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Abstract  

A systematic review was performed to answer the following questions: 1) Do dental , oral 

and maxillofacial (OMF) surgical procedures generate bioaerosols (and if so, which 

ones), which can result in transmission of COVID-19?; 2) Are aerosolized airborne 

droplets (and to which extent is splatter) in dental and OMF procedures infective?; 3) Is 

enhanced personal protective equipment (PPE) an essential to prevent spreading of 

COVID-19 during dental and OMF aerosol generating procedures (AGPs)? Authors 

performed a systematic review to retrieve all pertinent literature that assessed 

effectiveness of surgical mask vs respirators for protecting dental health care workers 

during dental and OMF AGPs surgical procedures. Additionally, studies which assessed 

potential aerosolization during dental, OMF and orthopaedic surgeries were retrieved. 

There is moderate evidence showing that ultrasonic scaling and bone drilling using high 

speed rotary instruments produces respirable aerosols. Additionally, there is very 

weak/inconclusive evidence to support the creation of infectious aerosols during dental 

procedures. According to available very weak/inconclusive evidence, transmission of 

SARS-CoV-2 via infective aerosol during AGPS, so far, must remain speculative and 

controversial. As, however, this is a probable opportunistic way of transmission which at 

least cannot be sufficiently excluded and therefore should not be dismissed out of hand 

prematurely, proper and equally important properly applied protective equipment (i.e., 

N95 respirators or FFP-2 masksv or above regarding mouth and nose protection) should 

always be used during AGPs.   
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Introduction  

Coronavirus disease 2019 (Group) or severe acute respiratory syndrome 2 (SARS CoV 2) 

is a considerably contagious disease that has rapidly spread across the globe, making it a 

global public threat(Ge et al., 2020) . Although the full route of transmission is 

incompletely understood, COVID-19 is predominantly transmitted by respiratory droplets 

and fomites via aerosols inhalation, coughing or sneezing through direct contact of 

symptomatic (Health and Safety Executive, 2008; Chen et al., 2020), asymptomatic 

(Backer et al., 2020; Guan et al., 2020; Huang et al., 2020; Rothe et al., 2020; Wu et al., 

2020) or presymptomatic infected patients, or indirectly, by touching virus contaminated 

surfaces and consequently contacting mucus membrane of mouth, eyes and nose. 

(England., 2020; Lu et al., 2020; Peng et al., 2020; van Doremalen et al., 2020). 

Additionally, airborne transmission of small respiratory particles (≤ 5μm) has been 

suggested as potential transmission route for COVID-19. (Tran et al., 2012; Ai et al., 

2019; Peng et al., 2020; Santarpia et al., 2020b; Schwartz et al., 2020; Thamboo et al., 

2020; Wax et al., 2020) 

The prevalence rate of COVID-19 among personal health care providers has been 

reported to be 3.8 % and 20% in Wuhan, China (Wang et al., 2020) and Italy (Remuzzi et 

al., 2020), respectively. From January to April 2020, more than 150 health care workers 

in Italy and over 100 National Health Service workers in the UK lost their lives in the 

COVID-19 pandemic outbreak (Warnakulasuriya, 2020). In addition, since 23 April 

2020, 116 health care workers have died in Italy due to COVID-19, among them 12 

dentists (Peditto et al., 2020) 

Oral mucous membrane has been reported to have a high affinity for angiotensin 

converting enzymes receptor 2 (ACE2) which is responsible for the entrance of the virus 

into human cells, then starting its replications(Xu et al., 2020). So, saliva may contain 

more viral load (Liu et al., 2011). 

Therefore, oral and maxillofacial surgeons (OMS) face a substantial risk of exposure to 

SARS-CoV-2 and thus COVID-19, as their actual field of work lies in close proximity to 
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both oral cavity and naso-/oropharynx. Similar to the influenza virus, the primary SARS-

CoV-2 viral load is considered as an indicator for severity of infection. Thus, professional 

health care workers including OMS among them in the front ranks are at a significant risk 

of acquiring the virus due to their exposure to higher viral load (Paulo et al., 2010; 

Burdorf et al., 2020; Zimmermann et al., 2020). 

Aerosols refers to liquid and solid particles (≤ 5 μm) which dehydrate and retain in air. 

Although range information is rather critical for aerosols and may vary greatly depending 

on literature, it can be assumed that aerosols can persist in the air for a very long time and 

therefore can spread completely in enclosed spaces. Aerosols are estimated to travel 

between e.g. up to 4.5 m (Loh et al., 2020) and 27 feet (around 8 m), or room 

scale(Morawska et al., 2020) , respectively. They remain suspended in the air for hours 

prior to falling on the ground or entering the respiratory system, whereas, droplets are 

described as larger entities (>5μm) that rapidly drop to the ground by force of gravity, 

typically 3-6 feet (1-2m) of the source person(Klompas et al., 2020); droplets and splatter 

is a mixture of air, water, saliva and/or solid particles; when greater than 30- 50 μm they 

are usually visible to the naked eye (Micik et al., 1969; Micik et al., 1971; Miller et al., 

1978; Harrel, 2004).  

Respirators such as filtering face pieces FFP2 masks are tested and classified according 

to their retention capacity against particles of 0.5 µm. Analogously, N95 and N100 

protection masks are at least 94-95% and 99%, respectively, effective for particles tested 

according to the standards of the National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health 

(NIOSH), which increases to 99.5% or higher for particles measuring 0.75 micron or 

bigger (Qian et al., 1998). In contrast, medical/surgical facemasks were observed to offer 

very little protection for particle sizes 10–80 nm (Balazy et al., 2006). Although there 

have been no studies comparing the effectiveness of medical/surgical masks vs. N95/100 

respirators and FFP2/3 masks in reducing the spread of COVID-19, there is some 

evidence supporting superiority of the N95 respirator over surgical masks against viral 

aerosolization (Seto et al., 2003; Teleman et al., 2004; Wen et al., 2013; Garcia Godoy et 

al., 2020). Based e.g. on influenza virus data (diameter 0.08-0.12 microns), however, 

recent systematic reviews and meta-analyses of randomized clinical trials concluded that 
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N95 respirators did not reduce laboratory confirmed respiratory viral infection among 

health care workers when compared to surgical masks (Loeb et al., 2009; Radonovich et 

al., 2019; Bartoszko et al., 2020; Long et al., 2020) 

All dental surgical procedures performed with high-speed rotating handpiece, ultrasonic 

scaler, water air syringe are aerosol generating procedures (AGPs) which are mostly 

contaminated with blood, bacteria, viruses and fungi (Bentley et al., 1994; Harrel et al., 

2004; Sacchetti et al., 2006; Ishihama et al., 2008; Szymanska et al., 2013; Al-Eid et al., 

2018). The same may apply for surgical procedures such as bone drilling under irrigation 

and exposure to blood and saliva contaminated droplets and splatters during e.g. 

coughing, and tracheobronchial aerosols, which may bear a high virus load.  

