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X OAS EIFHES, fHROEY (LR EW)
IR O OPERERICI Y, OAS L LT sh bz &
PRILIEZ D, OASDH B, FEFIC X o TRAGE
WREAEDSHAL L, BB & 2 SUBURED S % e o BF 3
OREEIUT & o THIET B IET LV F—IEBRHEZ
pollen-food allergy syndrome & fR%E L TIEAR X 9 12
ot TOX) R, BAERE L FRIUENR L S
TATOEMTLVE =137 T A2 MT LIV F—,
PEROEYW T LIV F — (BAEPUR & FF5PUR A L) 1&
JIALEWT UVF—IIGEINIY, KA OAS D
KPZZTRA2AWMT LVE—IZBT BV, b, 5k
#Z® OAS % pollen-food allergy syndrome & [f]Z%i#5 &
LTHWAZ DL DH DD, OASIZIZIIMITIERE (R
FEOMMIIHT 27 LUV F— MR T 2355 5%)
EEBLAEVDD, FTv 7 AT LVEF—ICEPET A
bDOMNH Y, ZF N lipid transfer protein syndro-
me, latex-fruit syndrome & \» ) JiEARAEBERE (LT &
52,
Shlbivbhig, LO¥E, RYWTOENORERZ
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£ L72/MNE OASHER DRI BICOWT T & D
7z,

72, OAS I ABICTIIEHE R ERET L2 &
ML, e RE BE Ty v EHPOPUEICHT
ARAIEHREDHRELEZ LNTWEY, ¥ T
NIERHERE D 2~THP OAS 2 &P THLShbh
THY, birchAfruit syndrome & HENT W52, BH
TR IANFHAELTORWA, RUAN F/O
N EBNHELTY S, ARIZBIT BNV 7 FEH
DRAERPUNZ DO W TOHEFIZEL, MRITBNTD
OAS ML TV B EREMHT 2 —fEfire LT, X4
FEBEH o7 Uy ¥ — B RIBICB T 2 4F o 55
A0 § B R IgE DUkt 2 7z

x5 &5k

1. OASIZBI¥ B HMat

SR 11 4E 8 H 2 5Pk 15 4F 4 A F TI24RcOp
FEARNENR, RN SEE AN A O SRR 72 BRARRE TR 22 &
OAS LW s h, PURKEEM IgE fifkArcr a7 1
ULEFRIEETAMNEEETHo 16012 L L L
7z,

B2 7 A M, Bifurcated needle ZfEH L, ZWi/H
TLLVF A2 Sy Frd 2 (B RS2 E
¥ L C prick-to-prick test Z47\y, % 3mm Ll L%
Btk & L7z,

ZYT7 LIV F - oBWEEWARREEZ T (TF
74 TF T —EFEWHLPIERY D DIGEEEL), BB
L7.

2. NET7 LV — R EBIROIM D EIERIIZD
WT

PR ISEILASH2 S PR I4FE1LA29H F T
2GR CHUR AR IgE Huikiids % 1) 72 15 BT
PR 4RO T LV F—REEIE 1067 R L L
7z, HEmERE BT S TG 660 A (62%), 7 ¥ -
B2 %619 A(58%), M7 L IV¥F— 264 A(25%),
TULVE—BREEZET LML EET S
597 N (56%) THhora.

R 4 B IgE P F o ) # 1X CAP-RAST i
(Phadia ¥, Sweden) (Z& W 4Tvy, 2a7 2Lk (i
A4 0.70Ua/ml BL L) ZBEtke L7-.

