U Ininvvaamsdudaulumscinaiiaanansmsfniza

WHAEIN R

o) Degunsrs™ m.u. (wena), ua.u. (Inamansgsn)

U516l 1aneduaIand** am.u. (wenua), aa.N. (SIANGUATIEHNNAITUNNE)

NUMITION YYUan*** In.u. (Wenua)

ETING PAFING**** IN.U. (WeL1a), WLy, (MITUTHITNITWEIIS)

unAnga: mﬁ%’ﬂfﬁ*ﬂumsﬁ'@ummuﬂixﬁﬂﬂgimsﬁﬁ%'ﬂ (Routine to Research) (il
WisuifsusanmsaadesinarmdaszumsliHsuiialmivuuaemstudonly
anzEhdarisuiTauuuunalugihedldsumshdady ssuumaduihiuasaldlng
wanmavatisufialnide mausngunsaluazihens 4 Audlausennndwasiiazaa
warmaihaunsaluaziivudiauaannnudnashdariui ngudadsdagiharhdady
stuumadnhiuazaldlnailesumsidaluiesihdadasmans Tsaweunasniud
sewhaidaunnma Seliguiey we. 2548 snuikay 121 1 linumsthdaumeaiing
(multi-procedures) Faiisnnu 43 g ﬁ@ﬂ’mﬁd’ﬁmmsﬁﬂmﬁmu 78 918 WeNUIANUIE
Hasfuuazeuaumsaadathssiadamuiiheaunssia 30 Jundshda TosGama
ynosuiisunasgthe Sdamaldasu 65 8 weswuhiimstadaunardasu
8 18 (Jamar 12.3) lasnwuunamdainds 1 1o (Jasas 4.6) ‘l,una;mjﬂ’mﬁalﬂzﬁ%'ﬂﬁﬂ'ﬁ
idauuuanmstuidausny 22 1 wasnuunashdadade 7 e (Seeas 16.3) lu
nauildsufdauuuunddnny 43 me udlifienuuandriuasiiaddnmeada
athalshonn anuuanawiidehiesdymenain Wasmnmsidaseisuiauuy
samstuitouiimsindeunashdaieeniisujiauuuunidelosar 72 Gty A%l
msdnmaamudalulungudageiianniu ihasihlinnunaradisufidlustwuuse
mstuidlaudesanmstadetamuzu

maan: WUjuduuvaamsvuden msfadpunaran Nudszan lugnuide

“WENNBZTINGYMTTEAY 8 VANENGAAAEAENS MATNWENUIBANFNS AUSUNNIMEFATINWENIATINIBUG NI INENFENTAG
E-mail: nichal 94 3@yahoo.com

FWGIIATIUIYNTIZOY 8 ﬁ'wu’%wu’qﬂﬂmn”uu,asmqumiﬁmz‘iya MATNWENNBAITAT AASUNNIATNT|IWELA
TIMNBUG WWIINENFLNTNE

EWENIAUTZINTIZAU 6 NANENANAREAENT MATNINELIAAENT ADIUNNEAFTNS I NWENLITINIBUA M Inenaeuing

SN TERY 9 WIMNMIER NN ARAEMans MATHINENLIBMANS ANUNNEMFNS I NNEIINNIZUR
N INEBEINNS
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55UGUR Insivuvann sPRUBEtrsrIFuisansns1nsdmdaunacisg