Considering choice of personal protective equipment (PPE) health care professionals 

need to take into account that also pre-symptomatic and asymptomatic patients are suited 

to transmit COVID-19(Korth et al., 2020; Schmidt et al., 2020) . Several societies and 

national associations (such as American Dental Association, U.S. Occupational Safety 

and Health Administration, American Society of Dentist Anesthesiologists, British 

Association of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgeons, The French Society of Stomatology, 

Maxillo-Facial Surgery and Oral Surgery, British Society of Oral Surgeons etc.) 

recommend that a surgical (or medical) mask is not sufficient. Instead, N95 or higher 

level of respirators or /FFP2 or 3 masks are mandatory, especially when conducting 

AGPs for suspected and confirmed COVID-19 patients. (BAOMS, 2020; French Society 

of Stomatology et al., 2020a; Occupational safety and health administrations, 2020; The 

American Society of Dentist Anesthesiologists, 2020) Covid-19 Dental Services Evidence 

Review (Group) Working Group Version 1.3 including 16 countries (Group, 2020)        

Correspondingly, the U.S Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), and 

European Centre for Disease and Prevention (ECDC) recommend the N95 

respirator/FFP2 mask for non-aerosol generating routine care of patients with COVID-19 

(Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2020b; European Centre for Disease 

Prevention and Control, 2020), whereas the World Health Organization, Public Health 

England and the Public Health Agency of Canada recommend the use of medical/surgical 
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masks for this indication. (Public Health Agency of Canada, 2020; Public Health 

England, 2020a; World Health Organization, 2020) 

Currently, the coronavirus is not considered to be an airborne virus, so airborne 

precautions are not routinely necessary (Douedi S, 2020; Public Health England, 2020b). 

The World Health Organization has emphasized that further studies are required to 

confirm whether COVID-19 is spread via aerosols (Organization, 2020). At present, 

airborne transmission of COVID-19 from individual to individual for long distance is 

considered improbable (Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, 2020a). However, 

close proximity of OMS to their patients during AGPs makes them susceptible to contract 

SARS-CoV-2 and thus COVID-19.   

Other studies reported the presence of COVID-19 in the air sample of hospital rooms of 

COVID-19 patients (H.; Santarpia et al., 2020a), so air conditioning and ventilation and 

respective ventilation numbers (i.e. air exchange rate and air displacement) in surgeries 

with AGP might play a crucial role in indoor transmission and need to be considered, as 

well. In this context, the National Health Committee of China has stated that “Exposure 

to high-concentration contaminated aerosols in a relatively closed space for a long time, 

may lead to transmission of COVID-19 via aerosols”(Li et al., 2004) 

Standard PPE consist of a surgical mask, face shield (usually with inferior opening) or 

protection goggles, gown, surgical cap, and gloves (Panesar et al., 2020). Full or 

enhanced PPE include a surgical mask, face shield or protection goggles, disposable 

long-sleeved gown (waterproof), surgical cap, and gloves in addition to respirators such 

as N95/FFP2, filtering facepieces respirators or powered air purifying respirators  

Currently, there is lack of scientific evidence regarding whether aerosolized airborne 

droplets generated during dental and maxillofacial surgical procedures are infective in 

COVID-19, and which type of personal protective equipment is effective enough to 

prevent COVID-19 transmission during aerosol generating dental and maxillofacial 

procedures? 

Thus, there is urgent need to conduct a systematic review to identify whether there is 

scientific evidence supporting that dental/OMS surgical procedures are AGPs and 

whether bioaerosols produced at dental and maxillofacial surgical practices can transmit 
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COVID-19. To the best of the authors’ knowledge, there is no scientific evidence 

discussing which OMF surgical procedures are truly aerosol-generating, and scientific 

evidence supporting that enhanced PPE is necessary to protect OMFs when dealing with 

suspected and confirmed COVID-19 patients in this current pandemic outbreak. The 

authors hypothesize that enhanced PPE using respirators (N95 or FFP 2/3) would be 

sufficient and more effective than standard PPE without respirators or equivalents in 

protecting dentists and OMF surgeons against COVID-19 during AGPs in suspected and 

confirmed COVID-19 cases.  

Material and methods 

Protocol and registration 

This systematic review followed the Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Review 

and Meta-Analysis Protocols(Moher et al., 2015), Figure 1, in combination with the 

Network Meta-Analyses of Health Care Interventions, and was registered in PROSPERO 

with No. CRD42020192912 (Essam Ahmed Al-Moraissi, 2020). 

Focused questions 

1. Do dental and maxillofacial surgical procedures generate bioaerosols (and if so, 

which ones), which can result in transmission of COVID-19? 

2. Are aerosolized airborne droplets (and to which extent is splatter) in dental and 

maxillofacial surgical procedures infective? 

3. Is additional standard personal protective equipment an essential to prevent 

spreading of COVID-19 during aerosol generating dental and maxillofacial 

procedures? 

