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Letter to the editor

Dear Sirs

We have recently published two manu-
scripts concerning penicillin allergy, one in
Allergy (1) and the other in Clinical and
Experimental Allergy (2). We are address-
ing this letter to the editors of both
journals. These articles refer to different
studies carried out on the same population.
The group of patients in the first study was
included in the larger group for the second
study and no mention of this was made in
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the second article. Although the data
included in the first study refer mainly to
the role of skin testing and the second to
the role of controlled administration, both
manuscripts gave details regarding the
same population, which constitutes a par-
tial duplication.

The authors recognize that it was an
error of judgement not to inform you and
the reviewers of the existence of the other
manuscript. We have not intentionally set
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out to duplicate any part of the study and
regret any misunderstanding this may have
led to. We would also like to apologize for
the concern that this may cause to the high
reputation of both journals.

M.J. Torres

M. Blanca

Research Unit for Allergic Diseases Carlos
Haya Hospital, Mdlaga, Spain



