d#H27], A11Y A 3%, pp.347-354, 1991

3F7] 4Hl27] 3RSl A 3Fekatadd (chemiluminescent assay)-2-
o] &3 % Eo] IgE FHo A3} A+ : FFHSE
radioallergosorbent test Z#}9}9] nliw 3¢

EREEDE SHESRRENE SRS PERRES

HraAl) « ZRHRY - HEEY - YERP

S

d¥ 27 A Adsr] A3 Azpx] o
W Fol A dH 2] g agAAb) A 7] A
A FHAxz AFg7tA] deE AldEelx gheH, =
T 3 duzA So] IgEdAE 3] %
r&e] zladslolx gk, 1961 Wide 5 Vel o)
3] wAlH w8 o] 43 radioallergosorbent
test(RAST) 7} 702= olall AAHoz 714
2] o] &Fojxq 23 glov o] mEYFAL uhy
onl FHULE FHFdloksts WAl 2k, 1989
d #z 5% dot-radioimmunoassay g ¢]-£3}
of ofmlE]7} AWM= F=7]o] Ak Ho] IgEskA|
o Az ZAel AFatelont, o] A WAy
THHUE HFEok = wAe] k. A
Brown 5% 33}ty (chemilumminescent
assay)& o|43te IgE &4 A& Az
5, Bonetli $9& 4399 to} G327 FAbE
ol A stEhiPy S o] 83l Fo FA Y=
Aol 3t dF Fol| IgE A& A A7, H
Huhged sl Axp @ RAST ZAstel £ AgAS
Baakeict

ool HAEE fejvtet 3F7] LHEY] #A
Eolld vlmd Az el sshiaes =9
slo] 35709 8 A=A i ¥F Bo] IgE
A & A=, dM7A de] AEHo
291 Ayl odd2r] g5uaxiAg 9 RAST
Aztele] ABpAE FAs A s},

A7 Az Y Uy

1. Azl

1990+ 594 19914 5¥Y7tA] F3jead o
H27] azds s oledA 7] HA o]
v G274 vdeg zehie #xE Foll4
G 27 FFgAAd 9 RAST Az =}
2t %7 4927 fAEAA T FUAH ¢
deAez odefx> £ Aux] 21=7] (Dermato-
phagoides pteronyssinus<D.pteronyssinus»$}
Dermatophagoides farinae<D farinae>)s} zoF

", %, Frely] %, $% ¢ % Fx HY

o 4 Weg vehd B 4397 S BET
oz Qelzs] WERAAYY WY o4 W
vebd 799 A4 @R QAL AAsf e

20C YFAel A7 F Apg-sisich.

2. 4¥ 27 fRdxAd 9 RAST

Selvet g4 i ey Y dHlEaA
o2 weAl F AR #Aer) (D, farinaest D.
pteronyssinus)®} A& FHE<ql 2 (mugwort),
Frg7] % (ragweed) 3 o 25 753} A
hE, F3dol, FEYe] g oF 80o4F2] AloF
(Bencard, U.K)ez Hz7 IA8dAAF
(allergy skin prick test)2 Al33s}lo] 155 o
A7} Zuke] :7]E BEEe o9} o] g
Waleh, FAle) A%t histamine o4 oz o)
HgHel oFA WS Rolxqt gHEA Tk
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4+& 2d dE 34, 99 =771 21lmme]s}
Ql A& 1+, &Fute] =7)7} 2lmmoe)Ate]n 33l
8] z@7)7b 2-3mmal Cle 2+, A9 Ar)s)
3-5mmgl o= 3+, #Ae] =)z} 5mmelAsl
& 4+2 EF3Ht. 2+ o)A €--g el
3ol dis Phadebas allergen disc(Phar-
macia, Sweden)& o]&£3}ed RAST kite]l #}4]
PR o] IgEXE FA4s9en, 1 AFje =
T ®#F €A-d we} class 0-42 Jepi .

3. MASTE °]43% ¥%F 5] IgE 34 24

& 57 Bag Al ot} ezt 5§
G 27 #AREANA 7} F87 dHEAeR
494 35%9 FY4 " 2AE LdHEAS
MAST A (MAST Immunosystems, CA,
USA)e] chambere] XRZHA|Zen 1 FHE
Table 13} #t}. 2z} chambere] #z}e] ¥H&
1.3ml¥ zZ+zh @3 184]17F A2eA] ¥kgA)31+
$t2 @) (10mM phosphate buffer, pH 7.2,
150mM NaCl, 1.0ml Tween 20, 0.1g
Thimersal in 11 distilled water) 2.2 A3} 4
¢dt}. 2 ¢]F horseradish peroxidase’} ¥-#%
4 ¥ IgEsal S8 Y3 427 A2ollA] ub
ARG, 2F A A Ao ssbigEA?