Search strategy 

Relevant randomized controlled trials (RCTs), regardless of language and publication 

date, were retrieved by a systematic search of MEDLINE, EMBASE, CINAHL, the 

Cochrane Central Registry of Controlled Trials (CENTRAL), and SCOPUS from the 

inception of each database to the end of May2020 (Additional file 1). 
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Selection Criteria    

Based on objective of this rapid systematic review, there were 2 inclusion criteria based 

on the research question as the following : 

1. PICOS : Population (P): adult dental health care workers (defined as workers in a 

health care setting that could be exposed to patients with acute respiratory illness), 

such as oral and maxillofacial surgeons, dentists or dental assistants who are 

performing AGPs for unknown, negative, suspected or positive covid-19 patients. 

Intervention (I): enhanced PPE include respirators such as N95 (certified by the 

National Institute for Occupational Safety and Health (NIOSH)), FFP2/FFP3 or 

powered air purifying respirator (PAPR), glove, water proof long sleeved gown, full 

face shield, head cap and overall cover. Comparator (C): Standard PPE including 

surgical face mask (certified for use as a medical Device), cloth mask, not wearing 

any type of facial protections. Outcomes (O): The primary outcome was effectiveness 

of PPE against covid-19.  Study design (S): all literature sources discussing 

effectiveness of PPE against COVID-19, SARS CoV2, MERS. Additionally, national 

and international societies’ recommendations , guidelines on using PPE for dental 

health care workers during the COVID-19 pandemic outbreak were included. 

Inpatients and outpatients . 

2. PICOS: Population (P): patients underwent dental and oral and maxillofacial or 

orthopedic osteotomies using high speed devices . Intervention (I): high speed devices 

(C): not applicable . Outcomes (O): detection of aerosols and splatter and count of 

bacteria   Study design (S): all clinical human , cadaver and in vitro studies were be 

included  

Data extraction  

Data extraction was done by 2 reviewers independently. The following information was extracted 

: authors , type of study , how outcomes were measured, type of surgical procedures, type of 

surgical instruments used , conclusion , evidence of aerosol generation , evidence of transmission 

risk and type of microbial species   
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Assessment of risk of bias 

Because there was extreme heterogeneity among the included studies, risk of bias assessment was 

not conducted. 

Synthesis of results  

Because there was wide heterogeneity among the included studies that investigated the 

potential aerosolization during dental, OMF and orthopaedic surgeries. Also there was no 

included study comparing respirators to surgical masks during dental and OMF AGPs for 

protection against COVID-19 transmission. Thus,  results of the current study were 

presented narratively to answer the prior author clinical questions notably : 1)do dental 

and maxillofacial surgical procedures generate bioaerosols (and if so, which ones), which 

can result in transmission of COVID-19?; 2) Are aerosolized airborne droplets (and to 

which extent is splatter) in dental and maxillofacial surgical procedures infective?; 3) Is 

additional standard personal protective equipment an essential to prevent spreading of 

COVID-19 during aerosol generating dental and maxillofacial procedures? 

Results  

Based on the literature search, 263 articles were identified overall . Out of these, only 12 

studies assessed the potential aerosolization during dental, oral and orthopaedic surgeries 

were included. Figure 1 is a flow chart on the process of article evaluation for inclusion 

in the present systematic review.(Earnest et al., 1991; Bentley et al., 1994; Bennett et al., 

2000; Nogler et al., 2001a; Nogler et al., 2001b; Nogler et al., 2003; Rautemaa et al., 

2006; Ishihama et al., 2008; Ishihama et al., 2009; Yamada et al., 2011; Veena et al., 

2015; Singh et al., 2016; Pluim et al., 2018) There was no included study comparing 

respirators to surgical masks during dental, oral and maxillofacial AGPs for protection 

against COVID-19 transmission. 

 

Overall evidence regarding whether dental and maxillofacial surgical procedures 

generating bioaerosols can result in transmission of  COVID-19 
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There is moderate evidence that ultrasonic scaling and bone drilling using high speed 

rotary instruments produces respirable aerosols. Additionally, there is very 

weak/inconclusive evidence to support the creation of infectious aerosols during dental 

procedures 

 

 

Discussion 

COVID-19 as a pandemic is currently far from being contained in a majority of countries 

and represents a serious potential threat to health care workers (HCW), who are 

disproportionately affected to a higher degree during the current pandemic outbreak 

(Wang et al., 2020; Zimmermann et al., 2020) Infections rates among HCWs vary greatly 

depending on literature, with ranges between 1.6 – 3.8 in countries which succeeded to 

contain the first wave of the pandemic, such as e.g. Germany or China (Korth et al., 

2020; Schmidt et al., 2020; Wang et al., 2020), which stands in conspicuous contrast to 

countries with outbreaks getting out of control such as Italy (Remuzzi et al., 2020). 

Especially in the context of AGPs, Covid-19 has also reawakened the longstanding 

debate about the extent to which common respiratory viruses, now including SARS-CoV-

2, are transmitted via respiratory droplets vs aerosols, so called airborne 

transmission(Klompas et al., 2020) . The role of human exhaled droplets, direct contact 

and fomites (the latter ones being regarded as a less relevant way of transmission) for the 

transmission(Sommerstein et al., 2020) of SARS-CoV2 and COVID-19, respectively, has 

been primarily addressed by standard and adapted hygienic measures (e.g. patient 

screening by point of care assessment, individual risk assessment and rapid testing, 

distancing, hand hygiene, environmental surface disinfection etc.) combined with 

standard and/or enhanced PPE(Bartoszko et al., 2020; Zimmermann et al., 2020) to 

protect HCW when dealing with suspected and confirmed COVID-19 patients. 

According to available epidemiological data, SARS-CoV2 has a higher transmissibility 

than SARS-CoV or MERS-CoV (Chen, 2020) modification of standard precaution and 

infection control regimen targeted towards SARS-CoV2(Ge et al., 2020), therefore, may 

be crucial.  
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Do dental and maxillofacial surgical procedures generate bioaerosols (and if so, 

which ones), which can result in transmission of COVID-19? 

