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Transforming atmospheric water vapor into liquid form can be a way to supply water
to arid regions for uses such as drinking water, thermal management, and hydrogen
generation. Many current methods rely on solid sorbents that cycle between capture
and release at slow rates. We envision a radically different approach where water
is transformed and directly captured into a liquid salt solution that is suitable for
subsequent distillation or other processing using existing methods. In contrast to other
methods utilizing hydrogels as sorbents, we do not store water within hydrogels—we
use them as a transport medium. Inspired by nature, we capture atmospheric water
through a hydrogel membrane “skin” at an extraordinarily high rate of 5.50 kgm-2 d-1

at a low humidity of 35%. and up to 16.9 kgm-2 d-1 at higher humidities. For a
drinking-water application, calculated performance of a hypothetical one-square-meter
device shows that water could be supplied to two to three people in arid environments.
This work is a significant step toward providing new resources and possibilities to
water-scarce regions.

hydrogel | atmospheric water harvesting | convection-limited | water | membrane

With progressive growth of arid areas due to global climate change (1), there is an
increasingly dire need for liquid water in water-scarce regions. Water scarcity is a serious
global problem that is projected to worsen significantly in the coming decades (2). From a
2016 article (3), around two-thirds of the global population were living under conditions
of severe water scarcity for at least onemonth of the year. In particular, in the southwestern
US, water levels are the lowest in 1,200 y (4). Furthermore, inadequately sanitized water
sources have led to the spread of diseases such as cholera and typhoid fever, among other
water-borne illnesses (5). Thus, technologies that can obtain clean water from alternative
water resources are urgently needed.While advances in desalination are highly promising,
such technologies cannot be applied to arid regions with limited surface water resources
(3, 6, 7). Atmospheric water harvesting (AWH) is an emerging set of approaches to
source water from the ambient air as the atmosphere contains 12.9 trillion tons of fresh
water, approximately equivalent to 10% of the water in all of the lakes on Earth (8). Arid
regions, like much of the southwestern US, are characterized by high temperatures, low
rainfall, and low relative humidities. However, existing AWH approaches have low yields
and diminishing returns at relative humidities (RH) below 30% (9). In fact, in a recent
study (9), Lord et al. determined that if a particular humidity-dependent benchmark
in drinking-water harvesting performance (green curve in Fig. 1A, Eq. 10) could be
achieved, water could be provided to over one billion people in need, relying entirely on
solar power. Yet, no existing current AWHdevice or approach (orange squares and circles
in Fig. 1A) comes close to this benchmark. Other uses for atmospherically sourced liquid
water include thermal management applications where the high-latent heat of liquid
water can be a useful way to dissipate high heat fluxes (10) such as for data centers with
high water usage. Clean hydrogen production can also be produced via water electrolysis
sourced from the atmosphere (11). Thus, whether for drinking water or other uses, there
is a need to capture atmospheric water into liquid form rapidly.

Atmospheric water harvesting approaches can be broadly divided into two categories:
fog collection and vapor condensation (12). The former requires humidities around
100% (6, 13, 14) and geometric structures to gather droplets from airflow or gravity
(15, 16) whereas the latter involves condensing ambient water vapor physically using a
sorbent material or thermally by cooling below the dew point (17–19). Since the dew
point could be below the freezing point at very low humidities, thermal techniques
would be challenging to implement in arid regions. Thermal techniques also require
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Fig. 1. Our bioinspired water capture and storage concept. (A) Lord et al. modeled the required performance of hypothetical AWH devices that would satisfy
the demand of safely managed drinking water (SMDW) for 1 billion people (green line; Eq. 10) (9); however, none of the existing solar-based AWH state-of-
the-art research (24–27) or commercial devices (28) provide this level of performance, especially if operating in an arid area, such as Las Vegas. (B) Current
sorbent-based AWH devices use a single monolithic material that can either capture/store or release water at a given time. (C) Here, we develop and present
a fast, hydrogel membrane-based capture and storage approach that can be combined with previously demonstrated water release technologies (31–38).
(D) The potential uses for captured include distillation for drinking water and electrolysis to generate hydrogen. We envision AWH devices with segregated,
multimaterial architectures that can capture, store, and release separately and at the same time. These segregated architectures are bioinspired by (E) tree
frogs and Tillandsia “airplants” (29, 30). The rate of water capture is controlled by a mass-transfer process we model using a (F ) circuit analogy with a convective
resistance in the ambient air (Rvap), a permeation resistance (Rgel), and a convective resistance in the liquid solution (Rsol).

significant electrical energy input; however, recent radiative
cooling techniques have been demonstrated (20–23) that could
enable passive, thermal water harvesting. We focus on passive,
athermal vapor condensation that does not require electrical
energy input, relying solely on a chemical potential difference
to attract water.

Passive vapor-condensation of atmospherically sourced drink-
ing water broadly involves three processes: capture, storage,
and release. Water vapor is first captured from the ambient
environment is stored within a sorbent material. In solid sorbents,
the water is inaccessible until it is released. This release requires
substantial thermal energy (20). As such, current devices utilize
solar energy for the release stage, tapping into a free, abundant,
and sustainable energy resource for passive operation. Since it is
often desirable to utilize solar power for release, the relevant

figure of merit is a water mass flux, j, representing the rate
of water moving per unit solar collection footprint. We can
describe a flux for capture/storage as well as for release—the
harvesting flux would be the minimum of these two. The
capture/storage flux, jcapture(RH), is dependent on ambient
temperature and relative humidity as this sets the chemical-
potential driving force into a sorbent/desiccant whereas the
release flux, jrelease(q00

solar), should be dependent on temperature
and solar irradiation, q00

solar. For non-drinking-water applications,
such as electrolysis for hydrogen generation (Fig. 1D), release
may or may not be necessary (subsequent processing could
occur directly from salt solution). In any case, capture and
transformation of atmospheric water vapor at low humidities
into liquid form is the primary challenge and the focus of this
work.

2 of 12 https://doi.org/10.1073/pnas.2321429121 pnas.org
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Benchmarks and Theoretical Limits. There are useful bench-
marks and theoretical limits to understand how effective a given
AWH approach is. For drinking water, Lord et al. (9) (shown as
the green curve in Fig. 1A and plotted globally in SI Appendix,
Fig. S28) modeled the required performance of a solar-powered,
passive AWH approach to provide safely managed drinking
water to 1 billion people in varied environmental conditions
(RH). However, among the studies we could obtain fluxes for at
known humidities, current devices produce only 0.77 kgm-2 d-1
to 2.89 kgm-2 d-1 (Fig. 1A) (24–27), which are far below the
benchmarked requirements, in relatively high RH conditions
of 65% to 80% that are hardly representative of the arid
climates that urgently require AWH. A commercial device, with
performance figures at a wider range of RH conditions, produces
similar fluxes at comparable conditions and lower fluxes in arid
conditions (28).