3. OAS & OAS DM D7 LV F— B AEToO &M
LR R TgE Pk E:H O & 0 ik

2. DN GIEFI 5 OASIER B, AWz &L) %
B, 4R, TR ESREE TERME, S8 SN L
T hME—HEES BMTLVE-) By FSEL
48 Bl & B, FAACKRERIY IgE FURREE OIS %
OASI6 & KL, * v Xt& ZD 95% B 2
Rz, 7o, PREZRITV, p<005 ZMATICHE
&I L7z

1. OASIZBI¥ % Meat

16 BIDN % Table 1 12/R7.

FEREAFEHR1E 0~5 AT 10 B TIRAEHS T D F8JiE AT H L
B, 6~10% 4B, 11~155% 2 41, PEHNIETIE 11 61,
ZR5BITH o7z, ERPEMEREL LTS 20T
LVEF—BE2H LTV HIZOAS UM EYw T
L —o&6 (BUE) 21146 (69%), BHEE&D
L1206 (75%), 7 ¥ —1hE g %o AbEA 13 6l
(81%) &LHEHETH- 7. (Table2)

16 1> OAS DFEFREMONREAL L, F7 4, b
<b, ALYV, AurpEhor (Tabled).

16D 5, OMELUSOZRE, W, HEEIRES
DMt EFRER % B L7220 2ERI 1,3,5,8,16 D 5 HIT
Hotz 5P 4HIC (OAS DAtD) YT LIV F—
DEPEBDLD, ER 1 3ZEMT LV —0ahkz
Rdwirotz. iz, 5PIOFEREWI, F7 4 341
FLVI2BITHo7. F7 41255 0AS6HIH 3
B, L2k b 0AS3 I 2 FlAbIKEAE IR 2
o Tz,

OAS & fEBHE DIERFEFIFIN DO W THE L7z &
5, LD E D o 72D H516 ) 7 Bl
(44%), [FIREYIZEAREBIAS 16 BIF 5 61 (31%) TH - 7-.
AERHESATHL 16 B0 34 (19%) TH 72 (Table
4).

F 7 412DV TIE 6 BIRAERHEIESOEBIAT 2 6, [
R SEREG) 2% 3 1, AEAMRESRATHIAT L BITH o 7. i
BI16 13 1M+ 112X 5 OAS E LTHRIEL, 8%
RHREDF T4 ZBARTCTF 74 5%V —%E L7

b~ MZOWTR 5 IR AEREIE & B AT 3 61 (3
Bl L & A FIERI I IgE PURREE), [ IRRIYI 56 1)
AL B, AERESRATHAS L T H 5 72,

16 BB HS A FAER 5§ 2 R0 IgE HufkB it
T, WEHY, TEIH, T IR T R



J9SU0 SV O JO 988 SYO LSV Y-d VO ASI 2y1ads udjod yoarg ¢ "LSVI-d VO dS] 25109ds uafjod 1apre ssouede[ v \LSVY-d VO A3 dyroads
udfjod paamaer 1I0ys Y LSV Y-V HS] o51ads usfjod ssers pIeydto () LSV I-dVO HS] ou1ads udfjod 1epad asauede[ ) ‘umouyun ¢ ‘(3asuo sisourfjod jo ade) sisourfjod J ‘A103S1Yq

ised [ ‘wordwAs A101I1dsaT Y ‘BLIBONIN () ‘SIXRIAYdRUR ‘UY ‘BUWIPD PIPAD H ‘wWoldwAS uR3I0 J9YIoUR § ¢ Q) 10J 1d90X9 AFI9[e pooJ Y ¢ BIep ou (IN ¢ 1$9) Youd urys I,JS

/NI OAS DIERIR R O RAER ~ O EAEIR]

