
1.  Introduction
In Africa, fine particulate matter (PM2.5) caused 1.1 million premature deaths, when considering ambient and 
household air pollution (361,000 of the deaths attributed to ambient PM2.5) in 2019 (Fisher et al., 2021; Murray 
et al., 2020) making it the leading environmental risk factor for premature death, ahead of unsafe water, unsafe 
sanitation, and handwashing. PM2.5 leads to health impacts because particles can travel far beyond the head 
airways and deposit deep in the tracheobronchial or alveolar region of the respiratory system, depending on the 
diameter of the particle (Hussein et al., 2013; Kodros et al., 2018; Londahl et al., 2009). Long-term exposure 
to PM2.5 has been linked to heart failure, pneumonia, Parkinson's disease, urinary tract infections, dementia, 
Alzheimer's disease, increased risk for psychiatric disorders, depression, anxiety, increased brain inflammation, 
reduced fertility and miscarriages, Ischemic heart disease (IHD), lung cancer (LC), stoke, and chronic obstruc-
tive pulmonary disease (COPD), etc. (Allen et al., 2016; Braithwaite et al., 2019; Elliott et al., 2013; Grande 
et al., 2020; Henderson et al., 2011; Holstius et al., 2012; Ilango & Shaffer, 2020; Johnston et al., 2012; Naeher 
et al., 2007; Peeples, 2020; Stefanidou et al., 2008; Veras et al., 2010). Many people across Africa currently live 
in regions that exceed the World Health Organization's (WHO) newly revised PM2.5 guideline of annual average 
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concentration of 5 μg m −3 (Ayetor et al., 2021; WHO, 2021a, 2021b). Additionally, Africa is experiencing rapid 
urbanization, population growth, and a growing economy, and it is projected to grow to 40% of the world's 
population by 2100 (United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, & Population Division, 2017). 
Africa is projected to have the fastest urban growth rate in the world: by 2050, Africa's cities will be home to 
an additional 950 million people, and the continent's population is anticipated to be primarily urban by 2035 
(OECD/SWAC, 2020). Thus, air pollution is likely to increase and impact more people across the continent in the 
future (Abera et al., 2021; Coker & Kizito, 2018).

The PM2.5 in Africa likely has different physical properties (e.g., size, composition) than PM2.5 in many other 
parts of the world. Compared to other regions of the world, such as North America and Europe, there are rela-
tively few studies on the sources, composition, and health impacts of PM2.5 in Africa (Abera et al., 2021; Katoto 
et al., 2019; Liousse et al., 2014). Important sources of PM2.5 in Africa include waste burning, residential solid-
fuel burning for cooking and heating, and open biomass burning (BB) (Amegah & Agyei-Mensah, 2017; Bearak 
et al., 2021; Mead et al., 2008; Naidja et al., 2018; World Health Organization, 2016). We selected these three 
combustion sources because they are more diffuse and inefficient than sources that have been studied in North 
America and Europe (e.g., traffic, industry, power generation). While there are other large sources of PM2.5 on 
the African continent, such as natural dust (Kotsyfakis et al., 2019; Urrutia-Pereira et al., 2021), here, we focus 
on three diffuse combustion sources because they are less controlled across Africa in comparison to other regions 
of the world, are understudied and unique from fossil-fuel sources that have been studied more historically, and 
they may have increased emissions in the future with population growth and climate change.

Although some countries have regulations in place that prohibit open trash burning, waste burning is common 
across Africa due the lack of solid waste collection services, the inability to fund collection programs, and poor 
waste management (Godfrey et al., 2019; Solomon, 2011). Residents in Africa generate low quantities of waste 
when compared to other regions of the world, however, only approximately 44% of waste is collected and the 
future growth rates of waste generation are likely to be large (Godfrey et al., 2019). Sub-Saharan Africa generates 
less than 0.6 kg per capita per day as opposed to an average of 2.2 kg per capita per day in developed countries 
(Hoornweg & Bhada-Tata, 2012). When residents burn waste, toxic gaseous and PM2.5 are emitted (Christian 
et al., 2010; Hsu et al., 2016; Wang et al., 2017; Wiedinmyer et al., 2014), leading to degradation of regional air 
quality.

More than 60% of people who live in Africa still depend on residential combustion of solid fuels such as wood, 
coal, dung, crop waste, and charcoal for household heating and cooking (Bonjour et al., 2013; Eberhard et al., 2008; 
Girard, 2002; World Health Organization. Regional Office for South-East Asia, 2006). When combusted, resi-
dential solid fuels emit high levels PM2.5 with a large fraction composed of black carbon and organic matter. Air 
pollution from residential solid fuels impacts indoor air quality as well as outdoor air quality in regions of heavy 
use. Because of the large electricity deficit in Africa (IEA, 2021) residential solid-fuel use is widespread, thus 
negatively impacting air quality and public health across the region. Population growth in Africa is projected to 
outpace future electricity access gains (IEA, 2021). According to recent studies, there has been a slow decrease in 
the use of residential solid fuel for cooking in Africa but few programs have been created to switch to clean fuels 
for cooking (Stoner et al., 2021).

Across Africa, open BB (i.e., landscape burning) is the largest source of primary fine carbonaceous particles and 
the second largest source of trace gasses (Aghedo et al., 2007; Andreae & Merlet, 2001; Bond et al., 2004; Giglio 
et al., 2013). Open BB refers to wildfires, prescribed burning, and agricultural fires, and it encompasses a range 
of fuel types (e.g., forests, savannas, grasslands). Africa is the largest source of global BB total carbon emissions, 
contributing ∼52% of global BB emissions (Roberts et al., 2009; van der Werf et al., 2003, 2006, 2010). Open 
BB occurs between November and February in the Northern Hemisphere of Africa (e.g., Ghana, Ivory Coast, 
Nigeria, Niger, Cameron, Sudan, Uganda) and June until October in the Southern Hemisphere (e.g., Congo, 
Angola, Zimbabwe, South Africa, Botswana and Zambia, Namibia, Mozambique, Malawi) (Roberts et al., 2009). 
These emissions have a substantial impact on human health and air quality locally and downwind (Li et al., 2021)

Here, we use the GEOS-Chem global chemical transport model to quantify the effects of three combustion 
sources in Africa: (a) trash burning, (b) residential solid-fuel burning, and (c) open BB across the five regions of 
Africa defined by the Global Burden of Disease (GBD): North, Southern, West, Central, and East Africa (Figure 
S1 in Supporting Information S1). We present an analysis of a range of regional sensitivity simulations to inves-
tigate the impacts of local emissions and regional transport on ambient PM2.5 levels across Africa. We use the 
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GBD approach with newly updated concentration-response function from R. Burnett et al. (2018) to estimate the 
PM2.5-attributable mortalities from local and transported air pollution for each of the emissions sources in each of 
five African regions. To our knowledge, very few health impact assessments have been conducted in this region 
of the world for the three combustion sources we address here.

2.  Methods
2.1.  GEOS-Chem Model Configuration

We use the global 3-D chemical transport model GEOS-Chem version v12.6.0 (https://doi.org/10.5281/
zenodo.3507501) aerosol-only simulation with offline oxidation fields (Bey et  al.,  2001; Leibensperger 
et al., 2012; R. J. Park et al., 2004). The model is driven by assimilated meteorological data from the Goddard 
Earth Observing System Forward Processing product (GEOS-FP) provided by the NASA Global Model and 
Assimilation Office (GMAO, https://gmao.gsfc.nasa.gov). Each GEOS-Chem simulation was conducted at a 
horizontal resolution of 2° × 2.5° (∼222 by 277.5 km) with 47 vertical layers for the year of 2017 with a one 
month spin up. The model produced surface level ambient PM2.5 concentrations over the continent of Africa 
including all emission sources using the following equation.