As, regarding focused question 1 (“do dental and maxillofacial surgical procedures 

generate bioaerosols - and if so, which ones- , which can result in transmission of 

COVID-19?”), especially potential airborne transmission of COVID-19 via aerosols 

(Wax et al., 2020), as fourth way of transmission(Sommerstein et al., 2020), though 

controversially discussed, is considered as a significant risk (Schwartz et al., 2020), 

particularly for all those medical professions working in close vicinity to the 

bronchotracheal, nasal and paranasal, oral and oropharyngeal system(Patel et al., 2020; 

Zimmermann et al., 2020). Although conclusive data regarding concrete numbers of 

incidence among dental and OMFS HCWs are basically lacking, there are some reports 

indicating that dentists and OMFS are among those at elevated risk(Ge et al., 2020; 

Warnakulasuriya, 2020) for transmission by patients including asymptomatic or prior to 

onset patients. According to Meng et al., 2020, the infection rate among dental 169 

Chinese dental staff, in Wuhan city who treated more than 700 emergencies using 

medical masks for personal protection was as high as 5.3 % (Meng et al., 2020), which is 

at least above the rate of 2.7% for HCWs tested seropositive for SARS-CoV2 in a 

German tertiary center in a pandemic hotspot as described above(Korth et al., 2020; 

Schmidt et al., 2020) SARS-CoV2 has an even higher transmissibility than SARS-CoV or 

MERS-CoV(Chen, 2020) and both SARS-1 and MERS coronaviruses have shown high 

transmissibility, both with proportions of infected ranging overall from 13 to 43%, based 

on country-specific data. For individual outbreaks, up to 59% of affected individuals 

were HCWs(Sommerstein et al., 2020) . Therefore, it rather likely that the number of 

infections among oral surgeons and OMFS will rise either with the progress of the 

pandemic and/or in the wake of reverting to normal business. In addition, considering 

potential aerosol transmission, due to the specific characteristics of their working 

environment, oral surgeons and OMFS, may contribute themselves inadvertently to cross-

transmit COVID-19 from patient to patient and HCWs by aerosol transmission during 

and for some time after performing AGPs, especially when there is an exposure to high 

concentrations of aerosols in a relatively closed environment such as in surgeries(Ge et 

al., 2020; Morawska et al., 2020) Though dentists and oral surgeons have been 
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recommended to avoid or minimize operations that can produce droplets or aerosols 

(Meng et al., 2020)under recent lockdown conditions, by now many countries have 

reverted to medical business as usual, thus many HCWs by now are facing a second wave 

of the pandemic or risk further hampering of comprehensive patient treatment(European 

Centre for Disease Prevention and Control, 2020; Zimmermann et al., 2020) . For 

dentists, OMFS, ENT etc. working closely to the oropharyngeal and tracheobronchial 

system, determining whether droplets or aerosols predominate in the transmission of 

SARS-CoV-2, therefore, turns out to be a crucial question with high implications. If – as 

it is considered highly probable by the proponents of airborne transmission(Morawska et 

al., 2020) - SARSCoV-2 is in fact transmitted via aerosols (which can remain suspended 

in the air for prolonged periods such as pollens(Klompas et al., 2020),medical masks 

would be inadequate (Morawska et al., 2020)because aerosols can both penetrate and 

circumnavigate masks. Face shields, too would provide only partial protection as they 

leave open gaps between the shield and the HCW, and 6 feet of separation would not 

provide protection from aerosols that remain suspended in the air or are carried by 

currents (Klompas et al., 2020; Morawska et al., 2020). As a consequence, understanding 

aerosol transmission and its implications in dentistry are essential(Klompas et al., 2020), 

as oral surgery environments with AGPs convey high risk of aerosolised 

transmission(Zemouri et al., 2017; Zimmermann et al., 2020).  Zemouri et al.  with high-

speed drilling, water-air syringe, ultrasonic scaling and piezosurgery generally considered 

to be high risk transmitters(Ge et al., 2020; Warnakulasuriya, 2020; Zimmermann et al., 

2020) . In OMFS, tracheostomy, tracheostomy care, airway suctioning, abscess drainage 

and wound irrigation (e.g. hydro-jet lavage) need to be added to this list according to the 

WHO recommendations(2020, 2020) based on prior experiences with SARS-CoV-

1(Sommerstein et al., 2020) . Although the production of aerosols during these AGPS 

goes generally accepted, there is overall only weak to moderate evidence that these 

aerosols his will in fact cause aerosol-based transmission. Whereas a majority of 

experimental data usually based on bacterial tests e.g. during use of dental high speed 

rotary instruments and/or ultrasonic scalers (Table 1) consider evidence of transmission 

risk during AGPs either as basically unclear(Earnest et al., 1991; Ishihama et al., 2009) 

(Bennett et al., 2000; Rautemaa et al., 2006). E.g., Ishihama et al 2008 assessed high 
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speed rotary instruments during surgery of impacted third molars and found only indirect 

evidence supporting generating aerosols during oral surgery (Ishihama et al., 2009) 

Hidefumi Yamada et al. 2011, evaluating both high speed rotary instruments and 

ultrasonic scalers concluded that there is clear evidence of generating droplets 

contaminated with blood rather than small aerosols (Yamada et al., 2011). Regarding 

extraoral osteotomies, Nogler et al. 2001 assessed a highspeed cutter in spinal surgery, 

which produced an aerosol covering the complete operating theatre and all personnel, 

which can be contaminated with blood-borne pathogens from infected patients(Nogler et 

al., 2001a). Based on bacterial material, this study provided moderate evidence of aerosol 

generation (Nogler et al., 2001a) 

In 2003 these authors compared ultrasound and highspeed bone cutting. Both the 

ultrasound and the highspeed cutter produced aerosols which covered the operating 

theatre and all personnel present. The highspeed cutter caused significantly higher 

contamination compared to the ultrasound device (Nogler et al., 2001a). These findings 

are in line with JME Pluim et al. 2018, who found moderate evidence that sawing of bone 

e.g. during autopsy when using an oscillating saw can produce aerosols within the 

respirable range (Pluim et al., 2018). Therefore, aerosol formation during OMFS bone 

cutting procedures needs to be considered as a potential risk factor and the question arises 

whether there are potential infectious agents present in these aerosols. 