We can also understand the low yield of existing AWH devices
based on the mismatch in solar-powered AWH fluxes and solar-
powered distillation fluxes. Solar-powered distillation techniques
(31–38), which have had a surge of interest in the past decade, are
a passivemeans to desalinate water from a salty liquid source (e.g.,
oceans). These techniques are not as applicable in arid regions
since a body of water is required to distill from. However, both
solar-powered distillation and existing solar-powered AWH rely
on the principle of utilizing solar thermal energy to evaporate
and release water with subsequent condensation. Thus, solar
distillation provides a useful benchmark to understand the limits
of current AWH devices. Solar-powered distillation techniques
that utilize localized heating have demonstrated fluxes more than
3.64 kgm-2 h-1 when fully irradiated by the sun (36–38).

Due to the large differences in flux between current AWH
devices and the benchmarked/theoretical limits (Figs. 1 and 5),
we believe that current devices are limited by their operational
principles and device architectures that do not facilitate high
throughput. Current devices utilize a single monolithic, multi-
functional sorbent material needing to be cycled between capture
and release stages. This single sorbent—whether it be carbon-
based sorbents (39–41), deliquescent salts (42–44), a metal
organic framework (45–49), zeolite (13, 26), hydrogel (50–54),
or liquid desiccant (24, 25)—has to capture, store, and release
water all within itself. A common benchmark of sorbents is
their water uptake, which quantifies their storage potential—
a thermodynamic (equilibrium) property. Less discussed in
the literature is the absorption/desorption speed of sorbents
(transport/kinetics), which quantify the rates of capture and
release. Some work by Legrand et al. have revealed, through
an experimentally validated mass and energy transfer model, that
certain key parameters such as sorbent thickness and porosity
can affect adsorption speed significantly (55, 56). In any case,
optimizing a single sorbentmaterial to capture and release rapidly,
as well as store a large amount, presents substantialmaterial design
and synthesis challenges. Furthermore, as this single material can
only either perform capture/storage or release at any given time,
it must be cycled, limiting the time window to capture and store as
much water from the air per day (Fig. 1B). Additionally, water that
is stored within solid sorbents is inaccessible and unusable until it
is released, precluding the incorporation of highly effective solar
distillation techniques that can only be used in the presence of
salty liquid solutions. Thus, rather than improving upon existing
single-sorbent approaches, we sought a complete redesign of the
operation of AWHdevices that uses multiple materials. In partic-
ular, we looked for ways to decouple the transport/kinetics from
equilibrium storage behaviors using nonmonolithic, segregated

materials that can be separately optimized to achieve higher capture
fluxes.

Bioinspired Architecture. As opposed to the monolithic, single-
material sorbent-based approaches, we consider a multimaterial
approach where the capture and storage are segregated into
separately optimizedmaterials: a hydrogel as a transport medium,
and a liquid desiccant as a storage medium. Our approach is
inspired by nature where soft membranes [e.g., a tree frog’s
skin (29) or a cuticle of a Tillandsia airplant (30); Fig. 1E]
can continuously capture water from the air for hydration (57).
These membranes that surround the extracellular fluid act as a
protective barrier to the organism, are permeable to water, and
facilitate transport of water (58). Meanwhile, the extracellular
fluid that the membrane encases stores the water necessary for
proper hydration and survival (59). It also serves as a chemical
potential sink creating the driving force to draw water from the
air through the skin/cuticle into the fluid (capture). As long as
the chemical potential of the extracellular fluid is lower than
that of the ambient water vapor, the organism will hydrate
from the air. In our approach, we mimic this natural design
of transport–storage segregation by having a separate transport-
optimized capture membrane and a liquid desiccant to provide
the chemical potential driving force and liquid storage (Fig. 1C ).

Using the bioinspired material segregation principle, we
envision a vertically integrated, stacked design where a release
mechanism on the Top and a capture membrane on the Bottom
surround an interstitial storage basin of liquid desiccant (Figs. 1C
and 4 A and B). By segregating the location of capture/
storage from release/processing, we can incorporate completely
different, separately optimized, and independent processes for
capture/storage versus release. For instance, for drinking-water
applications, having the liquid desiccant (ionic solution) above
the membrane can allow the incorporation of proven, high-
yield solar distillation/desalination techniques that would oth-
erwise not be compatible with AWH. These solar desalination
techniques (31–38) were not originally designed for inland
arid regions given the lack of bodies of water. However, with
an atmospheric water capture approach that provides a salty
liquid solution, a “hidden ocean” can now be provided for
these desalination techniques for use inland. Since the highest-
performing distillation techniques report water fluxes as high as
3.64 kgm-2 h-1 under full irradiation (36–38), our goal was to
capture water at rates that match or exceed these solar distillation
rates; thus, device operation would be limited by available solar
power and not capture rate.

Recognizing this need, we focus on attaining the highest
capture/storage water fluxes through our material-segregated
architecture. In our capture/storage approach, water vapor
condenses and permeates through a transport-optimized hydrogel
membrane into a liquid desiccant. This desiccant is a saturated
lithium bromide (LiBr) salt solution, as its equilibrium relative
humidity is around 6% to 8% for typical ambient temperatures
(60) (SI Appendix, section 1A). Thus, a saturated LiBr solution
will be able to capture water vapor from the ambient down to this
low humidity range of <10%, which is lower than other strong
desiccant salts such as lithium chloride and sodium hydroxide.
LiBr solution also has extremely high uptake that is comparable
to the leading hydrogel-based sorbents (52, 61) as we have
calculated (SI Appendix, section 9 and Fig. S10). Biofouling is
often a concern withmembranes; however, the extreme salinity of
saturated LiBr solution would most certainly prevent microbial
growth (62). Also, lithium is a known microbe inhibitor (63);
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thus, it is reasonable to assume that biofouling is not an issue
as we apply the highest possible concentration of lithium in the
liquid desiccant.

