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Background and Objective: Ethanol and Clorox® are
chemicals used worldwide for disinfectant purposes in

laboratories. However, there are some limitations of these
chemicals; Ethanol is highly volatile, thus decreasing
bactericidal activity, while Clorox® is corrosive and exposure
to high concentration might cause severe irritation. In this
study, we aim to determine the minimum concentration of
Clorox® that still have bactericidal properties and to study
the synergistic bactericidal properties of the mixture of
Clorox® and Ethanol.

Methods: Five different conditions were used in this study;
2%Clorox®, 4%Clorox®, 2%Clorox® mixed with 70%Ethanol,
4%Clorox® mixed with 70%Ethanol, and 70%Ethanol.
Bactericidal activities were evaluated against three bacteria
species, S. aureus, E. coli and B. cereus, by Disc Diffusion
Method. The onset and duration of sterilization were also
observed in a time-based manner.

Results: The results revealed that bactericidal activities of
all 5 conditions were significantly different when compared
with negative control (p < 0.05). The combination of
2%Clorox® mixed with 70%Ethanol and 4%Clorox® mixed
with 70%Ethanol showed the best bactericidal activity. This
study also found that all conditions, except 70%Ethanoal,
showed 100% bactericidal activity at 0 minute.
Conclusion: To ensure the high bactericidal efficacy, it is
necessary to treat laboratory equipment for 10 minutes
before cleaning. The mixture of 2%Clorox® and 70%Ethanol
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might be the best choice, considering the safety of using
low concentration of Clorox® and prevention of bacterial
resistance by using chemical combination.

Keywords: Ethanol, Clorox®, time-based manner,
bactericidal activity
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2. MaLATENANTIARLAZINNAY

mamwummmmu 5 gn3 Lild Clorox” VB
Ethanol wiawa 2 819 mmmu‘[mﬂ’lmmﬂ@mﬂu
Favinazany Tevinndulides sterile Tnanaulsld
Aadind #sid 29%Clorox®, 4%Clorox®, 2%Clorox”
HAN70%Ethanol, 4%C|oro>< NAN 70%Ethanol, WAy
70%Ethanol WAy Lmﬂumﬂ@ummu 5191 negative Control
amiutilinnamageuiid §vnndslavnnnmegey
m@mmiummmLLmﬂmiumuwﬂ@ul,w'aﬁmnumi
i“”L‘M?;ILL@”Z@’]N’]?O%’J’]LT@LLU@V]L‘J‘EIVLmQEINu@EI 60 91

3. M9¥ inhibition zone UBYENTLATIUNNTENLTE
wuAAiLSE Tﬂﬂ"lﬁ’j’ﬁ disc diffusion method*®
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petri dish FelAlusauda sterile disc Tunday plate
U6 gm}uulﬁi@mmwmmﬂﬁﬁLm?w”lﬁl,l,mﬂ&h\iﬁ’u
30 pl A9t 1NAY, 2%Clorox®, 4%Clorox®, 2%Clorox®
NAN 70%Ethano| 4%Clorox” W@x 70%Ethanol LL@v

70%Ethanol mnuum plate ‘Vlwumyl,ﬂ incubate ‘Vl 37

paATaEea AN 18-24 FalasudaguA inhibition
zone Tm;ﬁmﬁuﬁwﬁmfm 3 p%s udariufinea

AT aTldunAia s mﬁhmﬁmmm'gu
Lfimmummgmmmm inhibition zone 184N19%NLT8
LUATIGY WdinnnsueuiianerAnanmaeagnsia
5 gna e ldnnsAnenii@aiie wien innibition zone 7il&
liAwmszfluldsunsy SPSS mmm%ﬂiﬂmummm
inhibition zone a8 ANOVA anniduitFeuifiey
srAninanlunisaindeuuaiFauday ﬁﬂumiw
post hoc tests Way LLmﬂ@mmmmmmiummwLm@
LLUﬂVlLi?;Immnﬁn?N homogeneous subsets Wmml
mm@mmwLmﬂmwmiummmﬂqm
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plate WA plate ‘VN‘MN Al Incubate f 37 N mmmm
unan 18-24 dalua LL@Q@L“]]@LLUﬂV]L’;‘EWILﬂWHu

