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IntroductIon

Today, steel structures have expanded around the world and 
the importance of welding is unknown to anyone. Globally, 
more than 2,000,000 and in Europe 730,000 workers 
are welding full‑time. Furthermore, there are 5.5 million 
work‑related welding.[1] Fused welds include shielded metal 
arc welding (SMAW), submerged arc welding, metal inert gas 
and metal active gas (MAG) welding, gas tungsten arc welding 
or TIG welding, flux‑cored arc welding, and PAW welding.[2] 
SMAW welding is the most widely used type of welding. Metal 
arc welding with a coated electrode depends on the type of 
electrode.[3] The E7018 alkaline electrode is widely used for 
welding. This electrode is used in the welding of low‑alloy steel 
that is sensitive to cracking below the welding line, as well as 
in the welding of thick steel parts with high‑carbon content. 
The advantages of this electrode include the creation of the 
soft arc, moderate penetration, and low spraying.[4,5] One of the 
main factors that welders are exposed to it is gases and vapors 
emitted by the welding process. Welding fumes have a complex 
composition of gases, metals, and other compounds that are 
affected by various factors.[6] Welding gaseous pollutants 
include ozone, nitrous oxide, carbon monoxide, aldehyde 

compounds, and polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons. These 
pollutants also include metal oxides such as Fe, Mn, Zn, Cr, Ni, 
Co, Cd, Pb, Ti, and V.[7,8] Welding fume can cause adverse health 
effects such as inflammation and stress oxidative.[9‑11] Extremely 
fine particles of metallic fume (aerodynamic diameter in the 
range of 0.2–0.6 mm) can lead to airway obstruction, Brooks 
syndrome, fever syndrome, and chronic diseases such as 
reduced lung function, asthma, bronchitis, pneumoconiosis, 
or lung cancer.[12,13] Various metals in welding fumes such 
as Cr (VI), Be, Cd, and some Ni or Co oxides have been 
classified as human carcinogenic by the International Agency 
for Research on Cancer (IARC), European Union, and the 
German Research Foundation (DFG, 2006, 2012).[14] In addition 
to the pulmonary effects, inhaled fumes can cause local or 
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systemic effects. Chronic aluminum exposure is associated with 
Alzheimer’s disease and lung irritation. Aluminum is one of 
the most dangerous welding fumes found in alloys of copper, 
zinc, iron, magnesium, and rice.[15] Copper is one of the fumes 
found in copper and cobalt alloys, brass, bronze, and welding 
wire, exposure to this metal fume led to metal fume fever, 
nausea, vomiting, and irritation of eyes, nose, and throat.[16,17] 
Iron oxides are found in iron and steel welding processes and 
the acute effects of exposure to it include irritation and burning 
of the nose and lungs. Exposure to iron oxides also causes a 
pulmonary disease called siderosis.[18] Exposure to manganese 
and zinc oxide fumes in welding process also results in metal 
fume fever.[17] In Iran, as in other countries, there are many 
welders in the working areas that are exposed to toxic welding 
fumes. When engineering controls are unable to control 
occupational exposure to welding fumes, respiratory protection 
is recommended. Since, respirator masks are relatively 
inexpensive and have an acceptable efficiency in particle 
filtration, studies on respiratory masks have typically included 
the certification of respiratory mask particle protection (NIOSH 
42 CFR 84) using a human model in the laboratory.[19]

The results of Rengasamy and Eimer’s study on the rate of 
particle penetration in two types of N95 masks and a surgical 
mask showed that the surface resistance of the mask and the 
leakage around the face are two important factors in determining 
the effectiveness of the mask.[20] He et al., examined the effect 
of leakage around the face, respiratory flow, and composition 
of combustible materials on the penetration of particles in 
half‑face and full‑face masks with P100 filters. The results 
showed that the composition of combustible materials and 
leaks around the face have a significant effect on the rate of 
penetration.[21] There have been limited studies on the efficacy 
of respirators in Iran, none of which have examined the efficacy 
of respiratory masks against welding fume.[22,23] Zare et al. 
examined the respiratory masks used by refractory workers 
to control exposure against particulate pollutants. The results 
of the study showed that the resistance of the mask surface 
and the penetration of air from the empty space between 
the face and the mask are the main factors in determining 
the efficiency of the mask.[24] Common types of respiratory 
protection masks used in most industries are FFP2, single, 
and double filter masks.

