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Abstract

Latex allergy is a public health problem that is easily overlooked, and the incidence and preva-
lence of China continue to rise. The clinical manifestations of latex allergy can range from minor
skin lesions to life-threatening reactions such as skin urticaria and fatal anaphylactic shock, and
the mechanism of allergy has not been fully understood. Latex products play an important role in
daily work, especially in the working environment of medical staff. This article describes the epi-
TEEH .
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demiology, clinical manifestations, diagnosis, treatment, and prevention of latex allergy, so as to
improve the systematic understanding of latex allergy and can more effectively prevent such al-
lergies.
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1. 4R

RIRFUFERG IR 0 L P L, BT DRI S R B E T o SLIRYDR & e @Ak, CAB L4 RS
QeRgEss, RIGIMEZ ALY (Rt PUEeRIA —RBiER. TR R rERe, RRA
AN FIEVF 2 AT, BB N AR T . YONFLBGEBUA S, 8 1927 48, 8 B A Hrky B s
Tl T ARERSENSTROE[L], tE, BORME R GIEIRIE T R . 1984 4, B IKIGE 1ML
&SRR UM [2]. T U R TERE,  BORB S IR i N E R 55 AR, 3BT R
GRS EAI I . — Bk, FURILBOE th 1gE /SR BURR[3], R WA 1. IV BB BURN,
#F T AP RSB A R RN, e BT AR USRS, AN KR, BT LA o)
DR B 78 FUORIGEAE R E SRRZ TSRS R A B2 R e s L B FLIBG BU R [4] o ASERIR T EL Oy
PraL B BRAT R S, IWARRBL, 2 W, iR AT .

2. TITIRE

BN 532 52 LR B e f K P BR Y A . E AT, At S TAE TS R PR I BRI B0 2R 43 3l N
9.7%11 12.4% [5]. X} 2006 4E % 2015 48 KR M 11 TFRATHR FE A Kags o0, W T DAETERT
FUBIS B R 2, XL AR { A R E K (S 8 R A R JEHEZK), #2487 IgE /v 3 B BRI AR F
JE B P At T HE I R FLIE 870 730 5.1% (3.1~7.4%) A1 4.2% (3.0~5.6%) [6]. K B FTEe =5 K&
BEf) 120 A EEH N ATE— 0 (A 4 5 A F BRIk AT RN 2.5% [7], FHEZE
FER S — TR A 7 32 AR R O T IR IR A0 R A8 4k, 19 (n = 8580)4E H T 2002~2013 F7EE R
P2 LB B A 1) A, BUBCR (I AR B ) 2 R RR# %, A 2002~2005 4E[1 6.1% (1.3%) T B& 3
2006~2009 “E1) 1.9% (0.5%), %] 2010~2013 4F 1] 1.2% (0.6%) [8], B X AL Bkt — LR, i
R AEIRETH) R . B A TAEER R m AR, KIWNELN 31%, f£—WiRERMI T, Xf
340 444 L TR T B I BoR DR RUE S I D BE RS2 HEAT T VRN, 200k 6.5%F1 4.7%, 16 44 B0
L 4 G T IFIROE AR [9]. T M — TR RN N R B 2B 2 AR R A n (444)
L, JFEHE TREA NG, 249 A (56.1%)HR RN, (B A G 64.8%, “#4E(6.1%% 58.5%)). 239 4
Z 5 NUCAFHMFRZ40n, FEZONATEAME /R KT Hrf 200 AN4252 7 K SR sess, # 14
N(7.0%) s S B 25 FOR P . 25 SRR B, 56.1%32 1R ik 15 72 TAE M8 B FLIR = il i B2 k32 452 [10] .
TEFANATE, BTN R FERIRA R, KREBARAME, KREAE 1.2%%E 12.4%, 457iE
S NV o A RSN 2 5 3 2 s, ROZes T8 2 1 E.
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3. ImPRZRI

FUBE B =PRI SR, A B 8 L IV BY(GR R TE) B BUS N AN IgE /i i U (1
RYER RN Z A RO ) [11], PARCHLIRE - AKRER B L.

