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Disinfection and sterilization state of institutions of oral cavity treatment
in Hanzhou city

20U Yong-mei , WANG Hong-wen, WANG Zhi-giang » PAN Yi-hong , DING Xiao-zhu, XIE
Ren-yuan (Hangzhou Hygiene Supervision institution , Hangzhou 310004, China)

[Abstract] Objective To investigate the disinfection and sterilization state of equipment, personal protection and
instrument in institutions of oral cavity treatment in Hangzhou city. Methods Questionnaires about all oral institu-
tions in the city were made and filled out, and on-the-spot samples were taken. Results Two hundred and sixty one
oral cavity treatment institutions were checked, 127 of which were stomatology departments in general hospitals,
134 were outpatient departments in oral cavity clinics. The qualified rate of rational distribution and supply of medi-
cal instrument of oral cavity clinics was 91. 04% and 97. 01% respectively, which were higher than 73. 23% and
87.40% in stomatology departments in general hospitals (y* = 14.26,P =0.000;y> = 8. 52, P =0. 004, respective-
ly); 79.53% of general hospitals provided goggles, which was higher than 62. 69% in outpatient departments in o-
ral cavity clinics (y* =8.96, P=0.003); 83. 46% of stomatology departments in general hospitals performed hand
washing and changed gloves between patients when medical treatment were undertaken, which was lower than
100. 00% of outpatient departments (x> =24.09, P=0.000); The qualified rate of hand hygiene of health care
workers and sterilized objects in general hospitals was 71. 23% and 65. 38% respectively, which were higher than
54.10% and 32. 50% of oral cavity clinics (Y =4.21,P=0.004; y> =9.78, P=0.002, respectively).
Conclusion The disinfection and sterilization state of oral cavity equipment, personal protection and instruments in
different level oral institutions are different, it is important to strengthen the administration.
[Key words ] oral cavity treatment institution; disinfection; sterilization; occupational protection; quality control;
Hangzhou city
[ Chin Infect Control,2009,8(3):192 — 194 ]

[WFEHBT 2008 - 06— 24
[MEFRA T ABWkARE (1971 =) 2 QU » R AR AR BN A8 . 35 B\ 35 7 LA A5 Y W B A Bl T4
GEiRES ] 480kHE  E-mail.86411285@163. com



o e a4 2009 4E 5 H %5 8 %5 3 ] Chin J Infect Control Vol 8 No 3 May 2009

+ 193 -

BEEF R . OIS Z 2 LR NS
I A BT T K TR AR R 52 B A 22 45 B IR SR
T RGN T 27 e biH 7 K BUIR i A
R IR AT T 2007 4F 7—8 A XHUIMN
TR F 2T B TH 3 K R AT T G A, B
E =R I

1 X&57%

L1 #Edf RRKEEXNZNEEX N 261 i
RASFK ST O, Horp 28 G B B (1 R 127
v s B2 1288 134 i,

L2 aEAs KA OIS K
B A5 it A~ NI4T S T B AR M 45

1.3 #drik HIEG R IR S A A 1
WIS . B3R DSy LR Pk 2 1 L (i
FFIH B R4 N T R ERCR 297 2 i gk /8
I 5 A TR

1.4 RORIE RIS DATRCEIF YL D2 T 4%
BT B AR MO A B T B DA s ofE )
BRI .

2 #X

2.1 mpfigsaBg 212 Lig T
G K RIS f MR A0 1297 TAE 5 i)
RN R THEAER HER LR 1,

2.2 AABY AR HENEGEER O EFR
AR A A 79,53 %0, R m T O 2T (112
O 62. 69% . B4 N BFEIL2YT G sl i b4 T 18
FETFE—~ AN —MNLEEEER D EFRY 83. 462,
T OR2 T Q1288 9 100, 00%, W 1,

2.3 HAERBAXRBENITFREAMEL X KE RS
AT A P2 W B 255 B B 1 SR o e A B A
[ 48. 82% , = T L2 B (11238 1 32. 092, WL
%=1,

R 1201 BT ORI MU BEF B BC & LA AR T RECR 1 B

Table 1 Surveillance results of equipment supply, personal protection and disinfection efficacy in 261 oral cavity treatment in-

stitutions
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fid 54 H 52 127 101 79.53 134 84 62. 69 8.96 0. 003
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Table 2 Disinfection and sterilization quality of oral cavity treatment institutions
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