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[Abstract] Objective To investigate the knowledge and behavior condition on hand hygiene among student nurses from the
polytechnic schools. Method A self —designed questionnaire was used to survey the knowledge and behavior condition on hand
hygiene among 217 student nurses from a polytechnic college. Results The knowledge on hand—washing was well grasped, by more
than 98.3%, while their awareness of the significance in hand hygiene was lower at the rate less than 90.0%. The behavior of washing
hands during nursing was in a poor condition. Only 52.1% student nurses washed their hands following the indication for hand hygiene,
and 82.1% student nurses strictly washed their hands by the six-step procedure. Conclusions The student nurses only had at the
recognition of hand hygiene of the studeat nurses and seldom put it into action. So in order to improve the student nurses performance of

hand hygiene eventually. Therefore, fact education and role models on hand washing should be adopted to change both of the awareness

and action of the student nurses.
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