3.1. R R R

R B 9 2 AU B WL N, R BRI FE TR A g . SIRFREL2], WK
1(a), Kl 1(b), SHABITHOKAZRN 80% [13]. NARGEE N, FEBTERBEME PH, B, ITHiRE
BRZEDLEIRIEME RN, SFEIRMIAEIITE K. ARG, belsito [14IN AT EHIfEL R
HR I AL 22 A RT R O e i R SRR BT, (RS N SRR E AR BTSN
N2 LR B B O BEAR , B AT e SRR A 4k R M MU N o ARAEAR 28I [A) L KA IRIE . BEfddliR |
WEEGRLE . ) B RIBAY . CIRFS (B R P BE AR AT AR AN [, B2 98 1) 1 8 [t AN SR AH [ o
B RSB AR A . MR A, R BB A, 498 3~4 R REEESFEUG KL
%% HAI L8 1~2 K.

e AR AR ST T T S R Ak B 5%
@) (b)

Figure 1. Irritating dermatitis caused by latex allergy

1. RIS SBERIE R K

3.2. IV BB # R M

IV ZY 85 o e — P ISR i WU BT, S R AR AE 24~48 h, RIUNIRSE . 2% . A FRAURIE[15].
1P 28 5 R e B AR B A R AR IO R L FE AR A I R e A R R AN R e, DL R A
IINF A R BRAR ik P R BR AN 2K % [16], i BUs ik B ideh CDA+T 4liff, Jfr=E RN, S5 CD8+T
YA SEANCIZME T MR E . XN R N, 10% 1A TAE 5 6AR s n 771 i ek
IR, PAEARMLLERES, A 14.6% [17]. N ATE R AT, B e T 805 1% A0
WOl 24 Edk, IR0 R B LT o] DUAR Do B R, RIEIR b, O v B R
ARSI R 2k . AFFERIA, K 30%~500% 5 # R BUE 24 B 348 it 5 2 Brck 18]

3.3. | BB R M

| RS N2 1 IQE o3 A BRI RS N 5 5 7L A8 5 S TS DA 4 AR Tl P, 4 I e AR o
HH LB NITIR, IR A TRRE . SR SRR Wy, S HAPIOE . JE e E
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W18 4 5 ) i [20]. R fligAR . i BURSE . SUBREEAH EN AR RIGRERNEIRKZESR . XK
T PR 0 R R T — bR v 75 12 RS A 100,000 ANl R B (AU) o n SR i RS R E 10 AU/
ZFUAN, RS R TBARKT, 7£ 10~100 AU/ZTFHI %S, 76 4100 AU/ZTH N E .. HEFED
SRS EARIRR, 1E 22~12,000 AU/Z S 2 [AAEE, Rl —HbRFE W AA7E 2 R [21]. Har, Efrd
BURZE R80T 16 MU EURE, FFRN Hev bl~15, W36 1, (EABATIA I LI BURIE Rk 58 4
[22]. Hevb5, 6, Al13 & PA TAFE# £ EdBUs[19].

Table 1. 15 latex allergen characteristics
= 1. 15 #hFL RS SR HFE

R (A=A S R VA A4 B 2 FEL VK RFRIRR BlEEH M B H
Hevb 1 PRI HEK R T 14 kDa Hefih 2003.3.7 2019.7.11
Hevb 2 ﬁg%??ﬁg%gﬁg 35kDa, 36.5 kDa Pfih 2003.3.7 2019.7.17
Hevb 3 NG IR R 24 kDa Fefih 2003.3.7 2019.7.17
Hevb 4 o Hgg%?@g% ;};iﬁ" L 53~55 kDa syl 2003.3.7 2019.7.17
Hevb 5 FRYEE BT, ThREARR 16 kDa Hefih 2003.3.7 2019.7.17
Hevb 6 Hevein A {4 20 kDa i 2003.7.24 2019.8.27
Hevb 7 Patatin-like & /R 42 kDa Ffih 2003.7.24 2019.8.27
Hevb 8 I E A 15 kDa ey 2003.7.24 2019.8.27
Hevb 9 575 1 Tl 51 kDa A 2003.7.24 2019.8.27
Hevb 10 ALY AL 26 kDa A 2003.7.24 2019.8.27
Hevb 11 EILT s 30 kDa Fefih 2003.7.24 2019.8.27
Hevb12  JERERMEMRFEHED 18 9 kDa e fi 2003.7.24 2019.8.27
Hevb 13 [ 42 kDa Fefi 2003.7.24 2019.8.27
Hevb 14 R LT o Bl 30 kDa Pfi 2003.7.24 2019.8.27
Hevb 15 22 B A B ) 7.5 kDa $efi 2003.7.24 2019.8.27

e 5/ H: http://www.allergen.org/search.php?allergensource = Hevea+brasiliensis.