Are aerosolized airborne droplets (and to which extent is splatter) in dental and 

maxillofacial surgical procedures infective? 

In this context, regarding focused question 2 (“Are aerosolized airborne droplets - and to 

which extent is splatter - in dental and maxillofacial surgical procedures infective?”) it 

needs to be stressed that already normal breathing and coughing will produce aerosols 

(i.e., even without AGPs as postulated by the proponents of airborne transmission 

(Morawska et al., 2020).  Klompas et al, however, pointed out that this does not mean 

aerosols his will in fact cause aerosol-based transmission (Klompas et al., 2020) as this 

depends – besides route of exposure - on factors such as the size of inoculum, duration of 

exposure and host defenses(Klompas et al., 2020) .Low reproduction numbers of 

COVID-19 (rather similar to influenza, i.e. R0 ≈ 2 as opposed to classical airborne viruses 
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such as measles, with R0 ≈ 18) (Sommerstein et al., 2020)indicate that either a high virus-

load is required, or aerosols are not the dominant mode of transmission (Klompas et al., 

2020). Although some possible superspreading events been reported for both SARS-

CoV-1 and now SARS-Cov-2, such as 53/61 attendees of a choir infected by one 

singer(Frieden et al., 2020) (Hamner L, 2020), but, this does not necessarily support 

aerosol transmission (Frieden et al., 2020), but may be explained by infection via droplets 

and contact alternatively, as well(Sommerstein et al., 2020). At any rate, as Morawska & 

Milton state in their recent commentary supported by 239 scientists, the precautionary 

principle should apply and a heightened awareness for airborne transmission is 

required(Morawska et al., 2020). During the SARS-1 epidemic, higher infection rates 

have been well documented for manual ventilation before and during intubation, 

tracheotomy and non-invasive ventilation(Tran et al., 2013; Sommerstein et al., 2020). In 

analogy, close vicinity and prolonged exposure during dental and OMFS AGPs, in 

combination with poor ventilation, therefore, may play a relevant role in transmission of 

SARS-CoV-2. According to Cummings et al. , based on the cluster randomized 

Respiratory Protection Effectiveness Clinical Trial (ResPECT) in 4689 health care 

personal seasons assessed between 2011 and 2016, the risk to become infected with an 

endemic coronavirus was increased approximatively twofold with exposures to AGP (al, 

2020). Though SARS-CoV-2 may behave differently, this indicates a potential and at 

least clinically relevant airborne route of transmission. At present, from an evidence 

based point of view, current understanding is considered to be still limited and there is a 

lack of higher level experimental data proving or disproving droplet vs aerosol-based 

transmission of SARS-CoV-2 particularly in well-ventilated spaces(Klompas et al., 

2020). Though based on weak evidence, however, additional control measures against 

airbone transmission - at least during AGPS - are reasonable to reduce risk of infection 

for dental and OMFS HCWs. As far as oral examination and oral surgeries are concerned, 

such as extractions, incisions and drainage of dental abscesses, spread via droplets and 

splatters is certainly prevalent in contrast to aerosolization(Yamada et al., 2011). Low 

speed bone drilling or sawing under saline solution cooling, however, will inevitably 

produce droplets, which may spread further than 2�m with strong directional airflow 

support(Sommerstein et al., 2020). Basically, these droplets then may even turn into 
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aerosols by evaporating when suspended long enough in the air, i.e., turning into 

microdroplets < 5μm faster than they settle, thus forming true “droplet nuclei” or aerosols 

(Sommerstein et al., 2020). Basically, particles ≤10�µm are considered respirable 

particles which are capable of reaching the lower airways, whereas particles with 10–

100�µm are considered inspirable particles, i.e., limited to reach the upper airways 

(Sommerstein et al., 2020).As viral RNA (though no viable virus) has been detected in 

the air associated with droplets smaller than , the droplets may maintain 

infectivity(Morawska et al., 2020). SARS-CoV has been reported to travel more than six 

feet(Kutter et al., 2018). There is high probability termed “beyond reasonable 

doubt”(Morawska et al., 2020), that e.g. patients’ breathing, talking and less likely 

coughing (Sommerstein et al., 2020)e.g. during surgery may cause a mix of potentially 

infective droplets and aerosols. Microdroplets small enough to remain aloft in air thus 

pose a risk of exposure at distances beyond 1 to 2 m from an infected patient(Morawska 

et al., 2020), and aerosols are estimated to travel between up to 4.5 m (Loh et al., 2020) 

and 27 feet (around 8 m), or room scale (Sommerstein et al., 2020), respectively, and stay 

viable for hours (Liu et al., 2020). In this context, factors such as indoor air velocities 

need to be considered, too, which may allow a 5 μm droplet to travel tens of meters, 

explaining e.g. some spatial patterns of the SARS-CoV-1 epidemic with high likelihood 

(Morawska et al., 2020), though alternative non-airborne ways of spreading need to be 

considered, equally (Klompas et al., 2020). however, this does not prove COVID-19 to be 

a truly aerosol-transmitted disease. In contrast to so far non-proven airborne transmission, 

transmittable virus had been cultured from fomite samples in a MERS-CoV outbreak in 

South Korea (Bin et al., 2016) resulting in guidelines unanimously requiring contact 

isolation in addition to droplet precautions and propagating strict hand hygiene 

(Sommerstein et al., 2020) 

In contrast to these considerations mentioned above by the proponents of airborne 

transmission, the World Health organization (2020) and most public health organizations 

do not recognize airborne transmission except for AGPs (Morawska et al., 2020). 

Considering low R0-rates and the striking success of social distancing(Sommerstein et 

al., 2020), the focus usually lies instead on prevention of contact contamination and direct 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 23, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235333doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235333


16 
 

droplet transmission, which itself poses a special threat to dental and OMFS HCWs. 

