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Tabel Hasil Uji Persentase Penghambatan Koloni Mikroba 

 

No Inisial Metode 

Hand 

hygiene 

Koloni Awal Koloni Akhir Persentase 

inhibisi koloni 

mikroba  

1. CC Handwash 2.10 x 108 CFU/mL 5,8 x 107 CFU/mL 72.21% 

2. AZ Handwash 4.64 x 105 CFU/mL 8,7 x 104 CFU/mL 81.20% 

3. FN Handwash 9.4 x107 CFU/mL 1,3 x 107 CFU/mL 86.11% 

4. JA Handwash 5.92 x 106 CFU/mL 2,5 x 105 CFU/mL 57.80% 

5. JV Handwash 1,57 X 108 CFU/mL 5,8 x 107 CFU/mL 63% 

6 RJ Handwash 3,5 x 106 CFU/mL 1,05 x 106 CFU/mL 70.20% 

7. TA Handwash 2,9 x 105 CFU/mL 1,12 x 105 CFU/mL 61.38% 

8. MAA Handwash 4,3 x 108 CFU/mL 1,8x 108 CFU/mL 58.01% 

9. JK Handwash 3,15 x106 CFU/mL 1,3 x106 CFU/mL 64.22% 

10. CA Handwash 7,2 x  106 CFU/mL 3,18 x 106 CFU/mL 55.80% 

11. AB Handwash 1,57 X 107 CFU/mL 8 x 106 CFU/mL 48.94% 

12. AM Handwash 3,04 x 105 CFU/mL 1,07 x 105 CFU/mL 64.73% 

13. FC Handwash 4,7 x 106 CFU/mL 2.03 x 106 CFU/mL 56.88% 

14. MC Handwash 3,9 x 105 CFU/mL 1,88 x 105 CFU/mL 51.74% 

15. MGW Handwash 8,6 x 107 CFU/mL 4,75 x 107 CFU/mL 44.77% 

16. GJ Handwash 2,07 x 105 CFU/mL 1,05 x 105 CFU/mL 49.50% 

17. GPS Handwash 6,3 x105 CFU/mL 2,73 x 105 CFU/mL 56.71% 

18. AT Handrub 6,41 x 107 CFU/mL 4,7 x 106 CFU/mL 92.17% 

19. JBL Handrub 2.26 x 106 CFU/mL 1,35 x106 CFU/mL 48.25% 

20. JK Handrub 3,72 x 107 CFU/mL 1,37 x 107 CFU/mL 63.11% 

21. RH Handrub 1,52 x 105 CFU/mL 3,4 x 104 CFU/mL 77.92% 

22. AAA Handrub 2,35 x 106 CFU/mL 3,8 x 105 CFU/mL 83.81% 

23. VDS Handrub 1,72 x 106 CFU/mL 3,6 x 105 CFU/mL 79.06% 

24. NT Handrub 3,5 x 108 CFU/mL 8,8 X 107 CFU/mL 76.10% 

25. GMS Handrub 8,1 x 105 CFU/mL 2,52 X 105 CFU/mL 68.92% 

26. RM Handrub 2,07 x 107 CFU/mL 3,3 X 106 CFU/mL 84.06% 

27. DB Handrub 4,9 x 106 CFU/mL 2,02 x 106 CFU/mL 58.50% 

k28. CM Handrub 1,87 x 106 CFU/mL 4,6 x 105 CFU/mL 75.45% 

29. LCS Handrub 2,06 x 106 CFU/mL 1,4x 105 CFU/mL 69.90% 

30. AL Handrub 7,4 x 108 CFU/mL 1,08 x 105 CFU/mL 66.50% 

31. AB Handrub 1,27 x 105 CFU/mL 4,7 x 104 CFU/mL 89.11% 

32. TK Handrub 7,4 x 108 CFU/mL 4,7 x 106 CFU/mL 75.36% 

33. JLB Handrub 1,08 x 105 CFU/mL 7,4 x 103 CFU/mL 78.42% 

34. JP Handrub 1,7x 107 CFU/mL 3,6 x 105 CFU/mL 89.75% 

 


