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Fig. 1. In vitro bactericidal efficacy.

Cell viability of S. aureus (a) and S. epidermidis (b) after 5-minute exposure to sanitizing solutions. 1.0E+02 CFUs/mL (100 CFU/mL) is
the theoretical minimum detection limit, although no viable colonies were observed. n = 3, mean + SD. Statistical difference calculated by

Student’s t-test, *** p < 0.001. CFUs, colony forming unit; SD, standard deviation.
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Fig.2. Reduction of CFUs after sanitizing hand rub.

Percent reduction in colony forming units after 60-second hand rub with 3 mL of sanitizing solution.
n = 3, mean + SD. Statistical difference calculated by Student’s t-test, * p < 0.01. CFUs, colony

forming units; SD, standard deviation.
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