anatlusnuazanydeuzastam

ludlaguiu Q’ﬂmﬁtﬁw%’umichﬁmiu‘[iawmma
iﬁm%uﬁ'd'suslmy'Lﬂuﬂajuﬁﬁmazﬂaﬂsﬂﬁ%'u%’au
mslddumsquannyamnsiifianuanuainsa
wwnzmawazilugwaneningn demnlsewenng
NsURuRANIUTHIR NS LR WEN A BN
(Wulsawenunanfienil (tertiary care center) ﬁl}j’ﬂm
gﬂdﬂ@iamtﬁa%'umi%'nm ﬁaummﬂucjﬂaﬂﬁﬁﬂmm
dudou  Tsnenunanansuddalaimsnanaunsol
maunndiiadiaaninsoidadalsnldgndas nak
dradamssnwuas visanmssaadinvaerie
;“N?Tu aghalsioy lumsiaaanaiilamatiams
fodaunarin Fuflunasnsilifislszaadun
mssnwn msdadeunarhdaillamanlviiams
o lunszuaEon (bacteremia) muan lafedanas
3.5-9.5 (Horan, Gaynes, Martone, Jarvis, & Emori,
1992) uasligiheilamadediole Gy
NENUIANBENAAABEMENS AaEUNNILaLriLIe
ﬂmﬁ’umuqumiam%ya Nlemausnnulaadan
mju@'ﬂmﬁﬁnmﬁa naju@'ﬂmﬁlﬁ'%’umimﬁﬂﬁu
sruumaiuhauazaldlueg (opened bile duct,
liver, pancreas and colon surgery) %ﬂl,maﬂh(;fﬂ
wanildlnajiaaglunguunardaiiuiion
L%ﬂiim’ﬁﬂﬁ"ﬂﬂ (clean-contaminated wound) 1
WasgIveaImImuanuaziasiulsnzaslssine
awé"gmu%m (Center for Disease Control and Prevention,
CDC) (Mangram, Horan, Pearson, Silver, & Jarvis,
1999) Iﬁlﬁﬁﬂl‘l(ﬂiﬁ’ﬂ@:NLLNaBj’lﬁﬂﬂuLﬁauLﬁaIiﬂ
EnipefisanmsandaunardaUstanaiosay
5-10 (Roy & Perl, 1997) lulsawenuasiansud
mﬂmiL?hs::’iwammﬂ‘i’jaﬁumuqumiaﬂL%ya
FEVTNABUNNTIAN DURDUNQNEY W.A. 2547
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Tundugtherdady ssuumaduhuazaldlng
wuhdanmsiafaunaidageieiasas 14 &
ganhenasiaulng # 50 (50" percentile) 289
augmsmuauuasllasiulsaesusanaanszainsm
(Mangram et al., 1999) Fudunaminlfeuides
Rendusonmatioda Gy yaansfiuidas
Ussnaudadasunngmll wenunawmhetasfiy
uazAUANMIARDLAWEN N SN FaFREFaRS
Hldndumunmaisssmstudiauuwashda
yamnsfiniaalaRnsaniuazhaagis
nauitldsumsshdady ssuumadnhiuasaldlvaj
iTomavudiouzegadwannmelusimelding
desmniimadadadlduasmadund s
Vuifausasganszuashiithaguenda shiuidan
uaseuilarasdasunng Fremniiuiiudessaum
wnadidiiviiaiduls wazsaulngiaaiod
msldanimugagnnasthdaaansoilasiumsto
ald aghalsfiony naddmatioaunadady
ageifanas 14 Hdedvhausgluyaansia
idaiuhianuudelasuisujiiean
mafiadausatnda Tasmstlasiulilsifamsuudou
Tunntussusasmssnda iwnsanlvgusatnda
wwdemsdadaluiashdadiounsida Hldhuie
fuiannmaiiansidalosmsnumunuided
fentas Taemsuanldznadanal uasgeiionulds
w3ssilaaannniu  nasnnifiuilasesdadanas
sruumadENsuasmaAnaud Thikhduden
wasLAIpsiiaidnaannnuinudanui ynau
TuiinshdaudsugeiialmiwezilaEurinmsiiu
Yauuamdald povidone-iodine solution MUSLID
sauunarnde Uilnaisauunarhéa Wasuiniag
fiogalval wasnnaulufiushdadsugiialmisnes
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g) flﬂqunsn\m’uamms

[

ngUszaaATaInIsIve

iaWssuifisusanmsaadounangaly
ﬂzjqu’ﬂmﬁmﬁﬂé’u ifzuummﬁuﬁﬁuazéﬂﬁlmﬂ
izwim&juﬁlﬁ%’unﬁmﬁmLmuammsﬂuﬁjauuaz
wuuUn@