aN (@) 812 |(@ 82 |(€) 219 |9 00I<| (AD)+ | AT (T) €90 ¥eauympNg| + |uy| (AN (2) €62 M3 N 91
(@)
19T Puow[e ‘(7) 9I'g SWESIS ‘() 06°C
aN (@ v20 |(@ LVT |(@ ¥9T |(€) 891 (A1) + | &g |Inuead *(¢) (g1 MW “(F) L'Tg 9Mym 834 | + | — aN (@) LL0 | K1pqmeng| N ar
aN (G) 676 [(€) 976 |(9) 00T < [(9) 00T < | (Aé)+ | £A11 Hd| - aN (Z) 180 UOPN N il
aN (@ 981 |(2) 22 (@) g6 |(¥) 0£02 - A1 - - aN €) 19¢ ojewo], | g ¢l
aN (1) 0¥0 LMIY]
(F) 0LGy duwLiys
aN (@) 8L0 |(¢) 65¢ |(@) TT () ey - A&y |'(¥) 08€V qBIO ‘() 00z Muym 337 | + | — aN (1) 650 U0\ N 21
aN € 6€¢  |[(D W0  |(0) S0 >|(9) 00I <| (£¢)+ | £g - - aN (1) 090 ojewo], | 11
aN (€) €25 ojewio,
aN (©) TvL [(€) 6ST |(§) TS |(9) 001 < - A11 - |- aN (1) s¥o U0\ N 01
aN (@) 080 LRlEN
(@) 060
aN aN aN aN (¥) 0022 | (86) + | L6 |M[W ‘(Z) 1L UM 339 °(€) 67 UL | + | — aN (€) sgL 1M1 A 6
(€)
2T UM * () 6'1€ MW *(9) 00T < 2HyM
(9) 001 < (€) 0871 |(9) 00I<| - Az 839 °(y) ¢8I UBLQA0S '(Q) 0SS UM | + | A | AN () 0g9 | 98uwei0 | N | 8
(€) OL7T MU
-ad *(g) OF'ET UBRQAOS “(G) 0L0L Yeduym
aN (G) 96 |(F) 0SLT |(€) 989 |(S) 0088 - A¢ |'(p) 0zVe MW “(p) 0L1¢ Muym 3BH| + | — aN €) arel eueueqg | N L
(€) €6 1eaym
aN (9) 00T < [(€) 979 | (F) 0012 |(9) 00T <| (£g)+ | AL |=onq‘(g) €T AW ‘(§) yG'C aym 337 | + | — aN €) Lyl ojewo], | N 9
aN aN aN aNx (G) 0088 | (4¢)+ | £¢ (€) 6gL1oys ooqued| + | N aN €) 167 aguely | I S
aN (0) S€0 >[(0) S€0>[(0) S€0 >|(€) 018 | (A2)+ | 42 (@) $L09em(z) gI'Tdwys| + | — | (SISe) + (1) L£0 TMIY] N i4
(€) OTTINYM 339 °(§) 60F
aN (0) S€0>|(D) W0 |(@) €¥T |(2) 201 - Lz [MIW(g) LOT dWesds ‘(p) 0L'9Z 1BdYM| + |UV| AN (@) 691 TMIy] A €
aN (@) €11 a8ueI)
(€) 80F ydruIds ‘(¢) Gg'p 1011eD *(g)
PHG USYaIND *(g) $L°G sndoido (z) 680
ueaq£0s “(7) 6}z J0Us ooquieq ‘(¢) 0LV1
() 0L€z | (V) 0612 aN (@ 6¥1 |(h) ¥ - &L |muead *(y) 0612 g4 “(¥) 9¢g dwMys| + | — aN (@) 96¢ ojewo], | Z
(0) ¢€0 > aN aN (0) S0 > |(2) €FT (49)+ | 46 — A | (stse)+ | (0) SE0 > L3 N I
Awhoomv Awhouwv Amiouwv Aououmv Awuouwv Awuouwv V0
[w/en [w/en [w/en [w/en [w/en d SYO SIIZI[E POOJ 1310 Vd| S| LdS |TW/PNLSVH| 1o%¢ney | XOS | ONOSED
q v Pl 0 0 -4V 0 431

1402

SV O dunempad jo Arewrwing T 9[qe],



(st ] 1403

Table 2 Patient profile

Number of cases (%)

Age of onset (y.0.)

