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			MANDATORY WATER RATIONING



	Bill McKibben, author, environmentalist and activist said we are



in WWIII as we face extreme climate disruption and we are losing



the war.





	Within months after the devastating attack at Pearl Harbor,



FDR had ensured that mandatory gasoline rationing was in effect



in all 48 states.  Gas and rubber was needed for an all-out war effort.



Americans would sacrifice driving their sacred automobiles for the



duration. At first, the government urged voluntary gasoline rationing.



That did not work but by the spring of 1942, 6 months after the 



attack, the first 17 states put mandatory gasoline rationing into



effect, and by December controls were extended across the country.



	FDR didn’t wait for a messaging program to raise awareness.



He did what he had to do and people accepted it because it was



appropriate to the threat. It was fair, and it was strictly enforced.



It was the law.



	The entire western US is drying and burning up. We too are



under attack.



	Therefore, we need you, the Board Members to enact



proposals with teeth that will ensure whole hearted cooperation now.



	To conserve drinking water we don’t need proposals that make



suggestions, ask politely and hope for the best.



	We are asked to make significant cuts in our use of water at the



household level. I believe the response will be overwhelming when we 



believe that you are so committed  to conservation of our limited 



water supply that you will declare it is illegal to water lawns and golf



courses.



	And – most difficult for you – to declare a moratorium on all new



water hookups.



	Convince us that you realize the gravity of our shared 



predicament, and that you will do whatever it takes to realize



significant cutback immediately, regardless of the public resistance



and/or political consequences that strict water rationing may bring



forth.



	Gabriel Garcia Marquez said:



 	“Wisdom comes to us when it can no longer do any good.”



Do we have the wisdom and courage to prove him wrong?
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MANDATORY WATER RATIONING
Bill McKibben, author, environmentalist and activist said we are
in WWIII as we face extreme climate disruption and we are losing

the war.

Within months after the devastating attack at Pearl Harbor,
FDR had ensured that mandatory gasoline rationing was in effect
in all 48 states. Gas and rubber was needed for an all-out war effort.
Americans would sacrifice driving their sacred automobiles for the
duration. At first, the government urged voluntary gasoline rationing.
That did not work but by the spring of 1942, 6 months after the
attack, the first 17 states put mandatory gasoline rationing into
effect, and by December controls were extended across the country.

FDR didn’t wait for a messaging program to raise awareness.
He did what he had to do and people accepted it because it was
appropriate to the threat. It was fair, and it was strictly enforced.
It was the law.

The entire western US is drying and burning up. We too are
under attack.

Therefore, we need you, the Board Members to enact
proposals with teeth that will ensure whole hearted cooperation now.

To conserve drinking water we don’t need proposals that make

suggestions, ask politely and hope for the best.



We are asked to make significant cuts in our use of water at the
household level. I believe the response will be overwhelming when we
believe that you are so committed to conservation of our limited
water supply that you will declare it is illegal to water lawns and golf
courses.

And - most difficult for you — to declare a moratorium on all new
water hookups.

Convince us that you realize the gravity of our shared
predicament, and that you will do whatever it takes to realize
significant cutback immediately, regardless of the public resistance
and/or political consequences that strict water rationing may bring
forth.

Gabriel Garcia Marquez said:

“"Wisdom comes to us when it can no longer do any good.”

Do we have the wisdom and courage to prove him wrong?



From: John Kling

To: Jack Gibson

Subject: Phoenix Lake expansion

Date: Tuesday, July 20, 2021 7:44:47 PM
Greetings:

I am a Marin County resident living in San Rafael. At the outset I acknowledge that I am not an engineer, but a
retired attorney I hike around Phoenix Lake frequently. I understand why the lake was drained. I am wondering if
anyone has considered excavating some of the earthen walls surrounding the lake while it is drained in an effort to
expand it’s water holding capacity. It would be an expensive proposition. However, I have read many times that
California now has a surplus fund for infrastructure projects intended to expand California’s water holding capacity.
I believe any amount of earth removed would expand the capacity of Phoenix Lake for future use.

Thank you for your consideration of this idea. Feel free to forward it to your fellow Directors and anyone you deem
necessary to consider it’s implementation.

Respectfully submitted,

John Kling
(415)450-5052
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Terrie Gillen

From: NANCY PRAETZEL <npraetzel@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, July 20, 2021 2:02 PM

To: Board Comment

Cc: alayzer@me.com

Subject: Moratorium on new hook ups

To Board members:

This draught is the worst on record. We will not know. until at least December or January whether or
not enough rain will fall in the coming wet season to adequately fill our lakes for the next year or longer. If
there is not adequate rain, and none can predict this with any degree of certainty, the shortage will continue and
get worse, if such is possible. It is difficult to imagine what life in Marin would be like if we have to go into an
extended period with bone dry lakes.

I believe we are now at a point where we must conserve every drop. Therefore I urge the District to
enact as soon as possible a total moratorium on new water hookups. It matters not that doing so will only
save a small percentage of what is needed. Every drop counts. It is not fair to sacrificing rate payers who are
supposedly paying for a “reliable” source of water to allow development to access water for people who are not
here yet. It matters not that construction and development projects will be put on hold, the “on hold” time
will supposedly be relatively brief and the current situation, without a moratorium, puts the total burden of
shortage on many other parts of our economy including nurseries, gardeners, parks, and other recreation
facilities, not to mention the sacrifices of individual rate payers. The issue of the County’s need for “affordable
housing” is indeed a sticky one, but I do not believe that even such a crucial need should allow for dispensing
water we do not have.

One other thing. I was involved in the water conservation movement after the draught of 1976-77. At
the time, Conservation alone was not considered a possible source for adequate new supply, but the Water
conservation committee persisted and proved that there was a lot of water that with conservation, could be
applied to “new supply”. There was talk of getting enough supply to provide a “cushion” to allow for future
draughts. Apparently that never happened, or else someone misfigured some where along the line. From this
point on, the District should figure the amount of water it can rely on for a year and use that when determining
if there is enough water to support development.

Thank you for your consideration



From: SYDNEY PARK

To: Jack Gibson; Monty Schmitt; Larry Bragman; Cynthia Koehler; Larry Russell
Subject: Two conerns
Date: Wednesday, July 21, 2021 3:22:27 PM

Having just crossed over the bridge at Shasta and also viewed Mt.Shasta from hwy 5, I am concerned with the slow
progress we are making to obtain water. I am sure there are other communities doing the same. If we don’t act fast
to reserve some water rights won’t we face the possibility that there will be none left for us?

My second question that has not been addressed concerns new swimming pools. Since you were originally
proposing to limit the topping off of existing pools how are you justifying the filling and construction of new ones.
There are at least two under construction on Lilac Ave. in Kentfield. Why is the general public’s water restricted
severely while many gallons are being used to fill a new pool?

I would really appreciate answers to both questions.

SYDNEY PARK

slpark@comcast.net
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From: Olivia Miller

To: Jack Gibson; Monty Schmitt; Larry Bragman; Cynthia Koehler; Larry Russell; Water Conservation
Subject: Re: Vegetable Gardens and Water Restrictions...
Date: Thursday, July 22, 2021 10:39:29 AM

Dear MMWD Board of Directors,

| am hoping for clarification on the new water use restrictions as they pertain to vegetable-
only gardens, irrigated using drip lines.

| work for a local, woman-run edible landscaping company called The Backyard Farm
Company. We plant and tend around 35 raised-bed organic vegetable gardens for clients
around Marin. All of our clients' beds are on drip irrigation lines and totally automated.

We want to make changes to help our customers cut back their water use. Many of them are
completely in the dark on restrictions, so it is up to us to make these changes for them. We
are torn, because their gardens dying, means us losing our jobs. Unlike ornamentals and lawns
which will come back with rains in winter, our vegetable beds will not survive if only watered
on drip twice per week. To stick to this twice per week rule, we would need to water them
twice per week for the longest amount of time allowed. We feel like this will be more wasteful
than sticking to what we do now.

I'm afraid to ask, if we only water on drip twice per week, for how long can we water each
time?

We are curious how and when our clients will be fined if they use too much water. Will you
look at their bills and usage times?

When | watched your 4/20 hearing, there was a concession made for watering vegetable
gardens. | am wondering (hoping) that concession still applies to vegetable gardens. Are
vegetable gardens excluded from these rules?

Thank you for any clarification you can offer!

Sincerely,
Olivia Miller

Olivia Miller Farmer, The Backyard Farm Company
olivia@thebackyardfarmco.com

https://link.edgepilot.com/s/3d7d31d2/FwOMYBZtmUuwWteE_ImiMA?
u=http://www.thebackyardfarmco.com/
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Download Our Free Seasonal Planting Guide!

From: Olivia Miller

Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 12:12 PM

To: JGibson@MarinWater.org <JGibson@MarinWater.org>; MSchmitt@MarinWater.org
<MSchmitt@MarinWater.org>; LBragman@MarinWater.org <LBragman@MarinWater.org>;
CKoehler@MarinWater.org <CKoehler@MarinWater.org>; LRussell@MarinWater.org
<LRussell@MarinWater.org>

Subject: Vegetable Gardens and Water Restrictions...

Dear MMWD Board of Directors,

| am grateful for our water district that prioritizes nature and also makes sure there is
enough H20 to go around to our massive county!

It is obviously the right thing to do to limit water use this year, and likely is the future
here-- as we adapt to life in a warmer county, a much hotter planet.

| will make this short-- | am hoping there is some concession to be made for drip
irrigating vegetable gardens! | am emailing to make a plea that you make an
exception for watering vegetable gardens during this drought. OR perhaps you
offer some sort of rebate to folks who can prove they are irrigating vegetable
gardens with drip, and can show receipts for mulch.

| am a Marin Master Gardener, fully bought into hydrozones, natives, and low water
plants. | am also an employee of The Backyard Farm Company. We plant and
maintain vegetable gardens in peoples' backyards around Marin. We enrich our soll
with local compost that retains water, waste no water using drip systems at all of our
gardens, plant seasonally appropriate plants (tomatoes and eggplants that once
established, have long roots that tap into deeper sources of moisture), and this year
we will mulch each and every plot. We will abide by these great water-saving veggie-
gardening tips!

There are so many benefits of growing one's own food-- for the body, the mind, and
the planet!

Please consider the veggies, me, and my little local gardening company, when
you make your important decision this evening.

Thank you,

Olivia Miller

Olivia Miller Farmer, The Backyard Farm Company
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From: Thomas G Lambach

To: Larry Bragman
Subject: MMWD Priorities
Date: Friday, July 23, 2021 12:00:16 AM

Dear Director Bragman,

I'm a desalination advocate because it is a permanent water source in an
increasingly arid state. The June 18 Operations meeting conveyed a meek
response to a water shortage. In my view the District's mission is to
supply water, yet, as in most public venues, peripheral considerations
and distractions get folded into the mix.

Marin has enjoyed fairly predictable rainfall so MMWD's mission was
passive: capture it, clean it and pipe it to the customers. A per-capita

MMWD water budget may be a measure of system demand with rates keyed to
use on the revenue side and sources prioritized on the supply side. I

say this because so much of the discussion, particularly from one

Director seemed to be along the lines of how can we muddle thru this

shortage at the lowest cost, yet she also realized the displayed time

line to actually do something was unrealistic, especially given no

mandate(s) by the Board. The public message is equally lame.

Director, the Board has to get serious, when the water is gone, the
Board will be gone.

Two or three years ago Santa Barbara expanded its desalination plant in
anticipation of future need; it supplies about 30% of the city's needs.

The video is instructive, especially with respect to time lines - YEARS

- despite the City having done it before and knew what needed to be done!

https://link.edgepilot.com/s/701{03e8/ MsGuBhki9-RMfnggmI[ Q?u=https://www.youtube.com/watch?
v=6dkHkuVMC9g

Thomas Lambach

Kentfield
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From: Mary Anne McKernie

Cc: Jack Gibson; Monty Schmitt; Larry Bragman; Cynthia Koehler; Larry Russell
Subject: Golf course potable water use
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 3:00:56 PM

MMWD Directors:

As a citizen concerned about the myriad risks associated with the drought, | would like to urge
MMWD to mandate further water usage reduction by golf courses (beyond their 40% reduction to
date) and their use of non-potable water. Golf course water usage is massive (7.2M gallons/year).
And even though MMWD encourages, and even provides rebates for, water usage reductions by
residential customers—advocating for brown lawns, unwashed cars and distributing MMWD-
branded 5-minute shower timers---fairways and putting greens at golf courses remain green.

