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Abstract
Background: At present, it remains uncertain which method to decontaminate N95 is

most suitable and should be recommended to healthcare professionals worldwide.
Objectives: The aim of this scoping review was to map and compile the available
evidence about the effectiveness of decontaminating N95 masks against coronavirus.
Methods: We selected studies written in English assessing or discussing
decontamination strategies of N95 masks against coronavirus. The search and study
screening were performed in PubMed and SCOPUS by two independent researchers. A
descriptive analysis was performed considering the study design of included studies.
Results: We included nineteen studies. Eight articles were letter to the editors, five
were in vitro studies, three were literature reviews, and three were classified as other
study designs. The use of vaporized hydrogen peroxide and ultraviolet irradiation were
the strategies most cited. However, there is a lack of evidence and consensus related to
the best method of N95 masks decontamination.

Conclusion: The evidence towards decontamination strategies of N95 masks against
coronavirus remains scarce. Vaporized hydrogen peroxide and ultraviolet irradiation

seem the current standard for N95 masks decontamination.

Keywords: decontamination; reuse; N95 respirators, SARS-CoV 2; coronavirus, face
mask
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Introduction

The novel Coronavirus, known as SARS-Cov2, has produced a social disruption
globally, with severe consequences for general health of the population. At the present
moment, there are more than 11 million confirmed cases, with a cumulative number of
deaths of over 500,000 according to World Health Organization (WHO) (updated data

can be accessed in: https://www.worldometers.info/coronavirus/). Currently, vaccines

are still under trial and there are no effective drugs for the treatment of this disease™.
Indeed, most of the available evidence provided is that social distancing, wearing masks
and eye protection are effective in the prevention of transmission®. Also, better hygiene
(hand washing) and use of sanitizers are supported to detain spreading of the disease™>.

The use of masks has been recommended by WHO, and around the world
governments have established face protection policies in public space®. The resulting
increase in demand and a shortage in their availability in the market have led to price
spikes for masks’™. Health professionals are at high risk for infection with the new
coronavirus, and a lack of adequate protective equipment during critical procedures in
infected patients is increasing that risk considerably™® **. In Brazil, for example, more
nurses and nurses assistants have died due to Covid-19 than anywhere else™ and most
of them have been infected during their work with infected patients.

N95 masks are a type of respirator mask used as a facial protection specifically
by healthcare providers® *°. They have the capacity to filter over 95% of pollutant
particles (>0.3 um) in the air and have been suggested to be used to reduce the risk of
Covid-19 spreading, t00™®. Due to their high costs and limited availability® *°, different

methods to decontaminate N95 masks” > ! has been discussed to alow multiple

usage.
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Decontamination methods can be classified into chemical or radiation treatment,
dry heat or moist heat®. Such methods need to fulfill certain criteria: elimination of all
pathogens,; no damage to the facemask structure; the filter capacity of masks should stay
the same; and no residue of the decontamination process should remain® *°. At present,
it remains uncertain which method to decontaminate N95 is most suitable and should be
recommended to healthcare professionals worldwide. The aim of this scoping review
was to map and compile the evidences about the effectiveness of different

decontamination strategies of N95 masks against coronavirus.

Methods
The protocol of this study is based on the framework proposed by Peters et al.,

20157 and is available at the following link: https:/osf.io/4t936/. The reporting of this

scoping review was based on PRISMA Extension for Scoping Reviews®.

Eligibility criteria

We selected studies ng different decontamination strategies of N95 masks against
coronavirus or discussing decontamination strategies such as letters, editorials and
literature review. No specifications towards the coronavirus organisms (surrogate or
not) used to test decontamination or the decontamination strategies themselves were
applied.

I nformation sources and search

The search was performed in two databases: Medline (PubMed) and Scopus; only
articles written in English language were included. The search strategy was based on
MeSH terms of PubMed and specific terms of Scopus and the last search was performed
in May 2020.

The following strategies were used:
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PubMed
(("Decontamination"[Mesh] OR  "Decontamination” OR “Disinfection” OR
“Ultraviolet-C” OR “peracetic acid’)) AND ("Masks'[Mesh] OR "Masks' OR
"Respiratory Protective Devices'[Mesh] OR "Respiratory Protective Devices' OR
“Device, Respiratory Protective” OR “Devices, Respiratory Protective” OR “Protective
Device, Respiratory” OR “Protective Devices, Respiratory” OR “Respiratory Protective
Device’” OR “Respirators, Industriad” OR “Industrial Respirators” OR “Industrial
Respirator” OR “Respirator, Industrial” OR “Respirators, Air-Purifying” OR “Air-
Purifying Respirator” OR “Air-Purifying Respirators” OR “Respirator, Air-Purifying”
OR “Respirators, Air Purifying” OR “N95”)) AND (“SARS-CoV-2" OR “Coronavirus’
OR “COVID-19” OR “Coronaviruses’)
SCOPUS
"Decontamination” OR “Disinfection” OR “Ultraviolet-C” OR “peracetic acid” AND
"Masks" OR "Respiratory Protective Devices" OR “Device, Respiratory Protective” OR
“Devices, Respiratory Protective” OR “Protective Device, Respiratory” OR “Protective
Devices, Respiratory” OR “Respiratory Protective Device” OR “Respirators, Industrial”
OR “Industrial Respirators” OR “Industrial Respirator” OR “Respirator, Industrial” OR
“Respirators, Air-Purifying” OR “Air-Purifying Respirator” OR “Air-Purifying
Respirators’ OR “Respirator, Air-Purifying” OR “Respirators, Air Purifying” OR
“N95” AND “SARS-CoV-2" OR “Coronavirus’ OR “COVID-19" OR “Coronaviruses’
Selection
The search was undertaken using EndNote (EndNote X9, Thomson Reuters, New Y ork,
US). Two researches independently identified relevant records by analyzing titles and
abstracts for relevance according to the eligibility criteria. Retrieved records were

