S

ELS

Since January 2020 Elsevier has created a COVID-19 resource centre with
free information in English and Mandarin on the novel coronavirus COVID-
19. The COVID-19 resource centre is hosted on Elsevier Connect, the

company's public news and information website.

Elsevier hereby grants permission to make all its COVID-19-related
research that is available on the COVID-19 resource centre - including this
research content - immediately available in PubMed Central and other
publicly funded repositories, such as the WHO COVID database with rights
for unrestricted research re-use and analyses in any form or by any means
with acknowledgement of the original source. These permissions are
granted for free by Elsevier for as long as the COVID-19 resource centre

remains active.



American Journal of Infection Control 47 (2019) 1516—1518

journal homepage: www.ajicjournal.org

Contents lists available at ScienceDirect

American Journal of Infection Control

Al

American Journal of
Infection Control

Brief Report
Effects of environmental disinfection on the isolation of )
vancomycin-resistant Enterococcus after a hospital-associated it

outbreak of Middle East respiratory syndrome

Jae-Hoon Ko MD?, Si-Ho Kim MD ¢, Nam Yong Lee MD ®, Yae-jin Kim MD ¢, Sun Young Cho MD?,
Cheol-In Kang MD ¢, Doo Ryeon Chung MD ¢, Kyong Ran Peck MD **

4 Division of Infectious Diseases, Department of Medicine, Samsung Medical Center, Sungkyunkwan University School of Medicine, Seoul, Republic of Korea
b Department of Laboratory Medicine and Genetics, Samsung Medical Center, Sungkyunkwan University School of Medicine, Seoul, Republic of Korea
¢ Division of Infectious Diseases, Department of Pediatrics, Samsung Medical Center, Sungkyunkwan University School of Medicine, Seoul, Republic of Korea

Key Words:
Sodium hypochlorite
Hydrogen peroxide

Environmental disinfection with sodium hypochlorite and hydrogen peroxide vapor was performed after a
hospital-associated outbreak of Middle East respiratory syndrome. Although only 11% of total beds were dis-
infected, the isolation and vancomycin-resistance rates of Enterococcus spp significantly decreased for 2

VRE months, whereas other multidrug-resistant organisms did not.
© 2019 Association for Professionals in Infection Control and Epidemiology, Inc. Published by Elsevier Inc. All

rights reserved.

Environmental disinfection using sodium hypochlorite or hydro-
gen peroxide vapor has demonstrated its effect on reducing multi-
drug-resistant organisms (MDROs) in several studies, especially for
high-risk wards or outbreak control."** However, because such disin-
fection processes require evacuation of patient rooms, the effects of
environmental disinfection not targeted for MDRO-contaminated
spaces have not yet been evaluated. After a hospital-associated out-
break of Middle East respiratory syndrome (MERS), we conducted
environmental disinfection of patient rooms where confirmed
patients with MERS stayed.® Although a small proportion of rooms
were cleaned regardless of MDRO risks, we observed a decrease in
the number of MDROs detected after the MERS outbreak. For a precise
analysis, we evaluated disinfection records and microbiologic data
together with inpatient numbers.

METHODS

There was a large hospital-associated MERS outbreak in South
Korea from May to July 2015, and environmental disinfection was
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emphasized after the end of the outbreak.” Patient rooms where con-
firmed patients with MERS stayed were cleaned with sodium hypo-
chlorite (500 ppm) 6 times after discharge. Low-level disinfectants
including sodium hypochlorite, alcohol, and quaternary ammonium
compounds are effective for MERS coronavirus.® After the cleaning
process, rooms were disinfected by hydrogen peroxide vapor as pre-
viously described.>®” As 45 patients with MERS changed rooms and
used 2- or 6-bed rooms as private,>® a total of 86 rooms with 214
beds were disinfected, which represented 11.0% of the total 1,941
beds.

We retrospectively collected disinfection records, the number of
inpatients in person-days (PD), the use of antibiotics as daily defined
dose per 10% PD,’ and microbiologic data from January to December
2015. Considering that the decrease of MDROs was observed for only
2 months after the MERS outbreak, this period (August to September
2015) was defined as the “post-outbreak period.” The MERS outbreak
period (June to July 2015) and the post-outbreak period were com-
pared with the non-outbreak period (the rest of 2015). MRDOs
included methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus (MRSA), vanco-
mycin-resistant Enterococcus (VRE), third-generation cephalosporin-
resistant Enterobacteriaceae, carbapenem-resistant Enterobacteria-
ceae (CRE), carbapenem-resistant Pseudomonas (CRP), and carbape-
nem-resistant Acinetobacter. Clostridium difficile was not included
because of limited cases in our center. The Student t test was used for
statistical comparison using IBM SPSS Statistics version 20.0 (IBM,
Armonk, NY). All P values were 2-tailed and P <.05 was considered
statistically significant.