Since respiratory masks that were made in Iran and widely used 
in welding processes have not been investigated in the field 
conditions, the aim of this research is assessment concentration 
of toxic metals in the welding process inside and outside of 
the common Iranian mask in welding process. Furthermore, 
in this research, the efficiency and total internal leakage (TIL) 
of said respiratory protection mask in field conditions will be 
investigated.

Methods

This is a cross‑sectional and descriptive‑analytical study 
conducted in one of the Iranian steel industries.

In this study, three welders who performed SMAW welding 
were selected and the E7018 alkaline electrode was used in 
this process. Their average age was 34.3 years, their average 
height was 177.3 cm, and their average weight was 77.6 kg.

One type of masks, namely FFP2, was studied and 
the performance of the mask against toxic metals was 
investigated. Each person was studied three times, and a 
new mask was prepared and given to the individual each 
time.

For subjects, only the healthy persons were selected, while 
those with wheezing, used glasses, did not consent to 
participate in the study, history of smoking/tobacco chewing, 
visible chest wall bony, muscular deformities, history of 
cardiac and respiratory disease (e.g., overt asthma), and 
history of medications, such as antiasthmatics and others, were 
excluded from the study.

The data on the health status of the study group were 
collected using the standard Respirator Medical Evaluation 
Questionnaire.[25] The questionnaire was translated into the 
local language.

In this research, after educating welders on how to use 
respiratory protection masks correctly, sampling was carried 
out based on the 7302 method of the NIOSH.[26] The calibrated 
individual sampling pump (SKC, 222‑44TX) was used and 
sampling was performed using a MCE filter with 37 mm 
diameter and 0.8 μm pore size. Flow rate and sampling time 
were 3 L/min and 33 min, respectively. For sampling from 
inside the mask, an 8.1 mm hole in the nose and mouth area was 
created[27] and input of the holder was connected to the probe 
that was inserted into the mask hole [Figure 1]. The length of 
the tube between the cassette and the mask was chosen to be 
15 cm in all cases.

Sampling was performed in the welding workshop of one of 
the country’s steel industries. Welding conditions including 
welding type, electrode type, electrode size, device voltage, 
welding location, desk height, welding intensity, metal type of 
welding part, pollution volume of welded fume produced, and 
individual body posture during welding were the same for all 

Figure 1: Sampling from inside the mask
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participants in the study. The workshop environment lacked 
general and local ventilation.

The ambient temperature of the workshop was equal to 21°C ± 2 
and the humidity was equal to 37% ± 5. All measurements were 
performed at the same time (9 AM to 11:30 AM).

To determine the efficiency and TIL rate of the mask, concentrations 
of toxic metals were measured outside (Cout) and inside (Cin) 
the masks simultaneously during welding.[21,28] The following 
formulas were used to evaluate the effectiveness of respiratory 
masks against metal fumes and TIL for each respiratory mask.

Equation 1:

Efficiency (%) = ((Cout – Cin)/Cout) × 100.

Equation 2:

TIL (%) = (Cin/Cout) × 100.

The samples were analyzed by inductively coupled plasma (ICP) 
with the aim of determining the concentrations of aluminum, 
copper, iron, manganese, titanium, and zinc in welding fumes. 
Finally, according to the concentration of metals in the air of 
inside and outside the masks, protective efficiency and TIL 
of each mask against the toxic metals were calculated. Data 
were analyzed using SPSS statistical software version 26 
SPSS statistical software version 26 (IBM Co. Armonk city, 
New York, USA).

results

Samples were analyzed using ICP. Concentrations of each 
element (AL, Cu, Fe, Mn, Ti, and Zn) inside and outside of 

the masks are reported in Table 1. The reported numbers are 
the average number of trials (three times) for each subject.

Table 1 reports the average concentration standard deviation 
of metals inside and outside of the mask.

Table 2 shows the efficacy and TIL rate of respiratory 
protection mask against the various metals in the welding fume. 
The efficiency of the selected respirator mask against titanium 
and iron metals is higher than other metals. In contrast, the 
lowest efficiency of the studied mask is against zinc metal.

Table 3 lists the average concentrations of contaminants in 
the welding fume in all samples taken inside and outside of 
the mask.

The highest and lowest concentrations are related to iron and 
copper, the amount of which was 0.3956 and 0.0025 [μg/Li] 
in the outer part of the mask and 0.0310 and 0.0006 [μg/Li]) 
in the inner part of the mask, respectively.