classified as include, exclude, or uncertain. The full-text articles of the included and
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uncertain records were selected for further eligibility screening by the same two
reviewers, again independently. Discrepancies in screening of titles/abstracts and full
text articles were resolved through a discussion. In case of disagreement, the opinion of

athird reviewer was garnered.

Data charting and items
We created a form using Excel (Microsoft, Redmond, Washington, US), which was
pilot tested by three reviewers to reach a consensus on what data to collect and how.
Then, two reviewers extracted the data independently, this was reviewed by a third
reviewer. The following data were collected: study design; study objective,
decontamination regimens tested, organisms studied, method of evaluation and main
findings. For studies only discussing (and not reporting on) decontamination strategies,
the following data were collected: study design, strategies discussed and main findings.
Synthesis
A descriptive analysis was performed considering the study design and decontamination
regimens tested or discussed.
Results

The literature search yielded 178 titles and abstracts (Fig. 1). Nineteen studies” ®
15,1721, 2434 ¢lfilled the eligibility criteria from which the data were extracted. Reasons
for exclusion are listed in the Supplemental Material.
Characteristics of included studies

Table | presents the characteristics of included studies. Related to study design

of included studies, eight articles were letter to the editors® ™ 18 20-26.28:29.33 fiye yyere

7, 19, 21, 25, 31 17, 24, 27

in vitro studies , three were literature reviews , and three were


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399; this version posted July 14, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

7

classified as other study designs ** *23*. Considering only the eight letters to the editors,
three |etters discussed results of in vitro studies® ' *®,

Related to decontamination regimens tested or discussed, the use of vaporized
hydrogen peroxide and ultraviolet irradiation were the regimens most cited. The use of

18, 20, 28, 33

vaporized hydrogen peroxide was cited in four letters , three in vitro studies "

2.3 two reviews" 2* and two other study designs® *. The use of ultraviolet irradiation

9, 20, 26, 28, 29
S

vaporized hydrogen peroxide was cited in five letter , two in vitro studies” %,

two reviews'" #* and two other study designs * *2.
Vaporized hydrogen peroxide

Three studies reported the process for N95 decontamination with vaporized
hydrogen peroxide. Schwartz et a. 2020 described the process implemented in the Duke
University (US) and demonstrated that vaporized hydrogen peroxide is an efficacious
decontamination method that does not cause physical or performance degradation of the
masks™.

Perkins et al. 2020 presented the process implemented in the University of New
Mexico (US) and reported on the low toxicity of the methods. The authors highlighted
the importance of physical assessment of the mask after decontamination®".

Grossman et a. 2020 described the decontamination using vaporized
hydroperoxide employed by Washington University (US). They demonstrated that the
entire process requires less than 24 hours and showed that it is important to create a
workflow to achieve an effective decontamination considering pre-processing steps,
decontamination process and, post-processing steps™.

Further studies evaluated that strategy combined with others or discussed its
availability and feasibility. Cadnum et al. 2020 performed an in vitro study and

compared the use of a high-level decontamination cabinet that generates aerosolized
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peracetic acid and hydrogen peroxide with Ultraviolet-C light and dry heat at 70°C for
30 minutes. They demonstrated that aerosolized peracetic acid and hydrogen peroxide
are effective for decontamination of N95'.

Kobayashi et al. 2020 assessed the authority recommendations in the
Netherlands, the states governments in the US, and the European Commission
Directorate-General for Health and Consumers as well as the European Medicines
Agency on the use of vaporous hydrogen peroxide. They found that while this method
seems to lead to acceptable decontamination while retaining mask integrity according to
visual inspection, this type of decontamination is not available throughout all countries
and institutions and currently no standard for its application exists™.

Garcia=Godoy et a. 2020 and Rowan et al. 2020 discussed that the use of
vaporous hydrogen peroxide seems to be one of the most promising method for N95
decontamination® %,

Ultraviolet C light

Hamzanzi et al., 2020 presented a prototype model for N95 decontamination
using Ultraviolet germicidal irradiation that would allow decontamination of 18 to 27
masks in one process®.

Kobayashi et al. 2020 assessed the authority recommendations on the use of
Ultraviolet germicidal irradiation and found that while this method is promising, it has
not been standardized by any of the authorities so far®.

Cadnum et al. 2020 demonstrated that the use of Ultraviolet C could reduce N95
contamination, but efficacy varied with different masks types and locations on the

respirator’.
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Vo et a. 2009 showed that high doses of Ultraviolet irradiation (>7.20 Jcm2,;
UV intensity, 0.4 mW/cm2; contact times, >5 h) could inactivate virus loaded in N95
masks™.

Garcia-Godoy et al. 2020 discussed that the Ultraviolet germicidal irradiation
seems to be one of the most promising method for N95 decontamination®.