0196-6553/© 2019 Association for Professionals in Infection Control and Epidemiology, Inc. Published by Elsevier Inc. All rights reserved.
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Fig 1. Overall trends for MDRO isolations at a tertiary care hospital where a MERS outbreak occurred, presented as isolations per 10> PD. Among the MDROs, only Enterococcus spp
and VRE decreased significantly during the post-outbreak period (both P < .05). (A) Staphylococcus aureus and MRSA. (B) Enterococcus spp and VRE. (C) Enterobacteriaceae and
3GCRE. (D) Enterobacteriaceae and CRE. (E) Pseudomonas spp and CRE. (F) Acinetobacter spp and CRA. 3GCRE, third-generation cephalosporin-resistant Enterobacteriaceae; CRA, car-
bapenem-resistant Acinetobacter; CRE, carbapenem-resistant Enterobacteriaceae; CRP, carbapenem-resistant Pseudomonas; MDRO, multidrug-resistant organism; MERS, Middle

East respiratory syndrome; MRSA, methicillin-resistant S aureus; PD, person-days; VRE, vancomycin-resistant Enterococcus.

RESULTS

The number of inpatients dramatically dropped during the MERS
outbreak period and was significantly lower than the non-outbreak
period (20,790 vs 51,510 PD per month; P < .001). The antibiotic use
per inpatient increased during the outbreak period. After the out-
break, inpatient numbers recovered rapidly from August 2015, and
the number of inpatients and antibiotic prescriptions were not differ-
ent between the post-outbreak and non-outbreak periods. Overall
trends of pathogen isolations and MDRO proportions are presented in
Figure 1, and comparisons between each period are presented in Sup-
plementary Table S1.

Isolations of S aureus and MRSA decreased during the post-out-
break period, but it was not statistically significant compared with
the non-outbreak period. Isolations of both Enterococcus spp
(179.34 vs 306.26 per 10° PD; P=.045) and VRE (50.09 vs 160.60 per
10 PD; P=.010) significantly decreased during the post-outbreak
period. The proportion of VRE among total Enterococcus spp isolates
also significantly decreased (27.52 vs 53.06%; P=.028). These signifi-
cant reductions were associated with disinfected wards/intensive
care units (ICUs) (97.80 vs 202.81 per 103 PD; P=.025 for Enterococcus
spp; 30.13 vs 85.24 per 10° PD; P=.047 for VRE). Isolations of Entero-
bacteriaceae, third-generation cephalosporin-resistant Enterobacter-
iaceae, and CRE did not decrease during the post-outbreak period.
Decreased isolations of Pseudomonas spp and CRP decreased during
the post-outbreak period were observed without statistical signifi-
cance. Isolations of Acinetobacter spp and carbapenem-resistant Aci-
netobacter did not decrease during the post-outbreak period.

DISCUSSION

After the end of the MERS outbreak, we noticed a numerical
reduction in MRSA, VRE, CRE, and CRP. Reduction of these MDROs
would be influenced by 2 major factors: a decreased number of inpa-
tients during the outbreak and environmental disinfection at the end

of the outbreak. To assess the effects of environmental cleaning, we
adjusted MDRO isolations with inpatient numbers and performed
subgroup analysis according to the disinfection status. As a result,
only Enterococcus spp and VRE showed statistically significant reduc-
tions and associations with environmental disinfection. Handwashing
might temporally increase during the MERS outbreak and contribute
to the reduction of VRE, but the significant decrease in cleaned wards
and ICUs supports the effect of environmental cleaning. Considering
that decreases in other MDROs were not associated with disinfected
wards and ICUs, they may be more affected by a decreased admission
of patients who may harbor MDROs rather than by the environmental
cleaning itself. A decreased number of inpatients is likely to be associ-
ated with a reduced risk of MDRO isolation, and rapid recovery of
MDRO detections within 2 months from the outbreak might reflect
inflow from the outside. The overall use of antibiotics, another major
factor that may affect MDRO acquisition,'® increased during the out-
break period, suggesting it might offset the reduction of MDROs.

