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Abstract Objective: To investigate the correlation between serum specific immunoglobin E(sIgE) and skin
prick test(SPT) and their differences of the positive rate. Method : One hundred and nine patients with allergic rhi-
nitis were detected the serum sIgE. The patients had positive symptoms and signs, positive SPT results with at
least one allergen. Result: Specific IgE and SPT results of Dp,Df and Artemisia showed a positive correlation(r =
0.520,0.443,0.764,P<C0.01). sIgE positive rates were 55.0% ,54.1% and 17. 4% for Dp,Df and Artemisia re-
spectively, whereas SPT positive rates were 68. 8% ,79. 8% and 27. 5% respectively. The difference between the
positive rates of the sIgE and SPT was significant(y* =27.93,18. 20,60. 60, are P<C0. 01). Conclusion: There was
a good correlation between specific IgE and SPT. SPT is more sensitive than sIgE, but SPT can not substitute for
sIgE, vice versa.
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