Narla et al. 2020 highlighted that is necessary at least 1 Jcm?2 to all surfaces to
ensure N95 decontamination. However, the authors emphasized that Ultraviolet
decontamination has limitations, mainly as each type of mask needs a specific dosage of
irradiation to be reliably effective®.

Other methods

Carillo et al. 2020 indicated that immediate use steam sterilization is an
applicable decontamination method™.

Li et al. 2020 demonstrated that steam treatment using a rice cooker-steamer is
effective for decontamination of N95 masks'.

Vo et a 2009, showed that treatment with sodium hypochlorite was an effective
decontamination method®.

Ma et a. 2020 demonstrated that steam decontamination could be used as a
decontamination of N95 masks'®.

Kampf et al. 2020 showed that a thermal decontamination at 60°C for 30 min,
65°C for 15 min and 80°C for 1 min was effective to reduce coronavirus infectivity®’.
Discussion

This is the first study to map the evidence about the effectiveness of
decontamination strategies of N95 masks against coronavirus. Our results demonstrate
that there is a lack of evidence and consensus related to the best method of N95 masks

decontamination. However, the use of vaporized hydrogen peroxide and ultraviolet
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irradiation were the regimens most cited and seem to be the maost promising methods for
N95 masks decontamination.

Hydrogen peroxide vapor decontamination is a common method used in
different fields and facilities, including scientific, pharmaceutical, and medical ones.
The method has low toxicity and uses the catalytic reduction of peroxide to oxygen and
water®. However, it needs a specific room and equipment to achieve an effective
decontamination and, hence, is rather expensive. Ultraviolet irradiation is a method of
decontamination using Ultraviolet light to inactivate microorganisms through DNA
damage and jeopardizing cell functions®. The use of this decontamination method has
limitations due different mask needing different irradiation dosages; high dosage in turn
could result in high toxicity and structural damage of the mask. Moreover, it also needs
specific equipment, limiting its availability.

Ideally, any decontamination method should eliminate all pathogens; maintain
mask integrity and filter capacity; at low toxicity and costs. Until a method does not
fulfill these criteria, the extended use of masks seems to be a good and low-cost
approach to overcome the discussed limitations in availability. Current
recommendations consider mask wearing periods between 4 and 40 hours %. Notably,
additional protection such as use of face shield and strict adherence to hand hygiene
practices are needed, especially if extending mask wearing periods®’.

Outcomes such as mechanical integrity and performance of N95 masks should
be observed when assessing decontamination strategies of N95 masks, as
decontamination may come at a price; decontaminated but not effective masks are not
useful or even dangerous. Ozog et al., 2020 indicated that a fit testing must be
performed after decontamination and if a decontamination is achieved but the masks

lost their integrity, further usage should be stopped®. Hence, both integrity and
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performance should be prioritized when implementing decontamination strategies,
while not al included studies concomitantly tested decontamination and subsequent
performance of the mask.

Our study presents some limitations. First, because this was a scoping review,
we did not conduct arisk of bias/quality assessment of the included studies. Second, we
included only studies in English. Third, the included studies present different designs
and protocols, making it difficult to compare the results specially because many brands
of N95 are available on the market, different regimens were tested and individual
scenarios of wearers (such as, influence of as cosmetics or sunscreens use for
Ultraviolet decontamination) are difficult to test. Finally, we included article discussing
decontamination methods based on opinions over evidences making it difficult better
conclusions and recommendations.

Considering that the global pandemic accelerates its spread at present, and
taking into account the shortage of protective equipment, especially for healthcare
workers, more investigations for safely decontaminating N95 masks are needed. Also,
the availability and cost-effectiveness of decontamination should be considered by

future studies.

Conclusion
The evidence towards decontamination strategies of N95 masks against
coronavirus remains scarce. Vaporized hydrogen peroxide and ultraviolet irradiation

seem the current standard for N95 masks decontamination.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399; this version posted July 14, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

12

Transparency declaration

Conflict of interest

The authors deny any conflicts of interest related to this study.

Funding: The authors thank the funding from FAPERGS PRONEX (16.0471-4) and
CAPES Print UFPel. This study was conducted in a Graduate Program supported by
CAPES, Brazil (Finance Code 001).

Acknowledgments

RSO is funded in part by Meridional Foundation (Passo Fundo, Brazil) and LD is
funded by Coordination for the Improvement of Higher Education Personnel (CAPES,
Brazil). RCB is funded by National Council for Scientific and Technological
Development (CNPQ, Brazil) and FFD is funded in part by National Council for
Scientific and Technological Development (CNPQ, Brazil).

Contribution:

RSO - Conceptualization, Methodology, Investigation, Project administration,

Supervision, Writing-original draft.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399; this version posted July 14, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

13

RCB - Data curation, Investigation, Writing — Review & Editing

GD - Datacuration, Investigation, Writing — Review & Editing

LD - Datacuration, Investigation, Writing — Review & Editing

FS - Methodology, Validation, Writing-review & editing.

FFD - Conceptualization, Methodology, Project Administration, Writing — Review &

Editing, Funding acquisition.

REFERENCES

1. Race for a COVID-19 vaccine. The Lancet. 2020;55(102817).

2. Chu DK, AKkl, E.A., Duda, S.,Solo, K., Yaacoub, S., Schiinemann, H.J. Physical
distancing, face masks, and eye protection to prevent person-to-person transmission of
SARS-CoV-2 and COVID-19: a systematic review and meta-analysis. The Lancet.
2020;395(10242):1973-87. Epub June 27, 2020.

