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SHORT COMMUNICATIONS

Allergic contact dermatitis from furaltadone in eardrops
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Case Report

A 70-year-old housekeeper, with a previous history of
chronic irritant contact dermatitis on the hands, had
been diagnosed as having seborrheic dermatitis in the
ear canal 1 year ago. She had applied several topical
medicaments, including Panotile® eardrops, with re-
missions and relapses. Suddenly, 4 weeks before presen-
tation, she developed worsening itchy erythemato-
edematous vesicular dermatitis in the right ear canal and
on the ear. She stopped topical therapy with Panotile®
eardrops, with clearance of the lesions within a week.
The GEIDC standard series, Panotile®, and its excipi-
ents (Table 1) showed positive patch test reactions (++)
at 2 and 4 days to Panotile®, and its active ingredients
furaltadone chlorhydrate 1% pet. and neomycin sulfate

Table 1. Panotile® eardrops composition/ml

lidocaine 40 mg
furaltadone chlorhydrate 4.5 mg
neomycin sulfate 3.5mg
fludrocortisone acetate 1 mg
polymyxin B sulfate 10,000 TU
excipients:

glycerin

propylene glycol
benzalkonium chloride
distilled water

20% pet. Patch tests with furaltadone chlorhydrate 1%
pet. in 20 controls were negative.

Discussion

Furaltadone is an odourless yellow crystalline antibiotic
powder, with a pH between 5 and 7, its chemical name
being  S-morpholinomethyl-3-(5-nitrofurfurylidenami-
no)oxazolidin-2-one (1). It is used in veterinary practice
(2), is frequently added to animal feed (2), and is also
present in certain eardrops (3).

The only previous report of allergic contact dermatitis
from furaltadone was from its tartrate in animal feed
(4). Though sensitivity to neomycin is common (5), we
have found no reference to allergic contact dermatitis
due to eardrops containing furaltadone.
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Case Report

A 53-year-old woman presented with a 4-month history
of facial erythema extending to the neck. She felt itching
while working in the paddy field where her husband had
sprayed pesticides just before. Initial erythema on the
upper eyelids had spread to the entire face and neck.

Patch testing was performed with the 2 pesticides that
her husband used. She showed no reaction to either
maneb 0.01% aq. or fenitrothion 0.01% aq. at 2 and 3
days. However, she had a positive (+) reaction (ICDRG
criteria) to both maneb 0.01% aq. and fenitrothion
0.01% aq. on photopatch testing with 8.7 J/cm?> UVA
radiation.