Figure 2 shows the efficiency and TIL of the mask for the 
subjects.

dIscussIon

The amount of leakage in the masks is a very important factor 
that should be given special attention along with the filtering 
properties of the mask. This factor depends on specific parameters 
such as anthropometric characteristics of the users and the 
dimensions of the mask, the use of face insulation at the location 
of the mask on the face, the storage conditions of the mask, and 
its efficiency against particles of different sizes. For this purpose, 
special attention should be paid to the selection of a suitable mask.

Table 1: The average concentration and standard deviation of metals inside and outside of the mask

Zn (µg/Li) Ti (µg/Li) Mn (µg/Li) Fe (µg/Li) Cu (µg/Li) Al (µg/Li)
Subject A

Inside of the mask
Average concentration 0.0023 0.0003267 0.0025 0.0164667 0.0005333 0.0024
SD 0.0007 0.00002517 0.0009165 0.006124 0.0001528 0.0013115

Outside of the mask
Average concentration 0.0044333 0.0034 0.0203 0.1849 0.0023 0.0074667

SD 0.0011372 0.0006245 0.0059758 0.0373595 0.0008185 0.0012342
Subject B

Inside of the mask
Average concentration 0.0024333 0.0002833 0.0024333 0.0196667 0.00062 0.0018
SD 0.0002309 0.0000611 0.0014468 0.0042525 0.0000608 0.0001732

Outside of the mask
Average concentration 0.0064667 0.0071333 0.0263 0.4751 0.0033 0.0122333
SD 0.0015567 0.0018037 0.0052048 0.0328556 0.0009849 0.0008083

Subject C
Inside of the mask

Average concentration 0.0027667 0.0011667 0.0146333 0.057 0.0007 0.0022333
SD 0.000611 0.0004041 0.0051189 0.0192873 0.0001 0.0002517

Outside of the mask
Average concentration 0.0086667 0.0124667 0.1239667 0.527 0.0021767 0.0189667
SD 0.0096438 0.0157042 0.1541843 0.6124288 0.0012176 0.018216

SD: Standard deviation
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Table 1 lists the standard deviation and mean concentration 
for different metals inside and outside of the mask and in 
different individuals as micrograms per liter. According to 
the table, the lowest standard deviation in the outside part 
of the mask was related to the titanium and person A, which 
indicates that the data are close to each other. The highest 
standard deviation in the outer part of the mask is related to 
Fe metal and in the data related to person C, and it expresses 
the exposure of person C to different concentrations of iron.

Since the exposure to the highest concentration of welding 
fumes was for the subject C so the efficiency of the respiratory 
protection mask for this subject was lower in comparison to 
the subjects A and B. On the other hand, the efficiency of the 
respiratory protection mask for subject C is less than subject 
A and B. This result can be explained by the fact that as the 
concentration of contaminants outside of the mask increases, 
the efficiency of the mask decreases. The relationship between 
filter resistance and airflow velocity is as follows:

Area × Pressure dropResistance =
Flow rate .

Because the surface of the mask is fixed, the resistance is 
equal to:

Pressure dropResistance =
Flow rate .

This relationship shows that the incoming air is inversely 
related to the resistance of the filter. Increasing the 
contamination density on the filter surface increases the 
resistance of the mask and reduces airflow from the filter. As 
a result, air passes through the pores between the person’s 
face and the mask, which is not fit and has less resistance, and 
reduces the efficiency of the mask. The air passing around the 
mask has a high concentration of pollutants (concentration 
equal to the concentration of air outside the mask). Therefore, 
the higher the percentage of air passing through the side of 
the mask, the higher the concentration of contaminants in 
the indoor air of the mask and the percentage of penetration. 
Finally, increasing the contamination density on the surface of 
the mask reduces the efficiency of the mask and increases its 
leakage. Examination of the data related to the measurement 
of the concentration outside the mask and its correlation with 
the analysis of the data related to the efficiency of the mask 
for subjects A, B, and C confirms the above explanations. 
The results of some studies are consistent with the present 
study.[19,20,29]

Table 2 shows that the performance of the mask understudy 
varies for different metals in the welding fume. The respirator 
mask filters approximately 89.95% of iron, 88.46% of titanium, 
and 83.93% of manganese in the welding fume. Although the 
concentration of manganese in the welding fume is higher than 
that of titanium, the efficiency of the mask for filtering titanium 