= o
FIIUNITINNLNSIYBN

NSANTBUHAEIAAMNINAIINAANY DY
msmuanuaslaanulsrraslszmaanszasm
(Mangram et al., 1999) Aam3faBaUKNANIAAN
= A:?I L L4 1} L dlﬂ‘ 1y 1Q
wezumelu 30 Junawnda nsdinliimslddae
ulanUaew (foreign body) w3amelu 1 U nsdin
. o P I
imsldlaquiantasn wu dumlaien wenalsa
MNINIENFUHBENGAA lUsENTNMIMEGe Ealsn
imssadulauaztivunuiuy muUndsmeas
= a Y lﬂy ‘ﬁl = o Vv \J 3 \
igenumudalsaiiainuipeni 10° ¢e

s a VY oo A & ' 7 9
ANNASLLUALNGS WAINITDlsAAE 107 — 10

u
'

magﬂmﬂﬁmuﬁmmﬁum NN IAATIUHIENA D
.:3’ A v " w ] I =
welsandhgunacndautsaanidy 2 Ussiands

1. @alsaNnnnmeuansNme (exogenous
pathogens) laun agwifiagluussenmeniyly
YiDunee agauiiinianiadiudu g eesnme
Aaawnng wenuaessndauazyAaINIIEITeN
AUMIENG wazdEthewes ananmliians
Aaaunarnaainiismannizalsafiagmeanan
suma wazdiuluaimsdadatniietulusazinag

Lo 4, .
2. \galsanagmelusene  (endogenous
<~ ‘QI = Aﬂ' L =Y J

pathogens) Aai¥pagwnandeagluusnmen 9
22959melaglinalsa (normal flora) 54838
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Alasumssnde wu @a Escherichia coli Tuszuu
maduams Wueu

NnAeRdnuh  mstlesiumsia
L%ﬂttwadwﬁmimﬂﬂwsgﬁwLLa:i’jaqﬁ'uL?mﬁwmz
Hee anansaaamsindaunaingalase 6.3 wh
dladisuiumsyuasliszsiassTuduiliGaems
ﬂuﬁ'jauﬂngv]ﬁ (Raad et al., 1994) UAHANT
fnmidennssesnuduazanie (Lee, Jung, & Choi,
2008) Aamsiastumsiudisvuazshdalagms
ﬂuﬂfll'lﬂ’i’lﬂf\ﬂﬂL‘?;’E]LaNﬁLLaxﬂiaUﬂquNamﬁﬂ e
andanmadadedgnisualadiold

NNIS (The National Nosocomial Infection
Surveillance System) risk index @8 ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂ’nu
(@eawasmsindafiuathaad 4 =y (0-3) Tae
ndatlaseaidewan 3 Uszmsie (Mangram et al.,
1999)

1. anneguamwiihenausn@n  (American
Society of Anesthesiologists Score) (mmﬁ 1) Glgx‘lLLGl'
sveu 3 31Ul

2. UNBHIA (surgical wound classification)
rmaglutssamunatuiiouvdounaanilan

3. szEz N UMSHIA (duration of surgery)
MNNT percentile i 75 sasmsthdaudazsinams

usiazdaiidniu 1 Fmanaanah digithe
fiiteedalatonilsinady Aazildmes NNIS risk
index WAL 1 fhilasuna 3 Fafaziien NNIS risk
index WA 3 Nafien NNIS risk index AU 3 e
ﬁ‘[amaam%al,l,wamﬁmmnﬁqm ilanBeuidisuiue
NNIS risk index fifienyhiv 2, 1 ¥4 0

NNIS rate #n eilaSsuiisusasmmsen
Aafuuasndaudazinoms (Centers for Disease
Control and Prevention, US Department of Health
and Human Services, 2004)
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ad (a va I3 = oA o a o I
?ﬁdgﬂﬁ?”ﬂltuﬂaﬁn??ﬂu!‘l]ﬂu?uﬂ"?ﬂl'lﬁﬁlWaﬂ@am?'lﬂ?sﬁﬁlﬂa“ﬂﬂﬂ?ﬁﬁ

M3 1 msnuungtharmdamuanwanuuieusasemes laganaaidyduislssmaanigamim

(American Society of Anesthesiologists [ASA] as cited in Mangram et al., 1999, p.264)

ASA Score annzeithanaueinng

1 gumunudause liflenuiounfvesaion:

2 fianuiaUnfuasszuumemnauassumedniaeiaunan snsavinnu ldmudnd
iy stheunvnu

3 fianuReUnAzaeszuumsmnnuresTMeaaudNguLs ldamnsomnau lamulnd
wu fihelsala

4 NANNRAUNAYBITEUUMINNUDBITHNMEDENTULT AnAMNMINTInTaavaerhe
marhaarsamsldenanalilanawiu fiheuzGeszezgarig

5 szarlndoeiilomaseaiiovasinn anaiizinogsaaudiiies 24 5alue laihaeldsy

[ L= = v PAl <
msthaania linmuaiu gihelunzten

MUY ILANYaILKEIA®  (Surgical
Wound Classification)

wnarhdautamumsUudiaudalsauasuna
Aauuazsznieshea Tasudalaiily 4 Ussamaadl

1. UHaHOaF2210 (clean wound) [@eada
msdneioeas 1-5

2. unarhdaluilaudslsadniiay (clean-
contaminated wound) Lé‘c’lwi amsﬁm%ya%aﬂaz 5-10

3. LLNaﬂhﬁﬂﬂuLﬁau (contaminated wound)
(@uadamsindosoear 15-20

4. unaenaaanilsn (dirty wound) (Heneia
mstaLgesasas 30-40

srezan A lUMIae (Duration of Surgery)

szaznanlumsshdalden percentile 9 75
ypsnanililumsihdaudasaiio %qrﬂummmﬁm
YNNI IWOAUADZNADNT (standard operation

duration) M¥UAALag NNIS 69015199 2 093l

M39N 2 MISsudsussaznanlglunmsidalas@ulngn 75 funiiovaainon st

(Mvualag NNIS)

BHANIS

Percentile 11 75 2895282381 1 IUNSHIAR
(Myualag NNIS)

Colorectal surgery
Opened cholecystectomy

Bile duct, liver, pancreas

3 7l
2 7l
4 919
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g] flﬂqunsn\m’uamms

FoeHUNTIY

msAnwmasi s farigsauu retrospective
cohort study Tog@nnannmsnenusanmseaie
LLwaméfmawﬂmmuQNRﬂa(ﬂL%wa‘[sqwmma
35U6 2a9EthenaIM ARGy SLUUNNLOY
whduazanldlng shanSeudisuseniadaouwnd
Az dauuuaamstuiiaufudasunnddils
wuuuUn

ﬂ&juﬁmthﬁumiﬁﬂwm%qﬁ Wumsidan
ﬂfcjué‘haihqLLUULawmmzmﬁLﬂulﬂmwuﬁssuwwa
(purposive natural sampling) Lﬂu@'ﬂmmqmﬂniw
15 Yauly ﬁgqLwﬂmmtazwa@mﬂsmﬁlﬁ%'ums
hdady sruumadiuhauazaldlug) o Hesshda

a w,

Fagenans Tsawenuanandud mlunangms
WAZUBNLINTIBMNITENINHBUNATIAN TNFIEY
W.A. 2548 nguaia liaglumsdnmadsil fs
JiheNenaarunaad (laparoscopy) waziied
WIAAWaI88I87 (multi-procedures)

Y v W ¢ &

AuzgIae Usznaumedasuwngmly wenuna
wihemuanlsadndauasnennavissnaadasmans
ladmsuszgunumumaiiomsehae Falanvue
Bmsufidluiashdauuuaemsiuiou (a9 3)
usnenulidasunndmlunsulazhiislasims
Sunnudnismsujiduuvaemsdudeu 9niiu

Vo P &, ' oA v 1w
wisdasunndmliily 2 ngu nguinldisnee
wuvaamsvudaununguildismaauwuuund

i 3 msUfudludasiaamadsujiauuund uaAsufuduuuaamstuilou

ERI AN CANILE

sufuAnuuaamsluilau

Tiznada gown Lta:qqﬁaﬁ%mﬂﬂuswiwphéTm
agiﬂuslu‘[éfmﬁmﬁuiﬁzm‘%mﬁaﬁiﬁ'lumivhﬁﬂ
diaiimsitlaun 1l lumen sosszUUMaAUDINS
warmMudung meafiamsilasiumsiudiau
?Tuagiﬁ'uqaﬂﬁﬁwmﬁ’ammwﬁ
wasnniimsEullnsesdadarassuumaBuaIms
WEMUAUNGLE FNFULEDR (abdominal swab)
woe3asiiafiimatuiiou dsnsaglurina
KRG
wasnniimsEllnsesdadarasuumMaBuaIms
wasmadiuihiud ldasugeiioglua