0-5 10 (62%)

6-10 4 (25%)

11-15 2 (13%)
Sex

Male 11 (69%)

Female 5 (31%)
Complication

Atopic dermatitis 13 (81%)

Food allergy 11 (69%)

Bronchial asthma 11 (69%)

Pollinosis 9 (56%)

Table 3 Foods implicated in OAS

Fruits and vegetables Number of cases (%)
Kiwi 6 (38%)
Tomato 5 (31%)
Orange 3 (19%)
Melon 3 (19%)
Banana 1 (6%)
Strawberry 1 (6%)
Peach 1 (6%)

Table 4 Precedence of onset of
pollinosis and OAS

n %
Pollinosis 3 19
In the same year 5 31
Without pollinosis 7 44
Unknown 1 6

1 IgE HitkBtk iz 2 h2h 14 i 11 61 (786%),
11 B 8 B (72.7%), 13 B 11 15](846%)'6‘2?)0 7z,
2. MR7 L VF - BBIEOER ORI

W

INRT VoV — g BRI O AR IR 2 R R
IgE PUkBPEsR 2 1B &, N> 4R IgE Pitk
Fathsid, REOHEICHBRELS PR LB TN
X, TV EFABETHHRUPHL IR o7,
B, NV IR [gE VU E X 1 BILA
AR FAERAF RN IgE SRR TH o 72, A F LK

n=38 144 145143 115 86 67 66 55 52 52 38 32 16 12 6

|

| = Negative
| |22No data
|| = Positive
|

5

01234567 8910111213141
Age, y.o.

Fig. 1-a. Frequency of specific IgE antibody posi-
tive to the Japanese cedar pollen of 1067 patients
with any allergic disease.

n=38 144 145 143 115 86 67 66 55 52 52 3§ 32 16 1

~
o

ENegative
ONo data
mPositive

Fig. 1-b. Frequency of specific IgE antibody posi-
tive to the orchard grass pollen of 1067 patients with
any allergic disease.

100%

mNegative
N data
mPositive

Fig. 1-c. Frequency of specific IgE antibody posi-
tive to the ragweed pollen of 1067 patients with any
allergic disease.

0°n =38 144 145 143 115 86 67 66 5 52 5 38 32 16 12 6

mNegative
©No data
mPositive

o BEEES

40%
20%
0%

@Qllll IHOAAFE
i

i

‘ il

I

01 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9101112131415
Age, y.o.

Fig. 1-d. Frequency of specific IgE antibody posi-
tive to the alder pollen of 1067 patients with any aller-
gic disease.
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n=2 15 54 82 75 63 51 44 39 42 471 27 26 15 10 5

mNegative
oNo data
mPositive

012345678 9101112131
Age, y.o.

£
(¢]

Fig. 2-a. Frequency of specific IgE antibody posi-
tive to the Japanese cedar pollen among allergic
rhinitis or allergic conjunctivitis.

n=2 15 54 82 75 63 51 44 39 42 47 27 %6 15 10 5

Negative
No data
= Positive

2345678 9101112131
Age, y.o.

~
[¢;]

Fig. 2-b. Frequency of specific IgE antibody posi-
tive to the orchard grass pollen among allergic rhini-
tis or allergic conjunctivitis.

FERY IgE Pk, 2 25 3EIC IR P T
Ho7z (Fig.1).

INEILIITUVVF—HERE 2ITHBELD 597
NERRET DL, AFEHIFRN IgE JuikbiksEss
FRIRAERTER LT FIZIE 1R TIZ 15 A4
ADSA FAER RN 1gE PiikbatETh - 72 (Fig. 2).
ZFNZENOERIF RN IgE PiiREt s % L5 &,
14 %R T O A F IR I TgE iRk 20%
BTHHOITH L, Ny MR IgE Fufkkat
(% 40~60% THh -7z (Fig.1, Fig.2).
3. OAS & OAS UMD 7 L V¥ — BB IR To &l
AR RSN 1gE Puik it O B4 o ik

AF, A'HAY, 75 7Y, N FIEHEERLN IgE
PotkBth % O E41Z, OASIEBID A%, OAS YU D 7
LV — BB R TR CE IS E o 72,
F 72, P BOEDRER, p<0.05 TEM~OEMEL 0AS
FAEVC RIS H B L% 2 bz (Table ).

