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Intervention efficacy of compliance to cleaning of frequently touch hospital

object surfaces

CHEN Lin ,YANG Jing \WANG Jin-yu,LI Wu-yin, ZHANG Yan-hua , LI Rui (Blood Diseases
Hospital , Chinese Academy of Medical Sciences, Tianjing 300020, China)

[ Abstract] Objective To evaluate the cleanliness of frequently touched object surfaces in a hospital and efficacy of
intervention measures. Methods Compliance to cleaning of frequently touched object surfaces before and after inter-
vention was surveyed by fluorescence labeling method, SPSS 17. 0 statistical software was used to analyze data.
Results Before and after intervention, 6 800 items in 400 wards were investigated, compliance rates to cleaning of
hospital object surfaces before and after intervention were 14. 71% and 54. 76% respectively (P<C0. 001); differ-
ences in compliance rates to cleaning of object surfaces in common wards and special wards before and after interven-
tion were both statistically significant(both P<C0. 001) ; after intervention, compliance rates to cleaning of object
surfaces in wards and toilets increased significantly compared with before intervention, which increased by 41.57%
and 33.00% respectively,differences were statistically significant (both P<C0. 001); after intervention, compliance
rates to cleaning of different object surfaces increased by 21.50% —52.00% (all P<C0.001). Conclusion Scientific
and effective intervention measures can improve the cleaning effectiveness of frequently touched object surfaces,
which can improve the environmental quality of hospital.
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Table 1 Comparison in compliance rates to cleaning of object surfaces in different wards before and after intervention
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Table 2 Comparison in compliance rates to cleaning of ob-
ject surfaces in wards and toilets before and after

intervention
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Table 3 Comparison in compliance rates to cleaning of different object surfaces before and after intervention
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