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Analysis on results of two methods for sampling of bacterial counts of air in clean op-
erating rooms
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Abstract Objective

counts of air in clean operating rooms, and to analyze the practical value of this two different monitoring methods.

To compare the results of precipitation method and impacting method for sampling of bacterial

Methods Bacterial counts of air in part of medical institutions, clean operating rooms in tianjin were sampled by precipita-
tion method and impacting method simultaneously, and the results were comparatively analyzed. Results The results of
bacterial counts in the 73 indoor air of clean operating rooms showed that:the range of the bacterial counts of air samples
collected by precipitation method were 0 ~215 cfu/m’ and by impacting method were 0 ~ 453 cfu/m’, and the bacterial
counts had significant difference( P <0.01). the results collected by precipitation method were related to those by impacting
method at a certain degrees. however, the qualified rate monitoring by those two methods had no significant difference( P =
0.09). Conclusion Compared with the precipitation method, the impacting method has the higher collection efficiency of
bacterial counts in monitoring the clean operating room air,but the results monitoring by those two methods have no signifi-
cant difference.
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