2

A OASDORFEIFZ FA2E8WMT LIVF— (B
DRI R 1T L CARET, DERBICIRG 3

n=2 15 54 82 75 63 51 44 39 42 47 27 26 1510 5

Negative
No data
Positive

%
012345678 9101112131415
Age, y.o.

Fig. 2-c. Frequency of specific IgE antibody posi-
tive to the ragweed pollen among allergic rhinitis or
allergic conjunctivitis.

n=2 15 54 82 75 63 51 44 39 42 47 21 26 1510 5
‘ggg//g T HBHRREHEEN
aNegative

=
60% [l |oNodata
|
|

40%
20%
0°/

ol ||| |=Postive

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 78 9101112131415
Age, y.o.

Fig. 2-d. Frequency of specific IgE antibody posi-
tive to the alder pollen among allergic rhinitis or aller-
gic conjunctivitis.

LIERDSE) BTSN TWw3, SE/NED
OASI6 BlicDoWVTHE L7z 25, HfRAEL LT
7IA1EWTLVEF—IZET S (OAS DSto) &
TLUNVF—E0EH69% ICDFEL TV Z & AF#
MThotz. BWT LIVF—EPBID %2121 OAS
PEEDZ FALEWT LIVE—DHHEE LTI
LTWAERNE TN TV AR Z 25N &
Wr Vv F—o&h, ESEROEGHE, 7 F A1
BT UNF—DEEbNLHRLEZL S L, Shi
L7z 0AS16 D) B, 4iER 3,58, 16 44T 5. &
DABNTZ SATEHT LV —DEGHHENEE 2
bNb. T/, JEG 4 OFFREWTF T 4 T, MIES
SERD G PRI HED 5 7285, TEBFERY IgE PURIZA ¥
DHEBMETH o7, SDLETAAFEREFY 1 0t
WPUEMEICET A2 iR <0, 75X 1 BT LV
F—OMENEZONDH, 5% AFEHLTv4
SERYOIBEIEREOFMIIOVT ORI VLT N
5.

F 72—, 16 BIEBIA A FHEIEM KR IgE Hilk
BEThy, @B I A 28WT LIV —OREHN
BMELTWwa EEZ 5N ER 10,11, 13 13EW T L
WF— OGP RS OEIREIC IR L TR Y,
75A2EWT VN —DBERNEEZ SRS,
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Table 5-a Sensitization to Japanese
cedar pollen and OAS

OAS
Total
Yes No
Japanege cedar pollen Positive 16 30 46
IgE antibody Negative | 0 17 17
Total 16 47 63
Odds ratio 18.93
95% confidence interval 1.07-335
p = 0.005
Table 5-b Sensitization to orchard grass
pollen and OAS
OAS
Total
Yes No
Orchard grass Positive 11 11 22
pollen IgE antibody Negative 3 28 31
Total 14 39 53

Odds ratio 9.33
95% confidebce interval 2.18-40
p = 0.001

INFETIZ, A YidhEAY, 7% 7%, b~ hiE
AFXEDOZAPEESWME SN TB Y, EF 10(RF,
HEHX, TF 7 HRRERN IgE SRR o A0,
b= &, EF] 11, 13 (A FHEEM IgE SUERE) O F =

MZ &% OAS I, 168 & ORAPUEMEE A L THE
L 72 OAS(pollen-food allergy syndrome) 235t 5.

