
Multiple entrances sound like a simple layout problem, but from a matting perspective they behave like a network.
Each door is a different “traffic channel” with its own direction of travel, moisture exposure, and debris mix. You can
buy beautiful mats for each entry, but if they are not considered together, the property ends up with wet floors in
one corner, skipped cleaning in another, and inconsistent wear that makes the whole system feel more expensive
than it is.

I’ve worked with facilities teams that had the same issue: several exterior doors, no unified plan, and a mat budget
that got chewed up by premature replacement. The mat manufacturer could tell you the right pile height for a
specific climate, but in real life the limiting factor is usually logistics. How the entrances get used, how quickly
someone notices a problem, and whether the mat strategy supports the cleaning routine.

Below is a practical way to design entrance matting for multiple entrances, with enough detail to help you avoid
the common traps.

Why “more entrances” changes the matting job
A single entrance can be solved with a straightforward setup: scraper mat outside, absorbent mat inside, and a
quick maintenance rhythm. With multiple entrances, you add several variables:

First, distribution. People naturally pick the closest door, the most convenient door, or the door that feels safest.
That means one entrance may see constant foot traffic, while another sits mostly idle. If you assign the same mat
design to all doors, you will overpay on the quiet one and underperform on the active one.

Second, different weather exposure. Even on the same property, wind direction and roof overhang can create
different rain and snow patterns. I’ve seen the “back” entrance take wet slush for weeks because it sits in the path
of blowing snow, while the front entrance mainly sees dry dust and light tracking.

Third, internal travel. Once someone steps inside, the first floor surface they reach depends on the building layout.
A mat can do a lot, but it cannot stop tracking forever. If the building corridor runs long before the first cleaning
checkpoint, the mat system needs stronger capture at the door to compensate.

The right entrance matting system is still a layering concept. What changes is how you assign the layers across
entrances and how you align mat maintenance with your building’s reality.

The mat “job description” at each entrance
When I evaluate an entryway for matting, I treat each door like a separate worksite with a shared workforce. The
mat’s job typically falls into three buckets:

1) Stop larger debris before it hits floors

2) Trap moisture and fine grime 3) Provide traction and a clean first impression

The trick is matching the mat type to what each door actually brings in.

A door used by deliveries often brings more grit, packaging dust, and shoe wear from outdoor travel. That usually
calls for a heavier-duty scraping layer at the exterior or immediately inside the threshold. A resident door used at
every hour brings frequent moisture cycles and quick turnover from light rain or melting snow. For that entrance,
absorbent capacity and ease of cleaning matter more than extreme rigidity.



Even within the same property, you can end up with different priorities. If your entrances vary between retail-
grade traffic and office-grade traffic, you may need a tiered approach rather than a single standardized mat.

A quick, real-world example

On one campus, there were three exterior doors leading into a shared lobby. The side door saw most use because
it was closer to parking. The front door saw less traffic but was more exposed to direct rain from a roof gap. The
facility team assumed they could standardize mat sizes and materials. Within a month, the side lobby floor looked
cleaner because the mat was constantly being “worked,” but the front door area stayed wet and visibly dirty
longer after rain events.

The fix wasn’t a different cleaning chemical. It was placing a more aggressive scraping layer at the front door and
ensuring the interior absorbent mat had enough width to catch the traffic lanes that formed during busy hours.

Start with placement and spacing, not just mat material
For multiple entrances, placement is where most outcomes are decided. A mat that looks correct on paper will still
underperform if it is positioned where feet do not naturally land.

At each entrance, watch two patterns for a few minutes:

Where people first step after the threshold, especially during quick entries

How they angle their feet when walking across the mat, which reveals whether the mat width is adequate

If the mat is too narrow, people land on the edges and the floor becomes the “overflow.” If the mat is too long, it
can be crowded against a wall or cause people to avoid it, especially if there is a required clearance for strollers,
wheelchairs, carts, or power-assisted doors.

For multi-entrance setups, placement consistency matters too. If one door has a mat flush to the threshold and
another has a gap that collects water, the building will develop repeat problem areas.

A small measurement exercise that saves money

Before ordering anything, measure in a way that reflects real foot paths. These are the measurements I insist on
taking for each door:

Clear opening width at the threshold and the usable mat width without blocking door swing or traffic lanes

The maximum expected “walk-in lane” width based on observed traffic behavior

The depth available for an exterior scraping layer and an interior absorbent layer

The surface transition points, especially if tile, vinyl, or carpet tiles change just beyond the mat line

The location of door closer hardware, handrails, and any ADA route constraints that limit mat placement

You do not need perfect precision, but you do need usable dimensions that match how the entrance is actually
used.

Building a layered system across multiple doors
Most entrance matting systems rely on two functional layers, sometimes three.

A scraping layer handles the heavy stuff, like dry grit, sand, and larger mud chunks. An absorbent layer handles
moisture, fine particles, and residues. A third layer may be a specialty traction surface or a more decorative indoor



mat that supports branding while still https://matsinc.com/arrival-collection/entrance-matting performing.

