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To test the efficiency of BWG Amazing Glass Cleaner against Windex at removing Glass Soap Scum Soil

from various substrates.

Twelve pre-weighed coupons, six per substrate per cleaner, were contaminated with 0.5 g of Glass Soap
Scum Soil composed of (INSERT INGREDIENTS). Coupons dried at room temperature (68°F) for 24 hours
before their dirty weights were recorded. Three coupons of the same substrate were placed in a Single
Line Washing Unit (SLW) with a Wypall X60 wipe attached to the cleaning sled. The wipe and coupons
were sprayed two times with the cleaner and soaked for 10 seconds. The SLW was then run for 20
cleaning cycles (30 seconds of manual cleaning). Coupons dried overnight at room temperature before
final weights were recorded.

Substratg Cleaner|Coupon| Initial | Cont. | Clean |Initial | Final | %Cont |Average|Average
# wt. wt. wt. wt of | wt of |[Removed % Cleaner
cont. | cont. Removal %
Mirror BWG 21 |37.045837.138137.08160.09230.0358 61.21 70.87 | 80.38
Amazing 4 37.308137.414937.33670.10680.02846 73.22
10 37.412937.527437.43790.11450.025| 78.17
Windex 9 37.689437.785137.69830.09570.0089 90.70 | 89.90
15 [37.315237.412737.32660.09750.0114 88.31
6 37.914338.013(37.92350.09870.0092 90.68
Glass BWG 45 |37.436937.523837.44720.08690.0103 88.15 | 87.58 | 90.12
Amazing 35 [37.700737.820937.71740.11940.0167 86.06
41 37.6404 37.746 |37.65250.10560.0121 88.54
Windex 15 |[37.561637.667637.57590.106 |0.0143 86.51 | 92.65
14 |37.798737.904837.80340.10610.0047] 95.57
7 37.611937.716137.61620.10420.0043 95.87
Rating Cleanliness
1 [No Visible
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Streaking
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7 |High Filming/
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Page 1 of 2



UMASS LOWELL

Summary:

Conclusion:

CLEANING LABORATORY

EVALUATION SUMMARY

Cleaner [Substrate/Coupon| 1

2 |3 |Average/Product
Avg

BWG Mirror

21 6

5.5 5.06

Amazing

4 5

10 4

Glass

9 3.5

4.5 4.06

15 |35

6 3

[6,]

4.20

Windex Mirror

45 3

Al

3.50

35 4

3.5(4.5

41 (3.5

Glass

15 4

3.5 3.00

14 (3.5

7 3

N(N[U|W

3.00

Film

ing

Cleaner Coupon|1

N
w

Average

Product

Avg

BWG Mirror

21

6.00

Amazing

10

Glass

6.22

15

5.59

Windex Mirror

45

4.56

35

41

Glass

15

4.61

14

E;UJW#-&U‘IO\@O\O\O\O\

oo~ |bd|IVN|IN[([ODJOO|O|O
AU |O|O

4.61

Stre

aki

>
«Q

Cleaner [Substrate/Coupon|1l

N
w

Average

Product
Avg

BWG Mirror

21

[o)]
(6]

6.28

Amazing

4

10

Glass

9

6.56

15

6

6.20

Windex Mirror

45

5.78

35

41

Glass

15

6.56

14

NIN(N(NIN YNNI NN N Y

7

NiN([OoOju|lu|o|N([N|jo|o|u|:
oot (o|O

6.56

Substrates:

Glass/Quartz, Mirror

Contaminants:

SSL Soil 2 Glass Soap Scum

Group

Company Name: Product Name: Conc.: (Efficiency: | Effective: |Observations:
SCJohnson & Son Inc | Windex Glass & More Cleaner | 1450, | 9728
(Spray)
Brazilian Womens Amazing Glass Cleaner 100 79.23 O

Windex was more effective than BWG Amazing Glass Cleaner on mirror and glass. Windex had better
average product ratings for efficacy in both cleanliness and filming. BWG had a better average product
rating for efficacy in streaking only.
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