Table 1. Antigens used in MAST

(photoreagent ; reagent A=cyclic diacylhydr-
azide in 45.5mol/1 NaOH, reagent B=5(
mmol/]1 borate buffer ; reagent c—=mixture
of erythrosine, Allura Red AC and tartr-
azine ; reagent D=4mmol/1 H,0,)& Y& §
& 5719 chamberZ %1} polaroid photo
casetted] ¥ 6¥7F polaroid 57 high speed
film(Kodak Co.)oll x#A17c}. 83 whg-& 1
d 13 el Ader Jehn, o)  den-
sitometerg )43l class 0-48 #BE3}gc}.
£ A U= 4L 3 REFAE o)Ll
o, 4 Wz Yoz FA ¥4 (hydro-
phobic material) & 7z chambervjt} X abA]H
Aol Ayl wlwatgoh. 23 1049} 7o)
BE Al A 2R o] AL A dF b
Solm, FHA AL A Yz wgeg ¥E &
Aol A #E=E A okstel. 9w #xle] A9 Az
o} acke] ® 3o P whEE vehglod,
27 A= oMo FUA Fdel B e
4+ vehdiglen, 349 Sixle gHEr] H iz
AP AF S48 e 82124 o] A
F A4 g Jepliddd. EANY BMe 3
el o &P So] IgExel 7|29
RASTHlell 29J% Eo] IgEx (RAST class) %

1. Positive Control 2. Negative Control 3. Oak Tree

4. Alder Tree 5. Poplar Mix 6. Willow

7. Birch (white) 8. Hazel nut 9. Wormwood

10, Mugwort 11. Ragweed (short) 12, Chenopod

13. House dust 14. D farinae 15, D, pteronyssinus
16. Cat fur 17. Dog hair 18, Cochroach Mix
19, Perennial Rye 20, Timothy grass 21, Meadow Fescue
22 . Bermuda grass 23. Rice 24 Carrot

25. Barley 26, Shrimp 27. Milk

28 . Peanut 29, Egg whole 30, Wheat

31. Aspergillus 32, Penicillium 33, Alternaria

34  Fusarium 35. Cladosporium 36. Candida

37. Stemphylium

—348—




—H.S. Park et al.:Relationships Between skin prick test and Chemiluminescent Assay in Allergic Patients—

Fig. Result of MAST. Patient 9 showed positive
threads to house dust and cat fur. Patient 27
showed strong positive threads to many
inhalant allergens. Patient 34 showed
negative responses to are antigens

dH 2] ARIAANFA et g 5ubsE ke
o=l X (sensitivity) @ Eo] % (specificity) &
Astodrct.
2

1. eiell2|7} A= 21=7] (D farinae)ol ojgk
7 Rurex 9 RAST Az}ele] 24

d,-RAST class 2 o] 3% <A Hbg-olg} 745
stelom Ay o IgE=|
(chemiluminescent assay : |3} CLAg} <¥g})
= class 2 o]A-& oA uwbEo g HE3gdct.
Table 29} 7te] CLAY RASTHA#A} o}zl 32
wWE 2090 FA ukeE vpehfe], I Adux
90.6%°]l e Eolx 100%cl%ich. ubef
CLA class 1 °o]4& JAur-so2 zhrgcid,
ARIEE 96.9% SoleE 83.3%°)1ct. FHEw
Sxo g CLAS A= (class 2 o4& oFA
22 7b5) Table 33 zZo] ={ubsEr}l 3+