Table 2: The efficacy and total internal leakage rate of respiratory protection mask

Zn (%) Ti (%) Mn (%) Fe (%) Cu (%) Al (%)
Subject A

Efficiency 47.543248 90.059354 86.295746 90.758671 74.984127 65.127381
TIL 51.879699 9.6078431 12.315271 8.9057148 23.188406 32.142857

Subject B
Efficiency 61.386243 95.814815 91.193791 95.808049 80.139402 85.30021
TIL 37.628866 3.9719626 9.252218 4.1394794 18.787879 14.713896

Subject C
Efficiency 68.076661 79.526922 74.316109 78.301592 52.288153 79.766041
TIL 31.923339 9.3582888 11.804248 10.815939 32.159265 11.775044

TIL: Total internal leakage

Table 3: The average concentration of different metals in all samples inside and outside of the mask

The average concentration in all samples Zn (µg/Li) Ti (µg/Li) Mn (µg/Li) Fe (µg/Li) Cu (µg/Li) Al (µg/Li)
Inside of the mask 0.0025 0.0005922 0.0065222 0.0310444 0.0006178 0.0021444
Outside of the mask 0.0065222 0.0076667 0.0568556 0.3956667 0.0025922 0.0128889

Figure 2: Efficacy and total internal leakage mask in subjects A, B, and C
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is higher than that of manganese. This result is probably due 
to the physical, chemical, and behavioral characteristics of the 
metal particle in the welding fume.

Mask TIL against some contaminants, including iron, is very 
low, possibly due to the cumulative nature and high size of 
these particles. In contrast, the overall internal leakage of the 
mask against zinc metal is very high (70.20%). The TIL against 
zinc metal is much higher than the internal leakage of the same 
mask for iron or manganese fume. The reason for the high 
general leakage of Zn metal is that the ICP detection limit for 
this metal was high (2 μg). In other words, the concentration 
of zinc outside the mask was different, but because the 
concentration of zinc inside the mask was less than the device 
detection limit, the detection limit of the device was reported 
as the internal concentration of zinc inside the mask. The 
maximum TIL in particle masks according to the BS‑EN149: 
2001 standard is 22%, 8%, and 2% for FFP1, FFP2, and FFP3 
masks, respectively.[30]

The mean concentrations of the metals detected in the metal 
fume resulting from welding with the E7018 electrode are 
shown on the inside and outside of the mask in Table 3. The 
results showed that in SMAW welding with E7018 electrode, 
iron and manganese are among the most abundant metals in 
the welding fume, which is consistent with the study of Jenkins 
and Eagar.[31] The lowest concentration of metal pollutants is 
related to zinc and copper metals.

In samples where the amount of contamination outside of the 
mask is high, the efficiency has decreased. Excessive TIL in 
these samples is due to contamination of the surface of the 
mask that creates a lot of respiratory resistance and causes air 
to penetrate into the mask from where the mask is not fitted to 
the face and has no resistance to air entering. The results of the 
study are consistent with the studies of Nelson and Colton[29] 
and Rengasamy and Eimer.[19]

Figure 2 shows the efficiency of the mask for different subjects. 
In the present study, the TIL level for person B is the lowest 
value (15.75%). The efficiency of the mask for subject B is 
higher than for subjects A and C. This could be due to the fact 
that the mask is more suitable with the face anthropometric 
profile of subject B. The low efficiency of the subject C mask 
can be described by the incompatibility of the mask with the 
person’s face and the high concentration of contaminants on 
the outside of the mask.

The average efficiency of a valve cloth respiratory mask in 
all samples is 75.46% and the TIL rate is 23.42%. However, 
the maximum TIL for the FFP2 particle mask is 8% according 
to BS‑EN149: 2001.[30] This difference can be due to factors 
such as (1) incompatibility of the mask to the worker’s 
face in terms of anthropometric dimensions, (2) the use of 
face insulation in the place where the mask is placed on 
the face (the amount of fit of the mask on the face), and 
(3) conditions for keeping the mask on the face (such as face 
retaining strips).

conclusIon

In general, it can be mentioned as a general recommendation 
in the development of respiratory protection masks that 
improving the efficiency of the mask body to create a 
suitable fit that eliminates or minimizes the leakage caused 
by the seal is a priority, which is consistent with the results of 
other studies.[32] The effectiveness of valve cloth respiratory 
protection mask is 75.46%. According to the standard, this 
mask is in the FFP2 category, which means that it has 95% 
efficiency against particles. This difference in performance is 
due to the incompatibility of the mask with the worker’s face, 
which causes the mask to leak. The results showed that the 
mask has different performance against different particles in 
the welding fume. In other words, the mask absorbs different 
metals of welding fumes with different efficiencies. Since 
each new respiratory mask was tested, all data are based on 
the new respiratory protection mask, and it is not possible to 
comment on the change in performance of the mask over time 
and repeated use.