My understanding is that some of the water being used by golf courses is being diverted from public
parks and fields. Before the costs of golf courses’ overuse further impacts residential customers—
when the need to import water will be borne by them at greater expense--1 believe that this should
be addressed now.

Thank you for your consideration.

MARY ANNE McKERNIE
MaryAnne@mamDESIGN.com

415.717.3949
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From: nick javaras

To: Jack Gibson
Subject: Golf course water usage
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 10:49:40 AM

Mr Gibson . It is beyond ridiculous that home owners are being asked to limit water usage but local golf courses
aren’t. And they are using potable water. And even though they have reduced their consumption it is not enough.

Stop them please. . Sent from my iPhone
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From: george mcneil

To: Jack Gibson
Subject: Golf courses
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 10:59:26 AM

Stop watering

George
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From: Z

To: Jack Gibson
Subject: Infrastructure
Date: Saturday, July 24, 2021 9:54:38 AM

I am a longtime Marin Resident,

Marin needs to initiate larger public works projects to prepare for our evolving climate and
population demands.

Please put effort towards deeper and larger water wells wherever you can, and
desalination plants along the coast if necessary.
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From: John Harris

To: Jack Gibson; Monty Schmitt; Larry Bragman; Cynthia Koehler; LRussell@marineater.org
Subject: WATER STRATEGY
Date: Wednesday, July 28, 2021 12:16:37 PM

Ladies & Gentlemen of the Board:

While acknowledging that we are in a critical situation, I find it very
difficult to take the current strategy of water conservation seriously largely
because I don't believe that this Board is doing so.

The strategy seems to be hopes and prayers for rain next year without a
long term plan for a reliable supply of water for the community.

I have lived here for more than 40 years and in fact arrived in 1977 from
the Northwest where water in the tap was a given, only to be met with
severe restrictions on my water usage. Over the years, more by luck than
judgement we have managed but only because it rained next year. Maybe
it won't! Year by year it gets less likely.

I am not aware of any strategy that you may have developed to mitigate
this Hail Mary approach.

Water has been moved from place to place from source to where it is
needed for centuries. More recently the transfer of water from Northern
California to the south ( see Mono Lake)

We transport oil and liquid natural gas over thousands of miles in pipe
lines. Why not water?

In the Middle East, where water is used as a weapon, desalination has
been in use for years. I would refer you to an article in this week's
Economist which indicates that desalinated, potable water is being
produced, using solar power, at 50c per cubic meter.

I grew up in post war England so conservation, repurpose and reuse is
second nature. We used to bathe once a week, girls first and boys next in
tepid, soapy water!

A long term well thought out strategy rather than hopes and prayers
would make conservation much more palatable. You can't conserve it if it's
all gone!

John Harris
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From: Jerome Gilbert

To: Cynthia Koehler
Subject: Bridge pipeline
Date: Monday, August 2, 2021 10:04:14 AM

Good morning Cynthia,
We are now living in Marin County at the Tamalpias Residence and have been following your

efforts to shore up dry year supplies. In today’s interview, you said that the pipeline is the
likely solution. I could not agree more.

The potential for long-term security, and reduced operating costs, is very good.Once EBMUD
completed the Freeport project, it opened up access to the transfer market which gives a buyer
much more leverage. If you were connected. It occurred to me that North Marin could also
benefit with an appropriate exchange arrangement.

These are stressful times in the water world, and I wish you the best of luck with CalTrans in
particular.

Jerry Gilbert
925 254 8863
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From: Ria German-Carter

To: Board Comment
Subject: Comment for tonight"s Open Board Meeting
Date: Tuesday, August 3, 2021 12:59:29 PM

I am resending this, as I just read not to include address and phone number. Please replace my previous email with
this one. Thank you.

To whom it may concern,

I would like to attend tonight’s open board meeting. I just spoke with ranger John McConneloug and Sabrina, who
mentioned that [ would need a password link to the meeting. I hope that you can provide that for me, so that I might
participate and speak briefly regarding my concerns.

My comment for tonight’s meeting:

"I am concerned about the trail blockade which was recently installed on Old Mountain Tunnel Road. We recently
bought our property at 740 Bolinas Road, which is actually on Old Mountain Tunnel Road, adjacent to the road
blockade. The blockade impacts our access to the trails off Concrete Pipe Road, one of the primary reasons for
buying this property. As seniors, we will be putting our safety at risk walking down Bolinas Road to the trailhead.
Bolinas Road has blind curves and no shoulder, and is already shared by both bicyclists and autos. Adding
pedestrians and dogs to the mix seems much more dangerous than crossing the bridge. I hope that we can work
together to provide safe access via the bridge for both pedestrians and cyclists in the near future, by using an
easement or other modification. Thank you for your consideration."”

Ria German-Carter
Barry Carter
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From: M

To: opinion@marinij.com; drodini@marincounty.org; chair@maringop.org; Jack Gibson; Monty Schmitt
Subject: Conservation
Date: Monday, August 2, 2021 2:53:21 PM

| was not surprised that supervisor Dennis Rodini worked for the water district. His entire article put the
entire onus on users not the supplier for sufficient water. He talks of using recycled water and even
recycling toilet water. He said many people talk about desalination and other cures but said we lose
interest when it rains. Sure enough. But his article was sort of confusing. He wants us to catch rain water
for watering but if there is a big rain storm | won't need to catch water. Maybe he means | should keep the
rain water in big vats on my front lawn until the summer.

But Rodini is typical of what we have in the water district and civic center. He likes fish more than people
and closed down the San Geronimo Gulf course to make it a happier place for the fish. As supervisor he
offers no logical solution to the water storage. His solution is for us to capture water and save the water
guys from embarrassment. Where do guys like him come from.

We need leaders with foresight. We need leaders to solve the water problem and not put the onus on the
users. Evidently Rodini has no question for the water board, just us. We need to use desalinated water
but my guess is Rodini sees the ocean water as sacred and to use it would be a sin again nature. So we
will continue to ration, continue to be gouged in costs while the water guys keep their jobs and get more
money for less use. What's wrong with this picture. | thought in a democray people were in charge.
Robert A. Casper, SR

San Rafael, CA
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From: Virginia A Beauchamp

To: Cynthia Koehler

Subject: Water collection options

Date: Monday, August 2, 2021 8:22:42 PM
Hi

I wasn’t sure who to contact but I was wondering if an option such as the following referenced
in the Smithsonian magazine article would be feasible in Marin. With our great supply of
summer fog we could potentially harvest a lot of water. There are many designs that are being
used to get water to people in arid areas that use thin collection wires and this is only one

option. https:/link. edgep_llot com/s/ 8a2629a0/Oth31 XxEKY¥18MLp-r1A‘7
https://

air- 180950399/

https://link.edgepilot.com/s/a945¢cb84/ezuMrDJjyUCmF_6Fr21.8gQ?

u=https://academic.oup.com/ijlct/article/15/2/253/5718410
Perhaps you have already researched these types of options but I thought I would send these

links in the event you have not.

Thanks for your time and consideration.
Sincerely yours,

A concerned citizen,

Virginia Beauchamp

Greenbrae, California


mailto:stugin1@icloud.com
mailto:ckoehler@marinwater.org
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This Tower Pulls Drinking Water Out of Thin Air

Designer Arturo Vittori says his invention can provide remote villages with more
than 25 gallons of clean drinking water per day

Warka Water towers are designed to take advantage of condensation. (Architecture and Vision )

By Tuan C. Nguyen
smithsonianmag.com
April 8,2014

923 937 70

In some parts of Ethiopia, finding potable water is a six-hour journey.

People in the region spend 40 billion hours a year trying to find and collect water, says a group called the Water Project. And even
when they find it, the water is often not safe, collected from ponds or lakes teeming with infectious bacteria, contaminated with
animal waste or other harmful substances.

The water scarcity issue—which affects nearly 1 billion people in Africa alone—has drawn the attention of big-name
philanthropists like actor and Water.org co-founder Matt Damon and Microsoft co-founder Bill Gates, who, through their
respective nonprofits, have poured millions of dollars into research and solutions, coming up with things like a system that
converts toilet water to drinking water and a "Re-invent the Toilet Challenge," among others.

Critics, however, have their doubts about integrating such complex technologies in remote villages that don't even have access to
a local repairman. Costs and maintenance could render many of these ideas impractical.

"If the many failed development projects of the past 60 years have taught us anything," wrote one critic, Toilets for
People founder Jason Kasshe, in a New York Times editorial, "it's that complicated, imported solutions do not work."

Other low-tech inventions, like this life straw, aren't as complicated, but still rely on users to find a water source.



It was this dilemma—supplying drinking water in a way that's both practical and convenient—that served as the impetus for a
new product called Warka Water, an inexpensive, easily-assembled structure that extracts gallons of fresh water from the air.

The invention from Arturo Vittori, an industrial designer, and his colleague Andreas Vogler doesn't involve complicated gadgetry
or feats of engineering, but instead relies on basic elements like shape and material and the ways in which they work together.

At first glance, the 30-foot-tall, vase-shaped towers, named after a fig tree native to Ethiopia, have the look and feel of a showy
art installation. But every detail, from carefully-placed curves to unique materials, has a functional purpose.

The rigid outer housing of each tower is comprised of lightweight and elastic juncus stalks, woven in a pattern that offers stability
in the face of strong wind gusts while still allowing air to flow through. A mesh net made of nylon or polypropylene, which calls
to mind a large Chinese lantern, hangs inside, collecting droplets of dew that form along the surface. As cold air condenses, the
droplets roll down into a container at the bottom of the tower. The water in the container then passes through a tube that functions
as a faucet, carrying the water to those waiting on the ground.

Using mesh to facilitate clean drinking water isn't an entirely new concept. A few years back, an MIT student designed a fog-
harvesting device with the material. But Vittori's invention yields more water, at a lower cost, than some other concepts that came
before it.

"[In Ethiopia], public infrastructures do not exist and building [something like] a well is not easy," Vittori says of the country. "To
find water, you need to drill in the ground very deep, often as much as 1,600 feet. So it's technically difficult and expensive.
Moreover, pumps need electricity to run as well as access to spare parts in case the pump breaks down."

So how would Warka Water's low-tech design hold up in remote sub-Saharan villages? Internal field tests have shown that one
Warka Water tower can supply more than 25 gallons of water throughout the course of a day, Vittori claims. He says because the
most important factor in collecting condensation is the difference in temperature between nightfall and daybreak, the towers are
proving successful even in the desert, where temperatures, in that time, can differ as much as 50 degrees Fahrenheit.

The structures, made from biodegradable materials, are easy to clean and can be erected without mechanical tools in less than a
week. Plus, he says, "once locals have the necessary know-how, they will be able to teach other villages and communities to
build the Warka."

In all, it costs about $500 to set up a tower—Iess than a quarter of the cost of something like the Gates toilet, which costs about
$2,200 to install and more to maintain. If the tower is mass produced, the price would be even lower, Vittori says. His team hopes
to install two Warka Towers in Ethiopia by next year and is currently searching for investors who may be interested in scaling the
water harvesting technology across the region.

"It's not just illnesses that we're trying to address. Many Ethiopian children from rural villages spend several hours every day to
fetch water, time they could invest for more productive activities and education," he says. "If we can give people something that
lets them be more independent, they can free themselves from this cycle."

