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Main Text

Zhang et al. (1) reported that mandating face coverings in public is necessary to decrease the
rate of new COVID-19 infections. A counterexample disproves this finding.

We agree with Zhang et al. that masks can be an important element in reducing virus
transmission (2) and that widespread use may be essential for returning to full activity. However,
misattributing the impacts of interventions during a pandemic can jeopardize lives.

Zhang et al.’s analyses assumed the number of cases increased at an approximately constant
rate after lockdown (their Figs. 2b,c) as a function of government-mandated non-pharmaceutical
interventions (NPIs). The conclusion drawn was that interventions that do not include requiring
masks, “are insufficient by themselves” and will not decrease the rate of new cases, and that
“mandated face covering represents the determinant in shaping the trends of the pandemic
worldwide.”

Counterexamples disprove these conclusions. Denmark, Norway, and Switzerland experienced
decreases in the rate of new cases without requiring masks in public. The Swiss federal
government implemented NPIs similar to those in Italy and New York City approximately two
weeks after local transmission began (3, 4). However, unlike Italy and New York City, face
coverings were not mandated for the general public. Interventions included closing schools and
non-essential public-facing businesses and banning public and private events. The number of
people who could gather was also limited to 1000 people starting February 28, and to 5 starting
March 21 (4).

The rate of new cases in Switzerland peaked in late March and began to decline by mid-April
(Fig. 1b), despite the lack of any requirement for or widespread use of masks in public (5, 6). If
the assumptions underlying Zhang et al. were valid, then the number of cases should have
continued to increase at a steady rate.

The decreasing rate is likely attributable to a number of factors, including the incubation period of
the virus, the length of time between the onset of symptoms, when tests are taken and confirmed,
and adherence to NPIs. Variation in the rate of new infections in response to an intervention can
be quantified with SEIR and other equations (7). Shortfalls in the Zhang et al. analyses could
have been avoided if the author team had included expertise in COVID-19 transmission
dynamics.

Attributing the reduction in the rate of new cases entirely to mask requirements implies that the
other measures had no effect and neglects the potential importance of physical distancing for
limiting COVID-19 transmission. The evolution of COVID-19 in Switzerland in the spring of 2020
illustrates that decreasing the rate of new cases is achievable in some settings without mandating
face coverings, disproving the conclusion reached by Zhang et al. A full suite of epidemiologic
tools is necessary in these challenging times.
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Figure 1. Evolution of COVID-19 in Switzerland in spring of 2020. (a) Cumulative confirmed
cases (c.f. (1) Fig. 2b,c). (b) Daily new confirmed cases (c.f. (1) Fig. 3). Raw data are shown in
bars, the same data with the weekly cycle removed and a 1-2-1 filter applied is shown by the line.
Data from (8).
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