PM2.5 = 1.33 (NH4 + NIT + SO4) + BCPI + BCPO + 1.5 (OCPO + 1.16 ∗ OCPI)

+1.16 ∗ SOA + DST1 + 0.38 ∗ DST2 + 1.86 ∗ SALA
� (1)

Equation 1 includes ammonium (NH4), nitrate (NIT), sulfate (SO4), hydrophilic black and organic carbon (BCPI 
and OCPI), hydrophobic black and organic carbon (BCPO and OCPO), secondary organic aerosol (SOA), fine-
mode dust aerosol size bins (DST1 and DST2), and fine-mode sea salt (SALA) to calculate surface level ambient 
PM2.5 at an assumed relative humidity of 35%.

Anthropogenic emissions are based on the Community Emissions Data System GBD-Major Air Pollution 
Sources (CEDSGBD-MAPS) inventory (McDuffie et  al.,  2020), which is a collection of several inventories and 
includes trash (Wiedinmyer et al., 2014) and residential solid-fuel burning emissions to ambient air in Africa 
(Marais & Wiedinmyer, 2016). There are four open BB emissions inventories available over Africa for use with 
GEOS-Chem: The Global Fire Emission Database (GFED) (Giglio et al., 2013), Fire INventory from NCAR 
(FINN) (Wiedinmyer et al., 2011), Quick Fire Emissions Data set (QFED) (Koster et al., 2015), and the Global 
Fire Assimilation System (GFAS) (Kaiser et al., 2012). (See Text S1 in Supporting Information S1) We conducted 
simulations using each of the four BB emissions inventories to evaluate the impacts of inventory choice on 
surface level ambient PM2.5 estimates over Africa. We used the Mineral Dust Entrainment and Deposition model 
(Zeng et al., 2019) to account for emissions of mineral dust. Sea salt emissions followed (Jaegle et al., 2011).

The 28 simulations presented in this study are summarized in Table 1. The first four simulations were base-case 
simulations that varied the open BB emissions inventory. To evaluate the performance of each open BB inven-
tory, we compared the first four simulations to annually averaged PM2.5 estimates from Hammer et al. (2020) 
by conducting a linear least squares regression (Figure 1 and Figure S2 in Supporting Information S1). (See 
Section 2.3 for additional details.) The All_on_QFED simulation better reproduced annually-averaged surface 
level ambient PM2.5 estimates than the simulations that used the other BB emission inventories: thus, we used the 
QFED inventory for the remaining 24 simulations.

The remaining simulations were sensitivity simulations that were used to evaluate the impacts of each of the three 
combustion sources (i.e., trash burning, residential solid-fuel burning, and open BB) by region. By comparing 
each sensitivity simulation with the base case, we isolated the influence of regional emissions and atmospheric 
transport on ambient PM2.5 levels across the continent. We conducted six sensitivity simulations for each of 
the three combustion sources, five simulations where the source was turned off in each of the five African 
regions and one simulation where the source was turned off across the whole African continent. Additionally, we 
conducted a set of six simulations where we turned off all three of the combustion sources together in each of the 
five African regions and across the whole African continent.

2.2.  Health Impact Assessment

We used our base case and sensitivity simulations to estimate the PM2.5-attributable mortalities from local emis-
sions and atmospheric transport across the continent using the GBD approach. To calculate PM2.5-attributable 
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mortalities, we used baseline 2017 mortality data from the Institute of Health Metrics and Evaluation (http://
ghdx.healthdata.org/gbd-results-tool) for five causes of premature mortalities: stroke, LC, IHD, COPD, and 
lower respiratory infections (LRI). Additionally, we used gridded population for 2015 from the NASA Socioec-
onomic Data and Application Center (SEDAC, N. E., 2022). We regridded our model resolution of 2° × 2.5° to 
the population data resolution of 0.25° × 0.25°.

The Global Exposure Mortality Model (GEMM) concentration response function (CRF) was used to relate ambi-
ent PM2.5 exposures to the risk of mortality (R. Burnett et al., 2018) for premature mortalities across all age 
groups. The GEMM was formulated by 41 cohort epidemiological studies in 16 countries (but not including 
any African countries) for adults that are older than 25 years old and assumes all PM2.5 components have equal 
toxicity. We selected this CRF, because it is based on a larger data set with wider geographical coverage and 

Table 1 
Overview of the GEOS-Chem Simulations

Simulation number Name Details of simulation

Base case

  1 All_on_GFED All regions emissions are turned on using GFED

  2 All_on_GFAS All regions emissions are turned on using GFAS

  3 All_on_QFED/BASE All regions emissions are turned on using QFED

  4 All_on_FINN All regions emissions are turned on using FINN

Landscape biomass burning (BB)

  5 Africa_BB_off All regions of Africa BB PM2.5 emissions turned off

  6 North_BB_off North Africa BB PM2.5 emissions turned off

  7 Southern_BB_off Southern Africa BB PM2.5 emissions turned off

  8 Central_BB_off Central Africa BB PM2.5 emissions turned off

  9 East_BB_off East Africa BB PM2.5 emissions turned off

  10 West_BB_off West Africa BB PM2.5 emissions turned off

Trash (TR)

  11 Africa_trash_off All regions of Africa TR PM2.5 emissions turned off

  12 North_trash_off North Africa TR PM2.5 emissions turned off

  13 Southern_trash_off Southern Africa TR PM2.5 emissions turned off

  14 Central_trash_off Central Africa TR PM2.5 emissions turned off

  15 East_trash_off East Africa TR PM2.5 emissions turned off

  16 West_trash_off West Africa TR PM2.5 emissions turned off

Residential (RS)

  17 Africa_RS_off All regions of Africa RS PM2.5 emissions turned off

  18 North_RS_off North Africa RS PM2.5 emissions turned off

  19 Southern_RS_off Southern Africa RS PM2.5 emissions turned off

  20 Central_RS_off Central Africa RS PM2.5 emissions turned off

  21 East_RS_off East Africa RS PM2.5 emissions turned off

  22 West_RS_off West Africa RS PM2.5 emissions turned off

All 3 solid-fuel (SF)

  23 Africa_3C_off All regions of Africa 3C PM2.5 emissions turned off

  24 North_3C_off North Africa 3C PM2.5 emissions turned off

  25 Southern_3C_off Southern Africa 3C PM2.5 emissions turned off

  26 Central_3C_off Central Africa 3C PM2.5 emissions turned off

  27 East_3C_off East Africa 3C PM2.5 emissions turned off

  28 West_3C_off West Africa 3C PM2.5 emissions turned off

http://ghdx.healthdata.org/gbd-results-tool
http://ghdx.healthdata.org/gbd-results-tool
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included a wider range of ambient air pollution exposure levels compared to previous CRF meta analyses. Using 
the GEMM coefficients we report mean premature mortalities including their uncertainty range of ±2 × standard 
error. Further, we acknowledge that our choice of GEMM CRF, which does not include health studies in Africa 
(R. Burnett et al., 2018), assumes equal toxicity for all PM2.5 components (M. Park et al., 2018), and is applied to 
all age groups, will contribute to uncertainty in our mortality estimates. We applied the CRF using the attribution 
method. The equation used to calculate PM2.5-attributable mortality from residential solid-fuel use from emis-
sions in North Africa is provided below. 

MRS_North=

(

PM2.5,BASE − PM2.5,RS_NORTH

PM2.5,BASE

)

×MBASE� (2)

where MRS_North is defined as the number of premature mortalities attributable to residential solid-fuel combustion 
emissions in North Africa, PM2.5,BASE is the estimated ambient PM2.5 concentrations the base case simulation, 
and PM2.5,RS_North is the estimated ambient PM2.5 concentrations from each of the simulation where residential 
solid-fuel use emissions were turned off in the North, and MBASE is total PM2.5-related mortalities in the base case 
simulation. For each of the five GBD regions of Africa, we used an equivalent version of Equation 2 to calculate 
the annual premature mortalities attributed to emissions from each combustion source in each region.

