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Abstract This study aims to assess how effective environmental management can be accomplished through
monitoring of environmental conditions in patient discharge rooms within healthcare facilities through direct
observation and the use of fluorescent markers. From March to July 2013, this study evaluated 448 check-out
beds in wards and intensive care units before and 494 after intensive environmental monitoring activities. The
collected data were analyzed using the SPSS 21.0 program. According to the study's findings, direct observation
increased from 95.2% prior to the implementation of intensive environmental monitoring activities to 98.9%
following the implementation, which was statistically significant. The non-detection rate of fluorescent markers
exhibited an increase from 96.1% prior to the commencement of intensive environmental monitoring activities to
98.0% following their implementation. However, it should be noted that this observed increase was not deemed
statistically significant. In light of the results of this research, it is imperative to evaluate the effectiveness of
environmental management by employing a variety of assessment methods, including direct observation and
fluorescent markers.
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Table 1. Checklist
Category Yes No

1. The Floor is clean

2. The wall is clean

3. The windows are clean
4

5.

. The window frame is clean

. The interbedroom curtains are clean
and there is no damage

6. The furniture is clean and there is no
damage

7. Be empty in the trash can

8. The bathroom is clean

9. The refrigerator is clean

10. The sink is clean
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Table 1. Compliance Rate of Direct Observations
Category Pre Post X2 D
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markers
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