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Both HMT and HRIPT involve the application of repeated exposures of
potential skin sensitizers over several weeks, followed by a rest period
and then a reapplication of chemical to determine whether an allergic
response can be elicited.

Figure 1. Test Concordance Groups
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quartiles by 1.5x the interquartile range. Points outside the whiskers are outliers.

» There was no significant difference (p>0.05)
between the concordant and discordant
groups for the proportion of HMT and HRIPT
results per chemical.

Dose Dose applied per skin area (DSA) or
concentration applied

» There was no significant difference (p>0.05) between the
concordant and discordant groups for any physicochemical
property.

To get announcements of NICEATM activities, visit the NIH
mailing list page for NICEATM News at https://list.nih.gov/cgi-
bin/wa.exe?SUBED1=niceatm-I&A=1 and click “Subscribe.”

MWore HRIFT

b

Concordant Discordant
Test Concordance

National Institutes of Health « U.S. Department of Health and Human Services



	Slide Number 1

