A = R Y i 24 A 2020 4E 2 A48 19 #5452 ] Chin J Infect Control Vol 19 No 2 Feb 2020 « 169 -

DOI:10. 12138/j. issn. 1671 —9638. 20205047

ARTHRTEZNRA AR TRIR

WA At AR e A TR Mgk s 0
(o BRUR A P Rg BB I F AN o0 81 dE B 4300715 2. NG 6 BEy7 S A BRA R TR A0 4500525 3. 3KiX
R e e WL B0 430071

[H# ZE] BE BRURE TR I7 88X 5 N 8 B A 48 T B 4 B T R 2808 S I DR 356 498 O 4 o1 T 04 O 1%
FRAUKYE . ik EERTE TR AL SLY I JE 5% B Hoil A 48 T8 09 B A 2 i 600 £, BEBL 43 9 =4 B 21 &% 200 fF g b,
A FHIC B LT e A W B 95 %6 £ WA ARX A O 2% 160 FH e G 40 Bl IR 95 06 B IE e A o A TF O R AR P I R
JIEA IR T SR MR M K45 B4l T e R4 4 A B — B 88 R K 4 R I SR I 3~5 s,
A 50 CARIR B 25 T4 20~25 min; C 4 I J) AR RAE T 3~5 s, B F 60~65 C it THAE 10~12 min, Ff &
T 50 CRIR FL 25 T AR 20~25 min, JE 4 H il + KA WA + BRI A E TR O 8 o 1 & T4 e [P TAERCE.
R A B.C =48 T AR5 86. 00% .94. 00%.98. 00% . &k R LA 2% A Gt 2% 8 X (P<<0.05),
B .CHTHMBORBNT AHP<<0.0175),.B .CHAEME LR 2R LT EEL(P=0.041), AB.C =4
T ) 445 B R T TR 9T 5 BR8] 4390 O 15,2012 min s X T 4 BB I N T8 PSR ALBLC =2 i T4
B ] 43 51054 1.20.20 min, A 41 TG AL 3G B o0 8. B.C 413977 25 min, 58 XFAS Tt 5 v 00 = N 8 B LAy
A8 T 1) B B AR S AT S A I 3~5 s, LA 60 ~65C & i F 4 12 min, BB A 50 C R B 25 F 4
20~25 min ) TR THRIE SR RE, TEMSCER .

[x £ W] ORI T8 THRFE: BUNE; SrEam

[FESES] RI87

Effect of different drying methods on drying flexible endoscope

YAO Yan-hua', WEI Hong-yan', ZHANG Xiao-xiu', FU Gui-zhi', BEI Ji-hong®, HUANG
Run® (1. Central Sterile Sup ply Department , Zhongnan Hospital of Wuhan University , Wuhan
430071, China; 2. Zhengzhou Youda Medical Instrument Co. , Ltd. , Zhengzhou 450052, Chi-
na; 3. Wuhan University School of Health Sciences, Wuhan 430071, China)

[Abstract] Objective To explore the drying effect of different drying methods on flexible endoscope and its acces-
sories with lumen, and provide basis for clinical selection of better drying methods. Methods 600 choledochoscopes
and accessories with lumen to be dried were selected and randomly divided into three groups with 200 devices in each
group: group A: wipping the device surface with 95% ethanol-based lint-free fabric, using syringe to pump 95 %
ethanol into the lumen of device with opening at both ends, drying water on the surface and lumen of device with a
pressure air gun; group B: wiping water on device surface one by one with a dry lint-free fiber, then blew the lumen
with a pressure air gun for 3 — 5 seconds, and put it into a low-temperature vacuum drying cabinet at 50 C for 20 —
25 minutes; group C: blow lumen with a pressure air gun for 3 — 5 seconds, put it in a high-temperature drying cabi-
net at 60 — 65°C for 10 — 12 minutes, and then put it in a low-temperature vacuum drying cabinet at 50 C for 20 — 25
minutes. Determine the drying effect by visual inspection + air gun blowing + weighing, and evaluate the working ef-
ficiency by measuring the drying time. Results The qualified rates of drying device in group A, B and C were

86.00% , 94.00% and 98. 00% respectively, difference was statistically significant (P<C0.05), the drying effect of
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group B and C was better than that of group A (P<C0.0175), difference between group B and C was not statistically

significant (P =0.041). The drying time required for surface drying in group A, B and C were 15, 20 and 12 mi-

nutes respectively; the drying time required for lumen in group A, B and C with openings at both ends were 1, 20

and 20 minutes respectively, group A could not handle device with blind end, group B and C needed 25 minutes for

blind end. Conclusion For flexible endoscope and accessories with lumen which can not endure high temperature,

use pressure air gun to blow the lumen for 3 — 5 seconds, put into high-temperature drying cabinet at 60 — 65 C for

12 minutes, then put into low-temperature vacuum drying cabinet at 50 C for 20 — 25 minutes. the drying and disin-

fection effect is the best, and the working efficiency is the highest.
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