=0

=

i

=]
A 71.4% A 4 ubgE veplided, 4+
Table 2. Comparison of Chemiluminescent assay with RAST Class
RAST RAST RAST
cLA ° 1 2 3 4 cLA ¢} ] 2 3 4 CLA 0 | 2 3 a4
olis olo o ol s o |Is | 0 1 of| 2 o9 oo 0o ofaeae
1|2 [ 2 | o| 6 1 |o I o i [ 3 1|7 ) I o of 9
2 o o© 1 0 | 2 2 [o o] 2 i 1 4 2 |3 1 2 o of s
3|0 o3 a | 8 310 o}la4 2 2| 8 300 | 2 0 1] 3
4 lo o 1 11| 4 o oo 1 141} 15 4 [o o ! 0 1| 2
O O 4 5 19 o o 6 4 17 32 5 0o 2 7
D. faringe D. pteronyssinus Cat Fur
RAST RAST RAST
CLA o | 2 3 4 CLA o 2 3 4 cLA o 1 2 3 4
0Jjao o |0 o o] 40 0 {24 O0)5 o0 o029 o3 o2 o0 o0fal
1 {3 olo o of 3 )y e o {3 o ol s 1 {2 o | I 0| 4
2|l2 ol]2 o o 4 2|2 o ! | ol a 2o oj3 o of 3
3|lo ofl2 o of 2 3o o | o o I 3]0 oj{0 2 o0} 2
4 o oo o 1 1 4 o o ! o o i 4]0 oo o of o
1
2 0 4 o | & 0 3 1 0 2 o 3 2 o
Rye 8 Timothy grass,
Alder or Oak Tree Meadow fescue Mugwort
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o]Atold o) EE kA ul2-2 elugic).

2. 8 AR 2A=7](D.pteronyssinus) el o
g 9 Rukgx g RAST Zzbele) 24

Table 2¢} 7+e] d,-RAST class 2 o]A+2 of
A ukgolzt 7h3sta CLAAF class 2 o)AS oF
A ourgoe 7133519]¢ Wl RAST A4} ok =k
©] 309% 2794 CLA class 2 o]4}9] u$-&
veblle] 2 dRlEE 90%AoH SelxE 100%
olgitt. =&k CLA class 1 o4& oFA whgo

314

AR ddEY) BAEeA gAY L o) 4 WS

%3] IgE2 4o B AF—

£ 90.5% °]%ick. CLA class 1 e]AFg okAd wub
S22 FElde o O dulEs 100%, Sl
£ 69.0%°1c}k. aofoldel gt HFulS ko)
m& CLAS Zs= Table 33 o] 3+eo)d
18.2%, 4+°l® 90%¢°lAH ¥4 whg-2 Jehigd
o},

& 3ol A HRukgx ¥ RASTee
A
Table 29} 7o) we-RAST class 2 o]Ag <}

ZEstgg W, AdREE 96.7%, Solmi A o2 Zhstx, CLA class 2 0|48 44
100%°1%c}. FHEuteno uE& CLA9 Au: Wgee Fdgs W 2 AU5E 55.6%, &
Table 33} zte] 3+-o]atolmd 80%, 4+o]4tol™ o] =& 100%01%lct. CLA class 1 o]Ahe <4
95.8%00141 CLA 20]42] uh3-& vehigict. e AFEHS o 2 dUEE 838.9%, &

3. ToFo|del gt o
2fe] 74

Table 22} 7to] e,-RAST class 2 o)At <f
d wkge g 7h538lz CLA class 2 o] AFS kA
822 sl S o, duxs 87.5% Eolx

#ukex 3 RAST #s

>

shote] 2

T

Table 3. Comparison of Chemiluminescent assay with Skin Reactivity

£ 100% oldth. J¥xhgol wE CLA 2
she Table 3% 22w 2 F4ge Waich.