N1991LTUNA mmmmﬂmmimuw plate Videa
ﬁ@ﬂmﬁfuo Talatl 0 fadn anunTaEeLLATIBelE

& L%Lmﬂﬁ FeaULL plate 100041 30 Taladl Dadn
Tlanusngdmeuunn e s
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LUIUBLUAZ Swab Gmluummlummﬂﬂm"l,q 1 w1
amiuangnsATannnIvenan 5 s Tansyan
fanisaadenuaiiels udald cotton swab Taku
2 dulunszanannyamiidlUanyamiislusuanueslsy
seannriufluguein X i wdorly swab Tu plate MHA
IPENATIAT 1 41T AUATL 6 41T A9T ﬁﬁna;u, 2%Clorox”,
4%Clorox®, 2%Clorox”u@x 70%Ethanol, 4%Clorox”
AN 70%Ethanol waz 70%Ethanol ANt plate
ﬁwm"l,ﬂ incubate 7l 37 mmwmﬁm unan 18-24
dnlua LmeﬂﬁmLummmmmmw

AMeTEUNA B1Fau ﬂmmimuuu plate Vit
ﬁﬂﬁmwf)o Talasl 0 nadn anunT0adeLLATIFelE

fmenuARiFaIULU plate 11nndn 30 Taladl Dadn
Laignunsogindeunaiiee |

HaM3ANY
1. ﬂﬁL'ﬂﬂﬂLLﬂwﬂ')‘uLUﬂdLuuu’lﬁ]ﬁ‘ﬁ’]‘u"ﬂ’aﬂﬂ’]
inhibition zone m@ﬁﬂﬁ‘im'\ﬁmmﬂmiﬂ
@Wﬂﬂ’]?%@ﬁﬂﬂﬂ?ﬁ@%ﬁﬂ’w\ﬂlﬂ\mqimﬂ 5 ZWWLLTNV
u’m@uslumimmmmﬂmw 3 mwuﬁ ‘lumimma
‘Vlmam 3 m\i Gl“’vl,mmm@ﬂ inhibition zone WAY&2U
Lummumm;w;ﬂu (ms’m‘ﬂ 1)
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A15197 1 ALBALLATAITIENILLNIATFIUIBNAT inhibition zone TR4ANTIARLAATgRTIUNTRTELLATIEY

inhibition zone (mm) (Means + SD)

A19LAN
S. aureus E. coli B. cereus
Wnau 0.00 £ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 £ 0.00
2%Clorox® 12.33+0.58 13.00 £ 0.00 11.33+0.00
4%Clorox® 14.33 £ 0.58 15.67 £0.58 15.00 £ 0.00
2%Clorox® W& 70%Ethanol 15.33 + 0.58 22.00 + 0.00 18.00 + 0.00
4%Clorox® W&N 70%Ethanol 16.00 = 0.00 23.00 £0.00 19.67 £0.58
70%Ethanol 11.67 £ 0.58 20.33+£0.58 15.00 £ 0.00

2. wanaidFauinaudsz@ansnnaasgnsind
wa 5 amsuavﬁwnﬁ'ﬂun'\ssﬁ'\ﬁy’mmﬂﬁt%'mmnmu
A2NUS memmiwmmmu_l?ﬂumﬂuﬂivwﬁmw
Ja3g131ATIT 5 mmmvmﬂ@uslummﬁmmmamm
WEINANNAENUG IQHQLV’]TW”MP}W@GM@QE} ANOVA W91
mm_l?wmﬂuﬂivammwmmmammm 5 gms Tun1sg
aidn S. aureus mﬂmﬂmmvmummm@uum 95% 16
mmmﬁ‘mmﬂumu 2%Clorox”, 4%Clorox”, 2%Clorox”
WNAN 70%Ethanol, 4%Clorox® WaN 70%Ethanol WAz
70%Ethanol fungsige S. aureus Téledeuiy
vindu (p < 0.05) Use@NTN1NUBY 2%Clorox” @1u190
aidn S. aureus 1EA N 4%Clorox”®, 2%Clorox® Nau
70%Ethanol Wag 4%Clorox” Nau 70%Ethanol (p < 0.05)
LAgNNTnade S, aureus L ldwAnsine Uy
70%Ethanol (p = 0.05) Usz@nsninaes 4%Clorox”
anunsnginge S. aureus 1é’§ﬁﬂdﬁ 4%Clorox” HaN
70%Ethanol (p < 0.05) mmmmm S. aureus Vmem’]
70%Ethanol (p < 0.05) Lmvmmmmlﬂj@ S. aureus \&
TiwansnafiuiL 2%Clorox” @ 70%Ethanol (p = 0.05)
ﬂava‘w%m‘wmm 2%Clorox® Hax 70%Ethanol @14190
aiidn S aureus 16g4n41 70%Ethanol (p < 0.05) Wl
gnuns0aine S, aureus TR lULANGFNTUAL 4%Clorox”
N@dN 70%Ethanol (p = 0.05) WAy Usz@nsninaas
4%Clorox® Hasl 70%Ethanol §MN30aNEe S. aureus
&gandn 70%Ethanol (p < 0.05) (A3747 2)

