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If device and sterilizer manufacturers work together terminal sterilization
may be an option that is readily practicable.

Device manufactures should consider new endoscope designs with
reprocessing as a design requirement:

H,O, Sterilization Efficacy of Flexible Gl Endoscopes

Long narrow lumens limit the use of newer low temperature vaporized H,0,
sterilization modalities. However, sterilant penetration into these diffusion
restricted spaces can be overcome — Table 3.13

What Will It Take to Bring an High Level Disinfectant to a Sterilant!??

*Easier to clean
Sterilizer *Material compatibility with
Design fast LTS technologies

Table 313: Sterilization Efficacy of Gl Scopes with a Vaporized H,0, Sterilization Process (1/2 Cycle)

_Organism | Suction/Biopsy | Air | Water | Water Jet/Aux.

Double LSRR L ELLT I Microbial Thorough and effective cleaning,
LD p— >7.6 |i>g10 2 /7.2logy, 27.210g;,  26.9logg Flexible Gl coupleoflgwith sterilization on i
1 Colonoscope S 0 GFL 0 CFL 0 CFL 0 CFL Endoscope “easier to clean” endoscope
wolonoscope 27 i i i iy Compatibility designs should help to mitigate
5 Colonoscope S & 0 CFU 0 CFU 0 CFU 0 CFU 5 . P . g.
Colonoscope % % 0 CFL 0 CFL 0 CFL 0 CFL S the current associated infection
| , 5 Colonoscope O 5 0 CFL 0 CFL 0 CFL 0 CFL Design problems.
12-160 times total Colonoscope @ 0 CFL 0 CFLU 0 CFL 0 CFU
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