Measurement data that is available across Africa suggests that ambient PM2.5 concentrations vary substantially 
throughout Africa (Arku, 2015; Arku et al., 2008). Our model resolution does not capture the spatial variability 
of PM2.5 at the city-scale, which may lead to exposure misclassification. Kodros et al. (2016) suggested that lower 
horizontal model grid resolutions may underestimate the fraction of the population that is exposed to higher PM2.5 
concentrations at least for anthropogenic sources that spatially correlate with where people live, meaning that our 
PM2.5-related mortality values may be biased low.

2.3.  Model Evaluation

Insufficient PM2.5 monitoring data exists across Africa (Martin et al., 2019). Therefore, we used annually aver-
aged PM2.5 estimates from Hammer et  al.  (2020) to evaluate our simulations. These estimates combine data 
from satellites, ground measurements, and chemical-transport models. We evaluated the model using statistical 
metrics: the slope, coefficient of determination (R 2), mean normalized bias, mean bias (MB), mean normalized 

Figure 1.  (a) PM2.5 estimates from Hammer et al. (2020) from the year 2017 regridded to GEOS-Chem resolution (i.e., 2° × 2.5°). (b) GEOS-Chem base case surface 
ambient PM2.5 estimates using Quick Fire Emissions Dataset open biomass burning inventory (All_on_QFED/BASE). (c) Linear least squares regression for global 
2017 PM2.5 estimates from Hammer et al. (2020) versus the GEOS-Chem base case estimates, with the mean bias, mean error, mean normalized bias, mean normalized 
error, and normalized mean bias provided as statistical metrics.
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error, mean error, and normalized mean bias (NMB). Hammer et al. (2020) estimates are provided at 0.1° × 0.1° 
degree resolution, so we regridded the data to 2° × 2.5° for the model-estimate comparisons.

3.  Results and Discussion
3.1.  Evaluation of Modeled PM2.5

The global comparison of the Hammer et al. (2020) PM2.5 estimates to the GEOS-Chem estimates for the BASE 
case are given in Figure 1. We acknowledge that the lack of continuous ground-based monitoring of PM2.5 in 
Africa leads to uncertainty in estimated PM2.5 concentrations. The choice and uncertainty of emission inventories 
may also lead to uncertainty in estimated PM2.5 concentrations. Further uncertainty in the percentage of ambient 
PM2.5 that is emitted from a certain source can lead to large uncertainties in premature mortality estimates in 
Africa according Kodros et al. (2018). On an annual global basis compared to Hammer et al. (2020), GEOS-
Chem ambient global PM2.5 estimates have a NMB of −6.9% (Figure 1) a R 2 of 0.776. The negative bias from 
our model ambient PM2.5 will contribute to uncertainties in our PM2.5-attributed premature mortality estimates 
from each of the three combustion sources covered in this study particularly as we cannot evaluate the bias in 
each source separately.

3.2.  Ambient PM2.5 Impacts for All Three Combustion Sources

Figure  2 shows the percentage change in annual-average surface ambient PM2.5 when all three combustion 
sources are removed. The annual-average percent changes in surface ambient PM2.5 are presented in Table 2. 
Results are presented based on the region of Africa where the air pollution is emitted (i.e., North, Southern, East, 
West, Central) and the region that is impacted by the emissions. In addition to presenting the impacts across the 
five African regions, Table 2 also contains the percent change in ambient PM2.5 concentrations due to emissions 
from each of the five regions to the entire African continent itself and outside of the African continent (Table 2). 
Although the Northern and Southern Hemisphere portions of Africa have different open BB seasons (Ramo 
et al., 2021), we present the annual-average changes in surface ambient PM2.5 because the annual changes are 
used to estimate the impacts of chronic exposure to ambient PM2.5.

Figure 2.  The percentage change in total surface PM2.5 from removing all three solid-fuel combustion sources. Each panel 
(a–e) represents an individual simulation where all three solid-fuel sources were turned off by region of Africa and (f) for the 
whole continent.
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Overall, these three combustion sources substantially impact ambient PM2.5 across 
Africa, and they have a non-trivial impact outside of Africa. Across the African conti-
nent, these three sources contribute 28% of annual-average ambient PM2.5 and 6% across 
the globe (Table 2, Figure 2f). Within Africa, the impact is largest over Central Africa, 
where these three combustion sources contribute 72% of the ambient PM2.5 within Africa. 
These  three  sources have the smallest impact on ambient PM2.5 over North Africa (8%).

Across all regions, local emissions from these three sources impact ambient PM2.5 the most 
within the source region itself. For example, local emissions from these three combustion 
sources in Central Africa contribute 49% of the annual average surface ambient PM2.5 within 
that region (Figure 2c), but <10% in the other four African regions. Emissions in Central 
Africa have the largest local impact on ambient PM2.5. The contribution of local emissions 
from these three sources on annual-average ambient PM2.5 concentrations over North Africa 
is the smallest (2%), and this is in part due to the large contribution of dust to ambient PM2.5 
and likely due to a lower population density across the Sahara Desert, which contributes to 
lower emissions in this region.

The impacts of emissions from one region on the annual-average ambient PM2.5 in another 
region depends strongly on meteorology. For example, these three combustion sources in 
East Africa contribute 20% of the annual-average ambient PM2.5 over Central Africa. This 
phenomenon is likely due to the trade winds at these latitudes primarily blowing from East to 
West. Consistent with this, these three combustion sources in Central Africa contribute only 
5% of the annual average ambient PM2.5 within East Africa. These three sources in Central 
Africa contribute 8% of ambient PM2.5 concentrations in the Southern African region due to 
the close proximity of the Southern Africa region to open BB in the southern portion of the 
Central Africa region.

3.3.  Ambient PM2.5 Impacts for Trash Burning

The contribution of trash burning to annual average ambient PM2.5 in each region of Africa 
is shown in Figure S3 in Supporting Information S1 and summarized in Table 2. Of the 
three sources investigated here, trash burning contributes the least to annual-average 
ambient PM2.5 (Table 2). Southern Africa contributes the largest percentage of ambient 
PM2.5 from trash burning (1.5% in Southern Africa) followed by East Africa (1.2% in 
East Africa). Although the regional percentages are small, highly populated regions of 
Africa can experience high local ambient PM2.5 contributions from this source. Kodros 
et al. (2016) estimated that the local percent changes of ambient PM2.5 from waste combus-
tion within Africa ranged from 0% to ∼30% in the year 2010. The range of our local percent 
changes (0%–30%) is the same despite using different emissions inventories. The invento-
ries are different because of the assumptions of waste/trash emissions of the CEDSGBD-MAPS 
(McDuffie et  al.,  2020) used in our study. Although CEDSGBD-MAPS incorporated the 
Wiedinmyer et al. (2014) waste combustion inventory, only 30% of generated waste was 
assumed to be combusted as opposed to 60%, as was used in Kodros et al.  (2016). The 
reduction was based on a literature survey conducted to understand the fraction of resi-
dential waste that is combusted resulting in the assumption of 30% of uncollected waste is 
burnt by weight in CEDSGBD-MAPS (McDuffie et al., 2020).

Transported air pollution from trash burning had only minor impacts on ambient PM2.5 
concentrations outside of the region where the emissions originated from due to the small 
magnitude of this source. Consistent with the impacts of transport for all three combustion 
sources combined, trash emissions from East Africa have the largest relative impact on ambi-
ent PM2.5 in Central Africa, but even this impact is minor (∼0.3% of annual average ambient 
PM2.5).
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3.4.  Ambient PM2.5 Impacts for Residential Solid-Fuel Burning

The contribution of residential solid biofuel burning to annual-average ambient PM2.5 is shown in Figure S4 in 
Supporting Information S1 and summarized in Table 2. Residential combustion is the second largest contributor 
to annual-average surface ambient PM2.5 (5%) over Africa when compared to trash (1%) and open BB (22%). 
Residential combustion in East Africa makes the largest local contribution to annual-average surface ambient 
PM2.5 (9% in East Africa) followed by Central Africa (2% in Central Africa). Emissions from this source make 
only a minor contribution (1%) to annual-average surface ambient PM2.5 in North Africa. The largest changes in 
regions outside of a source region due to transport were again from emissions in East Africa, where East Africa 
contributes 2% and 1% of the annual average ambient PM2.5 over Central Africa and Southern Africa, respectively.

