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Evaluation on effectiveness of improved cleaning method for operating

room floor mop towel

CHEN Rui, LI Jing XU Shao-zhen (Central Hospital of Wuhan, Wuhan 430014 ,China)

[Abstract] Objective To improve cleaning methods of ground towel in operating room , standardize the cleaning
of ground of operating room, prevent and control the occurrence of healthcare-associated infection (HAI) ,and im-
prove management quality. Methods Operating room mops were changed into detachable mops. ground towels were
cleaned and disinfected by automated washing machine (mechanical cleaning group). disinfection effect and time
need to finish cleaning between mechanical cleaning group and manual cleaning group were compared. Results The
qualified rates of disinfection effect of ground and ground towels in mechanical cleaning group were both 96. 67 %
(29/30) , in manual cleaning group was 83. 33 % (25/30)and 66. 67 % (20/30) respectively; the time need to complete
the cleaning and disinfection of operating ground and batch cleaning of towels in mechanical cleaning group was(1. 91
+0.37)and (35. 00 % 2. 47)minutes respectively,and in mechanical cleaning group was(4.53 + 1,56 )and (41. 00 %
5.33)minutes respectively; there was significant difference between two groups (all P<C0. 01). Conclusion Me-
chanically towel cleaning method can effectively improve ground cleaning effectively and shorten cleaning time.
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Table 1 Comparison of disinfection effect on ground between two groups

14 TR _ Hb TR 7 ROR _
#7515 (CFU/em?) HHERCHY Y%
F Ll 30 7.26+2. 14 25(83.33)
BB Bk 41 30 3.93%1.34 29(96. 67)
e 1.422
P <0. 01
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Table 2 Comparison of disinfection effect on ground towels between two groups

a1 - _ : T T R AR
B 7% 1150 (CFU/cm?) HREECY Y0
F L4l 30 9.67£5.12 20(66. 67)
GIRRERv i 30 4.56 %3, 87 29(96. 67)
b 7.349
P <0. 01

R3PS 300 T T E] £ (min)

Table 3 Comparison of time need to finish cleaning and disinfecting ground and ground towels between two groups (min)
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