Rl BEREIR %k - 72 5 FIOFE I AW, 7 1 351,
FLyIV2HBITHo7 F 741255 0AS6HIH 3
Bl, L ¥IIZE B OAS3FI 2 Bl A bl g i Ik %
o T2, 4, F L V2K B OAS I3l 2
REFENRTVEEZ SRS,

BICEFT 4 320BT7TF745F—%EL, F
T 412X % OAS I EELIERICERE T 2 EHRATE W
LEZoN, FEMFPLETHL., —HICF T4 70—
VT UNVF—=IT7 LTSRS TENICIRZ T 5 D
ONLTF 74 5F v —FTIERDPEHTH 50, 5
Flb b ARG L72F 7 4 6 BIHERHEATHIAS 1
B, TFRESEAESAS 3 B, ERHEIEEBBI(Z D) B,
JEFI 1213 F D% 10 mEFICAEMEZ FBIEL THB Y,
OASHATHI L EZ SN D) 52 HITH -7z il 31
FI4IICEBTF 74 7% —0MPERE LTOO
PEREIRE ZEZ BN D, JEB 161X 1T MFT Y 112K %

Table 5-¢ Sensitization to ragweed pollen and OAS

OAS
Total
Yes No

Ragweed  pollen Positive 8 10 18
IgE antibody Negative 3 25 28

Total 11 35 46
Odds ratio 6.67
95% confidence interval 1.46-30
p = 0.009

Table 5-d Sensitization to alder pollen and OAS

OAS
Total
Yes No

Alder pollen Positive 11 13 24
IgE antibody Negative 2 16 18

Total 13 29 42
Odds ratio 6.80
95% confidence interval 1.27-36
p = 0016

OAS L LTHIEL, 8NHEDF T 4 ZERTT T
TA4TFv—wR L7 EHIEEFY 11255 0AS
DIERFEBIRIN O SEATE, FEIROERERE, FEIROMELT
OAF I —EOMBAEED ST, ThFETolEL
KE VT 720,

FERE % £ D %2 v OAS O BRIRIE £ #E & L T lipid
transfer protein syndrome & latex-fruit syndrome %%
& %. lipid transfer protein syndrome (3 3 — & » 7%
2% <, Bk &9 5 OAS 75 & X ICEHERE
FIEEI L, M4 oihskogl (b7 70K, A
EBE, A VT, LHBAIL) IIRAKISERT
A5, T T ANERICIEROE L 7\, lipid transfer pro-
tein (BLF LTP &W&9) family AEZENE EEZ SN
THY, € Prupld), 77Y2a» b (Pruar3), 7
F 4 (Prus3), 275 &K (Prual) HIZAHINT
W5, LTP ST LVA Y OBE, SERM L ) B2
LHEHE L, BROEWIIET 5 2 ep% v, F
L v VH® LTP allergen family 2% Pru p3 (23 X5
PERLIZEV) WERH YD, KR 5, AR 8 134 L
¥ VW@ LTP allergen family (2 5 LU 72 W] GE: &
WEhs.

TT VAT LVFEF—BEEZ, BERLRY O
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RERE) WIHT D 0ASZHHEICAHTLIOT
latex-fruit syndrome (MLF LFS & #&3) &IFEhCTw»
%, LFS 3OPSERICMZ T LIZ LI HiEREZ B3
%. ZhiE, LFS OFRHNPURAZR LR TR E &
LbONE VWL EZSLNTWAD. hevein (Hevb
602) 1357 v 7 AT LLVF—BED 80% UL EIZKIE
T 5EEPFT, NFF, F(Cassl), 7R K (Pers
al) DT LV ViE, NERIZZ OANRS 2R
ERoTBYRAMMEART EEZOLN TS, JE
BI8i1x, TADOBL L% %fillo TWTEMEVHIL
7o) BEENRDH Y, LFS #E&H LT oM b
MWahs.