3.5.  Ambient PM2.5 Impacts for Open BB

Maps showing the contribution of open BB to annual-average ambient PM2.5 in Africa are displayed in Figure 
S5 in Supporting Information  S1 with the percentage changes summarized in Table  2. Of the three sources 
investigated here, open BB in Africa makes the largest contribution to annual-average surface ambient PM2.5 
across Africa (22%) and globally (5%). Across all the regions, open BB in Central Africa makes the largest local 
contribution to annual-average ambient PM2.5 (45% in Central), followed by meaningful contributions in East 
(21% in East) and Southern Africa (15% in Southern). In contrast, the contribution is much smaller over West 
(5% in West) and North Africa (1% in North). Roberts et al. (2009) reported that most open BB in Africa occurs 
in woodland regions, which is the land cover type primarily found in Central Africa.

Compared to the other two combustion sources, open BB emissions makes a larger contribution to annual-average 
surface ambient PM2.5 concentrations outside of individual source regions. For example, turning off open BB 
emissions in Central Africa decreased ambient PM2.5 concentrations in Southern Africa by 8%, and turning off 
emissions in East Africa reduced ambient PM2.5 concentrations in Central Africa by 17%. Open BB has larger 
impacts because the emissions are greater than trash and residential solid-fuel combustion and because emissions 
from open BB may be lofted to outside of the planetary boundary layer resulting in a longer atmospheric lifetime, 
which increases the likelihood that they will be transported over longer distances (Paugam et al., 2016).

3.6.  PM2.5-Attributable Mortality

The annual PM2.5-related premature mortalities attributable to emissions from all three combustion sources from 
each of the African regions and the entire continent are shown in Figure 3. Table 3 is similar to Table 2 but shows 
results for annual PM2.5-related premature mortalities, rather than changes in ambient PM2.5. Using our base-
case scenario, we find that there are 7.6 million (95% confidence interval: 5.3–9.4) annual PM2.5-attributable 
premature mortalities globally from the five causes of death explored here (see Section 2.2). Our global annual 

Figure 3.  Annual PM2.5-related mortalities attributable from all three combustion sources by each African region.
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global premature mortality estimates are similar to R. Burnett et al.  (2018) of 8.9 million 
(7.5–10.3) and Lelieveld et  al.  (2020) of 8.8 million (7.11–10.41) deaths. Of these 7.6 
million PM2.5-attributable premature deaths, we find that 203,000 (95% confidence interval: 
133,000–259,000) annual global premature mortalities are attributable to emissions from the 
combination of three combustion sources in Africa, or 10% of total global ambient PM2.5 
premature mortalities. Of the 203,000 annual mortalities attributable to these three sources, 
167,000 of these annual mortalities are within the African continent, which represents 25% of 
total PM2.5 related premature mortalities in Africa. The PM2.5-attributable premature moral-
ities from these sources represent 2% of total annual PM2.5-related premature moralities in 
North Africa, 5% in Southern Africa, 10% in East Africa, 49% in West Africa, and 10% in 
Central Africa.

Following the changes in ambient PM2.5, we found that annual PM2.5-attributable prema-
ture mortalities were mainly driven by emissions within their own region, while transported 
ambient PM2.5 to the surrounding regions resulted in fewer premature mortalities. The largest 
ambient PM2.5 emissions are in West Africa, and these led to the highest number of local 
mortalities when considering all three combustion sources, that is, 43,000 PM2.5-attributable 
mortalities per year in this region. In contrast, Central Africa also has a large number of 
annual PM2.5-attributable mortalities (35,000 mortalities per year) despite the fact that these 
three combustion sources are responsible for larger contributions to ambient PM2.5, compared 
to other regions. This is due to the larger population numbers. Further, despite contributing to 
a relatively large percent of ambient PM2.5 in Southern Africa, these three sources only cause 
9,000 annual PM2.5-attributable deaths in the region.

3.7.  PM2.5-Attributable Mortality From Trash Burning

The map of our estimates of premature mortalities attributed to trash-burning ambient PM2.5 
is shown in Figure S6 in Supporting Information S1 with results summarized in Table 3. We 
find that 11,200 premature mortalities are attributable to ambient PM2.5 from trash combus-
tion across Africa. Of the five regions, the largest number of PM2.5-attributable premature 
mortalities occurs in North Africa (∼5,000 deaths). Kodros et al. (2016) attributed 19,000 
premature adult mortalities to waste combustion PM2.5 in Africa for the year of 2010. This 
estimate is relatively close to the premature mortalities found in our study. These are a few 
differences in the emissions inventories used between the two studies and they also used a 
different concentration-response function. On the other hand, when we compared our esti-
mates to McDuffie et al. (2021) which also used CEDSGBD-MAPS, our estimates are close to 
their premature mortality estimates of 16,000 deaths. Although McDuffie et al. (2021) used 
the same inventory and GEMM concentration-response function, they attributed premature 
mortality estimates to six causes of premature death (IHD, stroke, COPD, LC, LRI, and type 
II diabetes), whereas we use five causes of death for all age groups in our estimates.

3.8.  PM2.5-Attributable Mortality From Residential Burning

We attribute 49,000 annual premature mortalities to ambient PM2.5 from residential solid-
fuel burning in Africa. The regional map of premature mortalities attributed to this source of 
ambient PM2.5 is shown in Figure S7 in Supporting Information S1. Residential combustion 
contributes to the fewest number of PM2.5-attributable mortalities in Southern Africa. On the 
other hand, residential combustion leads to the most premature mortalities in West Africa 
(21,700 mortalities per year). The relatively large population in this region contributes to 
the higher mortality estimates. The effect of population is evident between the contrast of 
Table 2 with Table 3. When residential biofuel burning was removed in West Africa PM2.5 
concentrations were only reduced by 3% within the region (second smallest of any region's 
self-effect). However, this removal led to the most premature mortalities within the source 
region of any of the five regions. The West Africa region is one of the largest populated 
regions in Africa.Ta
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3.9.  PM2.5-Attributable Mortality From Open BB

Following the effects on ambient PM2.5 concentrations, open BB contributes to the largest number of annual 
PM2.5-attributable premature mortalities (Figure S8 in Supporting Information S1, Table 3). In Africa, this source 
amounts to 106,200 annual premature mortalities, and outside of Africa, it amounts to 20,500 annual premature 
mortalities. Bauer et al. (2019) estimated that open BB leads to 43,000 annual premature deaths in Africa, which 
is lower than our findings. We found that emissions from open BB in Central Africa lead to the largest number of 
annual PM2.5-attributable mortalities within that region (31,000 in Central Africa), and contribute to the largest 
number of PM2.5-attributable premature mortalities across all of Africa (48,300 mortalities per year). Open BB 
in West Africa leads to the second largest number of annual PM2.5-attributable mortalities across the continent, 
with 18,700 in West Africa and 19,900 across all of Africa. Additionally, compared to the other regions, open BB 
in East Africa leads to the largest number of PM2.5-attributable mortalities outside of Africa (8,800 mortalities 
per year).