Beneath this solution, we use a hydrogel membrane “skin” to
condense and permeate water to the solution from the ambient.
We emphasize that this hydrogel membrane, in vast contrast
to other hydrogel-based AWH techniques (54, 61, 64–66),
does not store water—it simply acts as a transport medium.
Thus, water uptake characterizations of our gel membrane are
somewhat irrelevant to the water capture performance since the
liquid desiccant is providing all of the storage. In any case, we
provide water absorption/uptake characterizations of our gel and
liquid desiccant (SI Appendix, Figs. S10 and S18) and water
uptakes (kg/kg) are comparable to the leading solid sorbents in
the literature (52, 61, 67). We use a polyacrylamide hydrogel
membrane as we are able to tune its properties to provide several
benefits. The hydrogel, being permeable to the solution through
its nanoporous polymer network (68), serves as an extension of
the liquid desiccant by bringing it in contact to the ambient
air. A thorough material characterization of hydrogel properties
is included in SI Appendix, section 1B. The hydrogel is also a
solid material providing protection from particulate matter with
mechanical properties that we tuned to provide flexibility and
strength. The high strength of the membrane allows for a large
quantity of liquid desiccant to be stored above it with an extremely
thin membrane (0.03mm to 0.7mm) to optimize transport.
Additionally, another motivating factor for using a membrane
is that it acts as a physical barrier to the liquid desiccant. The
membrane is porous at the polymer mesh scale of around 2.8 nm
(detailed calculation is shown in SI Appendix, section 1C), which
can block any dust or physical contaminants and enhance the
lifetime of the liquid desiccant. As shown in Fig. 1C , water vapor
flows from the ambient to the gel–air interface in the direction
of lower vapor pressure, then through the hydrogel membrane
into the solution chamber. For a drinking water application, we
envision that water would be subsequently released from this
solution through localized heating, followed by condensation
into fresh liquid water. Distiller design would need to incorporate
thermal separation between evaporator and condenser sections as
we have demonstrated that distillation of saturated LiBr solution
is possible in a compact device (SI Appendix, Fig. S30). For
a hydrogen generation application, we envision that electrodes
placed directly in the solution would allow for electrolytic water
splitting for hydrogen generation. In any case, we focus on the
capture and storage since subsequent distillation/processing are
highly application-specific. Device operation would not be cycled
in the typical fashion with monolithic sorbents as capture/storage
and release/processing can be occurring independently and simul-
taneously. We note that the material selection of polyacrylamide
hydrogels with lithium salts is not novel to this work as others have
employed these materials as sorbents (storage) (54). However, we
are innovating from an operational design and device architecture
standpoint in that polyacrylamide hydrogels are used as transport
media while lithium bromide is used separately as storage—we
do not use hydrogels for storage.

Reducing Mass Transfer Resistances. To analyze and develop a
fast capture and storage technique, we use an electrical circuit
analogy to understand water transport. As shown in Fig. 1F,
the mass flow of water, ṁ (kg d-1), is analogous to the electrical
current. The driving force “voltage” can be represented by the
difference in relative humidities between the ambient and the
liquid desiccant solution,RHamb�RHsol. Finally, the overall flow

“resistance” is composed of three resistors in series: a convection
resistance in the vapor phase, Rvap, a liquid diffusion resistance
within the gel membrane, Rgel, and a convection resistance in the
liquid solution phase Rsol. Thus, to maximize the rate of water
capture and storage, the “voltage” difference of RHamb � RHsol
should be maximized by ensuring the solution is as saturated
with LiBr as possible to lower RHsol, and the “resistance” of
Rvap + Rgel + Rsol should be as small as possible. To do so, we
focused our efforts to model these resistances and determine ways
to minimize them.

We can directly calculate the convection resistance in the vapor
resistance using the Blasius solution for flow over a flat plate (69)
(SI Appendix, section 2). The result is that the water flux is
proportional to the square root of the velocity of crossflowing air,
U , and the difference in relative humidity between the ambient
and the gel–air interfacial surface, RHamb �RHsurf, as described
by the following circuit equation:

j =
ṁ
A

=
0.664D2/3

w,aMH2OPsat⇢
1/6
air

�1/6
air RT

r
U
W

| {z }
1/(RvapA)

(RHamb � RHsurf)| {z }
“voltage” difference

between ambient and surface.

[1]

Here, A is the surface area of the gel membrane, Dw,a is the
binarymolecular diffusion coefficient of water vapor in air,MH2O
is the molar mass of water, Psat is the saturation pressure of water,
�air is the dynamic viscosity of air, ⇢air is the density of air, W
is the width of the membrane along the direction of air flow
(38mm for our prototype), R is the molar gas constant, and T is
the absolute temperature. The convection resistance is

Rvap =
�1/6
air RT

0.664D2/3
w,aMH2OPsat⇢

1/6
air| {z }

set by ambient environment

r
W
U

1
A
. [2]

To minimize Rvap and maximize mass transfer, the air in the
immediate vicinity of themembrane should be as close to ambient
humidity as possible. Since, from boundary layer theory, the
boundary layer thickness is proportional to

p
W /U , the result

indicates that the convection resistance is proportional to the
boundary layer thickness. Therefore, placing a membrane in a
windy location or using forced convection to minimize boundary
layer thickness should increase water capture rate. For scaled-
up designs, we envision that membrane length, W , be as short
as possible to maintain thin boundary layers, which could be
achieved by creating wide, linear devices or staggered devices
that refresh the boundary layers (SI Appendix, Fig. S2). For this
analysis, we assume laminar flow and apply laminar flow in indoor
lab experiments (SI Appendix, section 1D) for stronger validation.
However, the same principles of thin boundary layers enhancing
water capture also hold for turbulent flow, which could apply in
real, outdoor systems.

We note that this convection resistance would be present
in any atmospheric water harvesting device that uses vapor
condensation. This is because water vapor, ultimately, is sourced
from the air and would need to convect to some surface of an
AWH device to be captured. Thus, the fastest possible AWH
device is one where all subsequent resistances after Rvap are
negligible. As a goal of our study, we seek to develop a capture
membrane with a resistance, Rgel, that is at least an order of
magnitude smaller than Rvap so as to be negligible.
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To develop a membrane of negligible resistance, we can
first derive an expression for Rgel to understand how material
design parameters affect the transport behavior. Here, we build
upon our previous work on the mechanical stiffness, hydraulic
permeability, and relative-humidity dependencies of crosslinked
hydrogels (68, 70) that is based on semidilute polymer theory
(71). Hydrogels are a nanoporous mesh composed of crosslinked
polymer strands where the “pores” are the spacing between the
strands, which can be described as the mesh size, ⇠. Through any
porousmedium, themass flow of water is dictated byDarcy’s law:

j = �⇢l

�l

rP, [3]

where ⇢l is the density of liquid water,  is the hydraulic
permeability, �l is the dynamic viscosity of liquid water, and rP
is pressure gradient (⇡ ��P/L, where L is the thickness of the
membrane). As hydrogels are poroelastic materials, the stiffness
of a hydrogel (bulk modulus), K , is related to the changes in
pressure and volume such that K = VdP/dV (70). Defining a
filling fraction, s ⌘ V /Vwet, as the volume of a hydrogel over
its wet-state, 100%-RH volume, we can express the change in
pressure as

dP =
K
V
dV =

K
s
ds. [4]