About Tuan C. Nguyen

-

| I

Tuan C. Nguyen is a Silicon Valley-based journalist specializing in technology, health, design and innovation. His work has
appeared in ABCNews.com, NBCNews.com, FoxNews.com, CBS' SmartPlanet and LiveScience.
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Abstract

The scope of this paper is to review different types of sustainable water harvesting methods from the
atmospheric fogs and dew. In this paper, we report upon the water collection performance of various
fog collectors around the world. We also review technical aspects of fog collector feasibility studies and
the efficiency improvements. Modern fog harvesting innovations are often bioinspired technology. Fog
harvesting technology is obviously limited by global fog occurrence. In contrast, dew water harvester is
available everywhere but requires a cooled condensing surface. In this review, the dew water collection
systems is divided into three categories: i) dew water harvesting using radiative cooling surface, ii) solar-
regenerated desiccant system and iii) active condensation technology. The key target in all these approaches
is the development of an atmospheric water collector that can produce water regardless of the humidity level,

geographical location, low in cost and can be made using local materials.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Globally, the number of people lacking access to water is
2.1 billion, while 4.5 billion people have inadequate sanitation
and clean water source [1]. The latter, has led to risk of infected by
diseases, such as cholera and typhoid fever and other water-borne
illnesses. As a result, the world has witnessed 340 000 children
under five die each year from diarrheal diseases alone [!]. Clearly,
water scarcity is an issue requiring urgent action. The situation is
exacerbated by climate change causing rainfall patterns to change
with some areas already experiencing prolonged droughts.
Worldwide, many methods have been used to harvest water
such as through water desalination, ground water harvesting and
rain water collection and storage. Obviously, for these to work
liquid water must already be available, but when such supplies are
limited, harvesting atmospheric water becomes essential. There-
fore, not surprisingly, it is now receiving considerable attention
from researchers worldwide. This paper reviews this work, dis-
cussing the various water harvesting technologies and their per-
formance, both theoretical and experimental. Commercialized
atmospheric water harvesting technologies are also described.
We hope this review will help new workers wishing to enter

International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276
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this important field by providing introduction to state-of-the-art
technologies and inspire them to develop their own ideas for inno-
vative and sustainable atmospheric water harvesting technology.
We believe that general readers, with an interest in the welfare of
‘water poor’ people, will also find this paper useful by showing
how emerging water harvesting systems can contribute to improve
living standards.
shows how atmospheric water harvesting technologies
may be classified. The first category is harvesting water from fog,
i.e. avisible cloud water droplets or ice crystals that are suspended
in the air at or near the Earth’s surface [2]. It normally occurs due
to added moisture in the air or falling ambient air temperature.
Methods may be usefully divided into ‘traditional’ and ‘modern’
The second collection category is the collection of water vapour.
While fog is visible to our naked eyes, water vapour is invisible and
is generated by the evaporation of liquid water or the sublimation
of ice. When water vapour condenses on a surface cooled temper-
ature below the dew point temperature of the atmospheric water
vapour, ‘dew water’ will be formed [3]. While fog water harvesting
system are more related to traditional concept using a mesh-
like structure, there are various technologies related to dew water
harvesting technique. The early studies involved passive systems

This is an Open Access article distributed under the terms of the Creative Commons Attribution License (
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Figure 1. Categories of atmospheric water harvesting techniques.

using radiative condenser, but their low efficiencies resulted in,
researchers introducing solar-regenerated desiccant methods to
enhance the moisture sorption and desorption, however, still has
not proved on its own to be sufficient. Thus, research in dew water
harvesting also covers integration with active cooling condenser
technology that covers the use of typical vapour compression
air conditioning system and most recently, thermoelectric cooler.
Due to the high in efficiency of active cooling condenser systems,
at the end of this paper, readers will be presented with selected
commercially available technology on water harvesting technol-
ogy involving active cooling condensing system.

2. ATMOSPHERIC FOG HARVESTING

2.1. Fog collector inspired by traditional concept
Mlustrated in , the traditional fog collecting method is
very simple, comprising a mesh exposed to the atmosphere over
which the fog is driven by the wind. Two posts on guy wires are
used to support the mesh and cables to suspend the mesh. Water
droplets trapped by the mesh accumulate and drain under gravity
into the channels of the water collection system. Collectors can
be usefully classified as standard fog collectors (SFCs) and large
fog collectors (LFCs) [2]. SFCs are typically used in a small scale
exploratory studies to evaluate the amount of water that can be
collected for a specific condition. The collector has a typical size
of (1 x 1) m® surface with a base of 2 m above the ground [4].
LFCs, typically 12 m long and 6 m high has mesh covers the upper
4 m of the collector giving ~48 m* of water collection area. They
are mainly used for actual harvesting installation. For maximum
efficiency, fog collectors should be positioned perpendicularly to
the prevailing wind. Typically, LFSs produce 1501to 750 1 of water
a day depending on the site [5]. Reported in 2011, the cost for a
unit of 48 m’* fog collectors is US$400 meanwhile, the 1 m* SFCs
cost from US$100 to US$200 to build depending on the country
and the materials [5].

Commercially available, Raschel-weave high-density polyethy-
lene mesh, commonly used for shading crops in hot climates, has

254 International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276

Figure 2. The basic concept of fog collector. Adapted with permission from [6]
Copyright (2013) American Chemical Society.

been a popular collector material, although other weaves such
as aluminet shade net have subsequently been investigated [7].
Mlustrated in , the standard Raschel mesh is black in
colour, with treated UV-resistance and has 35% shade coeflicient S
[¢]. Shade coefficient S is the portion of the fog collector’s area that
is capable of capturing fog droplets and can be expressed using the
following equation [9]:

S=1—-f, (1)

where f is defined as the ratio of mesh openings area to the total
screen area.

Along the longitudinal direction, the mesh filament is tied
up continuously, meanwhile transversely, we can see that the
filaments are not continuous but knotted to the longitudinal one
[¢]. A leading developer of fog harvesting technology based on
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Figure 3. An example of Raschel mesh used in a project by Fog Quest [10].

Raschel-weave shading mesh is the non-profit registered Cana-
dian charity, FogQuest, ( ), which is dedicated
to planning and implementing water projects for rural communi-
ties in developing countries. Their first fog water harvesting expe-
rience dates from 1987. In addition to innovative fog collectors,
they have also included rainfall collectors to make optimum use
of natural atmospheric sources of water.

2.1.1. Selected projects from the past 30 years to current

Fog harvesting is common in arid and semi-arid areas close to the
ocean where clouds are formed over the sea and pushed by the
prevailing winds towards the mainland. The clouds would become
fog when they intercept with the surface of highlands near to the
sea. There are various fog collector installation, both for research
and real applications in different places such as Namib Desert,
Africa. The desert is well known for its potential in harvesting
water through fog collection. Mtuleni et al. [11] conducted an
interesting research to find out the quality of the Namibian fog
water. Fourteen SFCs were studied at three Topnaar villages in
Namib Desert [11]. The highest water collection was 2.122 I/m’
at Klipneus village. In terms of the water quality, after a non-
foggy period, the initial rinse of SFCs give turbid, brackish water
that contains 1630 mg NaCl [11]. The water was considered as
marginally fit for human consumptions. Nevertheless, the subse-
quent water collected after the initial rinse was found fairly cleaner
and has low salt content. In the Coquimbo region of Chile, in
1980s, a research project involving fifty 48 m’ fog collectors was
conducted [12]. Forty-one new large fog collectors were installed
to provide fresh water supply for 100 families benefited, supported
initially by the foreign partners and then given over to the local
population in the 1990s [12]. However, due to the incompetency
of the local non-governmental organisation(NGO) in terms of
technical skills, the project was reported degraded. Large fog
collectors were also developed from 1995-99 utilized mainly for
reforestation and restoration of degraded coastal ecosystems near
the town of Mejia, Peru [ 13, 14]. In Pachamama Grande, Ecuador
a large scale project was developed such that 40 LFCs were con-
structed throughout 1995-97 with the collection efficiencies are

Atmospheric water harvesting

Figure 4. The examples of robust materials. Left: is a robust material with a
stainless mesh, co-knitted with poly material. Right: a 3D net structure (1 cm
thickness) of poly material [°].

as high as 121 per square metre per day [15]. Also in the 1990s, in
Oman, a major fog collector study was conducted. Daily average
collection rates were reported to be as high as 30 1/m*. However,
the large amount of water collected only happens during monsoon
season that occurs about only 2 months in a year. This was
considered as a huge limitation to the use of fog collectors in
that region [16]. The following listed more fog collection
projects carried out worldwide.

2.1.2. Fogcollectors design

For LFCs, the prevailing wind imposes pressures on the mesh
which then imposes forces on the supporting structures and
finally weakening/break the foundation. Meanwhile, the mesh
and other components of LFCs can be damaged by UV radia-
tion and also other environmental factors. Lacking in rational or
engineered design process of LFCs being the main reason to the
collapse of LFCs under extreme weather. This apparently explains
the maintenance issue faced by the local people in managing fog
collectors [2]. In order to suit different environmental conditions
for examples for very windy sites, robust materials for the fog
collectors were made using stronger stainless steel mesh, co-
knitted with poly material. See [2].

Various collector designs have also been researched by Lum-
merich and Tiedemann [27] in a field study on the outskirts of
Lima (Peru) to address crucial aspects of economic competitive-
ness of fog water harvesting. Prior to the field testing, five small
scale prototypes with different shapes and materials were tested in
selecting the most effective fog collector structure. Following the
small scale testing, three different types of large scale fog collector
were investigated termed ‘Eiffel, ‘Harp; and ‘Diagonal Harp’ The
‘Eiffel Collector’ is an example of a 3D collector that is used at
places with a rare condition with no unique wind direction asso-
ciated with the occurrence of fog. In their report, a three-winged
screen called astropod was introduced as an improved means to
evaluate the amount of water yield by fog water harvesting. The
use of astropod allowed the measurement of the favourable wind
direction and absolute amount of collected fog at the same time.
The fog collector designs and the description are summarized in

International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276 255
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Table 2. Selected fog collector designs [2”].

Atmospheric water harvesting

The fog collector Size/design Type of application Advantage Maximum water collection Country
(litres/day)
Eiffel collector 4x8x0.3 m metal frame, two ~ Large scale experiment A 3D collector that is 2650 1 per day during the Peru
separated layers of Raschel advantageous for places peak fog season.
50% net with 10 additional with no unique wind
stripes in between direction associated with
the occurrence of fog.
Harp collector 2x4x0.3 m metal frame, Large scale experiment 200 1/day during peak season ~ Peru
2256 m of 1.5 mm rubber
string vertically installed
Diagonal Harp collector ~ 2x4x0.3 m metal Large scale experiment 94.2 1/day during peak season  Peru

frame, 1520 m of 1.5 mm
rubber string diagonally
installed

Figure 5. The concept of the cloud harvester. The harvester is designed to catch
and condense fog into water droplets that in turn run down on a stainless steel
mesh into a gutter type extrusion leading to a water storage container [23].

A unique design of fog collector called cloud harvester has
been designed by Choiniere-Shields [23], see . The con-
cept of cloud harvester is based on a fog catcher that turn the
condense fog into water droplet. In comparison to the current
model available on the market, the unique part of in the design
of cloud harvester is that it uses stainless steel mesh instead of
the polypropylene nets with an extra sheet under the net for
the water collection. The cloud harvester is expected to have a
better condensing efficiency and much smaller than the similar
products that are currently on the market. The cloud harvester
has a potential water harvesting output of 11 of fresh water per
hour for each 10 square feet of mesh [23].

Aiming to harvest water from the atmosphere to supply fresh
drinking water to the community in the developing world, a
unique wooden atmospheric water harvesting project called
Warka Water has been founded by Arturo Vittori [24]. The
project won the World Design Impact Prize 2015-16 at World
Design Capital(R) Taipei 2016 Gala [25]. Arturo and his team
have developed 12 different prototypes since 2012.
shows an example of the prototype and its working principle.
The team’s target is to develop a prototype that is lightweight
(about 80 kg), easy and quick to build using local materials with-

out using scaffolding and power tools. They intend to use bamboo
for the frame structure, while the water catchment system will be
made from biodegradable mesh 100% recyclable materials. Fog
and dew, and also rainwater, will be collected when they strike the
mesh and then trickle down a funnel into a reservoir at the base.
To prevent water evaporation, a fabric canopy will be used to cover
the lower section of the water collector. There is no indication
of the amount of water that can be produced by the prototype
since the project is still in the exploratory phase. However, the
aim of the project is to produce water from fog or highly humid
places between 50 to 100 1 per day [26].

2.1.3. Fog collector efficiency and feasibility studies

A fog water collector would act as the barrier to the wind-driven
fog. However, a portion of the fog is unperturbed by the fog water
collector. Although there is a collision with the fog collector, it
cannot capture all the liquid water contained in the fog [°]. There
are losses due to:

(i) Fog passing around the fog water collector.
(ii) Fog passing through the openings of the mesh.
(iii) Droplets bouncing back into the airflow.

For the fraction of the fog that is captured by the fog water
collector, we call this fraction as fog interception efficiency [9].The
captured water droplet merged, move to the lower part of fog col-
lector, reached the water gutter and transported to the water tank.
However, at water gutter, there is a potential of re-entrainment or
water can return back to the air flow or some water from the mesh
slack, wrinkles and folds, may be entering the gutter and collected
at the water tank.