SARS-CoV2 has been found in infected saliva(To et al., 2020) 

 In addition, a high expression of angiotensin-converting enzyme II (ACE2), representing 

the cell receptor for SARS-CoV2 infection, has been reported in the oral cavity, 

especially in the epithelial cells of the tongue (Xu et al., 2020), turning the oral cavity 

into a potential high risk transmitter (Ge et al., 2020), even in case airborne transmission 

should tun out to be neglectable. This local virus load also explains the potential of 

preprocedural mouth rinsing (e.g. chlorhexidine CHX), which leads to a mean reduction 

of 68.4% colony forming units in dental aerosols (Marui et al., 2019) and which is proven 

to be efficient against several infectious viruses (Ge et al., 2020). Efficacy may be 

augmented by adding 1% hydrogen peroxide or 0.2% povidone iodine, as SARS-CoV-2 

seems to be sensitive to oxidation(Peng et al., 2020; Zimmermann et al., 2020). 

Nevertheless it should always be kept in mind that airborne transmission via aerosols 

remains am imponderable threat especially to oral and OMFS surgeons even though so 

far un-proven (Sommerstein et al., 2020)and still speculative, which may be due to the 

fact that it is difficult to detect contaminated air, because infectious aerosols are usually 

extremely dilute, and that it is hard to collect and culture fine particles (Roy et al., 2004). 

Chad et al. therefore suggested to classify the aerosol transmission of diseases as 

obligate, preferential, or opportunistic, on the basis of the agent’s capacity to be 

transmitted and to induce disease through fine-particle aerosols and other routes (Roy et 

al., 2004; Shiu et al., 2019). Even though orthodox ways of transmission are more likely 

to occur, “unorthodox” transmission ways may, nevertheless, may gain importance under 

special conditions, such as AGPs in oral and OMFS surgery.  

Is additional standard personal protective equipment an essential to prevent 

spreading of COVID-19 during aerosol generating dental and maxillofacial 

procedures? 

As a basic principle, the same precautions should apply for all patients regardless of case 

status (positive, carrier or negative) during the period of sustained COVID-19 

transmission including standard local disinfection and decontamination protocols plus 

pandemia adapted distancing procedures etc. to effectively limit the concentration of 
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SARS-CoV-2-RNA in aerosols(Li et al., 2004) . Though the respective recommendations 

issued e.g. by the Chief dental officer, dental chambers or respective governmental and 

health service institutions of the different countries need to be followed by HCWs, many 

recommendations are heterogeneous and epidemiological data relative to their 

effectiveness against COVID-19 are limited (Bartoszko et al., 2020). Therefore, from a 

clinical point of view, the most contingent question arises as to which is an 

adequate/appropriate PPE for dental and OMFS AGPs and whether this question can be 

answered from an evidence-based point of view. As a general principle, PPE should be 

chosen depending on the planned procedure and the infection status of the patient in order 

to save resources (Zimmermann et al., 2020).So far, according to general consensus, 

power air-purifying respirators (PAPR), which were scarcely available during the 

outbreak, so far have not been considered mandatory to safely avoid aerosol-borne 

transmission in OMFS (Zimmermann et al., 2020).At present, N95/FFP2 for AGPs and 

N99/FFP3 masks with (Zimmermann et al., 2020)for surgery in infected patients, 

respectively, are most frequently recommended, instead (BAOMS, 2020; Centers for 

Disease Control and Prevention, 2020b; European Centre for Disease Prevention and 

Control, 2020; French Society of Stomatology et al., 2020b; Occupational safety and 

health administrations, 2020; The American Society of Dentist Anesthesiologists, 2020) 

In Spain, which was severely hit by COVID-19, the OMFS society (SECOM-CYC) 

recommends use of FFP3 and sealed glasses or alternatively face shields for the OR in 

combination with waterproof surgical gown and gloves plus double disposable surgical 

cap during AGPs in symptomatic and COVID-19 positive patients (Monje Gil et al., 

2020) 

Chu et al. (Chu et al., 2020)concluded in their recent systematic review and meta-analysis 

regarding spread of viruses via aerosols, that respirators would be more protective than 

medical masks alone. This metanalysis, however, as Klopas et al pointed out, was not 

based on a direct comparison of N95 respirators vs. medical masks and mostly included 

studies on SARS-CoV1 and MERS virus. In addition, it was based on a post-hoc 

bayesisan analysis of two independent analyses, one, however, on N95 respirators vs no 

masks and the other on medical masks vs no masks (Klompas et al., 2020).In contrast, 
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Bartoszko et al. in their recently published systematic review and meta-analysis, 

regarding use of medical masks vs N95 respirators in preventing laboratory confirmed 

viral infection and respiratory illness specifically in HCWs, analyzed four RCTs 

including coronavirus and concluded that the use of medial masks did not increase the 

rate of laboratory confirmed respiratory infection (OR1.06) or clinically respiratory 

illness (OR 1.49). One trial evaluating coronaviruses (though not SARS-CoV-2) found no 

difference between the two groups (p=0.49). This may not only apply for routine care and 

non AGPs, but according to a case report comprising 35/41 HCWs (Ng K et al. 2002, 

Ann Intern Med) also for AGPs. All 35 of these HCWs wearing just medical masks when 

exposed to SARS-CoV-2 during high risk AGPs were tested seronegative after 14 days. 
It therefore may be supposed that high quality standard surgical masks (type II/IIR 

according to European Norm EN 14683) appear to be comparably effective as FFP2 

masks in preventing droplet-associated viral infections of HCWs as reported e.g. from 

influenza or SARS-CoV-2 (Sommerstein et al., 2020). In this context, is also noteworthy 

that e.g. in the UK HCWs with and without direct patient contact showed similar 

incidence rates of COVID-19, implying that community-acquired disease or transmission 

among co-workers were more likely than nosocomial transmission from infected patients 
(Hamner L, 2020; Sommerstein et al., 2020)  Nevertheless, at least for AGPs, N95 

respirators/FFP-2 masks at present are unanimously recommended by national and 

international guidelines. The underlying rationale most probably relates to high level of 

viral exposure from droplet clouds rather than transmission by the airborne route 

