
 125 

Figure 1. Ten mask materials and a face shield. SEM images are shown at two scales: the white scale bar represents 1 126 
mm and the yellow one represents 200 μm. There are no SEM images for the face shield, which was made of a plastic 127 
sheet. 128 
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the thin cotton and bandana (2 ply), had low efficiencies, mostly between 30% and 50%. The 268 

fabrics fashioned into the CDC non-sewn and CDC sewn masks, bandana (1 ply), and thin acrylic 269 

had even lower efficiencies of 5–40% for submicron particles. 270 

 271 

Figure 5. Inward and outward protection efficiency of 10 masks and a face shield. The face shield was not tested for 272 
material filtration efficiency because it did not allow air flow through the material. Error bars represent the standard 273 
deviations of triplicates. 274 

Most of the materials exhibited a much better material filtration efficiency for particles >1 µm than 275 

for smaller ones, as shown by the black solid line in Figure 5. The vacuum bag, microfiber, surgical 276 

mask, and MERV 12 filter achieved 90% or higher efficiency at 2 μm, and thin cotton and coffee 277 

filter were around 80% efficient at this size. The 2-ply bandana performed much better than the 1-278 
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and such a compact structure that the pores or intervals between fibers were the least perceptible 308 

among all the materials (Figure 1a). The fibers of the microfiber cloth were also more tightly 309 

woven than those of other materials (Figure 1b), resulting in good filtration efficiency. The 310 

materials with low efficiency were generally loosely woven, such as the bandana (1 ply), 200-311 

thread-count pillow case used for the CDC non-sewn mask, cotton t-shirt used for the CDC sewn 312 

mask, and thin acrylic (Figure 1g-j). However, the tightness of the weave was not the only factor 313 

influencing the filtration efficiency. For example, the fiber intervals were large for the surgical 314 

mask, yet it was composed of multiple layers of different materials (Zhao et al. 2020), which made 315 

it unique from other materials. That fabric structure alone does not explain filtration efficiency 316 

also applies to the filter quality factors. For instance, the vacuum bag had a compact texture yet a 317 

low pressure drop, resulting in a high Q value. Likewise, the surgical mask was not tightly woven, 318 

but it was more efficient and thus had a higher Q than many other materials. The number of layers 319 

(Drewnick et al. 2020), the properties of the fibers including diameter and electrostatic charges 320 

(Konda et al. 2020; Ou et al. 2020; Podgórski, Bałazy and Gradoń 2006; Zangmeister et al. 2020), 321 

and the material composition (Zangmeister et al. 2020; Zhao et al. 2020) all contribute to 322 

differences in filter quality factors. 323 

Inward and outward protection efficiency 324 

In this study, the inward protection efficiency (IPE) quantifies the capability of a mask, as worn 325 

on a manikin, to protect the wearer by filtering out particles moving in the inward direction through 326 

the mask, from the surrounding air to the wearer’s respiratory tract. The outward protection 327 

efficiency (OPE) quantifies the capability of a mask for source control, to filter out particles 328 

moving in the outward direction through the mask, from the wearer to the surrounding air. After 329 

being made into a mask, the vacuum bag still ranked first for protection efficiency in both 330 
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Discussion 388 

For most of the face coverings tested, those with a high material filtration efficiency also had a 389 

better OPE and IPE. One example is the vacuum bag, which achieved outstanding performance 390 

compared to other materials with regards to material filtration efficiency, IPE, and OPE. It was 391 

able to filter out at least 60% of particles under perfect conditions and had an OPE and IPE of at 392 

least 50% and 75%, respectively, for particles 0.5 μm and larger. The MERV 12 filter, surgical 393 

mask, thin cotton, and CDC sewn mask also had decent material filtration efficiencies, OPEs, and 394 

IPEs, whereas the thin acrylic mask performed worst or near-worst on all three metrics. However, 395 

there were some exceptions, such as the microfiber cloth and coffee filter. The material filtration 396 

efficiencies of these two masks was much higher than their OPEs and IPEs (Figure 5b, d). The 397 

coffee filter and microfiber were thick and stiff, resulting in a poor fit with larger gaps between 398 

the manikin and the mask, through which particles could short circuit the mask. In contrast, the 399 

vacuum bag was thin and soft, which allowed it to conform to the face easily and achieve a high 400 