In a multi-entrance building, the best strategy is to standardize the “type” of layers while tailoring the “strength”
to the entrance category. You can think of entrances in tiers based on traffic and exposure:

Heavy traffic and frequent wet conditions

Moderate traffic with periodic moisture

Lower traffic or protected exposure

You do not always need all layers at every door. Some protected entrances can run with a stronger interior layer
and a simplified exterior approach. Others need the full scraping plus absorbent approach because they are
effectively acting as a second “weather face” for the building.

The key is that the system stays coherent. If you switch mat types without considering the cleaning method and
how they drain, you can create uneven performance across entrances.

Matching mat performance to moisture, grit, and traction needs
Matting failures in multi-entrance properties often look unrelated. One area is muddy. Another is slippery. Another
just looks dirty.

Underneath, those symptoms usually correspond to one of three missing pieces: insufficient scraping, insufficient
absorbency, or poor drainage and cleaning support.

Scraping layer considerations

Scraper mats work best when they are in contact with the sole area where debris is dislodged. That sounds
obvious, but it matters how the mat is installed relative to the threshold and how it sits on the floor.

If the mat is slightly raised or not seated well, people step over it. The result is fewer shoes actually scraping the
surface. That is why you should evaluate the mat frame, anchors (if applicable), and any uneven transitions.

For entryways with cart traffic or wheelchair routes, you also need to check whether the scraping surface creates
resistance or causes pulling. A resilient, properly framed scraper mat can handle this better than a rigid grid
approach.

Absorbent layer considerations

Absorbent indoor mats are often chosen for appearance, but they must be chosen for capacity and cleanability. If
the absorbent layer cannot be extracted or washed efficiently, it will eventually become a reservoir of grime rather
than a trap.

The performance threshold is not just how much water the mat can hold initially. It’s also how quickly it releases
that water and soil during cleaning. If an absorbent mat is cleaned too infrequently or too lightly, it will reach
saturation and then act like a sponge that transfers dirt outward.

Traction and safety

Traction matters in every season. When people say they want “non-slip mats,” what they usually mean is
consistent grip even when the mat is wet and worn. Mat wear is inevitable, so you want a design where the
remaining surface still provides traction.

https://matsinc.com/arrival-collection/entrance-matting


Also consider whether there are adjacent smooth floor surfaces. If your mat ends and the next surface is polished
tile, you can get a slip risk right at the transition. That is why the mat line should align with where people naturally
stop and plant their feet during entry.

Durability and replacement cycles, managed across entrances
In multi-entrance environments, replacement is a scheduling problem. If you replace one mat set but ignore
another that is nearing the end of its useful life, the building ends up with uneven cleaning effort. The team will
adapt informally, and those informal adjustments create long-term inconsistencies.

A strong approach is to plan replacement cycles by entrance category, not by door count.

For example, if you expect one entrance to see two to three times the traffic of another, its mat set likely has a
shorter service life. You can still buy the same product if you know your maintenance will support that cycle. If not,
you might need a stronger grade for the high-traffic entrance while keeping a more cost-effective option for the
lower-traffic doors.

In practice, I’ve found that facilities staff care more about predictable cadence than maximum lifespan. Knowing
that the high-traffic mat gets scheduled for cleaning or replacement at a certain interval reduces surprises and
prevents the “we only replaced it after it looked bad” pattern.

Installation details that affect performance at every door
Even the best matting system underperforms when installation is sloppy. With multiple entrances, small differences
add up, because each door becomes a separate variable.

Pay attention to:

Threshold height and step dynamics, especially if some doors have a slight ramp and others do not

Frame flatness, especially on tiled floors where subfloor dips can create rocking

Proper anchoring and edging, so water and debris do not sneak under the mat

Clearances for doors and accessibility routes

Consistent mat orientation, since some directional mats work better when the wear face aligns with foot travel

If you have a mix of entrance styles, like a recessed vestibule at one door and a direct exterior landing at another,
treat them differently. Do not force one installation pattern across all of them.

Maintenance routines that work with how entrances are used
Matting performance is not only about product choice. It’s also about what happens after installation. In multi-
entrance properties, maintenance becomes distributed. One cleaner might focus on the busiest door. Another
might prioritize the entrance with visible branding. If you do not align the cleaning plan with traffic reality, you can
unintentionally create a floor that looks acceptable to most people and still behaves badly.

The best maintenance routine is usually straightforward, but it must be consistent across entrances.

Exterior scraping layers generally benefit from regular vacuuming or removal of dry debris. If you leave packed
grit, the mat stops scraping and becomes a transfer surface.

Absorbent interior mats need a cleaning schedule that prevents soil buildup. “Spot clean” can work for light
dust, but heavy moisture tracking usually requires more complete extraction or laundering depending on the



mat system.

If your building uses service contractors, make sure the schedule covers each entrance category. It’s common to
see service coverage described by “number of mats,” not by “number of entrances that get wet.”

For shared lobbies, coordinate with whoever handles floor maintenance. If the first wet pickup happens late in the
day, your mats need to hold more moisture or you need to adjust cleaning timing.