3. Cheng VC, Wong SC, Chuang VW, So SY, Chen JH, Sridhar S, To KK, Chan
JF, Hung IF, Ho PL, Yuen KY. The role of community-wide wearing of face mask for
control of coronavirus disease 2019 (COVID-19) epidemic due to SARS-CoV-2. J
Infect. 2020;81(1):107-14. Epub 2020/04/27.

4, Eikenberry SE, Mancuso M, Iboi E, Phan T, Eikenberry K, Kuang Y, Kostelich
E, Gumel AB. To mask or not to mask: Modeling the potential for face mask use by the
genera public to curtail the COVID-19 pandemic. Infect Dis Model. 2020;5:293-308.
Epub 2020/05/02.

5. World Health Organization. Interim recommendations on obligatory hand
hygiene against transmission of COVID-19. 2020. Epub April 1, 2020.

6. World Health Organization. Coronavirus disease (COVID-19) advice for the
public: When and how to use masks. 2020. Epub June 19, 2020.

7. Cadnum JL, Li DF, Redmond SN, John AR, Pearlmutter B, Donskey CJ.
Effectiveness of Ultraviolet-C Light and a High-Level Disinfection Cabinet for
Decontamination of N95 Respirators. Pathog Immun. 2020;5(1):52-67. Epub
2020/05/05.

8. Cheng VCC, Wong SC, Kwan GSW, Hui WT, Yuen KY. Disinfection of N95
respirators by ionized hydrogen peroxide during pandemic coronavirus disease 2019
(COVID-19) dueto SARS-CoV-2. JHosp Infect. 2020. Epub 2020/04/12.

9. Li DTSS, L.; Leung, Y.Y.; Neelakantan, P. Facia Protection in the Era of
COVID-19: A Narrative Review. Ord dis. 2020.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399; this version posted July 14, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

14

10. Oanh Ha K. The Global Mask Shortage May Get Much Worse. 2020. Epub
March 20, 2020.

11. World Health Organization. Shortage of personal protective equipment
endangering health workers worldwide. 2020.

12. Mhango M, Dzobo M, Chitungo |, Dzinamarira T. COVID-19 Risk Factors
Among Health Workers: A Rapid Review. Safety and Health at Work. 2020.

13.  Veziant J, Bourdel N, Slim K. Risks of viral contamination in healthcare
professionals during laparoscopy in the Covid-19 pandemic. Journal of Visceral
Surgery. 2020;157(3, Supplement 1):S59-S62.

14.  Briso CB, Phillips, T. 'My mother was murdered: how Covid-19 stalks Brazil's
nurses. The Guardian. 2020. Epub May 27, 2020.

15.  Carrillo I, Floyd A, Vaverde C, Tingle T, Zabaneh F. Immediate Use Steam
Sterilization (IUSS) Sterilizes N95 Masks without Mask Damage. Infection Control and
Hospital Epidemiology. 2020.

16.  Cichowicz J, Coffey, C., Fries, M. A Guide to Air-Purifying Respirators.
2018;176.

17.  Boskoski I, Gallo C, Wallace MB, Costamagna G. COVID-19 pandemic and
personal protective equipment shortage: protective efficacy comparing masks and
scientific methods for respirator reuse. Gastrointest Endosc. 2020. Epub 2020/05/01.

18.  Li DF, Cadnum JL, Redmond SN, Jones LD, Donskey CJ. It's Not the Heat, It's
the Humidity: Effectiveness of a Rice Cooker-Steamer for Decontamination of Cloth
and Surgical Face Masks and N95 Respirators. Am J Infect Control. 2020. Epub
2020/04/26.

19. Ma QX, Shan H, Zhang CM, Zhang HL, Li GM, Yang RM, Chen JM.
Decontamination of face masks with steam for mask reuse in fighting the pandemic
COVID-19: experimental supports. JMed Virol. 2020. Epub 2020/04/23.

20. Ozog D, Parks-Miller A, Kohli I, Lyons AB, Narla S, Torres AE, Levesque M,
Lim HW, Hamzavi IH. The Importance of Fit-Testing in Decontamination of N95
Respirators: A Cautionary Note. J Am Acad Dermatol. 2020. Epub 2020/05/12.

21. Vo E, Rengasamy S, Shaffer R. Development of a test system to evaluate
procedures for decontamination of respirators containing vira droplets. Applied and
Environmental Microbiology. 2009;75(23):7303-9.

22. Peters MD, Godfrey CM, Khalil H, Mclnerney P, Parker D, Soares CB.
Guidance for conducting systematic scoping reviews. Int J Evid Based Healthc.
2015;13(3):141-6. Epub 2015/07/03.

23. Tricco AC, Lillie E, Zarin W, O'Brien KK, Colquhoun H, Levac D, Moher D,
Peters MDJ, Horsley T, Weeks L, Hempel S, Akl EA, Chang C, McGowan J, Stewart L,
Hartling L, Aldcroft A, Wilson MG, Garritty C, Lewin S, Godfrey CM, Macdonald MT,
Langlois EV, Soares-Weiser K, Moriarty J, Clifford T, Tuncalp O, Straus SE. PRISMA
Extension for Scoping Reviews (PRISMA-ScR): Checklist and Explanation. Ann Intern
Med. 2018;169(7):467-73. Epub 2018/09/05.