IPE and OPE. Hence, we propose that the stiffness of the material impacts the fit of the mask and 401 

can be responsible for large discrepancies between the material filtration efficiency and OPE and 402 

IPE. Additionally, differences in mask use among individuals will lead to variability in fit and thus 403 

effectiveness. 404 

The CDC non-sewn mask was another exception. Generally, the IPE or OPE should be lower than 405 

the material filtration efficiency because the latter was tested in a filter holder with no opportunity 406 

for leaks. Nonetheless, the CDC non-sewn mask had a higher OPE than its material filtration 407 

efficiency. This unexpected result may be due to its unique form, resulting in a different way of it 408 

being stretched. Its two straps can be adjusted to fit it more tightly to the manikin face, especially 409 
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to the mouth opening. Hence, the increased pressure caused by the expiratory flow was not able to 410 

push the CDC non-sewn mask outwards to create gaps between masks and the manikin like other 411 

conventional masks do (Lei et al. 2013; Liu et al. 1993; Mittal, Ni and Seo 2020), minimizing air 412 

leakage and bypass through the gaps. The stretching of the fabric may have caused a change in 413 

pore size and woven structure, which further impacted the filtration efficiency. In addition, the 414 

masks themselves also reduced the expired air velocity, which caused the particles to deposit 415 

before they could reach the sampling device, as shown in other studies (Hsiao et al. 2020; Mittal, 416 

Ni and Seo 2020; Tang et al. 2009). The combined effects of reduced gaps and reduced air velocity 417 

resulted in a uniquely high OPE for the CDC non-sewn mask. For other masks with a conventional 418 

shape, however, these two effects seemed compensatory during evaluation of OPE. While the 419 

masks caused a decrease in the expiratory air velocity, they were also pushed outwards by the 420 

outgoing flow, creating larger gaps between the masks and manikin. The contradiction in part 421 

explained why the differences between OPE and IPE were not as large as expected for the masks 422 

with conventional shapes, and why the bandana achieved an OPE better than expected, because it 423 

created a larger plenum between itself and the manikin that provided additional containment of the 424 

flow to lower the pressure drop and slow the flow jets through the gaps.  425 

During the testing of IPE, we noticed that the vacuum through the inhaling manikin can suck the 426 

mask tightly against inlet opening, thus reducing the size of any gaps. This can explain the small 427 

differences between the material filtration efficiency and IPE, except for the coffee filter and 428 

microfiber as they were stiff and hard to move. However, this phenomenon also illustrates the 429 

tradeoff between breathability and filtration efficiency. Therefore, it is important to select fabrics 430 

that can achieve both high filtration efficiency and low pressure drop for making masks. 431 
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We also observed variable hydrophobicity of the mask material during the testing of IPE and OPE. 432 

The fabrics (e.g., thin cotton and thin acrylic) and coffee filter were wetted easily by droplets, 433 

whereas the filter materials, including the vacuum bag and the MERV 12 filter, were hydrophobic 434 

and kept the droplets on the surface of the material. El-Atab et al. developed a reusable 435 

hydrophobic mask and proposed that the hydrophobicity of the mask material might contribute to 436 

repelling the droplets (El-Atab et al. 2020). However, the role of hydrophobicity in filtration 437 

efficiency, IPE, and OPE remains unclear. 438 

Whether particles actually deposit along the respiratory tract, potentially delivering an inhaled 439 

pathogen to a receptor, depends on two factors: (1) their ability to be inhaled into the respiratory 440 

tract and (2) their likelihood of depositing. The first can be reduced by a mask, and the second can 441 

be predicted as a function of particle size.  Accounting for these two factors, we calculated the 442 

masked deposition rate (MD) by combining the inward protection effectiveness (IPE) and the 443 

International Commission and Radiological Protection (ICRP) model (Hinds 1999), as shown in 444 

equation (3): 445 

𝑀𝑀𝑀𝑀(𝐷𝐷𝑃𝑃) = (1− 𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼𝐼(𝐷𝐷𝑃𝑃))�1 − 0.5 ×
1

1 + 0.00076𝐷𝐷𝑃𝑃2.8��0.0587 +
0.911

1 + 𝑒𝑒4.77+1.485𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙(𝐷𝐷𝑃𝑃)

