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Fig.1 Particle size distributions for Tympanic

cavity of each diameter's Auditory tube.
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diameter of particle size
tuber ostium
(mm) 3uam Sum 10um 15um
2.5 25.4% 61.5% 13.1% 0.0%
2.0 49.1% 48.0% 2.9% 0.0%
1.0 49.8% 48.4% 1.8% 0.0%
table.1 distribution count by use of

latix particles(DOW chemical Co.)
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Fig. 2 Quantitative amount of Glucose depositioh
for each parts on physical model.
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Fig. 3 Typical diagram of aerosol flow rate

related to pressure variation.
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Fig.a4 Partial deposition efficiency.
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