Here, s can approach zero for highly deswollen gels and be
equal to unity when equilibrated in pure water. In terms of this
filling fraction, Darcy’s law can be expressed as

j = �⇢l
K
�ls

rs, [5]

where rs ⇡ ��s/L is the gradient in filling fraction such that
water moves from regions of high filling fraction to low filling
fraction. We also note that K /�l is known as the poroelastic
diffusion coefficient (72, 73), which describes the diffusion rate
of water through poroelastic media. In our previous study (70),
we established that the filling fraction is a function of relative
humidity, s(RH) (related to the water uptake isotherm), which
can be experimentally measured using a vapor sorption analyzer
(SI Appendix, section 5 and Fig. S18). Expressing the gradient of
filling fraction in terms of the dependence on humidity results in
the following circuit equation for water flow “current:”

j =
ṁ
A

= ⇢l
K
�lsL

ds
dRH| {z }

1/(RgelA)

(RHsurf � RHsol)| {z }
“voltage” difference

between surface and solution

. [6]

Thus, the corresponding resistance within the gel membrane,
Rgel, is

Rgel =
�lsL
⇢lKA

dRH
ds

. [7]

This equation, however, relies on properties that change
depending on the humidity. That is, stiffness, K , permeability,
, and thickness, L, would change with filling fraction, s(RH),
which is a function of humidity. As we investigated in detail
previously (68), the permeability scales as  = wets2, where wet
is the experimentally measurable wet-state value. In addition, the
stiffness scales asK = Kwets�9/4, whereKwet is the experimentally
measurable wet-state bulk modulus (70). Finally, it can be
shown that for a deswollen hydrogel with a Poisson ratio of 1/3
(74–76), the thickness of the gel membrane when constrained

to constant area, A, is L = Lwets4/3 (SI Appendix, section 3 and
Fig. S11). All other parameters do not change with the humidity.
Thus, incorporating all of the humidity dependencies into our
expression of gel resistance Eq. 7,

Rgel =
�l

wetKwet

Lwet
⇢lA

s31/12
dRH
ds

. [8]

From Eq. 8, we can see that the wet-state permeability and
stiffness should be maximized while the thickness should be
minimized. Furthermore, highly deswellable gels, such that s is
very small at operating conditions, would also minimize Rgel due
to the s31/12 factor. Note that in our expression for Rgel, we are
assuming uniform properties within the gel membrane. This is
valid as long as a poroelastic Peclet number is less than unity,
which we justify in SI Appendix, section 4. We also reemphasize
that the gel membrane does not act as a storage medium; thus,
water uptake of the gel itself is not important in determining
the storage performance—instead, storage is provided by the
desiccant solution, which has similar uptake to the leading
hydrogel-based sorbents (52, 61) (SI Appendix, section 9 and
Fig. S10). Here, we use the filling fraction s as a convenient gel
property to describe its thermodynamic state and not as a water
capture performance metric.

Based on our analysis of mass-transfer resistances of the
gel, we sought to synthesize hydrogels with minimized filling
fraction, s. Compared to a type-I sorbent, type-II and type-III
sorbents have much lower filling fraction at typical ambient
humidity conditions (SI Appendix, Fig. S19) (77). Thus, we
used polyacrylamide hydrogels as they are known to have very
strong type-II isotherm behavior (78) with small s at low RH
as we experimentally verified previously (70) and for the current
work (SI Appendix, Fig. S18). To create thin, 0.03mm gels, we
strengthened the hydrogel using insights gained from a recent
study on highly entangled polymer networks with minimal
crosslinker (79) (SI Appendix, section 1B). According to their
analysis, hydrogels in which entanglement greatly outnumbers
crosslinking have significantly higher toughness, strength, and
fatigue resistance, compared to traditional crosslinking-dominant
hydrogels.

Our gels had a wet-state bulk modulus, Kwet = 27.6±0.2 kPa
and a maximum strain of ⇠160% to 200%. The thickness of the
gel membranes, when constrained to a fixed area and subjected to
the saturated LiBr environment is around L = 0.03mm. These
membranes can withstand the compressive stress associated with
⇠10 cm liquid desiccant above it, equivalent to ⇢gh = 1.4 kPa,
which is much smaller than the compressive strength of the
material. Since the membranes are supported by a metal mesh
(opening size ⇠ 0.1mm), the weight of the liquid can actually
cause the gel to deform and bulge out slightly. Using a Young–
Laplace stress analysis and applying the tensile strength of 36 kPa,
we found that the theoretical maximum height of the liquid
before gel failure is around 3m, corresponding to 1500 kgm-2 of
water storage. The hydraulic permeability of the gels was mea-
sured using a custom flow cell (68) to be wet = 7.2⇥10�18 m2.
With full experimental characterization of our synthesized gels,
we were able to directly determine the gel resistance to be
Rgel = 0.21 ⇥ 106 s/kg�1 using Eq. 8. Compared to the vapor
resistance of Rvap = 1.84 ⇥ 106 s/kg�1, assuming an ambient
temperature of 23 �C and cross-flow velocity of 0.3ms�1,Rgel was
approximately an order of magnitude lower than Rvapor. Thus,
we hypothesize our gel membranes to have negligible resistance.
Furthermore, we calculated the resistance in the solution phase
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to be Rsol = 0.093 ⇥ 106 s/kg�1. This resistance is low due
to the Rayleigh–Bénard mixing that occurs from lower-density,
lower-salt-concentration liquid at the gel–solution interface (a
calculation of Rsol is in SI Appendix, section 7). Since Rsol is
lower than Rvap by at least one order of magnitude, it is also
negligible. From kinetic theory of gases, the resistance due to
condensation is also negligible as it is 3 to 4 orders of magnitude
smaller than the vapor transfer resistance according to Hertz-
Knudsen or Schrage theory. Therefore, the mass transfer in
the capture/storage stage should be vapor-convection-limited—
neither gel-diffusion-limited nor solution-convection-limited—
where ṁ ⇡ (RHamb �RHsol)/Rvap since Rgel ⌧ Rvap. Modeled
convection-limited water capture/storage fluxes at ⇡ 23 �C (lab
conditions) at different air velocities and humidities are shown
in SI Appendix, Fig. S12. We also note that the heat generated
by the condensation, jhfg, is primarily dissipated through the gel
and into the solution above it. Applying a Globe and Dropkin
natural convection correlation, we calculate that the temperature
excursion at the gel–air interface is around 1 degree, which is
unlikely to significantly affect chemical driving forces.

