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Sensitization characteristics of ragweed pollen in Beijing area
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Abstract Objective: To investigate the sensitization characteristics of ragweed pollen in patients with allergic
rhinitis(AR) and(or) allergic asthma in Beijing area, and to provide basis for the prevention and treatment of rag-
weed pollen sensitized population. Methods: Patients with allergic rhinitis and/or asthma from January 2017 to
December 2019 in the outpatient department of Allergy Department of Beijing Shijitan Hospital were retrospective-
ly analyzed in this study. Skin prick test(SPT) was performed with ragweed pollen allergen reagents to compare
different ages, genders and respiratory diseases allergen distribution, and to observe the sensitization characteris-
tics of its population. All of the analyses were performed using SAS software version 9. 4. Results: A total of
9 727 patients were enrolled in the end. The total positive rate of ragweed pollen SPT was 45.50%
(4 426/9 727) , the highest positive rate was 65. 54 % in 13— 17 years old group; The positive rate of ragweed pol-
len SPT was 49.79% in allergic rhinitis combined with asthma patients, followed by 46. 46 % in allergic rhinitis
patients, and the lowest rate was 19. 42% in single allergic asthma patients. There were more females than males
in both ragweed pollen sensitized and non-ragweed pollen sensitized groups (P <C0.05), and the proportion was
higher in 30— 39 years old than in other age groups(P<C0. 05). Ragweed pollen sensitization was higher than non-
ragweed pollen sensitization in the allergic rhinitis group(98.49% vs 94.76%, P<C0.05). Ragweed pollen with
other summer and autumn pollen allergens in patients with positive SPT, the top three were Chenopodium pollen,
Humulus pollen and Artemisia grandis pollen, with positive rates of 90.42%, 89.63% and 85.40% , respective-
ly. Ragweed combined with other pollen sensitization accounted for 99. 57 % (4 407/4 426). Allergic rhinitis was
EER B ZHFEF RS2 (No:320. 6750. 2022-2-29) 5 b 7 T & B AT 3 FH A B (No:PX2020028) ;bR iR R T 4
1 B B A RT3 F %) (No: HP2022-03-506002) ; b R # 2 3% E IR A A4 (No:2021-g2); b R L3z ER R A L4 (No:
2022-C08) ; P Bl 4k % 4& ) 2022 4% R A A1 R B 3+ %] R4 (No:J20222601)
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BAEVE & . L4542, E-mail : feixue_20048@163. com
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the main disease in patients sensitized with ragweed pollen alone or combined with other pollens, and there was no

significant difference between the two groups(94.97% vs 98.50%, P >>0.05). Conclusion: Ragweed pollen is

highly sensitized in Beijing area, single ragweed pollen sensitization is rare, often combined with multiple pollen

sensitization, and allergic rhinitis is the main disease.

Key words allergic rhinitis; allergic asthma; ragweed; skin prick test; cross-reaction
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Endolymphatic sac tumor with intralabyrinthine hemorrhage: a case report
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A 27-year-old female patient suffering endolymphatic sac tumor with intralabyrinthine hemorrhage
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Abstract
was reported. The patient had hearing loss in the left ear with continuous tinnitus, and MRI showed the soft tissue

shadow of endolymphatic sac. Considering that the tumor involved semicircular canal and vestibule,endolymphatic

cyst tumor resection was performed by labyrinth route.

After surgery, there was no cerebrospinal fluid leakage

and facial nerve function was normal. More importantly, enhanced MRI of temporal bone showed no tumor recur-

rence 1 year after surgery.
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