[ " @ < v ° < A v v Vv
ANINNMTHINALFIALSI MNFLEVT A NI
o a
aunsaiyaLan

wenlfzatde gown LLa:qqﬁafTvTﬁ:mémﬁa
2ONNNNY

diafimsilawh U1y lumen 2osszUUMAELEMS
WasIMaiuNG adauenehFuiEan abdominal swab
2ANMNUKBHIA

wnniimsEllasesdadaraisuumaBuaIms
WasMudNau danhiFuEen (abdominal
swab) uazisasilaniimsuiiausannnusi
MAANUN

wnniimsEullasesdadarassuumaEuams
wazmadiuniud noauluiiuidadasdas
guiialna

vanmsihAaeEaud WeeBuhmsdullamhnas
ayld povidone-iodine solution MUINUTDULEE
tn6in Yeh 4 dulad Lﬂﬁ'ﬂum‘%mﬁmﬂu“qﬂﬂwﬁ'wﬁ'm
qm"lmiuaznnﬂufl,uﬁuLﬂﬁlﬂuqqﬁa’l,mjﬁﬂﬂ%

Vol. 16 No. 1

113



ad (a va I3 = oA o a o o
?ﬁdgﬂﬁ?”ﬂ“uﬂaﬁn"?‘du!ﬂﬂu?uﬂ??ﬂ'lﬁﬁlWaﬂﬁam?'lﬂ"smﬁlﬂa“ﬂﬁﬂ?ﬁﬁ

NnmMsdnmuImenstlasfumsiode
ukarIae zasgudmsmuanuazllasnulsnzes
Ussnaanigausm lanamdnhenshideilimnou
asflathdadentas sansaldldine povidone-iodine
solution U8 chlorhexidine lumsAnwmadailidan
1% povidone—iodine solution tiiasantilusiheni
seanetppenaiiimiaiay 181ee lumiannulua ld
(mucous membrane) Iﬂﬂlajﬁﬂﬁﬁ%mdawﬁaéﬂﬁ
wazTUsaulusadnna (Mangramet et al., 1999)

238555NNIIY

mauilldthumsinsanuazayialiduiiums
FHNNAULATINATISHFITNATIN I UAY AL
UWNEFFASISIWENNAINBUR NYNINENFENTNS

mﬂﬁunmmﬁaga

wenmnavashdaldsunudayadsdugihe
Aldsumsehdadu scuumadiuinauazanldlel
nnefiide ssvhadiausnsiey Saiguey
w.a. 2548 avlulinenunambeiasnuuazaugu
msﬁmL%yavgﬂ"i'ut,ﬁaammmCﬂﬁz’i’qmiam%auwa
i wazmsitasemsandafiunashdnazaad
athatios 1 Faasaluil

1. HMSUamMIAatingy 1in ues By Sou
WwaznzdannuNardanu@analse viaiimsusn
YpauHANTA AT WS eNnFaswnnd Tauwna
doadiimsiode

2. ivuaslvapaninnnuna

3. wudadalsamnihviadiadaffivinan
unade sUasnide

4. unndgguathelémsifiasehimsdaide
YNUNDENAD
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mstadeiunarmaadauiedumely 30 Ju
Tunniudirhee wenwanielainuuazmIuAN
MsinEo wmmsaamungsuisugiheynae
ilansu 30 Sundsmathdalaglduuuiuiindoya
Ramathibodi Hospital Surgical Patient Surveillance
Form (tanasuuu 1) Wunvutuiindayaves
ﬂmzﬂ‘ssums‘i’ﬂmﬁ'ml,azmuqumiaﬂL%Wawaﬂiawmma
NN5Ud lesaulasnnnuuutiuiingad The National
Nosocomial Infection Surveillance System (NNIS),

Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC)
MANHdaya

1. ﬁagmﬁ'mﬁumiﬁmﬁa SiasEanNd
Fogaz uazranNgUANITal

2. Lﬂ%ﬂ‘uLﬁﬂuﬁmwmsaﬂL%aua::é'quﬁ'a
msalfusanmsendanasiFulngi 50 va9 the
National Nosocomial Infection Surveillance System
(NNIS)

