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Abstracts of Original Articles

1. Brainstem Auditory Evoked
Potential Studies on Patients with
Acute Carbon Monoxide Poisoning and
Delayed Encephalopathy

Liu Xibao, et al

Brainstem auditory evoked potentials
(BAEP) were examined in forty nine patients
of acute CO poisoning and thirsty five patients
of the delayed encephalopathy following CO
poisoning, The results showed that the abnor
mality of BAEP is correlated to the degree of
disturbance of consciousness in acute CO poi-
soning, and is in accordance with the severity
of poisoning and the prognosis of comatose
patients,

Key words, carbon monoxide poisoning
brainstem auditory evoked potentials

Contact Dermatitis by Rubber Cover
of Sewing Machine in Sewing Workers
Xia Baofeng, et al

Among 199 workers, 104(52,3%)developed
contact dermatitis at the lateral surface of
the right knee by direct contact to rubber
cover of imported sewing machine,

The dermatitis occurred after exposure for
1—3 weeks, and essentially limited at the late-
ral surface of the right knee, and may spregd
to the leg in severe cases, The patients had a
typical lesion of contact dermatitis with severe
itching, Diseontinuing the exposure plus symp-
tomatic treatment mitigated the dermatitis, Re_
exposure iriggered the recurrence of dermatitis
and made it difficult to heal,

Patch tests were taken in 48 patients and
13 “healthy” exposurers, Forty-two patients
(87.6%) reacted positively to 1~6 kinds of
patch test material, among which mostly to
the surface layer of the rubber cover (83.3%),

followed by 0.5% antioxidant IPPD and 0,5~
1% antioxidant TMDQ (47.9 %). The resc~
tion, especially of TMDQ, which spread over
the patch, was strong,

However, among 13 “healthy” exposures,
38.5% reacted to 1% TMDQ,
rubber cover, and 15,4% to 0.5% IPPD, indi-
cating the existence of potential hypersensiti-
vity and irritation,

Key words; contact dermatitis allergen
frritant rubber cover antioxidant IPPD

Evaluation on the Diagnostic Value of
FEP and ZPP in Lead Poisoning
Xue Han lin

The blood lead (PbB) and urine lead at
the first day with chelating agents (CPbU)and
urine d—aminolevulinic acid (ALAU), free ery-
throcyte protoporphyrin (FEP),
protoporphyrin (ZPP) were determined among
72 cases of mild lead poisonigg, 44 cases of

and zinc

lead absorption, and 7 cases of exposed nor-
mals, The relationship among the parameters
mentioned-above were found by the regression
analysis using microcomputer, It is indicated
that the model of curve regression was better
than that of linear regression, The increase
grade of FEP was greater than that of ZPP,
as PbB increase,

The diagnostic value of the Parameters
mentioned above in lead poisoning was dis-
cussed, When FEP and ZPP were used, the
false negativity (of the diagnosisy was very
low and reliability was very high, However,
the FEP and ZPP levels were not related to
the clinical manifestation and the results of
treatment, The specificity of FEP and ZPP
were not satisfactory,

Key words: lead poisoning
sorption exposed normal FEP ZPP

lead ab-
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