Results

To demonstrate our capture and storage approach, we performed
a variety of experiments both indoor and outdoor.

Indoor Lab Testing of Convection-Limited Capture/Storage.
To test our expectation of convection-limited behavior, we
performed 12 independent indoor capture/storage tests under
varied conditions with crossflowing air speeds from 0.3m s-1
to 0.9m s-1 and humidities from 10% to 60% (SI Appendix,
section 1E; plotted experimental results in Fig. 2C ). To facilitate
analysis and comparison with established fluid dynamic models,
we designed a wind tunnel to provide laminar flow (SI Appendix,
section 1D). With negligible gel resistance, the mass flow rate
is ṁ ⇡ (RHamb � RHsol)/Rvap, where Rvap can be determined

ab initio to predict flow rate (dotted lines in Fig. 2C ) according
to Eq. 1, where RHsurf = RHsol. The change of the liquid
desiccant volume, �V , was determined by photography and
image processing. This volume change was converted into
captured/stored water mass, mcapture (SI Appendix, section 1I).
Comparing experimental capture/storage rates with predicted
rates fromBlasius’ exact solution for convective flow (SIAppendix,
section 2), we found a remarkably close agreement between the
results with no fitting, confirming convection-limited behavior.
As illustrated in the plots, water capture/storage rate increased
linearly with ambient relative humidity. Additionally, the rate
increased with the square root of wind speed,

p
U , as expected

fromEq. 1. Further enhancement could be provided by turbulent
air flow as the boundary layer would become very thin. All
tests were performed with 0.1% crosslinking; however, tests
with double and half this amount of crosslinking showed no
significant change in capture behavior indicating that hydrogel
performance is not very sensitive to filling fraction as long as it
is low (SI Appendix, section 1F). The close agreement between
theoretically predicted flux and experimentally measured flux
confirms our hypothesis that the synthesized hydrogels have
negligible resistance and that the system is convection-limited.

Outdoor Water Capture/Storage. To demonstrate the potential
of our AWH approach in an arid environment, we performed
outdoor capture/storage tests locally in Las Vegas (lowest-rainfall
metropolitan area in the United States), where the ambient
humidity ranges from 20% to 40% in late November. Each
outdoor test ran for at least 24 h continuously, and both ambient
temperature and humidity changes were recorded as shown in
Fig. 3C andD. We compared our sensor readings of temperature
and humidity, which had been calibrated indoors with known
salt solutions, with a nearby weather station (KLAS) with publicly
available data obtained viaWolframMathematica (80) and found
good agreement (SI Appendix, Fig. S14). Relying only on natural
wind to flow across the gel membrane, we measured an average

A

B C

Fig. 2. Lab-controlled water capture/storage
tests confirm near-convection-limited perfor-
mance. (A) A scheme of indoor capture/storage
testing. Dry air is first humidified to a desired RH
level using PID control. Humidified air with 10%
to 60% RH flows into the 3D-printed wind tunnel,
located underneath a gel membrane in contact
with the liquid desiccant solution above it. (B) A
clear volume change of the solution at a steady
rate (57%, 0.9ms-1, 75min) is shown (Movie
S1). (C) Across 12 individual indoor vapor cap-
ture/storage tests with varied humidities andwind
speeds, all data points collapse along predicted
capture/storage rates (dashed lines) within the
range of uncertainties in velocity (±0.07ms-1 (1
SD); semitransparent areas). Error bars represent
1 SD. The results confirm that the water capture
and storage system is operating with convection-
limited behavior and that mass transfer resis-
tance through the gel can be neglected.
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A B

C D
Fig. 3. Outdoor water capture/storage tests
demonstrated high water capture and storage in
Las Vegas—the driest city in the United States.
(A) Outdoor capture/storage testing with a 50mm
diameter fan (generated an e�ective 0.33ms-1
wind speed) resulted in (B) 5.50 kgm-2 d-1 over
a 24h period in late November of 2022. Only
relying on natural wind without a fan resulted in
1.99 kgm-2 d-1. Throughout the testing periods,
temperature and humidity varied as shown in (C
and D).

capture/storage rate of 1.99 kg m�2d�1 at an average RH of
25% over a 24-h period (Fig. 3B, red). We note that positive
water capture/storage was recorded even as the humidity dipped
below 10% (Fig. 3C ), demonstrating water capture/storage at
the lowest relative humidities compared to other approaches
(Fig. 1A). Based on the insight gained from Eq. 2, where mass
transfer is inversely proportional to the boundary layer thickness,
we incorporated a small 1.4W fan to apply forced convection over
the membrane—combined with the natural wind that day, this
effectively provided a wind speed of approximately 0.33ms�1.
(Fig. 3A). The water capture and storage yield increased to
5.50 kg m�2d�1 at 35%, representing the highest water yield
for any AWH approach at any humidity(24–28). We note that,
for the nearby KLAS station weather data, the average wind
speed during the 24 h period of both outdoor experiments were
1.24m/s and 1.47m/s, respectively, leading to theoretical water
capture fluxes as 3.59 kg/m2/d and 6.11 kg/m2/d. It is reasonable
that the experimentally measured fluxes are lower than theoretical
values since theweather station data were collected at the standard
10m elevation while the wind to our device was not elevated.
We also note that the purpose of adding a fan was simply to
demonstrate that water transport is limited by the amount of air
convected across the gel.

Releasability Tests.Demonstrating rapid capture/storage rates
in our segregated architecture is the main goal of this study
as a multitude of release methods could be used [including
nonthermal, electrochemical techniques (81)]. Nonetheless, we
also sought to demonstrate that the captured/stored water is
releasable in order to show that our approach is a viable pathway
toward atmospheric water harvesting. We performed additional
tests to show that the distillation process can occur under the
power of sunlight. We also performed limited water quality
testing to demonstrate that the captured water can be distilled
with trace amounts of lithium and bromide as shown in SI
Appendix, section 1J. Potable water could be possible with
subsequent mineralization.
Solar evaporation with simultaneous capture. To demonstrate
that solar evaporation can be incorporated easily into the device
architecture, we developed our own release membrane (carbon-