34. AR - KRGZEIE

FUR S F LR 2 &, R K R R A OG, BERRON LR - KR LEE1E[23]. HEGETTHE
A0%FLIE I BURF R ARSI BUR (BB R B 55, T BRBAk) 28 UM S S U N .
RIBEFRE Hev b2. Hev b6.02. Hev b7. Hev b8 Fll Hev b12 A8 3 Jf[24]. Hrfr—3& 1T Jii g (Hev b6)td %
fEFI[25] [26], EAPiIMEIhAE, S&FE. SARMRIEESKREFAERILT REEA SRR A, K
BORIE AR B ISR AE, 4> BN Hev bS. Hev b8 HISUs . D4 AER M X N 52Kk T
H A Hev b7 FIEUBCE ¢ BRI RSB IN 2 BT Hev b2 R B R BHTER if % I SR A i 18] ) A8
X JBi[25].

4. BHR
AU BUS Wt LR R L R SR SRR L.
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4.1. fRSE

USRS 5 RS S, R RO R A A HOE . BRI B
IR DA S8 I T DL e S L. S R R A A (AT T B U R . SRR . PR
S 2 K S B I A B . BREL27]%

4.2. | BB R SR

4.2.1. FBRERISELE

IS FH LA I S A T8 AR 02 5 [ 7 P B e et B (2 ) A B P e B (2R B K)o BH A Sz 45 O
715 2H R PR R DL SRR B S S [28], LI 2, S22 W IgE A5 9 HR ALY A i A0t 0 (1) B A R A
A ECHERR LB B 1 D7 VR [29], 5 SPT 145 35 i U R B A ot &8 0% o FLA BRI IR U2 93%,
FE5 e 100%, RAEFHEZETWENE, (EWAEHBIAZ9HRIE HR[30]. K THrfEbigiyy, AR
BUF, AEHNE S SRS B E EaR AL, B DR A RO, GBS R R4
MIEARGEZERRK, JFRRE AR B E AR ERZE R XS E T HE it s 52
YIKCIASE] Hev b3 AT Hev b5 [31], 330 T BBAMES RINAATE, LIRBIT

Histamine Saline Latex

VE: KOOI, AREK. FURRRNIR, A 15 45
X B AN AU A S 20 B2, 51 E Dev Shah.

Figure 2. Skin prick test
B 2. RRR=RIALE

4.2.2. (5 FEEM E FARERE 1 L0 ARE 1L 318

IgE far il F1 G CAP Kl F T2 Wt IgE /T RO B MiE 2% 0775 . Hev b 48R 5 DL E 4% 0 f2
ft, T CAP K. HEeAR R (Hev bl, Hev b5, Hev b6.01, Hev b6.02) fI 8 ] LA S 25 (& I PR
FER, RN EIEM LI . 52 (Hev b8) i/ B HUE 7 S RIUNEAE, FAMRIATE[19]. wEmtEan
JH ¥ Ak 256 AT DU T VA 22 LR S ARG BRRE B o A Bh T VPl N % R G800 I BB L [32] -

4.2.3. FLRHEZRE

2 ML BOEIR, (A5 SRR RAVERY, R HEAT ORI [33], 1S B6 th mT HERR Y £E (R AE
WAL BURE . —TOPEEAORRBURYE . R e ath. ARNEMBI Y, SOUVEM AR
IR BURIE e, 200009 76%A1 82%, fH 2 A PEBCAH BORAM BB A K m . BT A S RO I R 7
FERBATERME Sy 100%, f£2 41 EFHREAE S S ERA RIX[34]. FLRBHAAREE — Ik 7E 2 i
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T, B RO FOR AR MU E g e, HU AR AR, AR, RS EAE
R A2 Wi it .