24.  Garcia Godoy LR, Jones AE, Anderson TN, Fisher CL, Seeley KML, Beeson
EA, Zane HK, Peterson JW, Sullivan PD. Facia protection for healthcare workers
during pandemics: a scoping review. BMJ Glob Health. 2020;5(5). Epub 2020/05/07.
25.  Grossman J, Pierce A, Mody J, Gagne J, Sykora C, Sayood S, Cook S, Shomer
N, Liang SY, Eckhouse S. Institution of a Novel Process for N95 Respirator
Disinfection with Vaporized Hydrogen Peroxide in the setting of the COVID-19
Pandemic at a Large Academic Medica Center. J Am Coll Surg. 2020. Epub
2020/05/01.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399; this version posted July 14, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

15

26. Hamzavi IH, Lyons AB, Kohli I, Narla S, Parks-Miller A, Gelfand JM, Lim
HW, Ozog D. Ultraviolet germicidal irradiation: possible method for respirator
disinfection to facilitate reuse during COVID-19 pandemic. J Am Acad Dermatol. 2020.
Epub 2020/04/05.

27.  Kampf G, Voss A, Scheithauer S. Inactivation of coronaviruses by heat. Journal
of Hospital Infection. 2020.

28.  Kobayashi LM, Marins BR, Costa PCDS, Perazzo H, Castro R. Extended use or
reuse of N95 respirators during COVID-19 pandemic: An overview of national
regulatory authorities' recommendations. Infection Control and Hospital Epidemiology.
2020.

29. NarlaS, Lyons AB, Kohli I, Torres AE, Parks-Miller A, Ozog DM, Hamzavi IH,
Lim HW. The importance of the minimum dosage necessary for UV C decontamination
of N95 respirators during the COVID-19 pandemic. Photodermatol Photoimmunol
Photomed. 2020. Epub 2020/04/16.

30. Nogee D, Tomassoni A. Concise Communication: Covid-19 and the N95
Respirator Shortage: Closing the Gap. Infection Control and Hospital Epidemiology.
2020.

31. Perkins DJ, Villescas S, Wu TH, Muller T, Bradfute S, Hurwitz I, Cheng Q,
Wilcox H, Weiss M, Bartlett C, Langgoen J, Seidenberg P. COVID-19 global pandemic
planning: Decontamination and reuse processes for N95 respirators. Exp Biol Med
(Maywood). 2020:1535370220925768. Epub 2020/05/14.

32. Rowan NJ, Laffey JG. Challenges and solutions for addressing critical shortage
of supply chain for personal and protective equipment (PPE) arising from Coronavirus
disease (COVID19) pandemic - Case study from the Republic of Ireland. Sci Total
Environ. 2020;725:138532. Epub 2020/04/19.

33. Schwartz A, Stiegel M, Greeson N, Vogel A, Thomann W, Brown M,
Sempowski GD, Alderman TS, Condreay JP, Burch J, Wolfe C, Smith B, Lewis S.
Decontamination and Reuse of N95 Respirators with Hydrogen Peroxide Vapor to
Address Worldwide Personal Protective Equipment Shortages During the SARS-CoV-2
(COVID-19) Pandemic. Applied Biosafety. 2020.

34. Prakash A, Rao HB, Nair P, Talwar S, Kumar VA, Talwar D. Sterilization of
N95 respirators: The time for action is upon us! Lung India. 2020;37(3):260-2. Epub
2020/05/06.

35. Batelle Memoria Institute. Final report for the bioquell hydrogen peroxide vapor
(HPV) decontamination for reuse of N95 respirators. Battelle Memorial Institute. 2016.
36. Bedell K, Buchaklian AH, Perlman S. Efficacy of an Automated Multiple
Emitter Whole-Room Ultraviolet-C Disinfection System Against Coronaviruses MHV
and MERS-CoV. Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol. 2016;37(5):598-9. Epub 2016/01/29.
37. Center for Disease Control and Prevention. Recommended guidance for
extended use and limited reuse of N95 filtering facepiece respirators in heathcare
settings. 2020.


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399; this version posted July 14, 2020. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

16


https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.07.11.20151399
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

17 g i
58
=3
53
23
Table|: Characteristics of included studies g&
=
Author/Year | Study Objective Decontamination Organismstested or Organisms Method of evaluation Main findings c_;n_"g
design regimens tested discussed used as oS
or discussed surrogate for Se
COr onavir us _33
Boskoski et | Review | Theaim of thisreview | Autoclave, 160°C H5N1 influenza virus, - - “The study suggests that the UVGE 5 =
al., 2020 was to dry heat, 70% SARS-CoV and HIN1 method proved to be avalid alternativ@ i
summarize the isopropy! alcohoal, influenza decontaminate N95 respirators, butg= 2
protective efficacy of soap and water, requires careful consideration of the tyge S
masks and respirators ultraviolet of respirator and of the biological tar@et% S
in preventing the germicidal o S
spread of irradiation sk
respiratory infections | (UVGI), ethylene 823
and to propose a proper oxide (EtO), o § o
biological vaporized 2
decontamination hydrogen @ %;
processto take into peroxide (VHP), 230
consideration microwave oven Q & 3
respirators reuse. irradiation and CEE
bleach p23
Cadnumet | Invitro | The goal of the current Ultraviolet-C Bacteriophages M S2, Bacteriophage Methicillin-resistant “The study found that UV-C reduo@lg 2
al., 2020 study was to examine Light, Multi- Bacteriophages Phi6, Phi6 Staphylococcus aureus contamination of N95 respirators withg &
the effectiveness of purpose high- Bacteriophages Phi X174, MRSA test strain Phi6 and M S2 bacteriophages and M Fiﬁ@ £
UV-Clightanda level disinfection | Acinetobacter baumanii, However, efficacy varied with differ8§ =
high-level disinfection cabinet that Vancomycin-resistant, respirator types and with differ t% 5 t
cabinet for generates Enterococcus faecium, locations on the respirator. A high-lewes 3
decontamination of aerosolized NDM1-producing disinfection cabinet using submicrdf ®© <
N95 respirators. peracetic acid and Klebsiella pneumoniae, droplets of aerosolized peracetic acid ang =
hydrogen Methicillin-resistant hydrogen peroxide was substantially mdﬁeo
peroxide and dry Staphylococcus aureus effective for decontamination of N958 2 S
heat (MRSA), Escherichiacoli, respirators and with 3 consecutive cycI@o