Acknowledgments
This article is the result of a master’s thesis at Isfahan 
University of Medical Sciences. The researchers thank the 
industry and the people involved in this research. The research 
project number and ethics code are 397592 and IR.MUI.
RESEARCH.REC.1397.418, respectively.

Financial support and sponsorship 
Isfahan University of Medical Sciences, Isfahan, Iran.

Conflicts of interest
There are no conflicts of interest.

references
1. Popović O, Prokić‑Cvetković R, Burzić M, Lukić U, Beljić B. Fume and 

gas emission during arc welding: Hazards and recommendation. Renew 
Sustain Energy Rev 2014;37:509‑16.

2. Lenin N, Sivakumar M, Vigneshkumar D. Process parameter 
optimization in ARC welding of dissimilar metals. Sci Technol Asia 
2010;15:1‑7.

3. Prajapati P, Badheka VJ, Mehta KP. Hybridization of filler wire in 
multi‑pass gas metal arc welding of SA516 Gr70 carbon steel. Mater 
Manuf Proce 2018;33:315‑22.

4. Arruda A, Quiroz C, Tavares A, Santos E. Comparative Analysis of 
Metallographical Characteristics of a Soldered ASTM A131 Naval 
Steel Board by The E7018 Coated Eletrode with Variation of The 
Cable Distance of Eletrode2017: 24th ABCM International Congress of 
Mechanical Engineering; 2017.

5. Santoso J. The effect of welding current towards the strength and 
strength strength of smaw welding with e7018 electrodes. Universitas 
Negeri Semarang; 2006.

6. Berlinger B, Benker N, Weinbruch S, L’Vov B, Ebert M, Koch W, et al. 
Physicochemical characterisation of different welding aerosols. Anal 
Bioanal Chem 2011;399:1773‑80.

7. Hoffmeyer F, Raulf‑Heimsoth M, Weiss T, Lehnert M, Gawrych K, 
Kendzia B, et al. Relation between biomarkers in exhaled breath 
condensate and internal exposure to metals from gas metal arc welding. 
J Breath Res 2012;6:027105.

8. Brand P, Gube M, Gerards K, Bertram J, Kaminski H, John AC, et al. 
Internal exposure, effect monitoring, and lung function in welders after 
acute short‑term exposure to welding fumes from different welding 

[Downloaded free from http://www.ijehe.org on Tuesday, January 17, 2023, IP: 5.238.148.131]



Shokrolahi, et al.: Efficiency of Iranian respiratory mask to metal fumes

International Journal of Environmental Health Engineering ¦ 20206

processes. J Occup Environ Med 2010;52:887‑92.
9. Scharrer E, Hessel H, Kronseder A, Guth W, Rolinski B, Jörres RA, 

et al. Heart rate variability, hemostatic and acute inflammatory blood 
parameters in healthy adults after short‑term exposure to welding fume. 
Int Arch Occup Environ Health 2007;80:265‑72.

10. Antonini JM, Clarke RW, Krishna Murthy GG, Sreekanthan P, 
Jenkins N, Eagar TW, et al. Freshly generated stainless steel welding 
fume induces greater lung inflammation in rats as compared to aged 
fume. Toxicol Lett 1998;98:77‑86.

11. Schaller KH, Csanady G, Filser J, Jüngert B, Drexler H. Elimination 
kinetics of metals after an accidental exposure to welding fumes. Int 
Arch Occup Environ Health 2007;80:635‑41.

12. Antonini JM, Lewis AB, Roberts JR, Whaley DA. Pulmonary effects of 
welding fumes: Review of worker and experimental animal studies. Am 
J Ind Med 2003;43:350‑60.