While previous studies have not investigated all three of these three sources in Africa directly, several studies 
have looked at similar sectors or have included one or more of these sources in health-impact assessments. 
Lacey et  al.  (2017) estimated 13,210 annual premature deaths from anthropogenic activity (including trans-
portation, household energy generation, waste burning, and home heating and cooking but not open BB) in 
Africa by implementing the Diffuse and Inefficient Combustion Emissions in Africa (DICE-Africa) (Marais & 
Wiedinmyer, 2016) and the 2010 Hemispheric Transport of Air Pollutant emissions inventories for 2006. The 
Lacey et al. (2017) study used the Integrated Exposure-Response model (IER) (R. T. Burnett et al., 2014) that 
incorporates relative risk information from ambient air pollution, second tobacco smoke, household solid fuel 
for cooking, and active smoking to estimate premature mortalities for five causes of death including IHD, stroke, 
COPD, and LC. The IER generally produces lower PM2.5-attributable mortality estimates than the GEMM func-
tion that we used in this study. Hence, these lower annual premature mortality estimates from Lacey et al. (2017) 
attributed to anthropogenic activity may be due to the use of this IER model in addition to not including BB. On 
the other hand, Bauer et al. (2019) estimated 780,000 premature deaths annually from PM2.5 from desert dust, 
all anthropogenic activity, and BB in Africa for 2016. In the terms of premature mortalities due to fossil-fuel 
combustion in Africa (not covered in our study), Vohra et al. (2021) calculated 194,000 premature mortalities 
annually in Africa due to fossil-fuel combustion from power generation, industry, ships, aircraft, ground trans-
portation, backup generators, kerosene, and oil/gas extraction for the year 2012. Marais et al. (2019) attributed 
79,000 premature deaths from exposure to ambient PM2.5 fossil fuel use from 2015 emissions in Africa. None of 
these studies are directly comparable to ours due to factors such as differences in sources investigated, emissions 
inventories, atmospheric models, and concentration-response functions. However, despite these differences, the 
estimated number of annual PM2.5-related premature mortalities provided here are similar in magnitude, support-
ing the validity of our results.

4.  Conclusion
We use the GEOS-Chem chemical-transport model to estimate the annual-average surface ambient PM2.5 concen-
trations and annual PM2.5-attributable premature mortalities from three combustion sources (trash burning, resi-
dential solid-fuel use, and open BB) across Africa for 2017. We estimate the impacts of these three combustion 
sources across five regions of Africa (as defined by the GBD), including both the impacts of emissions from 
each region to each of the African regions as well as outside of Africa. Via a set of sensitivity simulations, we 
show that these sources lead to 203,000 annual PM2.5-attributable premature mortalities globally and 167,000 
annual premature mortalities in Africa. Ambient PM2.5 from these three combustion sources leads to a substan-
tial number of premature mortalities in Africa compared to the deaths from communicable diseases, such as the 
Ebola Virus (∼11,000 deaths from 2014 to 2016) (Bell, 2016). To our knowledge there are very few health impact 
assessments in this region of the world that are focused on the three combustion sources we examined here.

Overall, the largest impact of PM2.5 emissions occurs in the region of Africa where the emissions occur. However, 
emissions from some regions have substantial impacts on neighboring regions. For example, in East Africa these 
three combustion sourced had substantial impacts on PM2.5 concentrations in Central Africa due to the predom-
inant East-West wind patterns in the tropics. Of the three sources, open BB has the largest impact on ambient 
PM2.5 and annual PM2.5-attributable premature mortalities in Africa (106,000 per year), followed by residential 
solid-fuel combustion (49,000 per year), and trash combustion (11,000 per year).
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Overall, Africa has a unique ambient air pollution profile because sources such as windblown dust and BB 
contribute strongly to PM2.5 levels and PM2.5-related mortality. Although open BB has the largest health impacts, 
this source is probably one of the most difficult of three sources to control or regulate in Africa. Trash and 
residential solid-fuel emissions may be mitigated more easily through financial investments in municipal trash 
collection programs and/or assistance programs that help finance conversions from residential solid-fuel use to 
electric stoves (as well as electrification of rural/remote African regions in general).

Conflict of Interest
The authors declare no conflicts of interest relevant to this study.

Data Availability Statement
The version of GEOS-Chem used in this manuscript can be found on Zenodo (https://doi.org/10.5281/
zenodo.3507501) and details of the meteorological and emissions inputs can be found in the manuscript. The 
latest version of the GEOS-Chem input files along with the files used for data analysis is archived on Zenodo 
(https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6611767).

References
Abera, A., Friberg, J., Isaxon, C., Jerrett, M., Malmqvist, E., Sjöström, C., et al. (2021). Air quality in Africa: Public health implications. Annual 

Review of Public Health, 42(1), 193–210. https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-publhealth-100119-113802
Aghedo, A. M., Schultz, M. G., & Rast, S. (2007). The influence of African air pollution on regional and global tropospheric ozone. Atmospheric 

Chemistry and Physics, 7(5), 1193–1212. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-1193-2007
Allen, J. G., MacNaughton, P., Satish, U., Santanam, S., Vallarino, J., & Spengler, J. D. (2016). Associations of cognitive function scores with 

carbon dioxide, ventilation, and volatile organic compound exposures in office workers: A controlled exposure study of green and conventional 
office environments. Environmental Health Perspectives, 124(6), 805–812. https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1510037

Amegah, A. K., & Agyei-Mensah, S. (2017). Urban air pollution in Sub-Saharan Africa: Time for action. Environmental Pollution, 220, 738–743. 
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.09.042

Andreae, M. O., & Merlet, P. (2001). Emission of trace gases and aerosols from biomass burning. Global Biogeochemical Cycles, 15(4), 955–966. 
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GB001382

Arku, R. E. (2015). Poverty, energy use, air pollution and health in Ghana: A spatial analysis [D.Sc.], Harvard University. Retrieved from http 
s://www.proquest.com/docview/2542366415/abstract/98433AE294F44C8DPQ/1

Arku, R. E., Vallarino, J., Dionisio, K. L., Willis, R., Choi, H., Wilson, J. G., et al. (2008). Characterizing air pollution in two low-income neigh-
borhoods in Accra, Ghana. Science of the Total Environment, 402(2), 217–231. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2008.04.042

Ayetor, G. K., Mbonigaba, I., Ampofo, J., & Sunnu, A. (2021). Investigating the state of road vehicle emissions in Africa: A case study of Ghana 
and Rwanda. Transportation Research Interdisciplinary Perspectives, 11, 100409. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trip.2021.100409

Bauer, S. E., Im, U., Mezuman, K., & Gao, C. Y. (2019). Desert Dust, industrialization, and agricultural fires: Health impacts of outdoor air 
pollution in Africa. Journal of Geophysical Research: Atmospheres, 124(7), 4104–4120. https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JD029336

Bearak, M., Moriarty, D., & Ledur, J. (2021). Africa's rising cities. Washington Post. Retrieved from https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/
interactive/2021/africa-cities/

Bell, B. P., Damon, I. K., Jernigan, D. B., Kenyon, T. A., Nichol, S. T., O’Connor, J. P., & Tappero, J. W. (2016). Overview, control strategies, 
and lessons learned in the CDC response to the 2014–2016 Ebola epidemic. MMWR Supplements, 65(3), 4–11. https://doi.org/10.15585/
mmwr.su6503a2

Bey, I., Jacob, D. J., Yantosca, R. M., Logan, J. A., Field, B. D., Fiore, A. M., et  al. (2001). Global modeling of tropospheric chemistry 
with assimilated meteorology: Model description and evaluation. Journal of Geophysical Research, 106(D19), 23073–23095. https://doi.
org/10.1029/2001JD000807

Bond, T. C., Streets, D. G., Yarber, K. F., Nelson, S. M., Woo, J. H., & Klimont, Z. (2004). A technology-based global inventory of black and 
organic carbon emissions from combustion. Journal of Geophysical Research, 109(D14), D14203. https://doi.org/10.1029/2003JD003697

Bonjour, S., Adair-Rohani, H., Wolf, J., Bruce, N. G., Mehta, S., Pruess-Ustuen, A., et al. (2013). Solid fuel use for household cooking: Country 
and regional estimates for 1980–2010. Environmental Health Perspectives, 121(7), 784–790. https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1205987

Braithwaite, I., Zhang, S., Kirkbride, J. B., Osborn, D. P. J., & Hayes, J. F. (2019). Air pollution (particulate matter) exposure and associations 
with depression, anxiety, bipolar, psychosis and suicide risk: A systematic review and meta-analysis. Environmental Health Perspectives, 
127(12), 126002. https://doi.org/10.1289/EHP4595