impregnated hydrogel, SI Appendix, section 1B) to absorb and
localize solar heat. We placed this membrane on Top of the LiBr
solution (Fig. 4C ). Using a Class-AAA solar simulator (Ossila)
to apply 1 sun of irradiation (1 kWm�2) directly over the device
provided a mechanism for release while a capture membrane
(same as aforementioned capture/storage experiments) and a
fan to force ambient air flow was used to capture water from
beneath. Further details of the setup are described in SI Appendix,
section 1H. The fan-powered capture and solar-driven release
functions could be independently turned on and off. The first
test (Fig. 4 D, Top) individually tested capture and subsequent
release. As expected, the liquid level raised during capture (fan
on, solar simulator off) and the liquid level decreased during
release (fan off, solar simulator on). The capture water flux,
jcapture, and the release water flux, jrelease, of the setup were
comparable (blue and red regions in Fig. 4 D, Top). As such,
when capture and release were operated simultaneously in a
subsequent test (fan on, solar simulator on), the volume of the
solution in the chamber remained approximately constant (green
region in Fig. 4 D, Bottom). Therefore, these results demonstrate
that our approach can simultaneously capture and release water
as these processes occur independently of one another in a
vertically integrated architecture. Additionally, by calculating the
actual water capture flux based on reduced chamber dimensions
(details in SI Appendix, section 1H), the device successfully
captured ambient water at a rate of around 1.42 kg/m2/d at
30% RH, which exceeds the fluxes of state-of-the-art research or
commercial devices (24–28).

To further demonstrate that distillation can occur outdoor
under the power of sunlight, we utilized a consumer-grade solar
water boiler (SolarKettle) mounted on a tracker and set it up on
a rooftop (SI Appendix, Fig. S29). We verified that temperatures
inside the solar water boiler reached the boiling point of saturated
LiBr solution around ⇠140 �C. We also verified that a water
mass loss occurs due to evaporation. Using the footprint area
of the solar kettle, we determined that 1.9 kg m�2d�1 could
be released. In a similar outdoor environment, we captured and
stored 2.0 kgm�2d�1. Thus, our results demonstrate that around
2 kg m�2d�1 could be harvested at around 25% humidity on a
fall day after the equinox (lower solar potential). However, we
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A

C D

B

Fig. 4. Envisioned atmospheric water harvesting technology. (A and B) We envision our capture and storage approach can be coupled with varied release
technologies, such as single-stage distillation process (31–38) or a thermodynamically limited distillation device, constitutes a complete AWH system where
the harvesting rate is the minimum of capture/storage and release rates. With some verified technologies already approaching the solar limit (36–38), our fast
capture/storage approach is an important component that can enable solar-limited AWH. (C) The scheme of the in-lab solar-driven evaporation test on our
capture and release setup (Photo of the setup is shown in SI Appendix). (D) Experimental results demonstrated that our refined AWH device was capable of
simultaneous water capture and release (Movies S2 and S3).

emphasize that further improvement, to both capture/storage and
release, is definitely possible with better solar collection design,
and heat and mass transfer optimizations.

Discussion

Both lab and outdoor test results confirm that, through our
bioinspired design, water can be captured and stored in liquid
salt solution at relative humidities as low as ⇠10% and at
rates that are close to the solar limit of water release at higher
humidities. Faster rates can be achieved at higher humidities,
and we have recorded as high as 16.9 kg/m2/d at 57% RH,
which is a flux that far exceeds the state of the art (24–28) as
shown in Fig. 5B, gray points. Faster rates can also be achieved
with more convection. Using weather data for 2021 in Las
Vegas, wemodeled the performance of our AWHcapture/storage
device using our experimentally verified Eq. 1. Relying only on
natural wind (current setup), we modeled a capture/storage rate
of 6.6 kg m�2d�1 (annual average), which is 88% of the solar
limit of 7.5 kgm�2d�1.Doubling thewind speed either by forced
convection or locating the device in a high-wind area (e.g., higher
elevations or at constrictions between buildings), we modeled a
capture/storage rate of 9.3 kg m�2d�1, which is 124% of the
solar limit. In any case, coupling our capture/storage approach
with a proven release technique would enable a complete AWH
package with near-solar-limit performance. A hypothetical one-
square-meter device, with a W = 38mm width (same as our
prototype) could provide individual drinking water [3 kg d�1

(82)] for two to three people in Las Vegas, the driest city in
the United States. While the focus of our work is a scientific
demonstration of a capture and storage approach, we note that
any future scale-up of this device would need to incorporate a
release/processing mechanism depending on specific application
and consider appropriate mechanical frame design to distribute
hydraulic stresses over a large area of gel membrane.

For a drinking-water application, assuming an appropriate
release mechanism is incorporated with our capture and storage
approach to form a complete AWH device, we calculated the
global convection-limited water capture/storage potential of our
design based on global weather datasets of temperature, humidity,
and wind speed (83, 84) (SI Appendix, Figs. S23–S28) as shown
in Fig. 5A. In nearly all land regions, the water flux is greater than
10 kgm-2 d-1. Calculating the performance of our device across
the globe (Fig. 5B, blue region) results in the range of water fluxes
that generally well exceed Lord’s required performance curve to
provide safely managed drinking water to 1 billion people (9)
(Fig. 5B, green line). In fact, the convection-limited fluxes can
exceed the single-stage solar limit (Fig. 5B, red line) and even
approach the thermodynamic solar limit for a distillation process
(Fig. 5B, black line) (85) (SI Appendix, section 6). Additionally,
we calculated the global mapping of water flux needed by an
AWHdevice based on Lord’s benchmark (SI Appendix, Fig. S28).
Apparently, an AWH device that utilizes our capture and storage
technology is capable of satisfying the output yield to provide
enough safely managed drinking water on a global scale.

Furthermore, our AWH approach has potentially substantial
economic advantages—we can estimate a cost of capture and
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[24]
[25]

[26]

[27]

[28]

A

B

Fig. 5. Global implications of convection-limited water capture and storage. (A) We calculate convection-limited water capture/storage potential globally and
find that certain regions can exceed 70 kgm-2 d-1 (dark green regions). Note that missing pixels are due to incomplete data in the original dataset. (B) Relying
on natural wind at 1m height, convection-limited water capture/storage with our prototype width results in a range of fluxes (blue shaded region representing
95% of the global flux range) that generally exceed the performance required by Lord’s benchmark (green curve; Eq. 10). Error bars represent 1 SD.

storage materials to be approximately $17m-2 or $1 kg-1—
considering only the cost of raw materials purchased at bulk
scales, and the combined dry mass of LiBr salt and hydrogel
membrane. Thus, high-yield, convection-limited atmospheric
water harvesting is highly feasible and could potentially be
developed at low cost for wide-scale implementation if the release
mechanism could be similarly affordable. In some longer-time-
scale testing, we have also found that hydrogels are quite robust
as we found no observable degradation in capture performance
when exposed to LiBr or outdoor environments over the range
of a few weeks (SI Appendix, section 1G and Fig. S5). However,
further testing on long-term robustness and maintenance is nec-
essary before any technological implementation of this scientific
proof of concept. With regard to water production cost, if
the device is electrically powered for distillation, we anticipate
about 1 kWhL-1 of electricity being required. Applying the
average commercial utility rate in the United States, which is
approximately 13 cents per kWh, we could expect that every
1 L—this translates to about 13 cents per liter. Alternatively,
much or all of this energy could be paid for with solar or waste
heat.