3. AANzFANNFNNUS T INIBURURLUY
aamsuuilousuasuuulnd Tagld Odds Ratio

HANIFINE

a Y Ad' v = = v 4
AGIARE] Lﬂswwﬂm&awlﬂ WIsuhaunuazag

v
=~

NNIS WUNMIHIAR colorectal surgery E TN
NANUFNM IR T NUKINIAATZAU 0, 1

Do

fiimsshdaceisuiiauuuing Tsanmsiadan
unaE@A3aEaY 12,50 WAz 20.0 MNAEGU TFegen
@29 NNIS rate (58882 3.98 WAL 5.66 MNAIAU
(Centers for Disease Control and Prevention, US
Department of Health and Human Services, 2004)
warmsthaameIsfoauuuaemsuudaulinuh
fimsAndEounardn duduiiisdanudswems
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TA] flﬂqunsn\m’uamms

Gadafiunarhdaszau 2 mashdamedsuioa
wuvaemauilouiidanmsiadaiunarhdags
NIINsHIAaaeISUJuRuuuUn@Rswusasas
33.33 u,afzzjqniwﬁwﬁ‘l&ﬂ%amﬁﬂmm NNIS rate
($otae 8.54) Wudeniy duiiusdenudssa
msandeiunandaszay 3 1ﬂﬁ@'ﬂaﬂﬁﬁﬂ3134t§ﬂq
Seduil

MIENAN opened cholecystectomy ﬁ‘dﬁﬂﬁ%
AnuEBwIMsAaEefiuiathdasziu o laiwy
HilmsAadaunarhdans 2 38 sutivasamnudes
2BIMIANBORUHBENGASERY 1, 2 WUNMSHAA
meIsUfuauuulng fisanmsandaiunashaa
SaEaz 20.0 warsauar 100.0 mméné’w?;qzjﬁﬂiw
AB9 NNIS rate (58882 1.78 Uag 3.27 MUAIAU)
wazmathdamedsufTauuuaemsuudeulainuh

fimsfadaunamdn duduiivadanudse
msAndefiunasndaszau 3 wuhmsidaee
3§ﬂﬁﬁ§LLUUﬂﬂavlaquﬁﬁﬂﬁam%a UaZMIKIG
ﬁaﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁﬁaLmuaﬂmsﬂm‘ﬁauhjﬁﬁﬂaﬂﬁ'ﬁmmtﬁm
Seauil

M3EI§9 Bile duct, liver, pancreas ﬁ%ﬁﬂﬂ%
ANULEBRIMIAaE RuNarGAsEaU 0, 3 T8
fihefifenaudasssduil duilvadanuidsas
msfadanunarhdassau 1 linuhiimsande
dashdameIsuftauuulnd ahusedu 2 wusen
MsAAEaUNaMGTaas 50.00 F9MSHNGARIETS
Utauuvaamstudeulimuhiimsandaunamdn
WwazAwaa NNIS rate Aadasas 7.37 W 2 Seeu
(msw?i 4)

ﬂll a d%’ ] o ] o v aa a va a v ad a wva dy
B3NN 4 ﬂ']’i(ﬂﬂL“ZiBLLNaN'Wlﬂ‘llBQﬂTiBﬂ(ﬂG]G]’JEI')ﬁﬂJv]UGILLUUﬂﬂGIﬂU’Jﬁﬂ{]UG]LL“U‘IJBG]ﬂ’]TlJ“L!LﬂE]‘L!

Wisusunudasnmsiadanilasidulngn 50 2ae NNIS (N = 65)

anINIRAIZNUNANING (FD8a)