Burnett, R., Chen, H., Szyszkowicz, M., Fann, N., Hubbell, B., Pope, C. A., et al. (2018). Global estimates of mortality associated with long-
term exposure to outdoor fine particulate matter. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States of America, 115(38), 
9592–9597. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1803222115

Burnett, R. T., Pope, C. A., Ezzati, M., Olives, C., Lim, S. S., Mehta, S., et al. (2014). An integrated risk function for estimating the global 
burden of disease attributable to ambient fine particulate matter exposure. Environmental Health Perspectives, 122(4), 397–403. 
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1307049

Christian, T. J., Yokelson, R. J., Cardenas, B., Molina, L. T., Engling, G., & Hsu, S.-C. (2010). Trace gas and particle emissions from domestic and 
industrial biofuel use and garbage burning in central Mexico. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 10(2), 565–584. https://doi.org/10.5194/
acp-10-565-2010

Coker, E., & Kizito, S. (2018). A narrative review on the human health effects of ambient air pollution in Sub-Saharan Africa: An urgent need for 
health effects studies. International Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health, 15(3), 427. https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph15030427

Acknowledgments
This work is supported by NSF Grant 
AGS1831013. The authors acknowledge 
that this work is partially supported by the 
Department of Education under the Title 
III HBGI grant. Any opinions, findings, 
and conclusions or recommendations 
expressed in this material are those of 
the author(s) and do not necessarily 
reflect the views of the Department of 
Education.

https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3507501
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.3507501
https://doi.org/10.5281/zenodo.6611767
https://doi.org/10.1146/annurev-publhealth-100119-113802
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-7-1193-2007
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1510037
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envpol.2016.09.042
https://doi.org/10.1029/2000GB001382
https://www.proquest.com/docview/2542366415/abstract/98433AE294F44C8DPQ/1
https://www.proquest.com/docview/2542366415/abstract/98433AE294F44C8DPQ/1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2008.04.042
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.trip.2021.100409
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018JD029336
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/interactive/2021/africa-cities/
https://www.washingtonpost.com/world/interactive/2021/africa-cities/
https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.su6503a2
https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.su6503a2
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD000807
https://doi.org/10.1029/2001JD000807
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003JD003697
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1205987
https://doi.org/10.1289/EHP4595
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.1803222115
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1307049
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-565-2010
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-565-2010
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph15030427


GeoHealth

GORDON ET AL.

10.1029/2022GH000673

12 of 14

Eberhard, A., Foster, V., Briceño-Garmendia, C., Ouedraogo, F., Camos, D., & Shkaratan, M. (2008). Africa Infrastructure country diagnostic 
(AICD). Underpowered: The State of the Power Sector in Sub-Saharan Africa”, World Bank.

Elliott, C. T., Henderson, S. B., & Wan, V. (2013). Time series analysis of fine particulate matter and asthma reliever dispensations in populations 
affected by forest fires. Environmental Health, 12(1), 11. https://doi.org/10.1186/1476-069X-12-11

Fisher, S., Bellinger, D. C., Cropper, M. L., Kumar, P., Binagwaho, A., Koudenoukpo, J. B., et  al. (2021). Air pollution and development 
in Africa: Impacts on health, the economy, and human capital. The Lancet Planetary Health, 5(10), e681–e688. https://doi.org/10.1016/
S2542-5196(21)00201-1

Giglio, L., Randerson, J. T., & van der Werf, G. R. (2013). Analysis of daily, monthly, and annual burned area using the fourth-generation 
global fire emissions database (GFED4). Journal of Geophysical Research: Biogeosciences, 118(1), 317–328. https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrg.2 
0042

Girard, P. (2002). Charcoal production and use in Africa: What future? (English Ed.). Unasylva, 53(211), 30–34.
Godfrey, L., Ahmed, M. T., Gebremedhin, K. G., Katima, J. H. Y., Oelofse, S., Osibanjo, O., et al. (2019). Solid waste management in Africa: 

Governance failure or development opportunity? In Regional development in Africa. IntechOpen. https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.86974
Grande, G., Ljungman, P. L. S., Eneroth, K., Bellander, T., & Rizzuto, D. (2020). Association between cardiovascular disease and long-term 

exposure to air pollution with the risk of dementia. JAMA Neurology, 77(7), 801–809. https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2019.4914
Hammer, M. S., van Donkelaar, A., Li, C., Lyapustin, A., Sayer, A. M., Hsu, N. C., et al. (2020). Global estimates and long-term trends of 

fine particulate matter concentrations (1998–2018). Environmental Science & Technology, 54(13), 7879–7890. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.
est.0c01764

Henderson, S. B., Brauer, M., MacNab, Y. C., & Kennedy, S. M. (2011). Three measures of forest fire smoke exposure and their associations with 
respiratory and cardiovascular health outcomes in a population-based cohort. Environmental Health Perspectives, 119(9), 1266–1271. http 
s://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1002288

Holstius, D. M., Reid, C. E., Jesdale, B. M., & Morello-Frosch, R. (2012). Birth weight following pregnancy during the 2003 southern California 
wildfires. Environmental Health Perspectives, 120(9), 1340–1345. https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1104515

Hoornweg, D., & Bhada-Tata, P. (2012). What a waste: A global review of solid waste management. World Bank. Retrieved from https://open-
knowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/17388

Hsu, W. T., Liu, M. C., Hung, P. C., Chang, S. H., & Chang, M. B. (2016). PAH emissions from coal combustion and waste incineration. Journal 
of Hazardous Materials, 318, 32–40. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2016.06.038

Hussein, T., Löndahl, J., Paasonen, P., Koivisto, A. J., Petäjä, T., Hämeri, K., & Kulmala, M. (2013). Modeling regional deposited dose of submi-
cron aerosol particles. Science of the Total Environment, 458–460, 140–149. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.04.022

IEA. (2021). Tracking SDG 7: The energy progress report (2021). /Publications/2021/Jun/Tracking-SDG-7–2021. Retrieved from https://www.
irena.org/publications/2021/Jun/Tracking-SDG-7-2021

Ilango, S. D., & Shaffer, R. M. (2020). Air pollution, cardiovascular disease, and dementia. JAMA Neurology, 77(12), 1581. https://doi.org/ 
10.1001/jamaneurol.2020.4309

Jaegle, L., Quinn, P. K., Bates, T. S., Alexander, B., & Lin, J.-T. (2011). Global distribution of sea salt aerosols: New constraints from in situ and 
remote sensing observations. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 11(7), 3137–3157. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-3137-2011

Johnston, F. H., Henderson, S. B., Chen, Y., Randerson, J. T., Marlier, M., DeFries, R. S., et al. (2012). Estimated global mortality attributable to 
smoke from landscape fires. Environmental Health Perspectives, 120(5), 695–701. https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1104422

Kaiser, J. W., Heil, A., Andreae, M. O., Benedetti, A., Chubarova, N., Jones, L., et al. (2012). Biomass burning emissions estimated with a global 
fire assimilation system based on observed fire radiative power. Biogeosciences, 9(1), 527–554. https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-9-527-2012

Katoto, P. D. M. C., Byamungu, L., Brand, A. S., Mokaya, J., Strijdom, H., Goswami, N., et al. (2019). Ambient air pollution and health in 
Sub-Saharan Africa: Current evidence, perspectives and a call to action. Environmental Research, 173, 174–188. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
envres.2019.03.029

Kodros, J. K., Volckens, J., Jathar, S. H., & Pierce, J. R. (2018). Ambient particulate matter size distributions drive regional and global variability 
in particle deposition in the respiratory tract. Geohealth, 2(10), 298–312. https://doi.org/10.1029/2018GH000145

Kodros, J. K., Wiedinmyer, C., Ford, B., Cucinotta, R., Gan, R., Magzamen, S., & Pierce, J. R. (2016). Global burden of mortalities due to 
chronic exposure to ambient PM2.5 from open combustion of domestic waste. Environmental Research Letters, 11(12), 124022. https://doi.
org/10.1088/1748-9326/11/12/124022

Koster, R. D., Darmenov, A. S., & da Silva, A. M. (2015). The Quick fire emissions dataset (QFED): Documentation of versions 2.1, 2.2 and 2.4. 
(Vol. 38), Technical Report Series on Global Modeling and Data Assimilation.