ﬂ’]iLﬂ??‘f;l‘LlLWHUﬂ?”@Wﬁﬂ?W%@Q@?TLﬂWZQ 5 4m9
Tunisgiide £ coli muﬂmﬂmm mummm@mum

95% I¥Hannsi B Tienssil 2%Clorox®, 4%Clorox”,
2%Clorox” Hau 70%Ethanol, 4%Clorox” Nax 70%Ethanol
W8T 70%Ethanol @ansnsinge £, coli t@ilaieniy
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vndw (p < 0.05) Use@nsn1naas 2%Clorox® @11190
%?J’]L%’ﬂ E. coli l&Hndn 4%Clorox®, 2%Clorox® Wau
70%Ethanol, 4%Clorox® N@N 70%Ethanol LAy
70%Ethano| (p<0. O5)‘]J§‘”@‘Vlﬁﬂﬁ‘1/‘l°ﬂ'a\‘l 4%Clorox”@N:N98
g E. coli 1§AN91 2%Clorox® ugy 70%Ethanol,
4%Clorox” WaN 70%Ethanol Laz 70%Ethanal (p < 0.05)
se@nSnInaas 2%Clorox” Hax 70%Ethanol 11190
alnde E. coli lumnsnafuiy 4%Clorox® na
70%Ethanol (p = 0.05) wgunTnginge S, aureus 1§
44N 70%Ethanol (p < 0.05) WarUse@nanInyes
4%Clorox” 1@ 70%Ethanol 1110838 E. coli
18ganan 70%Ethanol (p < 0.05) (A3 2)
ﬂ’]?Lﬂ?EULV}ﬂUﬂi”@VIﬁﬂ’]‘W‘H@Q@WiLﬂNﬂ;{\‘i 5 gms
Tunsainide B. cereus wuamrwmm”mummm@uuw
95% I&uannsiFenieussil 2%Clorox®, 4%Clorox”,
2%Clorox” Nax 70%Ethanol, 4%Clorox” Nax 70%Ethanol
L8 70%Ethanol gnansnginige B. cereus tEiEle ey
vndw (p < 0.05) Yg@NENINUBY 2%Clorox® 11190
gini3a B, cereus 1dAnan 4%Clorox®, 2%Clorox® N&aN
70%Ethanol, 4%Clorox® Wa@x 70%Ethanol was 70%Ethanol
(p < 0.05) Use@ANBNINAAY 4%Clorox” AnunT0ginTe
B. cereus VLrﬂsfffcilﬂm"] 2%Clorox® NaN 70%Ethanol LL@%
4%Clorox” i@ 70%Ethanol (p < 0.05) WAGIN1T0RINTe
B. cereus lAluuans19iwAL 70%Ethanol (p = 0.05)
Use@nENInNea9 2%Clorox” HaN 70%Ethanol @11190
ainide B. cereus lauAnANSALAL 4W%C|0r°X® ALY
70%Ethanol (p = 0.05) WAAN1TOHTR S. aureus b6
49n91 70%Ethanol (p < 0.05) LL'Z\]“‘]J?”’ZW]ﬁﬂ’WW‘H@G
4%Clorox” NaN 70%Ethanol mmmmm B. cereus
16gandn 70%Ethanol (p < 0.05) (M13197 2)
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M1TINN 2 ﬂ’]iL‘l_[diEJ‘l_lLV]F_I‘LI‘J_]ﬁ'szIﬁﬂ’]Wﬁ“zﬂ')’N@’ﬁLﬂNLLmﬂﬁ@jﬁ]ﬂuﬂWi‘?ﬂL‘H@LLUV’W]L?EILLE]@‘?J@’]EI‘WHQ