(Sommerstein et al., 2020), but is also due to the conspicuous lack of understanding of 

the detailed mechanisms of SARS-Cov-2 transmission, which may also explain the 

discrepancy of the recommendation to protect the HCWs with surgical masks versus 

respirators (Sommerstein et al., 2020). Accordingly, there is inconsistency in 

recommendations for routine care and non AGPs of COVID-19 (Morawska et al., 

2020)as the World Health Organization, Public Health England and the Public Health 

Agency of Canada recommend the use of medical/surgical masks for non-AGPS (Public 

Health Agency of Canada, 2020; Public Health England, 2020a; World Health 

Organization, 2020) in contrast to several societies and national associations (such as the 

U.S Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), the European Centre for Disease 
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and Prevention (ECDC), German Robert Koch Institute, the American Dental 

Association, U.S. Occupational Safety and Health Administration, American Society of 

Dentist Anesthesiologists, British Association of Oral and Maxillofacial Surgeons, The 

French Society of Stomatology, Maxillo-Facial Surgery and Oral Surgery, British Society 

of Oral Surgeons etc.) recommending N95 /FFP2 also for non AGPs over the less 

expensive and more readily available medical masks (Bartoszko et al., 2020). Estimations 

in March 2020 for the U.S. indicated that only about 1% of the protective devices needed 

for the pandemic case had been stockpiled for HCWs (Berenson, 2020). Although, at 

least in most countries, this severe shortage of N95 respirators or FFP-2 masks or even 

medical masks experienced during the onset of the pandemic has eased and respirator 

stockpiles widely have been replenished by now due to widespread sessional use 

(Warnakulasuriya, 2020),resterilisation, increase in production output and lockdown 

spillover effects, the general use of N95/N99 respirators /FFP2 or 3 masks should be well 

considered and rather be reserved for high risk indications,(Bartoszko et al., 2020). 

According to Zimmermann &Nkenke, for routine care of low-risk patients (i.e. symptom 

free) the use of medical masks and gloves to protect against droplet transmission is 

considered sufficient (Zimmermann et al., 2020). 

As a consequence, at least under pandemic conditions, to save resources (Zimmermann et 

al., 2020)and according to available evidence as presented in this paper, it may seem 

reasonable to differentiate between low and high risk dental and OMFS procedures, with 

just the latter ones requiring special precautions to prevent droplet and especially 

aerosolized disease transmission. For low risk treatments, current empirical data and the 

absence of clear scientific evidence for aerosol transmission of SARS-CoV-2 provide 

sufficient rationale for the use of surgical masks (Sommerstein et al., 2020), which should 

apply in analogy for in dentistry and OMFS, as well. As basic methods, e.g. during 

surgical procedures, Ge et al.(Ge et al., 2020) recommended to apply preprocedural 

mouth rinse and to put the patient in a supine position to avoid working in the breath way 

of the patient. Next, filtering of potentially contaminated aerosols can be achieved either 

by chairside high volume evacuators (HVE) or more expensive HEPA (high efficiency 

particulate arrestor) filters. HVE filters reduce contamination by the operating site by 

around 90% (Narayana et al., 2016), HEPA filters can remove 99.7% of particles 
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measuring 0.3μm in diameter(Ge et al., 2020) . In addition, even the use of negative 

pressure for ORs has been claimed mandatory to prevent spread of aerosols(Zimmermann 

et al., 2020). As such devices may be supposed to be frequently lacking in outpatient 

surgery settings, and as poor air ventilation prolongs the amount of time that aerosols 

remain airborne (Klompas et al., 2020),the use of the operating room should be 

discontinued for at least 15 minutes after the patient has left to allow for settling of 

aerosols and adequate room ventilation (Yao et al., 2020)to reduce aerosols before 

cleaning and surface disinfection starts (Zimmermann et al., 2020).Further options in 

OMFS surgery are e.g. the use of osteotomes whenever possible, of self-drilling screws 

and application of electric cautery using lowest possible power and a smoke evacuation 

system(Zimmermann et al., 2020).  

SUMMARY 

In conclusion, According to available very weak/inconclusive evidence, transmission of 

SARS-CoV-2 via infective aerosol during AGPS, so far, must remain speculative and 

controversial. As, however, this is a probable opportunistic way of transmission which at 

least cannot be sufficiently excluded and therefore should not be dismissed out of hand 

prematurely, proper and equally important properly applied protective equipment (i.e., 

N95 respirators or FFP-2 masks or above regarding mouth and nose protection) should 

always be used during AGPs. To stay on the side of caution, it is therefore mandatory that 

aerosols as possible SARS-CoV-2 transmission routes in dental and OMFS surgery must 

be recognized and efficiently controlled, even more so when dealing with patients with 

suspected or confirmed COVID-19 in order to prevent spreading not only among HCWs, 

but also to avoid cross-infection between patients especially in out-patient settings with 

poor ventilation and air filtering. Further studies to clarify the role of aerosols vs droplets 

in OMFS, however, are clearly needed. Last but not least, there is urgent need for studies 

comparing respirators to surgical masks during dental and OMFS AGPs for protection 

against COVID-19 transmission. 

 

Figure legend  
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Figure 1: Illustration of PRISMA flow diagram regarding database search strategy 

Table 1: characteristics of included studies  
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e was 
complet
ed 

very 
weak 
eviden
ce that 
aeroso
ls are 
produ
ced 
followi
ng 
ultraso
nic 
scaling 

Unclea
r  

Bact
erial  

Benn
ett 
et 
al., 
2000 

 Microbial air 
sampling 

- cav
ity 
pre
par
atio
n 

- scal
ing  

sonic and 
ultrasonic 
scaling 

This 
study 
suggests 
that 
peaks in 
bacterial 
airborne 
contami
nation 
are more 
likely to 
occur 

Weak 
eviden
ce  

Unclea
r  

Bact
erial  
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during 
sonic 
and 
ultrasoni
c scaling 
but 
overall 
due to 
this 
study’s 
limited 
presenta
tion of 
data, its 
findings 
are 
deemed 
to be 
inconclus
ive. 