Kotsyfakis, M., Zarogiannis, S. G., & Patelarou, E. (2019). The health impact of Saharan dust exposure. International Journal of Occupational 
Medicine & Environmental Health, 32(6), 749–760. https://doi.org/10.13075/ijomeh.1896.01466

Lacey, F. G., Marais, E. A., Henze, D. K., Lee, C. J., van Donkelaar, A., Martin, R. V., et al. (2017). Improving present day and future estimates 
of anthropogenic sectoral emissions and the resulting air quality impacts in Africa. Faraday Discussions, 200, 397–412. https://doi.org/10.1 
039/c7fd00011a

Leibensperger, E. M., Mickley, L. J., Jacob, D. J., Chen, W.-T., Seinfeld, J. H., Nenes, A., et al. (2012). Climatic effects of 1950–2050 changes 
in US anthropogenic aerosols – Part 1: Aerosol trends and radiative forcing. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 12(7), 3333–3348. https://
doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-3333-2012

Lelieveld, J., Pozzer, A., Pöschl, U., Fnais, M., Haines, A., & Münzel, T. (2020). Loss of life expectancy from air pollution compared to other risk 
factors: A worldwide perspective. Cardiovascular Research, 116(11), 1910–1917. https://doi.org/10.1093/cvr/cvaa025

Li, X., Cheng, T., Shi, S., Guo, H., Wu, Y., Lei, M., et al. (2021). Evaluating the impacts of burning biomass on PM2.5 regional transport under 
various emission conditions. Science of the Total Environment, 793, 148481. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.148481

Liousse, C., Assamoi, E., Criqui, P., Granier, C., & Rosset, R. (2014). Explosive growth in African combustion emissions from 2005 to 2030. 
Environmental Research Letters, 9(3), 035003. https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/9/3/035003

Londahl, J., Massling, A., Swietlicki, E., Brauner, E. V., Ketzel, M., Pagels, J., & Loft, S. (2009). Experimentally determined human respiratory tract 
deposition of airborne particles at a busy street. Environmental Science & Technology, 43(13), 4659–4664. https://doi.org/10.1021/es803029b

Marais, E. A., Silvern, R. F., Vodonos, A., Dupin, E., Bockarie, A. S., Mickley, L. J., & Schwartz, J. (2019). Air quality and health impact of 
future fossil fuel use for electricity generation and transport in Africa. Environmental Science & Technology, 53(22), 13524–13534. https://
doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.9b04958

Marais, E. A., & Wiedinmyer, C. (2016). Air quality impact of diffuse and inefficient combustion emissions in Africa (DICE-Africa). Environ-
mental Science & Technology, 50(19), 10739–10745. https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b02602

Martin, R. V., Brauer, M., van Donkelaar, A., Shaddick, G., Narain, U., & Dey, S. (2019). No one knows which city has the highest concentration 
of fine particulate matter. Atmospheric Environment: X, 3, 100040. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aeaoa.2019.100040

https://doi.org/10.1186/1476-069X-12-11
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2542-5196(21)00201-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/S2542-5196(21)00201-1
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrg.20042
https://doi.org/10.1002/jgrg.20042
https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.86974
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2019.4914
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.0c01764
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.0c01764
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1002288
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1002288
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1104515
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/17388
https://openknowledge.worldbank.org/handle/10986/17388
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jhazmat.2016.06.038
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2013.04.022
https://www.irena.org/publications/2021/Jun/Tracking-SDG-7-2021
https://www.irena.org/publications/2021/Jun/Tracking-SDG-7-2021
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2020.4309
https://doi.org/10.1001/jamaneurol.2020.4309
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-11-3137-2011
https://doi.org/10.1289/ehp.1104422
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-9-527-2012
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2019.03.029
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2019.03.029
https://doi.org/10.1029/2018GH000145
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/11/12/124022
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/11/12/124022
https://doi.org/10.13075/ijomeh.1896.01466
https://doi.org/10.1039/c7fd00011a
https://doi.org/10.1039/c7fd00011a
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-3333-2012
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-12-3333-2012
https://doi.org/10.1093/cvr/cvaa025
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2021.148481
https://doi.org/10.1088/1748-9326/9/3/035003
https://doi.org/10.1021/es803029b
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.9b04958
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.9b04958
https://doi.org/10.1021/acs.est.6b02602
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.aeaoa.2019.100040


GeoHealth

GORDON ET AL.

10.1029/2022GH000673

13 of 14

McDuffie, E. E., Martin, R. V., Spadaro, J. V., Burnett, R., Smith, S. J., O’Rourke, P., et  al. (2021). Source sector and fuel contributions 
to ambient PM2.5 and attributable mortality across multiple spatial scales. Nature Communications, 12(1), 3594. https://doi.org/10.1038/
s41467-021-23853-y

McDuffie, E. E., Smith, S. J., O’Rourke, P., Tibrewal, K., Venkataraman, C., Marais, E. A., et al. (2020). A global anthropogenic emission inven-
tory of atmospheric pollutants from sector- and fuel-specific sources (1970–2017): An application of the Community Emissions Data System 
(CEDS). Earth System Science Data, 12(4), 3413–3442. https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-12-3413-2020

Mead, M. I., Khan, M. A. H., White, I. R., Nickless, G., & Shallcross, D. E. (2008). Methyl halide emission estimates from domestic biomass 
burning in Africa. Atmospheric Environment, 42(21), 5241–5250. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2008.02.066

Murray, C. J. L., Aravkin, A. Y., Zheng, P., Abbafati, C., Abbas, K. M., Abbasi-Kangevari, M., et al. (2020). Global burden of 87 risk factors in 204 
countries and territories, 1990–2019: A systematic analysis for the global burden of disease study 2019. Lancet, 396(10258), 1223–1249. ht 
tps://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30752-2

Naeher, L. P., Brauer, M., Lipsett, M., Zelikoff, J. T., Simpson, C. D., Koenig, J. Q., & Smith, K. R. (2007). Woodsmoke health effects: A review. 
Inhalation Toxicology, 19(1), 67–106. https://doi.org/10.1080/08958370600985875

Naidja, L., Ali-Khodja, H., & Khardi, S. (2018). Sources and levels of particulate matter in North African and Sub-Saharan cities: A literature 
review. Environmental Science and Pollution Research, 25(13), 12303–12328. https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-1715-x

OECD/SWAC. (2020). Africa's urbanisation dynamics 2020: Africapolis, mapping a new urban geography. West African Studies. OECD 
Publishing.

