture 

flow, which varies between -10 ℃ and 40 ℃. It is worth to note that the Reynolds number is 

always below 2300, which confirms that the condition of the inlet sampling probe flow is 

always laminar. 

 

 

Figure 37.Reynolds number vs temperature 

 

9.10.Humidity calculation of mixed condition for second layout 

 

Humidity can significantly affect the performance of OPCs in various aspects. It is proposed 

that for the designed layout, the relative humidity of the inlet emission sampling always 

remains less than 60%.  
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The first calculation of the vapor partial pressure has been done considering the temperature 

of the exhaust emission in the range 50 ℃ to 350 ℃ (Fig. 38). For the calculation of the vapor 

partial pressure and relative humidity after the ejectors, the temperature, pressure and relative 

humidity of the environmental air in the supply inlet are considered in the range -10 ℃ to 40 

℃, 5 𝑏𝑎𝑟 and 50% respectively. However, the variation of relative humidity in the 

environmental air cannot affect the results. 

Given the volumetric flow rate of the supply part of the ejector and the density, it is possible 

to calculate the supply mass flow rate. The mass of the vapor in the sampled air can be 

determined by considering the humidity of the air, and through the calculation of the wet air 

mixing ratio 𝑥. 

Finally, the total mass of the 𝐻2𝑂 in the system 𝑀𝐻2𝑂−𝑡𝑜𝑡 can be calculated formulas follows: 

 

𝑀𝐻2𝑂−𝑡𝑜𝑡 = 𝑀𝐻2𝑂−𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦 + 𝑀𝐻2𝑂−𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 + 𝑀𝐻2𝑂−𝑔𝑎𝑠−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 (22) 

 

where, 𝑀𝐻2𝑂−𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦 is the mass flow rate of water vapor in air supply part of the ejectors. 

𝑀𝐻2𝑂−𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛is the mass flow rate of the 𝐻2𝑂 in air suction part of the 

ejectors. 𝑀𝐻2𝑂−𝑔𝑎𝑠−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 is defined as the mass flow rate of the 𝐻2𝑂 in the sampled exhaust 

emission that passes through the suction part of the ejector. 

To compute the total mass flow rate of the dry air  𝑀𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑡𝑜𝑡, the following formula can be 

used: 

 

𝑀𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑡𝑜𝑡 = 𝑀𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦 + 𝑀𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛+𝑀𝑔𝑎𝑠−𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 (23) 

 

where 𝑀𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑠𝑢𝑝𝑝𝑙𝑦 is the mass flow rate of the dry air in the supply part of the ejectors, 

𝑀𝑎𝑖𝑟−𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛is the mass flow rate of the dry air in the suction part of the ejectors, and 

𝑀𝑔𝑎𝑠−𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑠𝑢𝑐𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛is the mass flow rate of the dry emission of exhaust in the suction part of 

the last ejector.  
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Since the total mass flow rate of the dry air and water vapor is known, it is possible to 

calculate the water mixing ratio of the air-exhaust gas mixture, after ejectors and before the 

optical sensor, as follows:  

 

𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥 =
𝑀𝐻2𝑂−𝑡𝑜𝑡

𝑀𝑑𝑟𝑦−𝑡𝑜𝑡
 (24) 

 

To calculate the relative humidity and partial vapor pressure after the ejectors, the values of 

350 ℃ and 50 ℃ have been considered for the exhaust emission. Fig 38 shows the saturation 

vapor pressure and partial pressure of the vapor while the temperature of emission mixture 

changes between -10 ℃ to 40 ℃. 

From Fig. 38, it results that there is no water droplet in the observation volume, while the 

partial vapor pressure is always below the saturation pressure. The partial pressure of the 

vapor in mix condition after ejector 𝑃𝐻2𝑂−𝑚𝑖𝑥  can be calculated as. 