The basics calculation for the fog water collection has been
discussed in Rivera [9]. To discuss the collector efficiency, there
are four important factors that determine the efficiency of the fog
collection and they are wind velocity, fog liquid water content,
droplet size distribution and mesh characteristics. The water col-
lector efficiency 1.,y of a fog collector can be computed using the
following equation (2).

coll (2)

Neoll = o LWC
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Figure 6. Water bamboo tower top: the working prototype and bottom: the concept [24].

m2

Where W;Ozl (kg/s) is the water flow rate collected in the gutter  of the incoming fog/air flow and LWC (%) is the liquid water
per unit screen area, v, (%) is the unperturbed wind velocity content of the incoming fog/air flow.
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Additionally, Rivera [9] reported that we can also express the
collection efficiency by considering the following conditions:

i. The aerodynamic collection efficiency nac, calculated based
on the amount of unperturbed fog droplets that would col-
lide with the fog’s mesh.

ii. The capture efficiency ncgps, to account for the fraction of
the aforementioned intercepted droplets that are actually
captured by the mesh wire.

iii. The draining efficiency 54y, to account for the fraction of the
water captured by the mesh that is collected by the gutter
since some of the water can spill or re-enter the air flow.

Therefore, the fog water collector can also be expressed using
the following equation [9]:

Neoll="lcaptNdrMAC (3)

Clearly, before installing a fog collector, its practicality must
first be assessed. A group of Iranian researchers [27] have dis-
cussed the feasibility of implementing fog collectors as a mean
to harvest water in their country. Their research has included
analysis on the data collected from 10 representative stations
located facing the Persian Gulf and Oman Sea. Among the impor-
tant parameters recorded were ‘hourly dry and wet temperature,
relative humidity, wind direction and velocity and the dew point
temperature’ The values were then used to calculate ‘the atmo-
sphere water vapour pressure, saturated vapour pressure and the
absolute humidity of the atmosphere’ and the feasibility of fog
harvesting system predicted by using the equation (4):

For RH > 69%, WH3 = (3 x M; X U, X ncon X 3.6).
If RH < 69%,— WH;3; =0 (4)

Where RH is relative humidity measured by weather station,
WH is the potential water harvested (litres per square metre
per day) and the subscript 3 represents for every 3 hours, an
input value chosen because data at the representative stations was
recordered 3 hourly, and they assumed stable conditions were
achieved after this period is achieved. U, is the wind velocity at
2 m height above the ground, M;is the absolute humidity that
is defined as the humidity in grams per cubic meter of air in a
specific temperature (g/cm’). The values of wind speed for eight
different wind directions were then investigated. Their analysis
have shown promising results for water collection at Abadan and
Chahabar station with the amount of potential collected water is
6.7 1/m?*/day and 156.3 1/m?/day, respectively [27].

2.1.4. Studies on mesh topology

To improve fog collector performance, understanding the effects
of fog collector topology is a key as defined especially by the
mesh radius and mesh diameter. Collectors can be categorized
based on their fibre radius R and the half spacing of the fibres
D [28], values that are important in the calculation of Stokes
coeflicient that is related to the collector efficiency. Stokes number
typically determines the inertia of the moist air and its migration
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across the streamline and thus indicates the effectiveness of the
fog collector design, thus a large Stokes number implies a higher
rate of water droplet collection [28]. However, this paper will
not further elaborate the equation used for the calculation of
Stoke coefficient. Interested readers may refer to [29] for fur-
ther description. As previously discussed, Rivera [9] investigated
aerodynamic collection efficiency (ACE). Rivera [9] considered
that two important characteristics of the mesh were the shade
coefficient and the characteristics of the fibres used to weave or
knit the mesh. He also discussed a simple superposition model in
analyzing the influence of these parameters to Regalado and Ritter
[29] the ACE of the fog water collectors. Rivera [9] concluded that
the ACE value can be increased by introducing concave shape to
the fog water collector and improving the aerodynamics of the
mesh fibres. Regalado and Ritter [29] have performed a theoretical
analysis on wind catchers in the form of cylindrical structures
equipped with several screens of staggered filaments to determine
their efficiency. Like Rivera [9], these researchers also assessed the
aerodynamic effects of the water/fog impacting on the mesh.

2.1.5. Studies on surface wettability of a fog harvester

While most researchers focussing on the mesh topology, Park et
al. [0] have investigated the influence of surface wettability char-
acteristics, length scale and weave density on the fog harvesting
capability of woven meshes. In their research, Park et al. [6] have
developed a model that combined the hydrodynamic and surface
wettability characteristics of a fog water collector in predicting
the overall fog collection efficiency. From their modelling, later
validated against experimental results and depicted in ,
there are two limiting factors that will effect fog harvesting and
reducing the collection efficiency; first is the re-entrainment of
collected droplets into the prevalent wind, and second one is
the blockage of the mesh opening. However, they have con-
cluded appropriate tuning of the wetting characteristics of the
surfaces, reducing the radius of the wire and optimizing the wire
spacing will lead to more efficient fog collection. Additionally,
they have introduced family of coated meshes that have demon-
strated enhancement in the fog collecting efficiency as high as
five times of the conventional polyolefin mesh. To coat the mesh,
quoted from the researchers’ paper [¢], a 1.7 wt.% 1H,1H,2H,2H-
heptadecafluorodecyl polyhedral oligomeric silsesquioxane (fluo-
rodecyl POSS) 98.3 wt.% poly(ethyl methacrylate) (PEMA, MW
=515 kDa, Sigma Aldrich) solution in a volatile hydrochlorofluo-
rocarbon solvent (Asahiklin AK-225, Asahi Glass Company) at a
concentration of 10 mg/m’ was used by the researchers. They first
dipped the mesh in the solution for 5 minutes and then air dried
to evaporate the solution. To check the uniformity of the coating,
they have used scanning electron microscopic method and also
by contact angle measurements at several locations on the coated
surface. The aim of the coating is to decrease the contact-angle
hysteresis of the mesh wires that allows small droplets to easily
slide down into the collecting gutter when they were captured by
the mesh wires. Even in a mild fog with a droplet radius of 3 um,
wind speed of 2 m/s and liquid water content of 0.1 g/m’, the use

International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276 259

LZ0z 1snbny €0 uo 1senb Aq 01781 LS/£52/2/S L/21onleno|li/woo-dno-olwepeoe//:sdyy woly papeojumoq



H. Jarimi et al.

Figure 7. Factors affecting fog harvesting and reducing the collection efficiency are (a) the re-entrainment of collected droplets in the wind and (b) blockage of the
mesh. Adapted with permission from [0] Copyright (2013) American Chemical Society.

Figure 8. (a) The schematics of the experimental arrangement and (b) the photos of different materials used to the test surface wettability in fog harvesting with the

water droplets [30].

of optimal dip-coated mesh surface can collect ~2 1 of water over
an area of 1 m* in a day [0].

Seo et al. [30] have investigated the effects of surface wettability
for both fog and dew harvesting. Their approach to fog harvesting
involves different test surfaces. A commercially available copper
was used in various wetting characteristics, see . The
wettability of surface is determined by the contact angle of the
liquid on the surface where the liquid-vapour meets the surface.
When a droplet is flowing, the contact angle ( ) can be
classified as advancing or receding. The researchers showed that
the moisture harvesting performance was determined by the com-
bination of the moisture capture at the surface and the removal of
the captured water from the surface. In their study, they found
out that a large receding contact angle is a determining factor
in performance. Among all the surfaces tested, the oil-infused
surfaces with their large receding contact angle at a high super-
saturation condition exhibit the best fog harvesting performance.

Azad et al. [32] compared the fog collection performance
of three different categories of mesh sample for fog collection
performance:

260 International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276

Figure 9. Schematics represent advanced and receding angles from Weistron

1.

i. Surfaces with fine microstructures and different coatings
can have markedly different wetting behaviours than
smooth surfaces. Therefore, in their research, they have
investigated smooth and microgrooved copper wire with a
diameter of 1.2 mm. They created the microgroove surface
using a sandpaper. Then, microgrooves were implemented
on the wire surface using Korn 80 sandpaper that contains
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Figure 10. (a) Copper comb sample and (b) polyolefin mesh (double layered)
scale bar 1 cm [32].

particles with the diameter of 190-265 pm. Illustrated in

, the copper wires (10 of them, with smooth and
microgrooved structure) were soldered electrically on a
wire stick.

ii. Polyolefin mesh samples that comes in three types,
hydrophilic mesh (attract water), superhydrophilic mesh
that was dip coated with an aqueous TiO2 solution and
dried at room temperature for 48 hours and ‘hydrophobic
mesh’ (repel water) that were prepared by dip coating the
polyolefin mesh with a hydrophobizing agent and dried at
room temperature for 48 hours.

iii. Epoxy replication (replica) to replicate surface microstruc-
tures of Gunnera and Dendrocalamus under leaf surfaces
and a smooth glass (microscope slide). The glass replica
had a smooth surface, the Gunnera replica had a con-
vex shape microstructure and random channels with hairs
inside of the channel and the Dendrocalamus replica had
microgroove surface.

It was found that the amount of collected water by super-
hydrophilic mesh was five times higher than the hydrophilic
polyolefin mesh. Whereas water collection by hydrophobic mesh
was 2.5 times higher than the hydrophilic mesh. In the micro-
structured replica, water dripped 2-3 times higher than unstruc-
tured replica and smooth surface. In addition, the water was
collected more quickly for the micro-grooved copper wire than
smooth wires [32].

Rajaram et al. [33] studied ways to improve the capacity of fog
water collection by modifying the surface and geometrical shapes
of Raschel mesh structure as shown in . The surface
modification includes coating the mesh using superhydrophobic
coating such as Teflon, ZnO nanowires, NeverWet and hydrobead.
In general, when compared with the uncoated Raschel mesh,
the use of the coatings gives about 50% enhancement in the
collection efficiency given by equation (3). Meanwhile, in terms
of the modification to the geometrical shapes, they have increased
the shade coefficient of the Raschel mesh by developing a new
manufacturing method via a punching process. That has resulted
in reduction in the pore size and also the increase in the distance
between two inclined filaments. The change in the geometrical
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shape leads to another 50% of enhancement. In general, both
methods have collected water about two times that of a typical
Raschel mesh.

2.2. Biomimicry-inspired fog water harvesting
2.2.1. Animals and plants with special characteristics in harvesting
water from the ambient

In parts of the world, despite extreme water shortages result-
ing from the low annual rainfall, animals have evolved to sur-
vive in such conditions by acquiring special characteristics that
allow them to collect water from the fog or the atmosphere.
Namib desert beetles, such as Stenocara gracilipes ( )
for instance, survive by collecting water although the annual
rainfall is only 12 mm [34, 35].The surface of the beetle’s back is
covered with a random array of smooth hydrophilic bumps and
microgrooves ~0.5 mm in diameter and arranged at 0.5-1.5 mm
intervals. These bumps on the forewings are micro size (in micron
dimension) allowing water to condense and trickle directly to
their mouth. Both fog and dew water harvesting efficiency are said
to increase with the combination of hydrophilic (water attracting)
and hydrophobic (water repelling) areas.

Other water harvesting animals are a lizard species known
as Moloch horridus [36] ( ). The lizard species is native
to hot and arid regions, which drinks water droplets collected
over its hydrophilic skin and that reach to its mouth by capillary
action. In contrast, a spider, Uloborus walckenaerius uses its web

( ) to collect water. A special structure formed a combi-
nation of its spindle-knot structure and the web joints. As seen
in , the spindle knots have rough surface and the joints

have nanofibrils that make it less rough. The transportation of the
water droplets towards the rough spindle-knots from the joints is
promoted by the driving force resulting from the Laplace pressure
gradient and surface structural anisotropy [37].

Plants are also able to survive in arid climates by harvesting
water. An example is the endemic Namib desert grass called Stipa-
grostis sabulicola. The round shape of the plants’ stem are covered
with leaves whose surfaces are hydrophilic and have an irregular
construction. The water droplets travel from the leaves onto the
roots ( ) via grooves along its cone-shaped structure. A
combination of surface roughness, prickle hairs and wax prevent
the scattering of water droplets [39].

Many of the cactaceae (cactus) family living in hot and arid
regions also show great tolerance to water scarcity and capable
of water harvesting [40]. One species, Opuntia microdasys, from
the Chihuahuan Desert, has several characteristic with properties
that provide effective fog collection [41]. It has hair-like needles
(glochids) instead of spines on its large green leaves, thus reducing
exposure to sunlight, which limits the evaporation of water, thus
causing more storage of water. In this way, more water is stored
for longer survival [42].