Candida auris, Candida or asingle extended cycle achieved >6z

abicans, Clogridioides 10g10 reductions meeting criteria for

difficile, Bacillus subtilis disinfection.”
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Carrilloetal., | Letter Letter reporting anin Immediate-use It was tested sterilization - TSI PortaCount Respirator Fit “The data of this study provides avallgg
2020 vitro study ng | steam sterilization and it was not tested Tester base for the use of the IUSS method fof; E{
the use of Immediate- (lUSS), using a specific organism decontamination of N95 masksto preveﬁt—-

use steam sterilization Steris Amsco the spread of the virus SARS-Cov-2 tog_g

for decontamination of Evolution health care workers.” - 2

N95 respirators. HC1500 PreVac <&

Steam Sterilizer 8o

autoclave =>%

Chengetal., | Letter | Letter reportinganin lonized H202 HIN1 HIN1 The virus was eluted from “This experiment showed that iHP caylé 2
2020 vitro study assessing (iHP) (enveloped N95 respirators for viral kill influenza A virus at moderate to m@ §
the use of lonized RNA virus that culture in MDCK cells. levels of inoculum. And the level of & N

H202 for has similar Cytophatic changes of H202 on the inner surface of N952. 3 5

decontamination of virological MDCK cellswere observed | respirators was 0.6 ppm (below the %{"_:eglg

N95 respirators. characteristics daily for 7 daysby light limit of <1 ppm) at 2 h and undetecté_Blg i:

as microscopy and the samples at 3 h. The speed of H202 release frang ; N

coronaviruses) were subcultured again on N95 respirators may be variable anﬁ § 3

MDCK cellsfor afurther affected by theair current.” o2 Q

seven days. It was preformed Oseo

immunofluorescence staining <23

to detect influenza A antigen. % g s

Garcie- Review The purpose of the Ultraviolet SARS-CoV-1 - - “The study shows that overall, strat @,
Godoy et al., scoping review isto germicidal involving the use of UVGI, ethyleng 2 S
2020 compile irradiation oxide, dry oven heating and hydrog 81&§
existing evidence on (uval), peroxide may be most promising f &% g

the use and efficacy of Microwave preservation of mask function anogz % o

medical grade irradiation, integrity. Decontamination with UVGIg'<

and alternative forms microwave- moist heat incubation and microw: a\%i—’._'ﬁ

of facial protectionfor | generated steam, generated steam does not appear t@ & S

healthcare moist heat, significantly affect N95 respirator fitl &

workers amidst the bleach, hydrogen comfort. Until application of these g 3

growing global peroxide gas methods has been adequately investi gatgjg

shortage. plasma, autoclave, in the hospital setting, their safety andgg

160°C dry hest, effectivenessin the particular context ok z:

70% isopropyl the SARS-CoV-2 outbreak isunknowng =

alcohol, soaking g
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and boiling water

3
3
5%
o<
£T
)
g
33
vapor and dry “a
oven heating 0
=2
25
25
B0
=%g
828
Grossmanet | Invitro | The objective of the Vaporized N95 respirators used by After each disinfection cycle, | “The study shows that a reproducible@ g‘
al., 2020 paper was to present a hydrogen health care workers biologic indicators were scalable process for implementing N@@ N
just-in-time peroxide transferred to commercially respirator disinfection within alargg % o
process created for available trypticase soy broth | academic hospital and healthcare sysi%rg (Sn
N95 respirator (TSB) with acolor indicator is achievable through multidisciplinﬁg_az 5
disinfection usng VHP (Mesa Labs and Steris), and collaboration and rapid adaptation ingt'hs 3
that allows the incubated at 560C for at least setting of the COVID-19 pandemic ap@ =5
individual healthcare 24 hours. A negative result critical N95 respirator shortag&s.”%g
worker to retain his indicated a successful zQ
or her own respirator. disinfection cycle. o8
Hamzavi et Letter Letter proposing a Ultraviolet SARS-CoV - “UVGI and repurposing phototheragya.
al., 2020 possible repurposing of germicidal devices could be the best practical
phototherapy devices, irradiation solution at thistime.”
including these UVB (uval)