S. aureus E. coli B. cereus
nsulsauiay WANIS WNANNG NANIS
pvalie  meday PV wReudien PV WBewdiew

TNAUTL 2%Clorox” 0.000 S 0.000 S 0.000 S
YN U 4%Clorox® 0.000 S 0.000 S 0.000 S
Yn@uiy 2%Clorox” Ham 70%Ethanol 0.000 S 0.000 S 0.000 S
VN@wuiL 4%Clorox” Haw 70%Ethanol 0.000 S 0.000 S 0.000 S
¥inndu fiu 70%Ethanol 0.000 S 0.000 S 0.000 S
2%Clorox” fill 4%Clorox” 0.002 S 0.001 S 0.000 S
2%Clorox” fill 2%Clorox® Wax 70%Ethanol 0.000 S 0.000 S 0.000 S
2%Clorox” fil 4%Clorox” H&x 70%Ethanol 0.000 S 0.000 S 0.000 S
2%Clorox” fill 70%Ethanol 0.538 NS 0.000 S 0.000 S
4%Clorox” i1l 2%Clorox® H&x 70%Ethanol 0.171 NS 0.000 S 0.001 S
4%Clorox” fill 4%Clorox” Hax 70%Ethanol 0.010 S 0.000 S 0.000 S
4%Clorox” il 70%Ethanol 0.000 S 0.000 S 1.000 NS
2%Clorox” Wad 70%Ethanol i 4%Clorox” Wax 70%Ethanol  0.538 NS 0.257 NS 0.082 NS
2%Clorox” uad 70%Ethanol i1 70%Ethanol 0.000 S 0.021 S 0.001

4%Clorox” uax 70%Ethanol i1 70%Ethanol 0.000 S 0.001 S 0.000

S = Significant difference (p < 0.05); NS = non- Significant difference (p > 0.05)

anmsiBeuifenrasannaiilunisgndounaiiGe WAy 4%Clorox® Ny 70%Ethanol HAMMNENNID NS
4 3 aneniug danuenidungulazendedadnanansn  sdesusiideld liuanseiuetnedifadndnyiiszay
LLﬂqn@:u”Lﬁ (m‘mﬁ' 3-5) Wu9n ﬂ@juﬁmmimﬁl}%ﬂ ANIE TR 95% p = 0.538, 0.257 WAy 0.082
wLATFeATIARE 2 52 e 2%Clorox® waw 70%Ethanol

A9199 3 wanIN1sdpngulssAvsnmaasansiailunissiniie S. aureus TnaenAuAnati

Subset for alpha = .05

A3LAx U ngud 1 naNy 2 naNy 3 ngud 4
Hnau 3 0.000
2%Clorox” 3 12.333
4%Clorox” 3 14.333
2%Clorox® W& 70%Ethanol 3 15.333 15.333
4%Clorox® U&N 70%Ethanol 3 16.000
70%Ethanol 3 11.667
Sig. 1.000 0.538 0.171 0.538

A9199 4 LAAINIaANgNUssAVENMaBsansallunssinme E. coli InsanAAana

Subset for alpha = .05

a3iAN AU nzg'sﬁi 1 na:u'?'i 2 nauy 3 nzg'u‘f"i 4 nq’uﬁ 5
Hnau 3 0.000
2%Clorox® 3 13.000
4%Clorox” 3 15.667
2%Clorox® &N 70%Ethanol 3 22.000
4%Clorox® U&N 70%Ethanol 3 23.000
70%Ethanol 3 20.333
Sig. 1.000 1.000 1.000 1.000 0.257
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A9199 5 LanIN1sapngNlssAnsnmaasansiailunissinie B. cereus tntandupnain

Subset for alpha = .05

A5LAN U — — — —=
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