5. 4% 3ol Uiy H¥gx ¥ RAST 2

Table 23} zto] t, 2 t,-RAST class 20]AF

Skin Reactivity Skin Reoctivity Skin Reactivity
CLA i+ 2+ 3+ 4+ CLA 14 2+ 3+ 4+ CLA 14 2+ 3+ 44
(o] 5 o] o o] o 4 2 o] 0 o] 4 3 5 o}
| o] 4 2 o] t o] | I | | o] 3 4 |
2 o o] | ! 2 ¢} 0 | 3 2 o] o] 2 4
3 s} o] 3 5 3 (¢} o} 3 5 3 o] 0 [¢] 3
4 o] o] ! 18 4 o] o] o} 15 4 ¢} o] o] |
D. forinae D. pteronyssinus Cat Fur
Skin Reactivity Skin Reaoctivity Skin Reactivity
CLA 1+ 2+ 3+ 4+ CLA I+ 2+ 3+ 4+ CLA I+ 2+ 3+ 4+
[+] o o] 2 [¢] [¢] s} 0 [¢] ] ¢} 0 [¢] [¢] 2
| o] | 2 0 ! 4] 2 2 1 1 0 ] 3 1
2 o 2 o] 2 2 ¢} | ] 3 2 o] o} (3] 3
3 0 0 o] 2 3 o] 0 1 o] 3 [¢] 0 o 2
4 (4] o] [o] | 4 o] o] 0 | 4 0 0 o} o]
Grass Poilen
Alder or Oak Tree Polien ( Rye. timothy, meadow fescue) Mugwort Polien
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+ %4 W2 E 7Heslde o, 2 duEs
100%, Bolx+ 95.6%¢)%lx CLA class 1 o]
A4S A b2 Fshd CuEE 100%, &
o=+ 88.9%c°1ct. HRurgxo) upE CLAS}
9] A= Table 33 22on 9)Hukex7} 4+0)
Aolw A4 CLA class 20]4+e] w8 B4},

6. S& el Wiyt oFurgx 3 RAST 2
el A

A AAHeg Eg Zx 39l rye grass
(gs), timothy grass(gs), meadow fescue(g,)
of i3t RAST A4t class 2 o] A4S ofA] ukg
o2 zbe3stz, CLA class 2 o] A4S oFA wks-o
E s i 2 ARlEE 33.3%, 1 Sk
£ 94.7%e°l%dct. CLA class 1 o]AHg okA ut
22 753 S o ARlEE 58.3%, Eole:
63.1%°]2dc}(Table 2) . »j§ubs-=9 CLAZAS}
sto] @A = Table 35 o] 2 9kAEo] @sir}.

o

AN 27 A zckel] Qlejx 7]l Udd=A
= 3w We2A dAAR] Sl b
g AHgEeA exd o R dyEs) AR
RS AL Qlth. ol AW @S9 44|
E2AE o] 43, #HAoA 5L FAYR DA
Zbol| screening®d 4 gl& vl HA] g wiygolr},
et ol Ao e o]Ze] Weor A ¥
F A#E Ad A4t g3aElAe Py =
7] 4AE E83= At Al = glon, o
q287F 983 A A4 g e d9E
o dg ¥F Fo] IgE Al AL A
RASTH <]} FASTH S c}A] b A gsjo} &
o}, £3 RASTH9 #A$ WAs EAL HFs
of 3t a7te| Aulz} Pashy 3{ld wa} 7tz
AR S Aol oz wAAHL Hol
Ak, HT A9 AgE7] AlRpsls MAST: 7
viebe] #1736 gt 3Y-E Addsle ZaprE
22 Mz% chambers] 2o]x of7)ol] 3 &)
W& dojvhd 3 F }FEAE o) 43 By u
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€5 BAS= o E, ol wl-$ 7uksie] 9
Mol A& 4= 9z A¥WA (reproducibility)
o] slom, @AW ofeizlx] YA EAl4)
AA" 4 3le] RASTe wls AHAHQ Aoz
11510_] 9‘11:}_9,10)_

& ATl feEldel s @215 7}
TR YA o) g CLAS A%
Az 27 ARdRA@gA gRurs el
RASTA7bel| $& ABAAE Basigr}. o
22 F4 3809 A% CLA class 2 o]Ahg
G LR AT Aol BhE e oA
A, eldlglzl A=A AEr)e] H$ RAST
class 2014} 14|, class 39] 194 class 1 &
FAT 2 A9EE 90.6%E FoH BoEE &
sioh, s Ruks-wol CLAAT Y 42 B 3
+l AFFE kg0l F7l3le 4+o)4te] AS
HF-E class 2 o]4] whg-g ¥t £ AW
A Ae7)e] Afex RAST class 3904 24,
class 40|14 147} CLA class 1¢] uh-g-& viely
WAL dNEE YU Fon B 100%e]
k. HHubswel CLA AAs 3+974% 14
£ A3t 25 oA dbgE Jehligdm 4+0)
A A5 HE-E A& vellgith, soke)
de Ay duEe 87.5%9°on Eolxs
90.5%2 AR 2A=7o) vig F2AL o]E o
29 Al AR A=s)e) FpepA ure-g
el #ApEolgleng weoko] U] Mz}
UM A AUA A=) o) ol 249 7}
A ALY 4 A,

