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Effect of bundle hand hygiene intervention in controlling healthcare-asso-

ciated infection in a primary comprehensive hospital

CAO Yu-gin, LI Li-ying, LUN Yan-hong, LIU Jiang-shan, LI Qing-yan (The Second People’ s
Hospital of Nanhai District in Foshan, Foshan 528251 ,China)

[Abstract] Objective To explore the effect of bundle hand hygiene intervention in controlling healthcare-associated infec-
tion(HAD in a primary comprehensive hospital, so as to improve hand hygiene compliance and correct rate, and reduce
AHI rate. Methods In January-June 2014, bundle hand hygiene intervention among health care workers (HCWs) in a
hospital was performed, hand hygiene knowledge awareness rate, hand hygiene compliance and correct rate, hand sanitizer
usage and HAI rate before and after intervention were compared. Results After performing intervention for six months. the
awareness rate of hand hygiene knowledge(concept, significance, indications, methods, sanitizer use) of HCWs improved com-
pared with before intervention (P<C0. 05) ;hand hygiene compliance and correct rate were significantly higher than before inter-
vention (77.92% vs 49.78%; 76. 47% vs 37.72%) (P<C0.05). Hand sanitizer usage increased from 2. 14ml./ bed-day to
4,63 mL/ bed-day , HAI rate decreased from 1.97% to 1.54% (P<0.05). Conclusion Bundle hand hygiene intervention can
improve HCWs” knowledge awareness, compliance and execution rate of hand hygiene, and effectively reduce HAI rate.
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Table 1 HCWSs’ hand hygiene awareness rates before and after intervention
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Table 2 HCWSs’ hand hygiene execution rates before and after intervention
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