F= MIZX % OASSBNCEH T 5 &, fEAHEIESBE
BlHs 361 (3 H1& b A FIERIFRN IgE PufkbatE), 16
AHE R SSEBAS 1B, JERHELATHIA 1 FITH -
2 ) TRENE EDOIGE T ¥ M —F13Y T ANGE
MPUEFICIFEALEETEINTEY, ¥ HEH
SEFEH L) Y ITLVF—0BKIIBITLY) v T
W23 B BB AL IIFE A HHEA L7z T 3Bk
WRELEELTWEEEZLNTWS., ERBEIZ, ¥
FHNDHEL T LILHEED S DORA, /DNEE S
WL 72, fERENREITT 5 05% <, TERE
AT 47%, OAS%E4THI 19% 7> Twhd, v
MRIEE AL ILBR DD B A%, < ML
BEDETHIGE LY M =TI AFIERIEICE F
NBELIFTIERL, b~ MEIC & 2 BERICIE (A
FRMOWAI &L B I@EH 5 OBRIEITHED DD H B
), b= HEOROERIC X 2 & BT LY LT
W5 Z & A RAST inhibition D H 4 SR T W
5910 SEbivbh A L7z b= ML % 0ASS
BUIAEHEIE G OEE, FRENISERIAZ <, ERFEHR
Wi & S % &, AFIEROW AN & 2 EIETTHED
ATE%RL, P P ZDL DI L BT D RE S
Ns, ZoZiid, ThFEFTICME SN TS RAST
inhibition DFERITFIE L.

FHHEWE, A OAS HlOWETIX, A ur, EE,
F4, )y TEPILVDIDN SN 4 HHREER L 72/
WOASHIZBVWTIZF Y4, F< b, ALY, 21
Yol ATIZY YIS B DS, N
TR MY M EMICH S, DRI AEL, BRI
BRBEINDIBREDD VD, EHOWAIL X 58
TLHEL D D, REINLZHEEDS OROEIIC X 5K
ETLENBIS- LR T WIS E 2 b, 75 A 28
W7 UNF—OBELZT TR, 79A1EWT LIV

F—oWFHHE L THAET % OAS 2VNRIHIZIZZ
VOTIR WA EEZONDE. BAL/NETOHRE
WOBENIZNE KL TVEO0E Lz,

L BYEL S DRBIENTATL TV 22 IRET %
T DIIERFEHFICE R LT Lz 25, 1B
FESEATHAS 16 B 361 (19%) TH B DI L, [k
HHFERERIAS 16 B 5 61 (31%), fEBIEIEADEBIAS 16
B 76 (44%) TH o7z, EHREWIC X 5BV
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ASSOCIATION BETWEEN CHILDHOOD ORAL ALLERGY SYNDROME AND
SENSITIZATION AGAINST FOUR MAJOR POLLENS
(JAPANESE CEDAR, ORCHARD GRASS, SHORT RAGWEED,ALDER).

Kyoko Sugiil’, Hiroshi Tachimoto?, Akinori Syukuya?, Makoto Suzuki?’ and Motohiro Ebisawal)
U Department of Pediatrics, National Hospital Organization Sagamihara National Hospital
2 Clinical Research Center for Allergy and Rheumatology,
National Hospital Organization Sagamihara National Hospital

Background/Aim : Although OAS (oral allegy syndrome) during childhood is believed to be rare, it seems to
be increasing these days.

Methods, Subjects : We here report 16 cases of childhood OAS, which were diagnosed, in our division. In addi-
tion to these reports, we investigated the rate of sensitization against four major pollens (Japanese cedar, or-
chard grass, short ragweed, alder) among 1067 pediatric patients with allergic diseases (median age : 4 years
old) in our division. The sensitization was examined by IgE CAPRAST and above class 2 was judged as posi-
tive sensitization.

Results : OAS in childhood differs from that in adulthood in some ways. One is that childhood OAS does not
always accompany with pollinosis. The most frequent allergen in our study was kiwi fruits followed by to-
mato, orange and melon among these patients. The sensitization rate against alder was equivalent as that
against orchard grass and short ragweed, but less than that against Japanese cedar.

Conclusion : Childhood OAS may have different mechanisms from adulthood OAS which almost always ac-
companies with pollinosis or latex allergy.