Tt 7bg F88 FUA B 2 3
9 A%, we-RAST class 2 o]Alql $x19] 4
deld CLA class 2 o3ty = dmize
55.6%2 gttt =3 mywexo CLA Ax
Zke} #A= Table 3949} o] 21 FggL 3
HA A=7jell uls w14 Pgkeh. o) chamber
of FatElolal & 3o gl Aol FAH
ol & 7FsAel e gAY, o)q g
Hgho] dastelal ALY, Syt F2
ZoFoll vehts B2 39 A4S 4 Ao
7} 7] 3t rye grasse} timothy grasse
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A%, & 3T v E 1 AdRes) w§ @
gtowl, meadow fescueg] 7% RASTd £4
Q) #ajo| 4] CLA class 27} 24|, CLA class 1
o] 104 glo} ol ulSe)d AY ubgel ¥ A
o2 oAA}, HPusEd wE CLA ZAix
RAST At} nparjA 2 qrlzst dgieh, £%
e A¢ B, AR RAST class 2 o]
o] B2 BEAN FA HH-& vehle] CLA
class 2 o)A A wrg o 7Hpdcid 2 HRl
59} BolxE Eotch. EF Hyubgwoe] #A
A= 4+o]ate]d AR CLA fAukg-g vehlsd
o}, gk S A F2% FU4 &
g2 Ao} g CLAE class 20)4H8 %A uH-2
2 7433 o] By AoR AR, 53
AR Aer)h $F 3, ko] Gl diEA
Agg CLAE dA71A Q=] AHEsolAR uhy
q) RASTs} A@Ade] vi$ Fom, Fiukgsed
92 CLA $4&= #Asged, ol o 5
o] Mg HHulgxe] W& RAST A&7
vaE Aol 22t AR geezt 4744
o, A 3 £ 3P dEdEe 2 qUsst
o¢ ga=le] ded olFd dsde AFHA
¥z 2% A9yl 98 AoE ARG, =
T o FUA P SAE gl Y FES
w4 ol AMZA AEL WPt oY ole
Wiskele) PAE Ao E FF A7 Hay A
22 AR,

Ho g¥27] Age] Hal A QM &4
2 g Fulo] 4ol iy Fo) IgG A R ¥F
W 244 (circulating immune complex)$}
gt g BAle] EolAlzm U ¥F &
o] IgG A& 2A3l7] A So] IgE A
W fabskA MASTAlA A 43 X
gh~€ chambers] 93k #49& ¥ F A
o] SUY o2 o/ o s A 5
o] IgG A &4 5& 34 2 5 U4
webs) MAST systemg o] 83lof Heo] IgE %
AM® opje}l Yoy A IgG FAME FAHYE
A gl Er] Age) At P X =] S}
o] AR},

7 £

ol4e] Axz FYoJrd s z:dE
WEd Ad w2 3E7] gHEr] fxEedA
CLAE o143l 3970 F2 Ul Uit ¥F 5
o] IgE $ANE A8 & A3} o] RASTS
AdaAs F3on, =3 AAMAo|n FAHA

2 $9) g2l g o] IgE A& 47
Az d o] gEEr] AR A | AR
o lolA #-83 WHog ofAA.

— Abstract—

Relationships Between Skin Prick
test, Radioallergosorbent test,
and Chemiluminescent Assay in
Allergic Patients,

Hae Sim Park® MD, Jae Won Kim“MD,
Duk-hee Chung? MD and
Yul Ja Kim® MD,

Department of Chest Medicine?
and Otolaryngology®, National Medical Center
Department of Internal Medicine®
Han Hyo Medical Center

The results of skin prick test, radioallergosor-
bent test and multiple chemiluminescent assay
(CLA) to 35 antigens including Dermato-
phagoides farinae(D.farinae), Dermato-
phagoides pteronyssinus(D.pteronyssinus),
mugwort pollen, cat fur and some tree(alder

and oak) and grass pollens(meadow fescue,
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timothy and rye grass) were evaluated in 43
respiratory allergic patients and 7 non-atopic
asthmatic patients. All CLA had valid positive
and negative control threads. The results of D,
farinae, D . pteronyssinus, cat fur and tree
pollens showed good associations between three
different methods. The sensitivities of CLA to
mugwort, timothy and rye grass pollen were
about 50%. The results suggested that CLA
could offer a valuable method for mass
screening of serum specific IgE antibody to
common inhalant allergens.
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