13. Thaon I, Demange V, Herin F, Touranchet A, Paris C. Increased lung 
function decline in blue‑collar workers exposed to welding fumes. Chest 
2012;142:192‑9.

14. Bertram J, Brand P, Schettgen T, Lenz K, Purrio E, Reisgen U, et al. 
Human biomonitoring of chromium and nickel from an experimental 
exposure to manual metal arc welding fumes of low and high alloyed 
steel. Ann Occup Hyg 2015;59:467‑80.

15. Kawahara M, Kato‑Negishi M. Link between aluminum and 
the pathogenesis of Alzheimer’s disease: The integration of the 
aluminum and amyloid cascade hypotheses. Int J Alzheimers Dis 
2011;2011:276393.

16. Markert A, Baumann R, Gerhards B, Gube M, Kossack V, Kraus T, et al. 
Single and combined exposure to zinc‑ and copper‑containing welding 
fumes lead to asymptomatic systemic inflammation. J Occup Environ 
Med 2016;58:127‑32.

17. Martin S, Griswold W. Human health effects of heavy metals. Environ 
Sci Technol Briefs Citizens 2009;15:1‑6.

18. Patel RR, Yi ES, Ryu JH. Systemic iron overload associated with 
Welder’s siderosis. Am J Med Sci 2009;337:57‑9.

19. Rengasamy S, Eimer BC. Nanoparticle penetration through filter media 
and leakage through face seal interface of N95 filtering facepiece 
respirators. Ann Occup Hyg 2012;56:568‑80.

20. Rengasamy S, Eimer BC. N95‑companion measurement of cout/cin 
ratios for two n95 filtering facepiece respirators and one surgical mask. 

J Occup Environ Hyg 2013;10:527‑32.
21. He X, Yermakov M, Reponen T, McKay RT, James K, Grinshpun SA. 

Manikin‑based performance evaluation of elastomeric respirators 
against combustion particles. J Occup Environ Hyg 2013;10:203‑12.

22. Khadem M, Taheri S, Hasanzadeh A. The efficiency of respiratory 
protective equipment based on monitoring a biological indicator, urinary 
ortho‑cresol, in workers exposed to toluene. Health System Research 
2011;7:209‑16.

23. Jahangiri M, Adl J, Shahtaheri S, Kakooe H, Forushani AR, Rashidi A, 
et al. Assessment of organic vapor‑respirator cartridge efficiency based 
on the EN 14387: 2004 Standard. J Sch Public Health Instit Public 
Health Res 2011;9:1‑10.

24. Zare M, Faraji M, Rismanchian M. Studying the efficiency of respiratory 
masks used by workers in refractory companies for controlling exposure 
to refractory ceramic fibers and particles in a steel industry. Health 
Scope 2018;7:e63941.

25. Safety O, Administration H. Respiratory Medical Evaluation 
Questionnaire (Mandatory). US Department of Labor, USA; 1998.

26. Ashley K, O’Connor PF. NIOSH Manual of Analytical 
Methods (NMAM). Centers for Disease Control and Prevention: U.S. 
Department of Health & Human Services; 2017.

27. Liu B, Sega K, Rubow K, Lenhart S, Myers W. In‑mask aerosol 
sampling for powered air purifying respirators. Am Ind Hyg Assoc J 
1984;45:278‑83.

28. Cho KJ, Turkevich L, Miller M, McKay R, Grinshpun SA, Ha K, et al. 
Penetration of fiber versus spherical particles through filter media and 
faceseal leakage of N95 filtering facepiece respirators with cyclic flow. 
J Occup Environ Hyg 2013;10:109‑15.

29. Nelson TJ, Colton CE. The effect of inhalation resistance on facepiece 
leakage. AIHAJ 2000;61:102‑5.

30. Wang Q, Golshahi L, Chen DR. Advanced testing method to evaluate 
the performance of respirator filter media. J Occup Environ Hyg 
2016;13:750‑8.

31. Jenkins N, Eagar T. Chemical analysis of welding fume particles. 
Welding J New York 2005;84:87.

32. Grinshpun SA, Haruta H, Eninger RM, Reponen T, McKay RT, Lee SA. 
Performance of an N95 filtering facepiece particulate respirator and 
a surgical mask during human breathing: Two pathways for particle 
penetration. J Occup Environ Hyg 2009;6:593‑603.

[Downloaded free from http://www.ijehe.org on Tuesday, January 17, 2023, IP: 5.238.148.131]