units, to serve asa
platform
for UVC germicidal
disinfection.
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Kampf etal., | Review Published data were Thermal SARS-CoV “Overall athermal disinfection at 60° Gsog
2020 reviewed to find out disnfection for “a
which temperature and (various 30 min, 65°C for 15 min and 80°C for & : e
exposuretimeis temperatures) min was effective to strongly reduce g_g
necessary for coronavirus infectivity. Data do not allo%2
inactivation of to evaluate if the function of a face mask 8
COronaviruses. remains unchanged after heat treatment@ =}
thermal disinfection is used for the refES

of masks all institutions should evalugt@ 2

the effect on their own masksin use&ag =

different brands of masks and differéni; N

specifications (e.g. with or withou®, Er*§

cellulose) will react individually tow@c%g

a i

combination of time and heat. Easy tét'%g

to do are “fitting" and "water-resistange5. -

In addition, the numbers of re-uses dwou!dw

be traced (mark at the side of mask perg © &

cycle) and its effects examined.” < 3 2

Kobayashi et | Letter L etter showing an Dry heatina - “The Ministry of Labor and Social Afé&%
al., 2020 overview of national drying cabinet at of Germany described the '% =7
regulatory authority 65-70°C recommended decontamination metho% S
recommendations. (Germany); for N95 respiratorsin © n§
Vaporous detail (i, dry hest at 65-70°C in a dririgjg

hydrogen cabinet for 30 minutes). g Jc

peroxide On the other hand, up to 60% of the' <'<

(Netherlands, screened countriesdidnot  22%R

Europe, and the report any recommendations for exter@@lg

United States); use or reuse or decontamination of N9% &

ultraviolet respirators.” P54

germicidal 2

irradiation and 3

moist heat 3

(Europe and the =

United States) §
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Lietal., 2020 | Lefter | Letter discussinganin Ultraviolet light Clinical isolate of Unclear Calculation of colony- “The results of the study demonstrate thgtg
vitro study that tested treatment, methicillin-res stant forming units (CFU) or steam treatment using arice cooker- =~ o
Rice Cooker-Steamer hydrogen Staphylococcus aureus plague-forming units (PFU) steamer is effective for decontaminatiof - e
for Decontamination of | peroxide vapor, (MRSA) and the reduction. of face masks and N95 respirators. g_g
Cloth and Surgical moist or dry heat, nonenveloped, single- Investigations of moist heat arealso =2
Face Masks and N95 steam treatment stranded RNA virus needed as 20 minutes of exposure to mo%ch
Respirators. viarice cooker bacteriophage M S2 heat at 65°C has been reported to be g =)
steam effective with minimal adverse effectSan’s
respirator performance” 3 2°
Maet al., In vitro The study verified a Steam on boiling Avian coronavirus of Vaccine strain RT-PCR “The study observes that if a mask wi &%g
2020 simple water infectious bronchitis virus of avian reused, it should be doffed withouf, 7 N
decontamination H120 infectious touching its surface, and the doffed mfa% N
measure suitable to bronchitis virus should be put directly into a plastic b% org
most people for reuse H120 stainless-steel box for steam and avoi @E
of MMsand N95Ms. contamination of the surface of oth@ =IN
items. They also presume that the magks &,
can be used for up to seven or ten dayafﬁg
they keep clean and fitted, and have
been damaged by other factors. Therefs@ .
this study is valuable for solving the g?@t
shortage of masksin many countnesgg
fighting the COVID-19 pandemic. It 628
also minimize unnecessary waste arfgle
protect the environment for discardi Ao
reusable masks.” 53
Narlaet al., Letter Letter discussing the Ultraviolet C influenza A (H1N1), avian - - “The study statesthat it should also§eE
2020 importance of the (UVC) influenza A virus emphasized that there are signifi caﬁt

minimum dosage
necessary for UVC
decontamination of
N95 respirators during
the COVID-19
pandemic.

(H5N1), influenza A
(H7N9) A/Anhui/1/2013,
influenza A (H7N9)
A/Shanghai/1/2013SARS-
CoV-2, SARS-CoV and
MERS-CoV

limitations to UV C decontaminati
methods due to the variety of
respirators used in healthcare faciliti
Conseguently, this process
should only be considered as arisk
mitigation effort during severe
shortage of N95 respirators but isone
the most effective and best
studied options available to front-lines:
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@
Nogee and Others Authors propose Ultraviolet Influenzavirus, SARS- - - “The study observes that although furth& S
Tomassoni, investigating the use of germicidal CoV-2 and SARS-CoV work will be needed to determine do%gs?:’
2020 ultraviolet germicidal irradiation of UVGI to effectively sterilize SARBE : S
irradiation to (UValI), ethylene CoV-2 contaminated FFRs, UVGIS 3 | =
sterilize masks of oxide and provides a potential avenue for greafys S
SARS-CoV-2 for safer vaporized extending the limited FFR supply in thd @ &
reuse. hydrogen face of the ongoing COVID-19 pand@u 8

peroxide in asimple, cost-effective, and rapi s

deployable manner. Hospitals andZ >3
healthcare facilities should consde’r’ &5
immediate implementation of coIIectéa &
programs for used FFRs in anticipatioft &f af’
near-future sterlllzanon and reuses 5 2
programs.” F.E' 28
Ozogetal., Letter Letter discussing the Ultraviolet The study discussed about fit-testing performance collected for the different “The data of this study strongly indic@ies €
2020 Importance of Fit- germicidal respirator modelstreated with UVGI. that to protect the safety of the N9§ e
Testingin irradiation respirator user, fit-testing after :gt
Decontamination of (UV@lI), hydrogen decontamination must be done each tgng S
N95 1 Respirators peroxide anew model isintroduced to a health&f=
vaporization, system. This has significant safety o %

