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20 26 46 14 10 24 6 16 22
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11~124months 11~35months 36~124months
(%) (%) (%)
20 M/ F  Sensitivity 60.0 71.4 33.3
TR Specificity 84.6 90.0 81.3
& Efficiency 73.9 79.2 68.2
Positive predict value 75.0 90.9 40.0
]

RORANR Negative predict value 73.3 69.2 76.5
TYws Sensitivity 45.0 35.7 66.7
FZ h Specificity 73.1 90.0 62.5

& Efficiency 60.9 58.3 63.7
gnamste  Positive predict value 56.3 83.3 40.0
Negative predict value 63.3 50.0 45.6

RRMIgE Sensitivity 85.0 78.6 100.0
28301 Specificity 30.8 40.0 25.0
& Efficiency 54.3 62.5 45.5
gnamsEB  Positive predict value 48.6 64.7 33.3
Negative predict value 72.2 57.1 100.0

n=46 n=24 n=22
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Diagnostic significance of 20—minute patch test with egg white antigens in egg white hypersensitivity.

Eiko Wada, Susumu Masuda, Yasuto Kondo, Hitoshi Ando, Reiko Tokuda,
Yutaka Morita!’ , Kazue Yamada?’ , Atsuo Urisu

Department of Pediatrics, Fujita Health University School of Medicine
1) Department of Pediatrics, Kariya General Hospital, 2) Yamada Clinic

We assessed the diagnostic significance of 20—minute patch tests in immediate hypersensitivity by egg white

comparing with prick tests. Forty— six subjects (male : female = 25 : 21, median age * standard deviation = 38.6 =

24.3 months, range; 11 to 124 months) were orally challenged with freeze— dried egg white in a double— blinded manner.

We considered reactions of wheal positive in 20— minute patch tests. The reactions of wheal more than 3mm or

erythema more than 10mm in a longer diameter were judged positive in prick tests. The agreement rate between 20

—minute patch tests and oral challenge tests was 73.9%. In contrast, the rate between prick tests and oral challenge

tests was 60.9%. We divided all subjects into two groups under and over three years of age. The results of 20— minute

patch tests gave the best agreement rate in group aged three years or younger. Then we concluded that 20— minute

patch tests, especially in children up to three of age, have a significant diagnostic value in immediate hypersensitivity by

egg white.