The water collection mechanism of Lychnis sieboldii, a plant
species from dry grassland in Japan has surface hairs that show
morphological changes when in contact with water, [43]. The
microfibres in the hairs play a vital role in absorbing and releas-
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Figure 11. Illustration and experimental results of mist flow (optical images) on two rectangular Rachel meshes with cylindrical fibres (real images) conducted by

Rajaram et al. [33].

Figure 12. Fog-basking behavior of a Namib desert beetle. Courtesy of James
Anderson/NSF/Creative Commons BY-NC-SA 2.0.

ing water by becoming cone-shaped when exposed to water but
changed to a perpendicularly twisted shape under dry conditions
as shown in .

A small desert moss, Syntrichia caninervis from the Great Basin
in the western United States and the Gobi Desert in China, also
survives arid conditions by condensing water using its hairs.
The water condensation and the droplet formation are promoted
by the grooves and barbs on the hair surfaces. The condensed
water droplets will then travel from the tip to their base [44].

2.2.2. Biomimicry approach in atmospheric water harvesting

In recent decades, reports on bioinspired water harvesting have
emerged rapidly [45]. Inspired by the Namib beetles, Garrod et al.
[35] have investigated the influence in the degree of hydrophilic-
ity/hydrophobicity of beetle backs in determining their over-
all micro-condensation efficiency. In this research, the micro-

262 International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276

condensation efficiency of fog water harvesting units has been
explored in terms of the chemical nature of the hydrophilic ‘pixels’
and their dimensions. Imitating the pattern on the back of the
beetle, they have applied plasma deposition method to make a
hydrophilic polymer array on a superhydrophobic background.
The performance of the surfaces as microcondensors were inves-
tigated by measuring the amount of water collected from a fine
mist in 2 hours. The bumpy array patterns of the hydrophilic
and hydrophobic surfaces are concluded to be more efficient at
collecting suspended water droplets than a pure hydrophilic or
hydrophobic surface. The amount of water collected by surfaces
with bumpy array is more than 50% higher than the smooth
surfaces.

To imitate the hairs of the cactus and its surface, Cao et al. [46]
investigated a large-scale fog collector through integrating cactus
spine-like, hydrophobic, conical micro-tip arrays. The tip arrays
were arranged on a spherical hydrophobic cotton matrix, see

a—d. For the fog collector, about 30-40 micro tips were
placed at each edge of the artificial cactus at 4~5 mm distance, see

aand b. The experimental set up is shown in d.
The distance between the fogging jet and the collector was set
at 3 cm. At fog velocity of 45~50 cm/s, the biomimetic cactus-
inspired fog collector was reported to harvest ~3 ml of water in
10 minute. The results imply that at this wind speed, 100 cactus-
like fog collectors will be able to collect the water in 1.5 hours,
sufficient drinking water for human survival. Clearly, a promising
device for collecting water in foggy regions.

More research on bio-inspired plants was conducted by Giirsoy
et al. [47] who replicated the surface of the Eremopyrum orien-
tale leaf, which displays an asymmetric-anisotropic directional
mist collection behavior underpinned by macroscale grooves,
microscale tilted cones (tilted in the direction of water flow)
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Figure 13. Moloch horridus lizard and the hydrophilic surface [30].

Figure 14. Water droplets on spider web [38].

and nanoscale platelets to harvest water. The surface replication,
achieved using soft lithography combined with either nanocoat-
ing deposition or functional nanoimprinting, was shown to be
highly-efficient for directional mist collection, compared to mist
water harvesting by flat surfaces. In a different study, Giirsoy et al.
[48] have reported that non-woven and cotton fibrous materials
are shown to mimic the fog harvesting behaviour of Salsola crassa
hairs, see .In order to enhance the overall mist collection
efficiency, they incorporated multiple length scale (hierarchical)
channel structures and tune the surface wettability by introducing
hydrophobic functionalization of the fibres (in order to mimic
the leaf waxes of the plant Salsola crassa) using initiated chemical
vapor deposition surface coatings or plasma-enhanced chemical
vapor deposition. The overall mist collection efficiency can be
enhanced by over 300%.

An interesting fog water harvesting concept has been demon-
strated by Park et al. [49] on the design of the fog water harvesting
surface bioinspired by combining three different elements from
different species: Namib desert beetles, cacti and pitcher plants.
Inspired by the bumpy surface of Namib desert beetles, they have
performed modelling to optimize the radius of curvature and
cross-sectional shape of the water harvester surface to promote
condensation. Then, inspired by cactus spine, they integrated the
geometry with a widening slope in facilitating water droplet to

Atmospheric water harvesting

the collector in a faster rate to avoid a decrease in the droplet
size. Finally, they integrated the optimized bump radius and the
wide slope structures with a slippery nano-coated surface that is
inspired by pitcher plants. The role of the slippery surface is to
promote coalescence droplet growth.

Shang et al. [50] mimic the special characteristics of the spider
web silk in order to harvest water. In their research, they have
developed a novel microfluidic technology that can control the
size and spacing of the spindle knots in order to adjust the flow
rates. In this way, the size and spacing of the spindle knots can
be controlled and thus, the function of humidity-responsive water
capture can be obtained. As a result, some features are gained such
as thermally triggered water convergence, humidity-responsive
water capture that can be used for many applications.

3. DEW WATER HARVESTING

In fog water harvesting, the collection of water will occur when
the fog droplets impact and intercept with the collection surfaces.
However, the main limiting factor of harvesting water from the
fog droplets is the global fog occurrence that is highly dependent
on the geographical and metrological factors or conditions. Only
limited number of places experience environmental conditions
whereby the temperature of moist air could naturally drop below
its saturation temperature thus form fog. Not surprisingly there-
fore, on a global scale, fog is reported to be even less accessible
than seawater as an alternative source of freshwater [51]. Water
vapour is ubiquitous in the atmosphere, so, if condensed by cool-
ing, freshwater can be harvested at many locations. Nevertheless,
the condensation process is more thermodynamically compli-
cated than fog harvesting and as reported in Gido et al. [51], the
process involves a significant release of heat.

Water droplets that are formed due to the condensation of
water vapour on a surface at temperature below its dew point
temperature are called dew water [3, 52]. In this paper, dew water
harvesting processes are divided into three categories: i) passive
(radiative) cooling condenser, ii) solar-regenerated desiccant and
iii) water harvesting from air using active cooling condensation
technology. This review includes dew water collection under both
high and low humid air conditions.
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Figure 15. Structure of the spindle-knot and joint [37].

Figure 16. Stipagrostis sabulicola in their natural habitat [39].

3.1. Water harvesting using radiative cooling
condenser (passive systems)

The principle of radiative cooling condenser is very simple.
Inspired from dew formation on plants in the morning, the
formation of dew is driven by radiation phenomena of the
surface of the materials. The formation of the dew is physical and
determined by the surface cooling without additional energy, and
the most important element being the power gradient between the
condenser outgoing radiative power and the sky radiative power
P [53] which is presented by the Stefan-Boltzmann law presented
in equation

P =ceo(T)™ (5)

The radiative power per unit area P (W/m’) also depends on
the local surface temperature T (K). In equation (5), o is the
Stefan-Boltzmann constant (W/m’K*), and ¢ is the emissivity of
the surface. Thus, to optimize the dew formation, as reported in
[52] cited in [3], one could:

264 International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276

(i) maximize the infrared wavelength emitting properties of the
surface to allow surface cooling at night;

(ii) increase the reflectivity of the condensing surface to ensure
that the surface will not trap heat that will warm the con-
denser and resulting in evaporation during the day;

(iii) reduce the wind effect to the condenser by tilting the con-
denser surface;

(iv) increase the hydrophilic property of the surface, and this can
be achieved by applying hydrophilic coating to the surface
and lastly;

(v) reduce the heatinertia of the condensing surface to promote
change in temperature difference and also as a means to
avoid heat transfer from the ground.

Studies on passive cooling system include investigation on
materials with low emissivity surfaces. Early study on the influ-
ence of condensing surface materials to the dew formation has
been investigated for Bahrain climatic condition [54]. Three mate-
rials: aluminium, glass and polyethylene foils were investigated as
the condensation surfaces. From their study, aluminium surfaces
were reported to have the highest amount of average dew collected
at 3 kg/m’ per hour, followed by glass and polyethylene foils at
0.8 and 0.3 kg/m* per hour, respectively. Three different types
of condensing surface namely: i) galvanized iron (GI) sheet with
emissivity 0.23 and thickness 1.5 mm, ii) commercial aluminium
sheet with emissivity of 0.09 and thickness 1.5 mm and iii) PETB
film (polyethylene mixed with 5% TiO2 and 2% BaSO4) UV
stabilized with emissivity 0.83 and thickness 0.3 mm have been
investigated, see [55]. The condensing surfaces were
tested as a radiative condenser at 1 m x 1 m in size installed at
the village of Kothara (23° 14 N, 68° 45 E, 21 m a.s.l.) that is a
part of the semi-arid coastal region of northwest India. The aim
of the project was to use the water harvesting system as a solution
to drinking water problem in that region that is well known with
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Figure 17. The morphology changes of hairs on the leave of Lychnis sieboldii [43].
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Figure 18. The illustration of the (a) cactus-inspired device and (b) the water transportation pathway in the device. (c) The photographs of the cactus-inspired
continuous fog collector and (d) the photographs of collection process of the device [16].

Figure 19. ‘Fog collection mechanism of salsola crassa plant species and bioin-
spired fibrous water harvesting’ [15].

poor groundwater quality. From the daily data collected over
2-year period in 2004 and 2005, the quantity of water collected
on most (60%) nights varied more or less uniformly between
0.05 and 0.25 mm and there were two peaks. The peaks that

one of them centred over March-April (summer) and the other
over October (fall) shows water collection of 0.55 mm. From all
the three surfaces being tested, the highest collection was in the
PETB units (19.4 mm) followed by GI (15.6 mm) and aluminium
(9 mm).

Kothara village in the Kutch region now has India’s first potable
large-scale water production plant designed to harvest atmo-
spheric moisture and process it into drinking water. The con-
densers were made of planar panels using high emissivity plas-
tic film insulated underneath that promotes cooling. In addi-
tion to dew water harvesting, the condenser are also capable
to collect rainwater. It was reported that the expected cost of
11 of bottled water is 0.5 rupee with the expected yield of fil-
tered, treated potable water from the plant is 150 000 litres a
year [50].

Another important surface parameter that influences the per-
formance of the passive system is the shape of the radiative con-
denser. As reported in Khalil et al. [3], among the early researchers
who investigated various shapes of these passive condenser
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Figure 20. Different types of condenser surfaces investigated by [55].

surfaces were Jacobs et al. [57] who investigated an inverted
pyramid shape. Investigated at the grassland of the Netherlands,
the authors concluded that their collector collected water 20%
more that the planar shape at angle 30°. Researchers [58] have
performed a CFD simulation Computational Fluid Dynamics
using PHOENIXS to simulate the innovative designs proposed in
their study.

Reported in 2011, the world’s largest dew and rain water col-
lecting system was constructed in 2006 at Panandhro in the semi-
arid area of Kutch (NW India). Ridge-and-trough shape modules
have been chosen as the shape of the dew water collector [59]. The
performance of the large dew condenser at 850 m’ net total surface
with 10 ridge-and-trough modules had a total output for 2007 of
6545 1, corresponding to 7.7 mm/day on average. The maximum
collection rate reported was 251.4 I/night (0.3 mm). In addition
to dew, the designed condenser could also collect rain (and, to a
lesser extent, fog).

In a passive system, natural convection between the condenser
surface and the air flow is not favoured since it will reduce the
condensing efficiency of the condenser system. Thus, a condenser
in a hollow form such as a funnel will reduce the free convection
along the surface since the heavier cold air will remain at the
bottom of the funnel due to gravity regardless of the wind direc-
tion [53]. The researchers have performed both simulation and
field studies. From their simulations, cone angle &~ 60° give the
best condenser cooling efficiency. Based on experimental work
and field testing, a repetitive pattern of hollow shapes to pave
a planar or weakly curved roof surface, have been considered,
providing pleasing aesthetics and construction cost advantages.
The egg-box and origami types were specifically investigated. The
prototypes were fabricated and installed at Les Grands Ateliers
(Villefontaine - France) during the ‘Chaleurs urbaines’ project
(ENSA de Grenoble - Métro).