Future work will focus on complications that could arise
from scaling up (e.g., turbulent wind flows, large membrane
fabrication). Future studies will also investigate how additional
processes mechanisms could be incorporated to realize a complete
AWH or hydrogen generation system. For instance, air filters
could be incorporated prior to flowing across gels to prevent any
degradation from dust (although no observation degradation was
observed in this study). Any solid contaminants that adhere to the
gels could be removed through surface cleaning. Reverse osmosis

(RO) could be used to remove any trace contaminants post-
distillation. Since this postdistillation water is nearly pure, any
RO implementation would be likely straightforward compared
to seawater or even tap-water RO. Electrolysis of the solution to
generate hydrogen would certainly introduce new challenges to
corrosion, necessitating careful electrode material selection [e.g.,
nickel-based alloys (86)], operational voltages, and electrolytes.
While our work, has focused on LiBr, other salts (electrolytes)
could be used in principle. For hydrogen generation, NaOH
or KOH provides a proven alkaline environment for electrolysis
(87) as well as providing low relative humidities (8% to 10%) for
water capture.

In summary, we have reimagined the atmospheric water cap-
ture process and envisioned a layered architecture resembling the
function of skins and cuticles in nature. With this architecture,
we are able to segregate the capture, storage, and release of
water into separately optimized materials. The architecture also
accommodates proven, highly effective water release techniques
with near-solar-limit performance for single-stage distillation
(36–38). To supply adequate water to the release stage, we
have focused on the capture and storage stages and developed
a hydrogel membrane “skin” coupled with a liquid desiccant.
Using detailed transport and material analysis, we designed the
membrane to provide the fastest possible water capture/storage
rates as limited by the supply of ambient air flow to the
device. This is possible through the use of high entangled
polymer networks for high strength, allowing gels to be made
extremely thin. Detailed lab and outdoor testing demonstrate
that our device has the highest capture/storage fluxes and the
largest operational humidities compared to the state of the
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art. We have modeled the global impact of this convection-
limited performance and have found that, for a drinking-
water application, a hypothetical one-square-meter device could
provide daily water needs to several individuals in even the driest
environments. Using criteria developed from a previous analysis
by Lord et al.(9), implementing a device with convection-limited
performance in regions without safely managed drinking water
could provide water to over a billion people. Our work could
be an important step toward building a scalable and affordable
atmospheric water capture device that can provide additional
water security to arid communities.

Materials and Methods

Synthesis of Hydrogels. Themixtures of acrylamidemonomers, photoinitiator
(Irgacure 2959), and crosslinker (N,N’-methylene(bis)acrylamide) were first
madeas a solutionandpoured into amoldwith0.5 mmthickness.UV irradiation
was applied for 1 h. The crosslinked hydrogel samples were carefully removed
from the mold and rinsed to remove unreacted chemicals. All samples were
immersed inDI water for 3 d until reaching the equilibriumwet state before use.

Saturated Salt Solution. From Greenspan (60) (SI Appendix, section 1A),
the equilibrium relative humidity of saturated LiBr solution is ⇡8% at room
temperature. To prepare LiBr saturated solutions, LiBr salt was gradually added
intoDIwaterandmixedbyamagnetic stirrer,until a solidphasewasprecipitated.
The liquidwas allowed to cool after natural exothermic heating fromdissolution.

Tensile Testing. We used a custom-built tensile/compression tester used
previously (70) to stretch six dog bone–shape hydrogel samples. From stress–
strain curves (SI Appendix, Fig. S21), we determined the bulk modulus, Kwet,
from the Young’s modulus assuming Poisson’s ratio is 1/3 (74–76). To ensure
the hydrogel sampleswere tested at their wet state, all tests were finishedwithin
5min of removal from water.

Permeability Testing. We measured the hydraulic permeability of hydrogel
membranes, wet, with a custom-built permeability tester used previously (68)
(SI Appendix, Fig. S22). In the previous work, we found that the volumetric
flow rate, Q, was linear with�P within± 2% when�P/Kwet was in the range
of 0.5 to 1 ; thus, we applied a pressure, �P = 70% Kwet, by the Elveflow
MicrofluidicFlowControllerandrecordedthereal-timewatervolumetricflowrate
for 30min to calculate thehydraulic permeability of the sample basedonDarcy’s
law. The scheme of the custom-built permeability tester is shown in SI Appendix,
Fig. S22.

Indoor Capture and Storage Testing. We used a custom-built wind tunnel
with PID control of humidity in the range of 10% to 60% and varied mean
velocities from 0.3m s-1 to 0.9m s-1. Air flow consideration in the wind tunnel
is shown in SI Appendix, section 1D. A camera captured the height of liquid
meniscus every 30 s, enabling us to determine the change of saturated solution,
Vchange, in the chamber and calculate the water capture/storage rate over time.
The solution humidity was monitored to ensure it remained at ⇡8% during
the entirety of the tests. Starting initial volumes were set to be approximately
10 mL. We ensured excess LiBr salt was present to keep the solution saturated
at the solubility limit even as additional water was captured and incorporated
into the solvent. This also ensured that the chemical-potential driving force
remained constant and, thus, capture/storage rates would be approximately
constant. Further details of indoor testing procedures are shown in SI Appendix,
section 1E and Fig. S13.

Calculation of Captured/Stored Water Mass. As the LiBr solution in the
chamber was maintained at saturation, the volume change of the liquid, �V ,
came from both the volume change of saturated solution that consisted of
captured water and dissolved salt, and the volume change of undissolved salt.

The mass of captured/stored water,mcapture, can be calculated as

mcapture = �V (1 � w) ⇢salt⇢solution
⇢salt � w⇢solution

, [9]

where w is the mass fraction of LiBr in water at the solubility limit, ⇢salt is the
density of LiBr salt, and ⇢solution is the density of LiBr saturated solution as
a function of temperature. Detailed discussion and derivation are shown in SI
Appendix, section 1I.