+
0.943

1 + 𝑒𝑒0.508−2.58𝑙𝑙𝑙𝑙(𝐷𝐷𝑃𝑃)� 

(3) 
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 446 

Figure 8. Masked deposition rate of 10 masks and a face shield as a function of the aerodynamic diameter. 447 

Figure 8 shows the masked deposition rate as a function of particle size. Here, lower values are 448 

better. The vacuum bag performed best, with a deposition rate of <10% across all sizes. The thin 449 

acrylic mask, the coffee filter mask, and the face shield were the worst, with a 50% or higher 450 

deposition rate at a particle size of 2 μm. Although there is considerable concern about exposure 451 

to virus in the smaller particles, the particles with the highest deposition rate were those around 2 452 

μm. For example, SARS-CoV-2 RNA has been detected in particles in the size range of 1–4 μm 453 

(Chia et al. 2020). The smallest particle size considered in this analysis was 0.5 µm, but the 454 

deposition efficiency of 0.3 µm particles in the respiratory tract is even lower, so it is possible that 455 

concerns about mask efficiency at this size are overstated.  456 
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This study was designed to test masks under tightly controlled conditions, which necessitate the 457 

use of mechanical particle generation and manikins instead of humans. However, this approach 458 

presents several limitations. The manikins are much more rigid than human skin, so masks may 459 

not fit as tightly. A study involving a head form with pliable, elastomeric skin found that fit factors 460 

of respirators were comparable to those measured on humans (Bergman et al. 2015), whereas in 461 

prior studies with head forms made of more rigid material, the fit factors were not as good 462 

(Bergman et al. 2014). In addition, our manikins did not perfectly mimic human respiratory 463 

activities because the aerosol flow traveled in only one direction in the inhaling manikin and the 464 

exhaling manikin. As discussed above, inhalation and exhalation will alter the plenum between the 465 

mask and the manikin, thus resulting in changes of the pressure drop and expiratory jets. We 466 

investigated only one flow rate out of the possible spectrum from gentle breathing to vigorous 467 

sneezing. Additionally, masks fit differently on different head shapes. Therefore, the performance 468 

of the masks on a human face under real-world conditions will certainly vary from the 469 

experimental results in this study. We did not test masks constructed of multiple layers of fabric, 470 

as prior work has shown that overall filtration efficiency is readily predicted by combining 471 

individual layers in series (Drewnick et al. 2020). 472 

Based on these results and other studies (Drewnick et al. 2020), we recommend a three-layer mask 473 

consisting of two outer layers of a very flexible, tightly woven fabric and an inner layer consisting 474 

of a material designed to filter out particles. The inner layer could be a high efficiency particulate 475 

air (HEPA) filter, a MERV 14 or better filter (Azimi, Zhao and Stephens 2014), a good surgical 476 

mask, or a vacuum bag. This approach produces a good fitting mask with high performance in 477 

both directions. If the filter material is 60% efficient at the most penetrating particle size and the 478 

outer layers are 20% efficient (Figure 1), the mask would have a minimum efficiency of 74%. At 479 
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a particle size of 1 µm, where filter materials can easily have an efficiency of 75% and common 480 

fabrics 40%, the overall efficiency would be greater than 90%. 481 

Conclusion 482 

In this study, we evaluated the material filtration efficiency, inward protection efficiency, and 483 

outward protection efficiency of 10 masks and a face shield on a manikin, using NaCl aerosols 484 

over the size range of 0.04 µm to >100 µm. The vacuum bag performed best on all three metrics; 485 

it was capable of filtering out 60–96% of particles, and achieved an outward protection efficiency 486 

of 50%–95%% and an inward protection efficiency of 75%–96%% for particles of aerodynamic 487 

diameter 0.5 μm and greater. The thin acrylic performed worst, with a material filtration efficiency 488 

of <25% for particles at 0.1 μm and larger, and inward and outward protection efficiencies of 489 

<50%. The material filtration efficiency was generally positively correlated with either inward or 490 

outward protection effectiveness, but stiffer materials were an exception to this relationship as they 491 

did not fit as closely to the manikin. Factors including stiffness of the material, the way of wearing 492 

the mask (e.g., earloops vs. tied around the head), and material hydrophobicity affected the fit of 493 

the mask and thus its performance. Future studies may focus on the influence of material properties 494 

on the fit of the mask, and how the transmission of real viruses, including SARS-CoV-2, is altered 495 

by wearing the masks. 496 
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