3.2. Solar regenerated desiccant in water harvesting
(passive system)

Low yield is a key issue for the passive, radiative condenser system
because of its dependency on certain parameters, notably the sky
emissivity, the amount of water vapour in the air (relative humid-
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ity), wind speed and topographic cover [3]. Desiccant materials
such as silica gel, zeolites and CaCl, are hygroscopic and can
absorb moisture through adsorption and absorption process thus
increasing the amount of the dew water collected. As a result,
desiccant beds are now commonly being used in atmospheric
water harvesting applications. presents the generic pro-
cess of atmospheric water harvesting using desiccant. The process
may be explained as follows: the first stage is water absorption
stage at night where the desiccant bed will absorb moisture from
humid air. The second stage is water desorption during the day by
heating the bed with solar radiation, which will regenerates the
desiccant by driving out water vapour. In the third and final stage,
the evaporated water will then condensed into water droplets and
collected in a tank.

The advantages of a desiccant system over radiative condensers
include the hygroscopic capacity of the desiccant that enables
more efficient water collection, achieving low dew points without
the risk of freezing thus reducing operational cost [51]. Early
studies on solar regenerated systems involve desiccants such as
saw dust [61], silica gel [62] and recycled newspaper [63]. In
a patent, Ackerman [64] claimed a spiral water harvester con-
taining hydrophilic particles such as silica gel and tilted at an
angle that optimized water collection. To improve the atmo-
spheric water harvester performance, various collector designs
have been investigated by researchers and several are described
below.

3.2.1. Glass pyramid collector

Kabeel [65] described a glass pyramid collector ( ) com-
prising: i) desiccant beds on shelves, ii) a slanting wall cover,
iii) a collection cone and iv) a condenser section mounted on
top of the pyramid, shading it from solar radiation. Sawdust and
cloth, saturated with CaCl,, were investigated as the desiccants.
The covers over the beds are open overnight so the desiccant can
absorb water vapour from the air. During the day, the covers are
closed so the beds are heated by solar radiation driving off the
absorbed water, which condenses on the sides and especially at
the pyramid apex water, where it is collected by a central cone and
flows through a tube to an external container. The reported water
yield is 2.5 I/day/m’; the cloth bed showed better performance
than the sawdust bed system.

3.2.2. Corrugated surface

Based on the principle of desiccant moisture absorption at night
and simultaneous desorption (regeneration using solar energy)
and water vapour condensation during the day, Gad et al. [66]
introduced the use of an integrated desiccant/solar collector to
harvest water from humid air. In their study, a small air circulation
fan was used to force the ambient air to enter the glass-enclosed
solar collector during the evening ( ). In the collector,
a thick layer of corrugated cloth was used as the desiccant bed.
The use of corrugated surface was meant to increase the heat and
mass transfer area during the absorption/desorption mechanism.
During the day, water vapour condensation will occur on the
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Figure 21. Wet desiccant technique for water production from atmospheric air [60].

Figure 22. (a) Photograph of the system used. (b) Pyramid with glass covers open at night (right) [05].

inner surface of the glass enclosing the solar collector. According
to the researchers, the solar driven system could produce 1.5 1 of
fresh water per square meter per day.

3.2.3. Trapezoidal prism

William et al. [67] designed a trapezoidal prism with CaCl, as the
desiccant ( ) supported on sand and on dark cloth. For
the prism wall, transparent fibre glass bolted to aluminium frames
was used while the top of the prism was an opaque material that
acted as a condenser and to facilitate collecting the condensate
water, the walls were slanting. The trapezoidal prism worked in
essentially the same way as the pyramidal system described above
in that moisture absorption occurred at night time and the solar
radiation driven desorption occurred during the day with the
evaporated water forming water droplets that collected in the
water tank. The system efficiency was computed by considering
the total heat of evaporation to the total incident solar radiation

during the day time. The recorded daily total evaporated water for
cloth and sand bed achieved a maximum of 2.32 and 1.23 ] per m?
at system efficiency of 29.3% and 17.76%, respectively.

3.2.4. Solar glass desiccant box type system

In India, an atmospheric water harvesting system that named
‘solar glass desiccant box type system’ (SGDBS) with a capture area
of 0.36 m* was developed and investigated. The box was made of
a 3 mm single glaze glass; the desiccant bed was fixed at 0.22 m at
inclination of 30°. The desiccant bed was a composite material
using sawdust impregnated with CaCl, ( , absorption
and , desorption). Three boxes were tested under the
Indian climatic conditions at NIT Kurukshetra, India [29° 58’
(latitude) north and 76° 53’ (longitude) east] in October. The
researchers observed that the performance depend mainly on
the concentration of CaCly, which generated 180 ml/kg/day at a
loading of 60% on the sawdust.

International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276 267

LZ0z 1snbny €0 uo 1senb Aq 01781 LS/£52/2/S L/21onleno|li/woo-dno-olwepeoe//:sdyy woly papeojumoq



H. Jarimi et al.

Figure 23. Schematic diagram of the experimental apparatus and the corrugated desiccant bed [60].

3.2.5. MOF porous metal-organic framework-801

Recently, the potential of harvesting water from humid air
as low as 20% have been investigated by researchers from
Berkeley and MIT [69]. Based on the same principal of intro-
ducing hygroscopic element to improve moisture uptake, the
researchers have developed an hygroscopic sheet using a kilo-
gram of dust-sized MOF porous metal-organic framework-801
[Zr604(OH)4(fumarate)6] crystals pressed into a thin sheet of
porous copper metal positioned between a solar absorber plate
(at the top) and a condenser plate (see ), both placed in
a chamber [70].

The device is shown in . At night flaps are open, allow-
ing ambient air to enter the chamber. Water vapour diffuses into
the porous MOF and is absorbed on its internal surface in clusters
of eight molecules, essentially tiny ‘cubic droplets’ In the morning,
with the chamber closed, natural sunlight (~1 kW/m?) heats MOF
causing the water to desorb as vapour, which then condenses on
the bottom of the chamber [70] and the resulting liquid drains

268 International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276

to a collecting tank. Published results suggest that MOF-801 is
superior to other absorbents, being capable of generating 2.8 1 of
water per kg and with the ability to operate a relative humidity
level as low as 20% [70].

3.3. Water harvesting from air using active cooling

condensation technology

The water harvesting systems described previously can be
described as ‘passive; i.e. they are driven simply by solar heating
and do not require the input of electric or other high-grade
power. In contrast, ‘active’ systems typically require electrically
powered compressors or vacuum pumps and the quantity of
water harvested in directly related to the input energy [3].
Active harvesters range in scale from those suitable for domestic
drinking water (15-50 1 per day) to industrial scale units for
irrigation (2000 1 per day), outputs typically significantly larger
than passive systems. The power consumption per kilogramme
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Figure 24. Schematic diagram of experimental test rig [67].

Figure 25. (a) and (b) the design of the SGDBS and (c) the experimental setup [65].

of water collected is a major concern for active systems and will
be affected by the ambient temperature, humidity and efficiency
of ‘coolth’ recovery in the equipment. Leading active technologies
are described below.

3.3.1. Dehumidifier using selective membrane
Water vapour is only a minor component of air in the atmosphere,
even at 30°C/100% RH only 30.4 g is present, while at 10°C/RH
100% the moisture content is 9.4 g/m’, so the maximum
quantity of water that can be recovered by cooling between these
temperatures is 21 g/m’. However, this requires cooling 1 m’
of air by 20 K that requires the removal of 24 kJ of heat plus
52.5 KkJ of latent heat to condense the water. If the coolth of the
outgoing air after condensation is not recovered, it represents a
significant inefficiency. To minimize the power requirement of the
dehumidification process, as shown in , researchers [/ 1,
] have used water vapour selective membranes to separate the
water vapour component prior to cooling and condensation, thus
avoiding cooling the other atmospheric gases. The key element

of the system is the water-selective membrane that allows only
water vapour to pass through driven by a concentration gradient
imposed by the vacuum pump. The concept underlying the
membrane system is shown in in a different study by
Woods [73]. The researchers [74] found that with a 62 kW power
input, the harvester produce water at the rate of 9.19 m’/day,
a 50% better efficiency than the equivalent system without
the membrane. In addition to improved energy efficiency, the
selective membrane generated fresh water that cleaner than
water condensed directly out of the air. Other than selective
membranes, some researchers also use desiccants systems (liquid
and/or solids) to absorb the water vapour from an incoming air
stream. However, these methods require regeneration steps and
cyclic operation conditions reduce the rate of water production.
Furthermore, the use of spatially separated liquid desiccant dehu-
midification methods results in energy-intensive regeneration
and condensation processes [/5].

Various selective membranes have been investigated. A
Singapore group investigated water vapour permeation through
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Figure 26. The experimental setup [70].

Figure 27. The representation of the water vapour selective membrane in an
atmospheric water harvesting system [74].

membranes fabricated by impregnating poly(vinyl alcohol) (PVA)
with LiCl [76]. They concluded that higher LiCl contents and
lower temperature optimizes the water vapour permeance of the
membrane. With respect to humid condition, the tests showed
that the membrane was suitable for dehumidifying air at high
humidity conditions.

In a separate publication, the group compared two different
membranes, one containing LiCl and the other triethylene gly-
col (TEG) supported on PVA. The researchers concluded that
the water vapour permeability of the membranes increased with
increasing amounts of the hygroscopic component (LiCl or TEG),
because it lowered the diffusion energy and thus the barrier to
permeation. The researchers further claimed that a membrane
with PVA/TEG is highly durable, has less corrosive problems and
more environmentally friendly in comparison to the membrane
with LiCl as the hygroscopic component [77].
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Figure 28. The concept of water vapor selective membrane [73].

3.3.2. Atmospheric water harvesting integrated with air
conditioning system and condensing coil

Active condensing systems, using the conventional reverse Rank-
ine cycle, operate in the same way as a dehumidifier where passage
of moist air passed over a coil cooled by a refrigerant, causes
the water vapour to condense. The rate of the water production
depends mainly on the relative humidity and the air temperature.
Versions of the technology have been described in various aca-
demic papers and patents. For example, Lukitobudi [78] claimed a
mobile dehumidifier unit that simultaneously produced drinking
water. Sawyer and Larson [79] who presented a disclosure unified
system that provides both air conditioning and atmospheric water
harvesting. Magrini et al. [30] have discussed in their paper the
advantage of water harvesting from the integration with an HVAC
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Figure 29. Ecolo Blue EB30 [5].

Figure 30. Atlantis H20 Elite Atmospheric Water Generator [83].

system that also serves as the air conditioning system for a hotel
in a sub-tropical arid climate. Rather than having the condensate
water from an HVAC system wasted, the water is collected and
utilized. The researchers found that the integrated system water
produce ~56% of the hotel water daily demand.

Another study into water harvesting from an air conditioning
system has been recently conducted by Dalai et al. [¢1] to maxi-
mize the amount of water vapour captured by a window air con-
ditioner, a process termed ‘atmospheric water vapour processing’
(AWVP). The water was claimed to be sufficiently good quality for
human consumption. With a power input of 160 watt and air flow
rate of 0.00623 m*/s, the amount of water collected was reported
to be as high as 1025 ml.

Ecolo Blue, a United States company, produces the EB30 com-
mercial unit based on dehumidifier circuit to harvest atmospheric
water ( ). To minimize contamination of the water by the
metals of the cooling coils, they are treated with a food grade
coating. The EB30 can generate up to 30 1 of water from air over a
24 hour cycle with a unit cost of 1300 US dollars.

Atmospheric water harvesting

Another company, Atlantis Solar, offer the Atlantis H20 Elite
range of units providing atmospheric water harvesting from 100 1
up to 10 000 1 per day ( ) (Atlantis [33]).

3.3.3. Thermoelectric cooling in atmospheric water harvesting

The application of thermoelectric cooling (TEC) is being actively
investigated as an alternative approach to conventional Rank-
ine cycle for water harvesting for example by Joshi et al. [34]
who constructed a prototype containing 10 Peltier components
( ).

To enhance the cooling performance, the researchers have
introduced an internal heat sink on the cold side to increase
the cooling rate and thus the condensation rate. Over a 10 hour
run, the TFWG with internal heat sinks showed 81% improve-
ment over in amount of water collected compared to the
TFWG without the heat sinks. Other parameters being inves-
tigated are electric current, air mass flow rate and air
humidity.
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Figure 31. Left and middle: diagram of prototype and right: actual water harvester prototype [54].

