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Abstract

Aim: To observe the disinfection effect of disinfection machine procedure and regular disinfection
on 2 Kinds of high-value medical supplies. Methods: The anesthetic machine breathing circuit dis-
infector in terms of program, and two different time of 45 min as well as 60 min were used in dis-
infection of medical supplies; the disinfection effect of these above three methods was tested and
compared clinically. Result: Disinfection using disinfection machine procedure and single timing
of 60 min all reached high-level effect, and bacterial cultures were negative. While when the single
timing was 45 min, bacteria grew on the medical supplies’ disinfection surface. Conclusion: Using
disinfection machine procedure and single timing of 60 min for disinfection of medical supplies
can reach high-level disinfection effect, and these two methods are safe and reliable. Nevertheless
disinfection of 45 min single timing results in bacteria growth on medical supplies’ disinfection
surface, which cannot get high-level disinfection effect.
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Table 1. The comparison of disinfection effect to items between disinfection procedures and timings disinfection of disinfec-
tion machine
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