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Abstract

To compare the efficacy and safety of subcutaneous immunotherapy with dermatophagoides pteronyssinus

Objective
standardized extract given in conventional and cluster immunotherapy schedules for persistent allergic rhinitis. Methods  Sixty patients
with moderate to severe allergic rhinitis caused by dust mites, in accordance with the immunotherapy inclusion criteria, were allocated to
receive conventional immunotherapy schedule (n =32) or cluster inmunotherapy schedule (n =28) , and both groups continued treatment
for 1 year. Total scores of nasal conjunctival symptoms and signs were assessed to evaluate the clinical efficacy, and also the incidence of
local and systemic adverse reactions were registered to evaluate the safety. Results The cluster schedule reduced the time to maintenance
dose by more than 60% ,and resulted in a more significant improvement than conventional schedule after 6 weeks of observation (P <
0. 05) ,but the incidence of local and systemic adverse reactions during the incremental — dose phase and maintenance — dose phase com-
pared with conventional immunotherapy were not significantly different (P >0.05). Conclusion The cluster immunotherapy is effective
and safe to treat patients clinically sensitive to dust mites.

Allergic rhinitis; Cluster immunotherapy; Conventional immunotherapy; Clinical efficacy; Safety
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Clinical Study on COPD as an Dependent Risk Factor for Primary Lung Cancer. Huang Xiaojun , Chen Xiyuan,Hu Dingling, Wang
Hong. Department of Pulmonary,Department of Pulmonary, Zhejiang Provincial People's Hospital, Zhejiang 310014 ,China

Abstract Objective To explore the relationgship between chronic obstructive pulmonary disease (COPD) and primary lung canc-
er. Methods Participants of study were divided into two groups:cancer group and control group. In lung cancer group, 110 lung cancer
cases diagnosed based on histology or cytology were collected from Zhejiang Provincial People’s Hospital. All patients had smoking history
and lived in Hangzhou. In control group, 110 adults who lived in Hangzhou with smoking history were recruited. Lung function tests were

performed, and the results of lung cancer group and control group were analyzed. Among lung cancer group, lung function tests had been
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