Liu et al. [25] have investigated a portable water generator, with
two TECs. In their system, air is forced into the mixing chamber
and then humidified. The humidified air is then flow through
the TECs via the inlet air channel. At TECs, the temperature
of the inlet air was reduced by the cool surface of the TECs to
the dew point temperature and water condensation occurs. The
researchers investigated the relationships between inlet relative
humidity and air flow rates with the amount of the water generat-
ed/condensed. They concluded, not surprisingly, that the higher
the air relative humidity the higher the amount of water generated,
while increasing the air flow rate lowered the condensation rate,
possibly because the reduced contact time between the air flow
and the TEC degraded the heat transfer rate. Lui et al. [85] showed
that the maximum amount of generated water was ~25.1 g/h with
0.216 m’ of condensation surface and 58.2 W power input.

3.3.4. Innovative cooling condensation technology: concept and
prototype development

Exciting developments integrate cooling condensation technol-
ogy with wind energy source element. The water harvesting
billboard (2013) designed by University of Engineering and
Technology of Peru ( ) contains five generators that
extract moisture from air using an inverse osmosis filtration
system [26]. The water flows through the small ducts to a central
holding tank at the billboard’s base. Although the billboard
requires power supply, it could provide as much as 100 1 of
drinking water per day.

EOLE WATER have introduced the WMS1000 wind turbine
( ) that harnesses wind energy to simultaneously drive
the compressor of a Rankine cycle dehumidifier-type system and
create an airflow over the cold coil. With an electrical output of
30 kW, the WMS 1000 can produce up to 1000 | of drinking water
per day and requires no additional external electrical input [87].
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Figure 32. Water harvesting billboard [36].

Over the past decade, Australia has suffered severe droughts
causing considerable economic hardship to its famers. To alleviate
their plight, Edward Linacre has therefore invented the airdrop
water harvester [88]. Airdrop comprises a mast-like tube above
ground through which air is sucked and driven into an under-
ground metal coil by a wind-powered turbine. Since the earth
is at a lower temperature, it cools the air below its dew point
resulting in water vapour condensation. Liquid water collects in
a reservoir from where it is pumped to a network of irrigation
tubes to the plant roots, a very efficient method of distribution
since it minimizes water loss. The airdrop can harvest 11.5 ml of
water for every cubic meter of air in the driest deserts such as the
Negev in Israel, which typically has a relative humidity of 64%,
and can produce 1 1 of water per day [32]. The airdrop is a low-
tech solution that could be installed and maintained easily and it
is self-contained, using a combination of wind and solar power.
The turbine is generally wind powered, but when wind speeds are
low it is powered by solar PV buffered by a battery.
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Figure 33. The WMS1000 wind turbine from EOLE WATER [87].

4. DISCUSSIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

At least 2.7 billion people worldwide experience water scarcity,
a problem that is increasing and has the potential to cause con-
flicts between countries as they compete for an increasingly short
resource. Clearly, this crisis needs tackling urgently and will be
compounded as climate change causes profound shifts in rainfall
patterns. Although traditionally arid regions, such as the Middle
East will suffer, developed countries are certainly not immune
as prolonged droughts in parts of Australia and California have
demonstrated. Not surprisingly therefore, harvesting atmospheric
water has received considerable attention from researchers world-
wide since starting with the traditional method of capturing water
from fog 50 years ago.

This review has described various technologies in rapidly
developing field we expect more to appear in the near future.
All have their merits and disadvantages with some being more
suited than others to specific situations. Fog harvesting systems
are simple, relying upon simple, relatively cheap materials that
may be obtained from indigenous natural resources. However,
fog only occurs in a limited number locations where rainfall is
low, so can only make a modest contribution to alleviating water
shortages.

Atmospheric water vapour is a world-wide resource and is
available even in the driest climates. Passive harvesting devices
relying upon radiative heat loss, and, like fog collectors, also have
advantage of being simple and not requiring an external power
source. The surface energies and topographies can be modified
to facilitate the collection of water and facilitating drainage. How-
ever, long term testing is required to check whether fouling, either
natural or man-made, might compromise performance over a
time scale of several years. Will regular cleaning be required? The
quantities of water that can be harvested by passive systems are
limited and are perhaps limited to providing drinking water to
small communities rather than large-scale applications such as
agricultural irrigation.

Atmospheric water harvesting

Desiccant-based water collection systems are more sophisti-
cated than radiation-based systems, but can collect more water for
a given size of unit. Although cheap absorbents can be fabricated
from sawdust and calcium chloride, recently developed modern
metal organic framework (MOF) materials are able to operate
with relative humidities as low as 20%, but will be more expen-
sive. The choice of absorbent will be determined by economics
versus technical efficiency. The desiccant systems described in this
review rely upon thermal solar energy to drive the desorption
process, which is not a problem since most arid areas have plenti-
ful sunshine. Desiccant systems would benefit from fans to drive
moist air over the beds on windless nights, which require solar
PV cells and batteries. All the systems reviewed rely upon flaps to
opened and closed manually. Obviously, this is not a problem for
an experimental system, but for a production unit an automatic
vent opener typically used for greenhouses would allow water
harvesting with minimum of attention. Of course, it would need
to be installed to close the vent during the day and open at night,
the reverse of its normal operation.

‘Active’ water harvesting units that require the cooling of air
by the input of electric or mechanical energy are capable of
operating from scales of few litres to 1000s litres per day and can
be used for domestic water to agricultural irrigation. Whether
fossil fuel or nuclear, provide the power for condensation, it is
questionable whether this makes technical or economic sense
since such stations require large quantities of cooling water. If such
water is available why not use it directly. However, solar or wind
power is readily available in an arid area, using it harvest water is
potentially attractive. Furthermore, water can be readily stored; a
renewable energy installation might be scaled to supply both the
power and the water for an arid locality, with water harvesting
continuing when power demand was low. Water can also be used
for evaporative air conditioning systems so conceivably integrated
power and a/c systems might be designed. Maybe in arid climates,
we shall see the construction of fully self-contained dwellings that
do not rely upon any connections to public utilities? Of course,
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there may more than one system installed, so that the house
derives its power and water from PV cells, while the garden is
watered by several ‘airdrop’ units scattered around the grounds.
For public buildings and facilities such as golf courses and where
adequate land is available, the EOLE WATER WMS1000 water
unit might be attractive because of its large scale.

Water harvesters based on the reverse Rankin cycle, operat-
ing on the same principle as present-day dehumidifiers, require
a conventional refrigerant. Over the past 25 years, the major
refrigerants have been the Hydrofluorocarbon (HFCs), but these
are now being phased-down and ultimately phased out because
of the high global warming potentials (GWP). The low GWP
replacements are the so-called ‘natural’ refrigerants, carbon diox-
ide, ammonia and hydrocarbons and the so-called ‘synthetic’
refrigerants the HFOs (hydrofluoroolefins), notably R1234yf and
R1234ze(E). Ammonia and hydrocarbons have well-known haz-
ards so increasing their applications in close proximity with the
public means they must be treated with caution. Carbon diox-
ide is non-flammable and has low toxicity, but of necessity has
to operate at high pressure supercritical conditions for part of
the cycle, which presents significant thermodynamic efficiency
problems. The two HFOs have low toxicity, are only marginally
flammable and can operate on a conventional reverse Rankine
cycle. However, they attract considerable opposition from cam-
paigning environmentalists who strongly advocate the ‘natural’
refrigerants, although, as presently sourced, these are just syn-
thetic as the HFOs being manufactured in large chemical plants.
Any future work on active reverse Rankine cycle harvesters should
consider what refrigerants will be available in the future. The
‘airdrop’ system does not rely upon refrigerants or external power,
so is possible to develop a large-scale version? Maybe this is the
way forward? The TEC cooling systems also avoid the need to
choose a refrigerant, but are they as efficient and can they be
operated at large scales?

Several of the technologies we described above are essentially
laboratory studies; water harvesting technology is only now being
to be commercialized. If water is being collected for drinking
water then attention must be paid to potential contamination.
Fog nets, passive radiation and even desiccant collectors may be
fouled with algal and bacterial growth and bird droppings, so the
water obtained may need to be treated before being drunk. The
problem of legionnaire’s disease in a/c water tanks is well known.
Atmospheric pollution, such as soot particles, might also be a
hazard. Comparable problems might occur with active collection
devices.

Dalai etal. [81] recognized the need to treat the water collecting
plates of their AWVP windowbox device with a coating that
prevented potential contamination of the water with metals to
ensure it was drinkable. This is an important point; chemical as
well as natural contaminants must be considered. Standard horti-
cultural Raschel fabric may contain additives, such as plasticisers
and UV stabilisers, that would contaminate collected fog water.
A food grade material might be specified, but would this survive
sufficiently long in the open air? In any case, natural contami-
nation accumulating during use might nullify the value of food
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grade material. Fluorochemical coatings provide the highest water
repellency so they would seem to potentially useful for water
harvesting devices. However, it has been known for over 20 years
that they slowly release non-biodegradable perfluoroalkylsulfonic
salts that can accumulate in the fats within organisms. The use
of fluorochemical coatings is therefore best avoided. For crop
irrigation, potable quality water is not required so these problems
are not issues, apart perhaps from the fluorinated coatings.
Water harvesting is a technology whose time has come. Clearly,
considerable challenges remain to optimize efficiency and ensure
the delivery of water with a quality appropriate to its end use at
cost the customers can afford. These problems can be solved.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was supported by Newton Fund Institutional Links
[grant number 261839879]

REFERENCES

[1] United Nations. (2018). Water. Retrieved from 18 March 2018, available at:

[2] Klemm O, Schemenauer RS, Lummerich A et al. Fog as a fresh-water
resource: overview and perspectives. Ambio 2012;41:221-34.

[3] Khalil B, Adamowski J, Shabbir A et al. A review: dew water collection from
radiative passive collectors to recent developments of active collectors.
Sustain Water Resour Manag 2016;2:71-86.

[4] Schemenauer RS, Cereceda P. A proposed standard fog collector for use in
high-elevation regions. ] Appl Meteorol 1994;33:1313-22.

[5] Schemenauer R, Cereceda P. 2011. Global Warming and the Third World.
Fog Collection. Tiempo Climate Cyberlibrary.

[6] Park K-C, Chhatre SS, Srinivasan S et al. Optimal design of permeable fiber
network structures for fog harvesting. Langmuir 2013;29:13269-77.

[7] Shanyengana ES, Sanderson RD, Seely MK et al. Testing greenhouse shade
nets in collection of fog for water supply. ] Water Supply Res T 2003;52:237.

[8] Rivera] p D, Lopez-Garcia D. Mechanical characteristics of Raschel mesh
and their application to the design of large fog collectors. Atmos Res
2015;151:250-8.

[9] Rivera J p D. Aerodynamic collection efficiency of fog water collectors.
Atmos Res 2011;102:335-42.

[10] FogQuest. (2017a). FOGQUEST Project in TOJQUIA Guatemala - Update
May 2017. Guatemala, Latest News, from

[11] Mtuleni V, Henschel ], Seely MK. Evaluation of fog harvesting potential in
Namibia. In: Proceedings of the First International Conference on Fog and
Fog Collection, Vancouver, 1998.

[12] Schemenauer RS, Fuenzalida H, Cereceda P. A neglected water resource:
the Camanchaca of South America. Bull Am Meteorol Soc 1988;69:138-47.

[13] Salbitano F, Calamini G, Certini G, et al. Dynamics and evolution of tree
populations and soil-vegetation relationships in Fogscapes: observations
over a period of 14 years at theexperimental sites of Meija (Peru) 5th
International Conference on Fog, Fog Collection and Dew. , Miinster,
Germany, 2010.

[14] Schemenauer RS, Cereceda P. Meteorological conditions at a coastal fog
collection site in Peru Atmosfera, [S.1.]. 2009;6:2395-8812.

[15] Henderson B, Falk D. Fog water collection in Ecuador: an appropriate
technology for the rural poor? In: Proceedings of the 2nd International
Conference on Fog and Fog Collection, Vancouver, 2001.

[16] Schemenauer RS, Cereceda P. Monsoon cloudwater chemistry on the
Arabian Peninsula. Atmos Environ Part A 1992;26:1583-7.

LZ0z 1snbny €0 uo 1senb Aq 01781 LS/£52/2/S L/21onleno|li/woo-dno-olwepeoe//:sdyy woly papeojumoq



oy
X

[18

(19]

[20

[21

(22]

[23

[24

[25

(26]

[27

[31

[32

(33]

[34

(35

[38

Larrain H, Veldsquez F, Cereceda P et al. Fog measurements at the site
‘Falda Verde’ north of Chaiiaral compared with other fog stations of Chile.
Atmos Res 2002;64:273-84.