microwave implications as varied decontaminatio

generated methods are being used by different

steaming and dry ingtitutions.”
heating
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Perkins et al., | Invitro Describe the Hydrogen N95 filtering facepiece respirators used by Culture and visual inspection “The data of the study presented in thlgg
2020 development of a peroxide vapor healthcare personnel aticlearemeant to serveasan = g
processthat began in (HPV) information sharing tool for other & e
late February 2020 for institutions who may 5_%
selecting and wish to set up such processes, parﬂculafy‘é
implementing the use for those who <&
of hydrogen peroxide do not aready have specific HPV ?n; =)
vapor (HPV) asviable chambers already in =2
method to reprocess place. The two most important Iesso‘é%, 2
NO5 respirators learned from 828
our experience are: (1) develop am & N
adequate reserve of 83 §
PPE for efficiently implementing tep
reprocessing workflow i sk
and (2) locate a suitable environment3ag o
the HPV 252
decontamination procedure, such as@® &
operating room, 8 g 3
which has the pre-existing conditionsS. ;:'
required for conducting &% <
the HPV decontamination process.2< &
Prakash et al., | Others Thearticle Gamma HIN1 influenza, M2 SARS-CoV-2 - “The data on re-sterilization strategi V; eSameS
2020 proposed the validation irradiation virusand SARS-CoV-2 scarce and do not address major conc&iss §
and eventual use of that allow for mass application. It neegs#os T
gamma irradiation, to be stressed, in no uncertain terms, thagr%u
disinfect sterilization techniques, such as gamEna <
FFRsin bulk. irradiation in this context need valldaﬁacﬁx IS
which if performed on a war footing, l;g@/o
just be of vital importancein these tings'S
Rowanand | Others Article discussed Vaporised - - - “The article observesthat the best” © =i
Laffey, 2020 concern regarding the hydrogen evidence suggests that preferred candlda%e‘D
shortage in supply peroxide, UV methods for meeting this gap appears ta‘u
chain of critical one- irradiation and be use of vaporised hydrogen peromd@_;(Q
time-use personal and | High-level liquid (VHP) and UV irradiation technologiesy =
protective disinfection 8 g
equipment. (Actichlor+), 50
53
S
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Ethylene oxide
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(Eto) and pulsed
UV technology
(PUV)
Schwartz et Letter Authors shared Hydrogen 6-log biological indicators The study talks about a “Using hydrogen peroxide vapor isao o
al., 2020 processes of peroxide vapor (Geobacillus quality assurance (QA) step, proven method of decontaminatior = S
Decontamination and stearothermophilus spores) after complete aeration, to Authors believe that decontaminatioro? 2
Reuse of N95 ensure both qualitative and N95 respirators with hydrogen peroxgI& 5
Respirators with quantitative degradation has | vapor is one such solution that afford§ S
Hydrogen Peroxide not occurred, ensuring that better ability to protect our health cai §
Vapor there was no physical or workers as we continue to tackle ths

performance degradation.
Also, a standardized
quantitative fit testing was
preformed to ensure the
integrity of the respiratorsis
maintained over many
decontamination cycles. In
addition, we validated the
efficacy of the
decontamination process by
using 9 individual 6-log
biological indicators
(Geobacillus
stearothermophilus spores).

monumental issue.”
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Voetal., Invitro | Theaim of the present
2009 study wasto develop a
test
system to evaluate the
effectiveness of
procedures for
decontamination
of respirators
contaminated with
viral droplets

Sodium
hypochlorite and
UV irradiation

MS2 virus, Escherichia
coli

The study for analyzing the
efficacy of
decontamination(ED) for
MS2 of sodium hypochlorite
decontamination, were the
number of viable MS2 phage
was determined by aplaque
assay, was calculated by
determining the log reduction
asfollows: ED log (N°/N),
where N° isthe mean number
of viable MS2 phage applied
to the control couponsand N
is the number of viable MS2
phage recovered from test
coupons after
decontamination. The
efficacy of UV
decontamination for
viable M S2 was calculated as
described for the efficacy of
sodium hypochlorite
decontamination.

daid Aixypaw

“The results demonstrated that the siz
range of the dropletswas 0.5to 15 m
that the majority of the droplet particl
were between 0.74 and 3.5 m in diamet
Treatment with sodium hypochlorite
(bleach) was an efficient chemical
decontamination method for MS2 viru
loaded onto FFRs. Treatment with |@W_
sodium hypochlorite doses (2.75 t@ 22
5.50mg/liter) resulted in approximately -5
to 4-log reductionsin the level s of S
coliphage, while treatment with hi gl"él‘“:? N
sodium hypochlorite doses (8.25 mg/lﬁeb)o
resulted in no detectable MS2 virus. 0\
irradiation was also demonstrated to bémg
efficient physical decontaminatior]; 5 &
treatment for MS2 virus. Treatment W'bt_!ﬂ c'S
low UV irradiation doses (4.32 to 5. £ ©

J/em2) resulted in 3.00- to 3.16-log< S =1
reductions in the levels of MS2 collptﬁm<
while treatment with higher UV z
irradiation doses (7.20 Jcm2) r&sulte&
no detectable MS2 virus.”
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Figure Captions

Figure 1. Flowchart of identification, screening, and assessing studies for inclusion
eligibility
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