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Study on the influence of different sampling methods on hand hygiene evaluation

HUANG Yu - hong ,LIN Li —wang ,ZHOU You ,CHEN Lu — yao ,CHEN Zu - yi,ZHANG Can — ming

(Fujian Provincial Center for Disease Prevention and Control,, Fuzhou Fujian 350001 , China)

Abstract Objective To study the influence of different sampling methods on hand hygiene evaluation,so as to find a best
sampling method. Methods The accuracy of hand bacteria sampling was compared and evaluated by three different sam-
pling methods. Results The amount of bacteria captured by handprint method was the lowest, then the amount of bacteria
captured by the cotton swab smearing method was low too and the repeatability was poor. The amount of hand bacteria col-
lected by the five — finger scrubbing method was the highest,and the results were stable, reproducible and easy to operate.

Conclusion Five — finger scrubbing method was a scientific and objective sampling method of the hand bacteria when eval-
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uating the effect of hand disinfection.
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