Calderon M, Cereceda P, Larrain P, et al. Alto Patache fog oasis in the Ata-
cama Desert: geographical basis for a sustainable development program.
In: Proceedings of the 5th International Conference on Fog, Fog Collection
and Dew, Miinster, 2010.

Schemenauer RS, Osses P, Leibbrand M. Fog collection evaluation and
operational projects in the Hajja governorate, Yemen. In: Proceedings of
the Third International Conference on Fog, Fog Collection and Dew, Cape
Town, 2004.

Marzol Jaén MV. Fog water collection in a rural park in the Canary Islands
(Spain). Atmos Res 2002;64:239-50.

NaturPhilosophie. (2016). The Fog Harvesters of Lima, Peru. Retrieved
1 November 2017 from

Lummerich A, Tiedemann KJ. Fog water harvesting on the verge of
economic competitiveness. ERDKUNDE 2011;65:305-6.
Choiniere-Shields E (2013). The cloud harvester catches and stores
fresh water from fog. From

Hobson B (2016). Arturo Vittori’s Warka Water towers harvest clean
drinking water from the air. Retrieved 8 November 2017, from

Capital WD (2016). Sculptural Water Catchment System Warka
Water Wins World Design Impact Prize 2015-2016 at World Design
Capital(R) Taipei 2016 Gala. From

‘WARKA WATER Inc. (2017). Warka Water Every Drops Counts. From

Davtalab R, Salamat A, Oji R. Water harvesting from fog and air humidity
in the warm and coastal regions in the SOUTH of IRAN. Irrig Drain
2013;62:281-8.

Schemenauer RS, Joe PI. The collection efficiency of a massive fog collector.
Atmos Res 1989;24:53-69.

Regalado CM, Ritter A. The design of an optimal fog water collector: a
theoretical analysis. Atmos Res 2016;178-179:45-54.

Seo D, Lee J, Lee C et al. The effects of surface wettability on the fog
and dew moisture harvesting performance on tubular surfaces. Sci Rep
2016;6:24276.

Weistron. (2014). Contact Angle Meter. Retrieved 21 November 2017 from

Azad MAK, Ellerbrok D, Barthlott W et al. Fog collecting biomimetic
surfaces: influence of microstructure and wettability. Bioinspir Biomim
2015;10:016004.

Rajaram M, Heng X, Oza M et al. Enhancement of fog-collection efficiency
of a Raschel mesh using surface coatings and local geometric changes.
Colloids Surf A Physicochem Eng Asp 2016;508:218-29.

Domen JK, Stringfellow WT, Camarillo MK et al. Fog water as an
alternative and sustainable water resource. Clean Technol Envir 2014;16:
235-49.

Garrod RP, Harris LG, Schofield WCE et al. Mimicking a Stenocara
beetle’s back for microcondensation using plasmachemical patterned
superhydrophobic—superhydrophilic surfaces. Langmuir 2007;23:689-93.
Brown PS, Bhushan B. Bioinspired materials for water supply and manage-
ment: water collection, water purification and separation of water from oil.
Philos Trans Royal Soc A 2016;374:1-15.

Zheng Y, Bai H, Huang Z et al. Directional water collection on wetted
spider silk. Nature 2010;463:640-643.

Dacey J (2010). Spider web inspires fibres for industry. Retrieved
21 November 2017 from

(40]
(41]
[42]

(43]

(44]

[46]

(47]

(48]

(49]
(50]

(51]

(52]

(53]

Atmospheric water harvesting

Ebner M, Miranda T, Roth-Nebelsick A. Efficient fog harvesting by
Stipagrostis sabulicola (Namib dune bushman grass). J Arid Environ
2011;75:524-31.

Bai F, Wu ], Gong G et al. Biomimetic ‘cactus spine’ with hierarchical
groove structure for efficient fog collection. Adv Sci 2015;2:1500047.

Ju ], Bai H, Zheng Y et al. A multi-structural and multi-functional inte-
grated fog collection system in cactus. 2012;3:1247.

Zhu H, Guo Z, Liu W. Biomimetic water-collecting materials inspired by
nature. Chem Commun 2016;52:3863-79.

Ito F, Komatsubara S, Shigezawa N et al. Mechanics of water collec-
tion in plants via morphology change of conical hairs. Appl Phys Lett
2015;106:133701.

Ledbetter R (2016). Desert Survivor: Moss Quenches Thirst Using
Optimized Water Collection System. Retrieved 27 February 2018
from

Zhang S, Huang J, Chen Z et al. Bioinspired special wettability sur-
faces: from fundamental research to water harvesting applications. Small
2017;13:1602992.

Cao M, JuJ, LiK et al. Facile and large-scale fabrication of a cactus-inspired
continuous fog collector. Adv Funct Mater 2014;24:3235-40.

Giirsoy M, Harris MT, Carletto A et al. Bioinspired asymmetric-
anisotropic (directional) fog harvesting based on the arid climate
plant Eremopyrum orientale. Colloids Surf A Physicochem Eng Asp
2017a;529:959-65.

Giirsoy M, Harris MT, Downing JO et al. Bioinspired fog capture and
channel mechanism based on the arid climate plant Salsola crassa. Colloids
Surf A Physicochem Eng Asp 2017b;529:195-202.

Park K-C, Kim P, Grinthal A et al. Condensation on slippery asymmetric
bumps. Nature 2016;531:78-82.

Shang L, Fu F, Cheng Y et al. Bioinspired multifunctional spindle-knotted
microfibers from microfluidics. Small 2017;13:1600286.

Gido B, Friedler E, Broday DM. Liquid-desiccant vapor separation reduces
the energy requirements of atmospheric moisture harvesting. Environ Sci
Technol 2016;50:8362-7.

Beysens D, Clus O, Mileta M et al. Collecting dew as a water source on
small islands: the dew equipment for water project in Bis evo (Croatia).
Energy 2007;32:1032-7.

Beysens D, Broggini F, Milimouk-Melnytchouk I, Ouazzani ], Tixier N.
Dew architectures—Dew annouces the good weather. Matérialités contem-
poraines = Materiality in its contemporary forms: architecture, perception,
fabrication, conception. MC 2012 Symposium, Villefontaine, novembre
2012, 2012, Isle d Abeau, France. 282-290. fthal-00993656f

Alnaser WE, Barakat A. Use of condensed water vapour from the atmo-
sphere for irrigation in Bahrain. Appl Energy 2000;65:3-18.

Sharan G. Harvesting dew with radiation cooled condensers to supplement
drinking water supply in semi-arid. IJSLE 2011;6:130-50.

Sharma DC. How Indian scientists have started harvesting potable drink-
ing water from dew. 2017.

Jacobs AFG, Heusinkveld BG, Berkowicz SM. Passive dew collection in a
grassland area, The Netherlands. Atmos Res 2008;87:377-85.

Clus O, Ouazzani J, Muselli M et al. Comparison of various radiation-
cooled dew condensers using computational fluid dynamics. Desalination
2009;249:707-12.

Sharan G, Clus O, Singh S et al. A very large dew and rain ridge collector
in the Kutch area (Gujarat, India). ] Hydrol 2011;405:171-81.

Mohamed MH, William GE, Fatouh M. Solar energy utilization in water
production from humid air. Sol Energy 2017;148:98-109.

Edmund A. Method for Gaining Water Out of the Atmosphere. Google
Patents, 1938.

Dunkak EB. Solar Activated Dehumidifier. Google Patents, 1949.

Kaare KP. Method and device for recovering water from a humid atmo-
sphere. 1998, US5846296 A.

Ackerman EB. (1968). Production of water from the atmosphere. US
Patent. US3400515 A.

International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276 275

LZ0z 1snbny €0 uo 1senb Aq 01781 LS/£52/2/S L/21onleno|li/woo-dno-olwepeoe//:sdyy woly papeojumoq



H. Jarimi et al.

[65]

[66]

[67]

[68]

[69]

[70]
[71]

[72]

[73]
[74]
[75]

[76]

[77]

276

Kabeel AE. Water production from air using multi-shelves solar glass
pyramid system. Renew Energy 2007;32:157-72.

Gad HE, Hamed AM, El-Sharkawy II. Application of a solar desiccant/-
collector system for water recovery from atmospheric air. Renew Energy
2001;22:541-56.

William GE, Mohamed MH, Fatouh M. Desiccant system for water pro-
duction from humid air using solar energy. Energy 2015;90: 1707-20.
Kumar M, Yadav A. Experimental investigation of solar powered water
production from atmospheric air by using composite desiccant material
‘CaCl2/saw wood’. Desalination 2015;367:216-22.

Service, R. (2017). This New Solar-Powered Device can Pull Water Straight
from the Desert Air. From

Kim H, Yang S, Rao SR et al. Water harvesting from air with metal-organic
frameworks powered by natural sunlight. Science 2017; 356: 430-434.
Bergmair D. 2015. Design of a System for Humidity Harvesting Using Water
Vapor Selective Membranes. Technische Universiteit Eindhoven.

Bergmair D, Metz SJ, de Lange HC et al. A low pressure recirculated sweep
stream for energy efficient membrane facilitated humidity harvesting. Sep
Purif Technol 2015;150:112-8.

Woods J. Membrane processes for heating, ventilation, and air condition-
ing. Renew Sustain Energy Rev 2014;33:290-304.

Bergmair D, Metz S], de Lange HC et al. System analysis of membrane facil-
itated water generation from air humidity. Desalination 2014;339:26-33.
Yin Y, Qian J, Zhang X. Recent advancements in liquid desiccant dehu-
midification technology. Renew Sustain Energy Rev 2014;31:38-52.

Bui DT, Nida A, Ng KC et al. Water vapor permeation and dehumid-
ification performance of poly(vinyl alcohol)/lithium chloride composite
membranes. ] Membr Sci 2016;498:254-62.

Bui TD, Wong Y, Thu K et al. Effect of hygroscopic materials on water
vapor permeation and dehumidification performance of poly(vinyl alco-
hol) membranes. ] Appl Polym Sci 2017;134:640-643.

International Journal of Low-Carbon Technologies 2020, 15, 253-276

(78]

[79]

[80

(81]

(82]
[83]

[84]

(85]

[86

(87]

[88

Lukitobudi AR. Energy saving and environmentally friendly mobile atmo-
spheric dehumidifier for water generator and drinking purposes. 2009, WO
2009048421 Al.

Sawyer GA, Larson R. Air conditioning and water-harvesting. Google
Patents, 2016.

Magrini A, Cattani L, Cartesegna M et al. Production of water from the
air: the environmental sustainability of air-conditioning systems through
amore intelligent use of resources. The advantages of an integrated system.
Energy Procedia 2015;78:1153-8.

Dalai P, Nanda P, Mund C et al. An experimental study on water
harvesting from a modified window air-conditioner. Energy Procedia
2017;109:253-60.

EcoloBlue. (2017). EcoloBlue Water from Air. Retrieved 16 November 2017
from .

ATLANTIS Solar. (2016). Atmospheric Water Generator. From

Joshi VP, Joshi VS, Kothari HA et al. Experimental investigations on
a portable fresh water generator using a thermoelectric cooler. Energy
Procedia 2017;109:161-6.

Liu S, He W, Hu D et al. Experimental analysis of a portable atmo-
spheric water generator by thermoelectric cooling method. Energy Proce-
dia 2017;142:1609-14.

Smith-Strickland K (2013). A Billboard that Condenses Water from
Humidity. From

Cameron C. (2012). “Eole Water’s Wind Turbine Generates Fresh, Clean
Drinking Water from Condensation.” Retrieved 8 December, 2019, from

Moses A (2011). Water from Thin Air: Aussie Ed’s Airdrop an International
Hit. From

120z 1snbny g0 uo 1senb Aq 0181 2G/£GZ/2/S L /81911e/0]ll/wod dnoolwsepeoe//:sdiy woly pepeojumoq



	07-20-2021 Mandatory water rationing
	07-20-2021 Phoenix Lake expansion
	07-20-2021 Support Moratorium - Praetzel
	07-21-2021 Two conerns
	07-22-2021 Re_ Vegetable Gardens and Water Restrictions...
	07-23-2021 MMWD Priorities
	07-24-2021 Golf course potable water use
	07-24-2021 Golf course water usage
	07-24-2021 Golf courses
	07-24-2021 Infrastructure
	07-28-2021 WATER STRATEGY
	08-02-2021 Bridge pipeline
	08-02-2021 Comment for tonight's Open Board Meeting
	08-02-2021 Conservation
	08-02-2021 Water collection options