Outdoor Capture and Storage Tests. The outdoor test setup was identical
to the indoor setup with the absence of the wind tunnel and humidity control
system.We testedwith andwithout a50mmcomputer fan that consumed1.4W
of electrical power during operation. Each outdoor test was operated on the roof
of a laboratory building for at least 24 h continuously. Ambient humidity and
temperatureweremeasured and recordedduring the entire experiment process
for analysis.

Water Sorption Testing. We applied dynamic vapor sorption (DVS) to
determine the sorption response of the hydrogel in varied humidities with
the DVS Adventure from Surface (SI Appendix, Fig. S15, detailed data are shown
in SI Appendix, Figs. S16 and S17). The sample was exposed to progressively
lower RH conditions in 10% decrements, with smaller changes when near the
saturation point, and allowed to equilibrate at each condition from 98% to 10%.
The mass fraction isotherm was fit to a Guggenheim-Anderson-de Boer (GAB)
isotherm model (78) (SI Appendix, Fig. S18). Further details of water sorption
testing and modeling are shown in SI Appendix, section 5 and Figs. S15–S18.

Lordet al.’sHarvestingPerformanceBenchmark. Lordetal. (9)determined
the required specific yield of water to supply one billion people with safely
managed drinking water (SMDW) taking into account global data on local
population distribution, local solar irradiance, local humidity, and local water
need. Humidity-dependent specific yield was expressed in kg of water produced
per kW h of solar energy. In our work, we use quantify capture/storage or
harvesting performance as a mass flux in kgm-2 d-1; thus, to convert specific
yield to a mass flux, we multiply the specific yield by the global horizontal
irradiance (GHI), equivalent to the incoming solar radiation on a flat surface per
unit area. In Figs. 1 and 5 (green curve), we take themaximum of the two curves
presented by Lord et al., linear and logistic where

j1billion = max

0

BB@
⇣
1.86 kg kW-1 h-1

⌘
RHamb

| {z }
Lord’s linear curve

,

2.4 kg kW-1 h-1

1 + exp (�10.0 (RHamb � 0.6))
| {z }

Lord’s logistic curve

1

CCCCA
⇥ q00solar [10]

and q00solar is global-average GHI of 4.7 kW hm-2 d-1. Thus, we are showing a
conservative mass flux requirement to supply one billion people with SMDW.

Modeling Location-Specific Water Capture/Storage Potential. Global
solar-limitedwater releasewas determined using Eq.11using global horizontal
irradiance data from the Global Solar Atlas 2.0 (88). Convection-limited water
capture/storage flux potential was calculated using Eq. 1, where RHsurf =
RHamb, assuming Rgel ⌧ Rvap. Values for the diffusion coefficient, Dw,a, were
determined using values and an equation from (89). Water and humid air
properties were determined using CoolProp (90). Local wind speed data were
taken from Wolfram Research (80), while global wind speed data were taken
from the Global Wind Atlas (83). 10-m wind speeds were converted to 1-m
wind speeds using the power-law wind profile with an exponent of 1/7 (91).
Global humidity and temperature data were taken from the HadISDH.blend
1.3.0.2021f version of the Met Office Hadley Centre Integrated Surface Dataset
of Humidity (84).
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Single-Stage Solar Limit. For a single-stage distillation process (evaporation
with subsequent condensation), the solar-limited water release mass flux,
jrelease,single, in kgm-2 d-1, occurs when irradiation is completely converted
into latent heat:

jrelease,single =
q00solar
hfg

. [11]

Here,q00solar is thesolar irradiationheatflux (Wm-2), andhfg (J kg
-1) is thespecific

latent heat of vaporization. As noted, the theoretical release flux represented
in Eq. 11 can be referenced as a useful benchmark to compare with the
capture/storage flux, jcapture of a given AWH approach. We also note that pure-
waterhfg isused for referenceas this isused todefine thestandardgainedoutput
ratio (GOR) indesalinationdevices (85)—realdeviceswillhaveaslightly increased
hfg per unit mass of water depending on the sorbent or desiccant used (92) and
as we have calculated for lithium bromide (SI Appendix, section 8). In addition,
it is noted that Eq. 11 is well below the second-law thermodynamic limits (we
calculate the ideal device limit assuming 100% second-law efficiency in Eq. 12
and SI Appendix, section 6). Nonetheless, since actual energy performance will
depend on a variety of factors [including “intermediate water” effects (93)], the
pure-water hfg represents a convenient reference point that is an approximate
estimation of the energy usage for an ideal single-stage distillation process
when GOR = 1. For instance, using local solar irradiation data in Las Vegas,
according to Eq. 11, jrelease,single is around 7.5 kgm-2 d-1 averaged year-round
with a maximum of around 12 kgm-2 d-1 in June, which is more than sufficient
to provide one’s daily drinking water (2 kg d-1 to 4 kg d-1) (94) for a one-square-
meter device. This single-stage solar limit is a useful target since it would satisfy
the benchmark set by Lord et al. (9) to reach one billion people in need for
regions with humidities less than 65%.

Solar Limit with Ideal Distillation. For a single-stage distillation system with
noheat recovery, theenergyrequiredtodistillwater is the latentheat,as inEq.11.
However, in a thermodynamically reversible (100% second-law efficiency; no
entropy generation) black box with an inflow of saturated salt solution, the solar
heat required, Qh, to produce a flow of distilled water, ṁwater, is

Qh
ṁwater

=
RTamb ln

⇣
1

RHsat

⌘

Mwater
⇣
1 � Tamb

Th

⌘ , [12]

where R is themolar gas constant, Tamb is the ambient temperature, RHsat is the
equilibrium relative humidity of the saturated salt solution,Mwater is the molar
mass of water, and Th is the temperature of the heat source (assumed to be at
the boiling point of water at 373 K in Fig. 5B). Note that this result is based on
the Gibbs free energy difference from the purewater state and the saturated-salt
state, RTamb (1/RHsat), which is in agreement with the recent work by Kocher
and Menon (95) where they used thermodynamic activity instead of humidity.

Also note that this theoretical device inherently utilizes a Carnot heat engine to
produce work: W = Qh (1 � Tamb/Th). For a solar-powered release system,
where Qh = Qsolar, the thermodynamically limited mass flux is

jrelease,multi =
ṁwater
A

= q00solar

✓
1 � Tamb

Th

◆
Mwater

RTamb ln
⇣

1
RHsat

⌘ , [13]

where A is the area of the device, and q00solar = Qsolar/A. A full derivation is
provided in SI Appendix, section 6.

Data, Materials, and Software Availability. The data supporting the con-
clusions of this study are included within the paper text, figures, and
SI Appendix. Additional data and codes are available at Zenodo (DOI:
10.5281/zenodo.10065172) (96).
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