Park, M., Joo, H. S., Lee, K., Jang, M., Kim, S. D., Kim, I., et al. (2018). Differential toxicities of fine particulate matters from various sources. 
Scientific Reports, 8(1), 17007. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-35398-0

Park, R. J., Jacob, D. J., Field, B. D., Yantosca, R. M., & Chin, M. (2004). Natural and transboundary pollution influences on sulfate-ni-
trate-ammonium aerosols in the United States: Implications for policy. Journal of Geophysical Research, 109(D15), D15204. https://doi.
org/10.1029/2003JD004473

Paugam, R., Wooster, M., Freitas, S., & Val Martin, M. (2016). A review of approaches to estimate wildfire plume injection height within large-
scale atmospheric chemical transport models. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 16(2), 907–925. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-907-2016

Peeples, L. (2020). News Feature: How air pollution threatens brain health. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences of the United States 
of America, 117(25), 13856–13860. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2008940117

Ramo, R., Roteta, E., Bistinas, I., van Wees, D., Bastarrika, A., Chuvieco, E., & van der Werf, G. R. (2021). African burned area and fire carbon 
emissions are strongly impacted by small fires undetected by coarse resolution satellite data. Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences 
of the United States of America, 118(9), e2011160118. https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2011160118

Roberts, G., Wooster, M. J., & Lagoudakis, E. (2009). Annual and diurnal African biomass burning temporal dynamics. Biogeosciences, 6(5), 
849–866. https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-6-849-2009

SEDAC, N. E. (2022). Socioeconomic data and application center (SEDAC). National Aggregate of Geospatial Data Collection (NAGDC), 
Population, Landscape, and Climate Estimates (PLAC). https://doi.org/10.7927/rht8-jv78

Solomon, A. O. (2011). The role of households in solid waste management in East Africa capital cities (Vol. 4). Wageningen Academic Publish-
ers. https://doi.org/10.3920/978-90-8686-747-9

Stefanidou, M., Athanaselis, S., & Spiliopoulou, C. (2008). Health impacts of fire smoke inhalation. Inhalation Toxicology, 20(8), 761–766. 
https://doi.org/10.1080/08958370801975311

Stoner, O., Lewis, J., Martínez, I. L., Gumy, S., Economou, T., & Adair-Rohani, H. (2021). Household cooking fuel estimates at global and coun-
try level for 1990 to 2030. Nature Communications, 12(1), 5793. https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-26036-x

United Nations, Department of Economic and Social Affairs, & Population Division. (2017). World population prospects: The 2017 revision, key 
findings and advance tables. Working Paper No. ESA/P/WP/248.

Urrutia-Pereira, M., Rizzo, L. V., Staffeld, P. L., Chong-Neto, H. J., Viegi, G., & Sole, D. (2021). Dust from the Sahara to the American continent: 
Health impacts. Allergologia et Immunopathologia, 49(4), 187–194. https://doi.org/10.15586/aei.v49i4.436

van der Werf, G. R., Randerson, J. T., Collatz, G. J., & Giglio, L. (2003). Carbon emissions from fires in tropical and subtropical ecosystems. 
Global Change Biology, 9(4), 547–562. https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2486.2003.00604.x

van der Werf, G. R., Randerson, J. T., Giglio, L., Collatz, G. J., Kasibhatla, P. S., & Arellano, A. F. (2006). Interannual variability in global biomass 
burning emissions from 1997 to 2004. Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 6(11), 3423–3441. https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-6-3423-2006

van der Werf, G. R., Randerson, J. T., Giglio, L., Collatz, G. J., Mu, M., Kasibhatla, P. S., et al. (2010). Global fire emissions and the contribution 
of deforestation, savanna, forest, agricultural, and peat fires (1997–2009). Atmospheric Chemistry and Physics, 10(23), 11707–11735. http 
s://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-11707-2010

Veras, M. M., Caldini, E. G., Dolhnikoff, M., Saldiva, N., & Nascimento Saldiva, P.  H. (2010). Air pollution and effects on reproductive- 
system functions globally with particular emphasis on the Brazilian population. Journal of Toxicology and Environmental Health-Part B- 
Critical Reviews, 13(1), 1–15. https://doi.org/10.1080/10937401003673800

Vohra, K., Vodonos, A., Schwartz, J., Marais, E. A., Sulprizio, M. P., & Mickley, L. J. (2021). Global mortality from outdoor fine particle 
pollution generated by fossil fuel combustion: Results from GEOS-Chem. Environmental Research, 195, 110754. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.
envres.2021.110754

Wang, Y., Cheng, K., Wu, W., Tian, H., Yi, P., Zhi, G., et al. (2017). Atmospheric emissions of typical toxic heavy metals from open burning of 
municipal solid waste in China. Atmospheric Environment, 152, 6–15. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2016.12.017

WHO. (2021a). An overview of particulate emissions from residential biomass combustion. Elsevier Enhanced Reader. https://doi.org/10.101 
6/j.atmosres.2017.08.027

WHO. (2021b). WHO air quality guidelines. Retrieved from https://www.c40knowledgehub.org/s/article/WHO-Air-Quality-Guidelines?lang 
uage=en_US

Wiedinmyer, C., Akagi, S. K., Yokelson, R. J., Emmons, L. K., Al-Saadi, J. A., Orlando, J. J., & Soja, A. J. (2011). The fire INventory from 
NCAR (FINN): A high resolution global model to estimate the emissions from open burning. Geoscientific Model Development, 4(3), 
625–641. https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-625-2011

Wiedinmyer, C., Yokelson, R. J., & Gullett, B. K. (2014). Global emissions of trace gases, particulate matter, and hazardous air pollutants from 
open burning of domestic waste. Environmental Science & Technology, 48(16), 9523–9530. https://doi.org/10.1021/es502250z

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-23853-y
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-23853-y
https://doi.org/10.5194/essd-12-3413-2020
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2008.02.066
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30752-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)30752-2
https://doi.org/10.1080/08958370600985875
https://doi.org/10.1007/s11356-018-1715-x
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-35398-0
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003JD004473
https://doi.org/10.1029/2003JD004473
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-16-907-2016
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2008940117
https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2011160118
https://doi.org/10.5194/bg-6-849-2009
https://doi.org/10.7927/rht8-jv78
https://doi.org/10.3920/978-90-8686-747-9
https://doi.org/10.1080/08958370801975311
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41467-021-26036-x
https://doi.org/10.15586/aei.v49i4.436
https://doi.org/10.1046/j.1365-2486.2003.00604.x
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-6-3423-2006
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-11707-2010
https://doi.org/10.5194/acp-10-11707-2010
https://doi.org/10.1080/10937401003673800
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2021.110754
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.envres.2021.110754
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosenv.2016.12.017
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2017.08.027
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.atmosres.2017.08.027
https://www.c40knowledgehub.org/s/article/WHO-Air-Quality-Guidelines?language=en_US
https://www.c40knowledgehub.org/s/article/WHO-Air-Quality-Guidelines?language=en_US
https://doi.org/10.5194/gmd-4-625-2011
https://doi.org/10.1021/es502250z


GeoHealth

GORDON ET AL.

10.1029/2022GH000673

14 of 14

World Health Organization. (2016). Burning opportunity: Clean household energy for health, sustainable development, and wellbeing of women 
and children. World Health Organization. Retrieved from https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/204717

World Health Organization. Regional Office for South-East Asia. (2006). Regional health forum (Vol. 10, No. (2)). WHO Regional Office for 
South-East Asia. Retrieved from https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/205774

Zeng, L., Offor, F., Zhan, L., Lyu, X., Liang, Z., Zhang, L., et al. (2019). Comparison of PM2.5 pollution between an African city and an Asian 
metropolis. Science of the Total Environment, 696, 134069. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134069

https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/204717
https://apps.who.int/iris/handle/10665/205774
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.scitotenv.2019.134069

	The Effects of Trash, Residential Biofuel, and Open Biomass Burning Emissions on Local and Transported PM2.5 and Its Attributed Mortality in Africa
	Abstract
	Plain Language Summary
	1. Introduction
	2. Methods
	2.1. 
          GEOS-Chem Model Configuration
	2.2. Health Impact Assessment
	2.3. Model Evaluation

	3. Results and Discussion
	3.1. Evaluation of Modeled PM2.5
	3.2. Ambient PM2.5 Impacts for All Three Combustion Sources
	3.3. Ambient PM2.5 Impacts for Trash Burning
	3.4. Ambient PM2.5 Impacts for Residential Solid-Fuel Burning
	3.5. Ambient PM2.5 Impacts for Open BB
	3.6. PM2.5-Attributable Mortality
	3.7. PM2.5-Attributable Mortality From Trash Burning
	3.8. PM2.5-Attributable Mortality From Residential Burning
	3.9. PM2.5-Attributable Mortality From Open BB

	4. Conclusion
	Conflict of Interest
	Data Availability Statement
	References


