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Procedure: A range finding test wes conducted with the test maferial to determine @ no fo minimally ir-itating ccncentra-
tion. After this concentration vwas determined, the test for primary irritation was concducted by applyi~g, anc iightiy
rubbing in, | drop (~0.05 ml) of a 100§ and 10% suspension (vol./vol.) of the test material in zcetone cn the shaved intact
shoulder skin of 10 male albino guinea pigs. To test for the sensitization potential, & series of four sacral intradermal
injections was given, one each week over a three-week period, which consisted o 0.1 ml of a 1% solutica{vol./vol.) of test
msterial in dimethyl phihalate. Following a two-week rest period, the test anirals were challenged for sensit.zation Ly
applying, and |ightly rubbing in, | drop (~0.05 ml) of a 100% and 10% suspensicr (vol./vol.) of test meterial in acetcre

on the shaved intact shoulder skin. A group of 10 previously unexposed guinea :-igs received similar applicaeticas at in
time of challenge to provide a direct comparison of the challenge reactions on skin of similar ege.

Results: :
Reactions* ca Intact Guinez Pig Skin
Test Areas Controi freas for Challe-ge Tes-
(10 Animals - In. Avg. Wt. = 490 g (10 “lew Anirzls - Average »~. = 64z @)
Final Avg. Wt. = 645 q)
Cc-centretion in acetone 100% 1 0% 100% 0%
Frimery lrritation Test .
24 Faurs I+, 9 neg. 10 neg.
48 Fours 10 neg. 10 neg.
Crzllenze Test
22 :}f;: 2+, & neg. 10 neg. -, 9 nec. l nec.
T 10 reg. 10 neg. 10 neg. {C nec.
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Summary:
on the shaved intact skin of guinea pigs.
animals showed a sensitization response.

industrial hygiene practices are followed.

produced siight to no irritalion In 24 hours and no irritat

As a 10% suspension, ro irritz*ion we
No dermatitis hazard is expected from

ion at 4B hours when tested as receivec
S observed. At challence, none of the - »st
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* Reaction Code: +, ++, +++ = mild, moderate, strong erythema; +4+++

** Sensitization is defined as a significant scor

applied initially or on the concurrent

1 44-7%
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controls.

= erythems plus edema; +++++ = necrosis.

e increase at chal lenge over the response expected from the ssme emount
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