A short, practical maintenance checklist

You can tighten performance quickly with a routine that focuses on what actually changes outcomes:

Confirm mats are replaced or rotated before saturation, not after they look black

Inspect edges and transitions where debris commonly bypasses the mat

Track which entrances are getting more wear, then adjust cleaning frequency

Measure whether interior mats are getting full extraction or only surface vacuuming

Keep spare frames or replacement mats ready for high-traffic door downtime

This kind of checklist prevents the “set it and forget it” mindset that typically leads to rapid deterioration.

Planning for edge cases: carts, strollers, and accessibility routes
Multiple entrances often serve different user groups. Delivery carts, wheelchairs, strollers, and mobility aids all
change how mat surfaces are used. Some mats are excellent for pedestrians but can be difficult for wheels if the
surface pattern is too uneven or the frame creates a ridge.

When entrances are shared, the mat strategy should not require people to choose between “clean floor” and “easy
travel.” You want a design where wheels roll smoothly and where the mat does not create a tripping edge.

Accessibility also interacts with cleaning. If mats need to be removed frequently for access, that can lead to long
gaps where the floor is exposed. In those cases, a framed fixed mat can be better than a loose mat that gets
moved aside.

The rule of thumb is to treat accessibility requirements as part of the entrance system design, not an afterthought.
If you do, you’ll reduce both safety issues and the informal behavior where people step around the mat.

Common mistakes I keep seeing in multi-entrance builds
The same mistakes repeat across different properties because they’re easy to justify during budgeting. They look
harmless until the rainy months arrive and tracking becomes obvious.

Here are the ones that most often cause premature failure or uneven performance:

Using identical mats for every entrance without accounting for traffic volume or weather exposure

Choosing decorative or low-profile options that do not provide enough scraping or absorbency for the
heaviest door

Installing mats with gaps or uneven edges, which turns the surrounding floor into the “real mat”

Cleaning on a calendar that ignores which entrance actually gets wet and gritty

Underestimating the logistics of mat removal and extraction, leading to infrequent deep cleaning



If you correct these early, you avoid expensive churn. Replacement feels like a solution, but it’s usually a symptom
of mismatched planning.

How to decide mat sizing when entrances share interior space
Some properties have two exterior doors that open into the same lobby, or a lobby that funnels into one corridor.
In those layouts, mat sizing cannot be based only on the door opening width.

People diverge after entering. If the indoor mat at one door is too small, people will track outward into shared
areas. That shared area often becomes the place where you see dirty footprints even though both entrance mats
“look fine.”

A good approach is to evaluate the floor beyond the mat line and identify the most common travel paths inside. If
you can identify two or three lanes of foot traffic, you can size and place the indoor mat to cover those lanes
rather than only covering the doorway.

This is also where floor transitions matter. If your lobby uses tile in one section and carpet in another, soil can
migrate differently. Tile floors show dirt sooner, while carpet hides it until it becomes embedded. That affects your
maintenance priorities and can make one entrance appear cleaner even if both are transferring soil.

A tiered strategy that works for most multi-entrance buildings
You rarely need a completely unique mat plan for every door. The most workable strategy I’ve seen is tiering
entrances and standardizing the underlying system.

Start by classifying entrances based on two factors: how often they are used and how much they get wet or grimy.
Then assign a mat strength tier that fits each category.

High-traffic and wet-exposure entrances get a stronger scraping layer and a higher-capacity absorbent
interior mat.

Moderate entrances get a balanced system that still supports consistent cleaning.

Lower-exposure entrances get a simpler setup, but you still keep a reliable mat at the threshold and maintain
the cleaning rhythm.

This approach keeps your spending under control and makes maintenance easier. Your team knows what “good”
looks like at each entrance category.

Measuring results after installation
Once the system is installed, the smartest thing you can do is track performance in a simple, observable way. You
do not need lab testing. You need to know whether the mats are doing their primary jobs: preventing moisture
transfer, reducing grit on floors, and maintaining safe traction.

In multi-entrance buildings, compare entrances rather than focusing on a single door. If one entrance continues to
show wet footprints after rain while others stay cleaner, you have either a placement issue, a mat capacity issue, or
a cleaning timing issue.

Also check wear patterns. If one mat has worn faster, that often indicates the traffic lane is concentrated on one
section, or the mat is not positioned to cover the way people step. Fixing those details can extend the lifespan of
the whole system.



The real goal: consistent performance across the network of entrances
Entrance matting in a building with multiple entrances is less about finding the perfect mat and more about
creating a dependable system. Each entrance should have the right level of scraping and absorbency, properly
installed with no bypass gaps, and supported by a maintenance routine that matches actual usage.

When you plan for traffic lanes, moisture exposure, and cleaning logistics together, you end up with fewer slip
incidents, cleaner floors, and a mat budget that lasts long enough to feel justified.

If you’re evaluating your current setup, look past the mats themselves. The biggest improvements usually come
from placement corrections, consistent edge details, and aligning maintenance to the entrances that actually get
wet. That’s where the difference becomes visible within weeks, not months.