- B
l
o
o
d 
w
a
s 
n
o
t 
d
e
t
e
c
t
e
d 
i
n 
a
n
y 
o
f 
t
h
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e 
 personal 
air 
samples 

J.M.
E. 
Plui
m et 
al., 
2018  

Autop
sy 
study  

airborne 
particles 
were 
counted per 
diameter by 
a particle 
counter 

sawing in 
bone 

oscillating 
saw 

Increasin
g the 
saw 
blade 
frequenc
y or 
decreasi
ng the 
saw 
blade 
contact 
load 
resulted 
in a 
higher 
producti
on of 
aerosol 
bone 
dust. 

- i
n 
o
r
d
e
r 
t
o 

limit 
bone 
aero
sol 
prod
uctio
n 
whe
n 
using 
oscill
ating 
saws
, 
ones

moder
ate 
eviden
ce that 
sawing 
of 
bone 
e.g. 
during 
autops
y using 
an 
oscillat
ing 
saw 
can 
produ
ce 
aeroso
ls 
within 
the 
respira
ble 
range. 

Unclea
r  

NA 
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houl
d try 
to 
keep 
the 
saw 
blad
e 
freq
uenc
y as 
low 
and 
saw 
blad
e 
cont
act 
force 
as 
high 
as 
possi
ble 
withi
n the 
limit
s of 
safet
y 
and 
pract
icalit
y. 

M 
Nogl
er et 
al.,2
003 

CADA
VER 
STUD
Y 

culture 
media plates 

hip 
arthroplast
y 

- hig
h-
sp
ee
d 
cut
tin
g 
de
vic
e 

- ult
ras
ou

- T
h
i
s 
s
t
u
d
y 
p
r
o
v
i

Both 
the 
ultraso
und 
and 
the 
high-
speed 
cutter 
produ
ced 
aeroso
ls 
which 

infecti
ous 
agents 
may be 
presen
t in 
these 
aeroso
ls. 

Bact
erial  
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nd 
de
vic
e 

d
e
s 
m
o
d
e
r
a
t
e 

evidence 
of 
significa
nt and 
widespre
ad 
contami
nation of 
the 
theatre 
via the 
airborne 
route 
using 
a high 
speed 
cutter 
compare
d to an 
ultrasou
nd 
device. 

- T
h
e 
l
e
v
e
l 
o
f 
c
o
n
t
a

covere
d the 
whole 
operat
ing 
theatr
e and 
all 
person
nel 
presen
t 
during 
the 
proced
ure. 
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n
d 
d
e
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c
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Nogl
er 
Mich
ael 
et 
al., 
2001 

CADA
VER 
STUD
Y 

culture 
media plates 

Lumbar 
Spine 
Surgery 
(Laminecto
mies) 

high-speed 
cutting 
device with 
a 6 mm 
ball cutter 

The use 
of high-
speed 
cutters 
in spinal 
surgery 
produces 
an 
aerosol 
that can 
be 
contami
nated 

The 
study 
provid
es 
moder
ate 
eviden
ce of 
aeroso
l 
genera
tion 
during 

 Bact
erial  
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with 
blood-
borne 
pathoge
ns from 
infected 
patients. 
This 
aerosol 
is spread 
over the 
whole 
surgical 
room 
and 
contami
nates 
the room 
and all 
personn
el 
present. 

proced
ures 
using 
highsp
eed 
cutting 
device
s. 

Mich
ael 
Nogl
er et 
al., 
2001 

Cadav
er 
study  

Surveillance 
cultures 

high-speed 
cutters 

cervical 
spine 
surgery 

The 
study 
showed 
that the 
use of 
high-
speed 
cutters 
in 
surgery 
of the 
cervical 
spine 
produces 
an 
aerosol 
cloud 
that is 
spread 
over the 
whole 
surgical 
room 
and 
contami
nates 

The 
study 
provid
es 
moder
ate 
eviden
ce of 
aeroso
l 
genera
tion 
during 
proced
ures 
using 
highsp
eed 
cutting 
device
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Supplemental file 1 – PICOTS database search strategy. 
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and all 
personn
el 
present 

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
preprint (which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 23, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235333doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.11.20.20235333


42 
 

Database Search (August 28, 2020) 
PubMed  
 

(coronavirus OR COVID-19 OR acute respiratory distress syndrome OR  SARS-CoV-
2 OR Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 OR coronavirus disease OR 
novel coronavirus OR Coronavirus disease-19 OR Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome 
Coronavirus 2 OR 2019-nCoV) AND (dental OR oral surgery OR maxillofacial 
surgery OR dental practice) AND (aerosol generating procedures OR bioaerosols OR  
airborne OR droplet OR aerosolization)  AND (PPE OR surgical mask OR personal 
protective equipment  OR N95 OR FFP OR respirators OR powered air purified 
respirator OR surgical mask) AND (randomized clinical trial OR clinical study OR in 
vitro study OR cadaveric study) 

Scopus  
 

(coronavirus OR COVID-19 OR acute respiratory distress syndrome OR  SARS-CoV-
2 OR Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 OR coronavirus disease OR 
novel coronavirus OR Coronavirus disease-19 OR Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome 
Coronavirus 2 OR 2019-nCoV) AND (dental OR oral surgery OR maxillofacial 
surgery OR dental practice) AND (aerosol generating procedures OR bioaerosols OR  
airborne OR droplet OR aerosolization)  AND (PPE OR personal protective equipment  
OR N95 OR FFP OR respirators OR powered air purified respirator OR surgical mask) 
AND (randomized clinical trial OR clinical study) 

Cochrane  
 

(coronavirus OR COVID-19 OR acute respiratory distress syndrome OR  SARS-CoV-
2 OR Severe acute respiratory syndrome coronavirus 2 OR coronavirus disease OR 
novel coronavirus OR Coronavirus disease-19 OR Severe Acute Respiratory Syndrome 
Coronavirus 2 OR 2019-nCoV) AND (dental OR oral surgery OR maxillofacial 
surgery OR dental practice) AND (aerosol generating procedures OR bioaerosols OR  
airborne OR droplet OR aerosolization)  AND (PPE OR personal protective equipment  
OR N95 OR FFP OR respirators OR powered air purified respirator OR surgical mask) 
AND (randomized clinical trial OR clinical study) 
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