4.3. IV BB M2 #r

IV RGO FERE SN, RS IR Bl D, (EBENG S 2 Wiz e b A HGE[15]. ik
JTAT Bl DX 0 o S i P 5 9 AT el i 38 75 A S A7) 5 S PR R e A B2 2%

5. &IT

X LG O A T AR & fa BB BE — MG P BTt R f8,  NTBHe . NHEVR YT Rk
JA¥7[33] [35]-

5.1 Mp5iEHE

T AR AR SO R fE ARE, TR AR U e By EE TR, (HsE
ITERAEEIR R . XTI, P LEERE A TR ER AR T &, MR i@ A S
FURTE, HEAME(LImEE SRR M. TH . RKEBEE6]) T E MRy A SR iEr R
JE J R T T K GE Ry FUR TN P AE B B, R K GER R R 3 B0 e P Bl R BT
TFET[37], (EFURAEH PHL W3 BRI G ICIESGE, RIBERAME B SRR AT R A X TR LA
i 32 FLEAT R R 65, W MEA RS miR s K EfR R T8, ANREHAKRTE, BFE
FEER) TR R BT E B, R 1 65% R 25%. LK 3(a). 151 3(b).

E: AN TERE, B 1E 2 x5, FHICHUEAR.

Figure 3. There are no obvious symptoms on the hands after the use of preventive measures

B 3. fER Mt fFEFEB AR AR

76 IV RS LR, T A0 T3 3o B 08 S 56 v A R 0 o BB e s I 7 A o B SR 4k 5
B, N RNARIRA L 2= 0 G T8 0T AR E A SR | B U= N, BFFHRIE T 7E 60C T,
FH 5%&li4k (1) B EE oA R ABFA TR FE 2 h, i FERE NP AREA DD 54% (£11)%F1
58 (£8)%, A BT AE (KRB0 /) ANHe o & AR = i [38] 0 BT XS FLBSSE Br) 1 8 IV BB, BT
FIHBSEs, UESEA- 2 B o n] AP RIS BUR B, FE R RO R, 50 HR2H A i Ji A0 AR 2
BHREZR, RYISESWI RGO F[39]. RNt R UK & A d, TURFLR MR AR &
BB AR 1%, R ST IS R AR TR, TR S5 R FLRAAFAE AL X R
B, AHIEEA R HTERDAG o AL E AR B b 9 2 TR AR e i b T BORARE, DARBEERS A
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R, ARTERATE P BB,  FLEBO R L3 A 5 2 88 1 E A

HHAEm R TAE, FLRTCAATE, X5 GRS B R EZAWIRTT, R TAAER
RLFFIRAL, M RE R fe AR f i B

USRI R R I AR B R SR RS HOEIR, 38— 2 ERRFURIHE B FLR XA, R nT A [
FESPYIREAE IR, RIS @O R E A AT P . BB G A, &gt sU B, M
PR L TR rE 2T B BANG T[40

5.2. RIEATT

£ 20 2801, & T RBIRITHH TR SEIRET B, S Xy 40 A G2 WAL RRZ KB E 21T 1
—UUWE R BT, T 12 DA E T RBIRIT )R, 67T ALK SR SN ) B R A
Frisd[41] . B A 2 I SR 7 N R EIRTiaTT, (HREAEATED, BARAREEAT KA I R
B, AHXS T3R50 i ) | R LS BUR R UL, 2 AR BT IR TT -

6. BESRE

LB R A A — AP E A S g e, BRIV, RS E X A FLBGE SO R Ok
TARKIEEE TR, EARE, 22— MRS Rl R ARSI RESAAER R =T, MITER
B AU TR 5 AN, X SECT SIR RN TR VF 2 AL SRR AR R A T
LR, NI EIHFAER . I E A K R LGS B ARt B AR ShE 2L, iR 52 FLIEE
s EhrdE. Bl AR (TS . ROIGF)FE, SMRIFARR,  PJEAERTIE 20 R AR R 5
THTE, SNREHARTE, WalE R AR AR KA IV RGBS, TSI 556 KR ) ]
A USRI L R FRAE WA AL T o XA BT FUBGE U A AR

FURT, WHE— RS oM LI B0 PR AR T J5E R e S PRI, S B T IR AE I PR SR IR i B A
FEMMIER S IR, EREGRIT A AR, eI TE. BT AESRT AR RE Tk
(TR 52 AL L BT AE (R SR 97 T e (HAB SR Z KA BRI 7T Lok TR Vi 8t . il
FRR TR, T LUK FEE PR /b LB BB R A 3, (BELER e A R4 N B3 St ) T 6 Ttz iz AN, 3
SR N .
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