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Analysis on disinfection effect of endoscopic instrument by using different cleaning agents
TAN Shaofeng
(Supply Room ,Qingdao Municipal Eighth People’s Hospital sQingdao,Shandong 266100 ,China)
Abstract: Objective To investigate the optimal cleaning agents of endoscopic disinfection by comparing the disinfection effects
of different cleaning agents. Methods Three hundreds and twenty-eight used endoscopes in our hospital from March 2014 to June
2015 were collected and randomly divided into the experimental group and control group,164 case sin each group. The experimental
group were cleaned by biofilm special cleaning agents, while the control group used the multiple enzyme cleaner. After cleaning, the
same sterilization process was given to the endoscopes in the two groups. Then the ATP level in the endoscopic biopsy hole was de-
tected by adopting the ATP bioluminescence technique. The qualification rate of endoscopic disinfection was performed the statisti-

The ATP level of

the endoscopic biopsy hole after cleaning in the two groups was significantly reduced compared with before cleaning, moreover

cal analysis by using the visual inspection method, residual protein assay and pharyngeal swab method. Results

which in the experimental group was more obvious, the difference was statistically significant(P<C0. 05) ; the results detected by the
visual inspection method, residual protein assay and pharyngeal swab test showed that the qualification rate of endoscopic cleaning in the ex-
perimental group was significantly higher than that in the control group with statistical difference(P<C0. 05). Conclusion The biofilm
special cleaning agents can effectively remove the biofilm of endoscopic cavity,moreover its cleaning effect on endoscopic is more ap-
parent, which is worth to be promoted and applied in clinical work.
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