Of note, disinfection at the end of the MERS outbreak was per-
formed nonselectively for MDROs, and cleaning merely 11% of the
hospital resulted in the reduction of overall VRE. Previous studies
evaluating environmental disinfection were designed to decontami-
nate rooms of patients known to be infected or colonized with
MDROs.?* By evaluating a post-MERS outbreak environmental disin-
fection, we suggest that nontargeted, partial environmental disinfec-
tion also results in reduction of overall VRE burden. This finding
supports implementation of environmental cleaning measures as a
routine practice, especially in hematology or transplant wards where
VRE would cause clinical infections.

As a retrospective analysis, it was difficult to differentiate the effects
of sodium hypochlorite cleaning and hydrogen peroxide vapor. Also,
because we evaluated microbiologic data without review of medical
records, we could not differentiate in-hospital acquisitions specifically.
Assuming MDRO carriage rates of admitting patients did not signifi-
cantly change during the study period, we supposed in-hospital acqui-
sition of VRE decreased during the post-outbreak period.
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CONCLUSIONS

Although only 11% of total beds were disinfected after a MERS out-
break, the isolation and vancomycin-resistance rates of Enterococcus spp
significantly decreased but the effects persisted briefly for 2 months.

Acknowledgements

The authors are extremely grateful for the staff members who
voluntarily participated in the environmental cleaning. The authors
also greatly appreciate the health care personnel and staff members
at Samsung Medical Center, and all other hospitals who worked
together to overcome the MERS outbreak.

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS

Supplementary material associated with this article can be found
in the online version at https://doi.org/10.1016/j.2jic.2019.05.032.

References

1. Best EL, Parnell P, Thirkell G, Verity P, Copland M, Else P, et al. Effectiveness of deep
cleaning followed by hydrogen peroxide decontamination during high Clostridium
difficile infection incidence. ] Hosp Infect 2014;87:25-33.

10.

J.-H. Ko et al. / American Journal of Infection Control 47 (2019) 1516—1518

. Passaretti CL, Otter JA, Reich NG, Myers ], Shepard J, Ross T, et al. An evaluation of

environmental decontamination with hydrogen peroxide vapor for reducing the
risk of patient acquisition of multidrug-resistant organisms. Clin Infect Dis
2013;56:27-35.

. Horn K, Otter JA. Hydrogen peroxide vapor room disinfection and hand hygiene

improvements reduce Clostridium difficile infection, methicillin-resistant Staphylo-
coccus aureus, vancomycin-resistant enterococci, and extended-spectrum beta-
lactamase. Am ] Infect Control 2015;43:1354-6.

. Marra AR, Schweizer ML, Edmond MB. No-touch disinfection methods to decrease

multidrug-resistant organism infections: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Infect Control Hosp Epidemiol 2018;39:20-31.

. Park GE, Ko JH, Peck KR, Lee ]Y, Lee ]Y, Cho SY, et al. Control of an outbreak of Mid-

dle East respiratory syndrome in a tertiary hospital in Korea. Ann Intern Med
2016;165:87-93.

. Kim ]JY, Song JY, Yoon YK, Choi SH, Song YG, Kim SR, et al. Middle East respiratory

syndrome infection control and prevention guideline for healthcare facilities.
Infect Chemother 2015;47:278-302.

. Boyce JM, Havill NL, Otter JA, McDonald LC, Adams NM, Cooper T, et al. Impact of

hydrogen peroxide vapor room decontamination on Clostridium difficile environ-
mental contamination and transmission in a healthcare setting. Infect Control
Hosp Epidemiol 2008;29:723-9.

. Ko JH, Park GE, Lee JY, Lee JY, Cho SY, Ha YE, et al. Predictive factors for pneumonia

development and progression to respiratory failure in MERS-CoV infected
patients. ] Infect 2016;73:468-75.

. Methodology WCCfDS. ATC (anatomical therapeutic chemical)/DDD (defined daily

dose) index 2018, updated in 2018-12-13. Available from: https://www.whocc.
no/atc_ddd_index/. Accessed January 12, 2019.

Ko JH, Kim SH, Kang CI, Cho SY, Lee NY, Chung DR, et al. Evaluation of a carbape-
nem-saving strategy using empirical combination regimen of piperacillin-tazobac-
tam and amikacin in hemato-oncology patients. ] Korean Med Sci 2019;34:e17.


https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ajic.2019.05.032
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0001
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0001
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0001
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0002
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0003
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0004
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0005
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0006
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0007
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0008
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0008
https://www.whocc.no/atc_ddd_index/
https://www.whocc.no/atc_ddd_index/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0009
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0196-6553(19)30614-5/sbref0009

