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Abstract

With the continuous strengthening of epidemic prevention and control and the continuous im-
provement of national self-protection awareness, masks have been widely used in China, but it has
also brought a lot of problems. Environmental pollution, secondary infection and illegal recycling
of discarded masks have quietly emerged. In order not to leave any environmental problems for
future development in this battle of war and epidemic prevention and control, 1051 valid ques-
tionnaires were collected by means of questionnaire survey by data and network questionnaire. A
comprehensive survey was conducted on different residents’ perceptions of mask pollution and
the treatment of discarded masks, and relevant models and contingency tables were used for re-
search and analysis, and the recycling and treatment of discarded masks were analyzed, It is found
that there are some problems in the disposal of discarded masks, such as insufficient awareness of
some residents and weak supervision of relevant departments. In view of the reasons behind the
problems, it is proposed to increase the placement of special garbage cans for discarded masks, en-
courage residents to treat them by classification, strengthen professional training, strengthen the
publicity of the hazards of discarded masks, and improve the supervision and reporting channels.
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Figure 1. Attitude towards this epidemic
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Figure 2. Disposal of discarded masks
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Figure 3. Mask management attitude
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Figure 6. Age distribution of survey population
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Figure 7. Educational background distribution of survey population
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Table 1. The frequency of changing to a mask and wearing a mask outside in this epidemic under normal circumstances
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Figure 8. Recognition of the impact of discarded masks
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Figure 9. Disposal of discarded masks
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Figure 10. Setting up and publicity of special garbage cans for recycling discarded masks
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Figure 11. Whether the self treatment of discarded masks is reasonable
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