 

𝑃𝐻2𝑂−𝑚𝑖𝑥 = 𝑃𝑆𝑇𝑃 .  10−5 .
𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥

(𝑥𝑚𝑖𝑥 + 0.622)
 (25) 

 

where 𝑃𝑆𝑇𝑃 is the standard ambient pressure equal to 101325 [𝑃𝑎]. The relative humidity 

𝑅𝐻 can be calculated from: 

 

𝑅𝐻 = ( 
𝑃𝐻2𝑂−𝑚𝑖𝑥 

𝑃𝑆𝐴𝑇
) . 100 (26) 

 

where 𝑃𝑆𝐴𝑇 is the saturation pressure of the vapor depending only on the gas mixture 

temperature. To avoid any condensation, the partial vapor pressure of the sampling inlet 

emission must always be less than saturation pressure of the vapor. Figure 39 shows the 

relationship between the humidity of diluted exhaust emission in the mix condition after 

ejectors and before optical sensor, for different temperatures of ejector discharge.  

 



 93 

 

Figure 38. Vapor partial pressure and vapor saturation pressure vs temperature of discharge ejector 

 

Figure 39. Humidity vs temperature in mix condition 
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Conclusions  and future works 

 

Currently, particulate matter detection is one of the crucial issues of the public and 

governmental concern in terms of air quality because of the adverse effects on human health 

and the environment. Among the sources of pollutants, diesel engines are recognized as one 

of the major sources of PM pollution of the last decades. The verification of the PM emission 

during vehicle life and the identification of any defect of the after treatment system such as 

DPF can be achieved through a regular measurement of tailpipe emissions. There exists a 

wide spectrum of expensive instruments for testing the tailpipe emission in stationary test 

benches. These professional instruments are very accurate, but due to their high price and 

bulky structures are not suitable for regular checking of the PM emission after vehicle 

tailpipe. To address the increasing demand for real-time detection of PM after tailpipe, the 

design of a compact, low weight, and affordable system including OPC device after tailpipe 

of the diesel vehicle has been proposed. To fulfill the optical sensor operating requirements, 

different conditions of the inlet mixture emission, such as relative humidity, concentration 

and temperature have been considered. Considering the limitation of the particle size 

detection of the OPC, the accumulated mode of the diesel particulate matter can be 

considered in the proposed research. However, the accuracy limitation can be improved 

through a proper calibration and by optimizing the data process [149]. Considering the 

concentration of the inlet sampling emission of the OPC based on Mie scattering, it is 

assumed that there is always one particle in the observation sensing at time. To increase the 

accuracy of the optical detection system, it is necessary to reduce the coincidence error, 

which occurs if several particles are present in the observation volume simultaneously. For 

this purpose, one of the solution is to dilute the exhaust emission without any physical 

changing of the OPC structure. In the present work, the dilution factor of 8 is chosen to 

decrease the maximum concentration of the exhaust emission to the value of 60 ( 
1

𝑐𝑚3), which 

decreases the coincidence probability and increases the accuracy of the detection system. To 

this aim, it has been designed a layout including four ejectors in parallel and one compressor 

to dilute the emission exhaust gas of the diesel engine tailpipe. In order to use OPC after the 

proposed layout, different parameters such as partial vapor pressure, humidity, and 

temperature of the inlet sampling emission before the optical sensor were calculated. The 
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humidity of the sampled emission before the optical sensor was less than 30%, which is an 

acceptable range for detection of the particulate matter. The temperature of the mix condition 

will remain below 45 ℃, which fulfills our requirements. In addition, the sampling flow rate 

of the inlet was determined in order to guarantee laminar flow conditions in terms of 

Reynolds number. All these conditions show that using the proposed layout after tailpipe is 

useful for detecting the particulate matter after diesel engines, especially in terms of faults 

of DPF, but some efforts are needed to improve the detection range size. The proposed 

system also needs proper calibration using accurate devices to detect the mass concentration 

of the particulate matter. In future research, advancements are expected in terms of the 

detection size by an appropriate calibration and by changing the OPC structures. 
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