Procedure NNIS risk index  NNIS rate (n=65)
PRI GGG BUfuRuuuanmsUuion
(n=43) (n=22)
Colorectal 0 3.98 12.50 (1/8) 0.00 (0/3)
surgery 1 5.66 20.00 (3/15) 0.00 (0/5)
2 8.54 0.00 (0/2) 33.33(1/3)
3 - - -
Opened 0 0.68 0.00 (0/7) 0.00 (0/2)
cholecystectomy 1 1.78 20.00 (1/5) 0.00 (0/4)
2 3.27 100.00 (1/1) 0.00 (0/3)
3 5.68 0.00 (0/1) -
Bile duct, liver, 0 - - -
pancreas 1 7.37 0.00 (0/2) 0.00 (0/1)
2 7.37 50.00 (1/2) 0.00 (0/1)
3 - - -
NNIS risk index = Giiiisdaeamnuidswasmsindafiunarhdad 4 seau
NNIS rate = iil#3auIfisusanmsendanuuarmaaudazinamsuas NNIS
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ad (a va I3 = oA o a o o
?ﬁdgﬂﬁ?”ﬂ“uﬂaﬁn"?‘du!ﬂﬂu?uﬂ??ﬂ'lﬁﬁlWaﬂ@am?'lﬂ"smﬁlﬂa“ﬂﬂﬂ?ﬁﬁ

wamsWSsuifisudanmsiadeunaido
Togldmsdamudsuiiauuuanmsuion
waAsUuanuunG wuMIsufuanuulnduna
dafadasasay 16.3 wazmskaaIsufiauuy

samsuudlauiimstadeiunarhdasosas 4.6
wsaehmsshdaseisujiauuuaamstuioud
msfadaunardmiaenidsuidauuulnias
Saeay 72 ualifisshaamesdia (p>.05) (MW7 5)

d‘ L4 o d a dly ] e J U a va a v ad a va
BIFNN 5 ﬂ'J']NﬂNWHﬁ"UaQﬂTiGIG]L“ZiaLLNBN']Glﬂ’iz‘i/l'ﬂﬂﬂ’]’ilﬁ')ﬁﬂ{]umLL‘U‘UﬂﬂG] ﬂ‘U’Jﬁ‘lJQUVILL‘U‘UﬁG]ﬂTﬁ

Yuilau (N=65)

UHAEHIAG IUJUAUUUanNII ERIGGEINIILE) Odds ratio p-value
Uuitlau

Tsifin@e (without SSI) 21 (95.4%) 36 (84.7%) 0.25 173

e (with SSI) 1 (4.6%) 7(16.3%)

FINTRVNG 22 (100%)

43 (100%)

NG SSI = surgical site infection

mMsanUssua

= dy < £ [

msanwilidunaresmsusudpnaunau

° Voo 2 2
Usznupaiarnaadasmans FaunaniIan
ANNDINTBTaIYAMSHNIARTIUsENB LAY
dagunngmll wenunavianaaFasmans waz
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A New Contamination-Reducing Procedure for Minimizing
the Surgical Site Infection Rate in the Operating Room

Nicha Piyasoontrawong* B.Sc. (Nursing), M.A. (Business Communication)
Pranee Kehachindawat** B.Sc. (Nursing ), M.S.W. (Medical Social Work)
Kanokwan Boonsaeng*** B.Sc. (Nursing)

Pienjit Bhumisirikul**** B.Sc. (Nursing), M.N.S. (Nursing Administration)

Abstract: The objective of this study was to compare the surgical site infection rate
between the group using a new contamination-reducing procedure and the group using
usual intraoperative practice in patients undergoing opened bile duct, liver, pancreas,
and colon surgery. The principle of the new procedure is immediately separating
contaminated devices and surgical apparel out of the operative field. The sample
consisted of patients undergoing high-risk surgical procedures, defined as opened bile
duct, liver, pancreas and colon procedures, at Ramathibodi Hospital during the period
from January to June 2005. Initially, 121 patients were enrolled, but 43 of them had
undergone multiple-organ procedures and were excluded from the analysis. All 78
eligible patients were monitored for evidence of wound infection until hospital
discharge. Medical records were reviewed from the period between immediate post-
operative to Day 30 after the primary operation. Only 65 patients had completed
medical records up to 30 days after operation; of these, 12.3% had surgical site
infection. One of the 22 patients in the new practice group (4.6%) had surgical site
infection, while 7 of the 43 patients in the usual practice group (16.3%) had surgical
site infection, but this difference was not significant. However, this difference is
regarded as clinical significance because the contamination-reducing procedure group
had a 72% lower infection rate than the usual practice group. Yet, this technique
should be further studied in a larger sample size so that the significant difference may
be found obviously.

Keywords: Contamination-reducing procedure, Surgical site infection, Operating room,
Routine to research
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