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= ABSTRACT =

Paederus dermatitis caused by the contact of staphylinid beetles(Paederus fuscipes) body
fluid(pederin) is characterized by linear erythematous vesicopustular lesions. An outbreak of
dermatitis occurred at apartments located at the river side after rainy season in summer 1994.
Authors surveyed 189 cases(94 males and 95 females) from 103 households reported at the
apartment office in Kimcheon on September 1994.

The results are as follows;

1. The causative agent of skin diseases was identified as Paederus fuscipes.

2. The attack rate of paederus dermatitis was 52.6% by households, and the residents in the
middle floors of the apartments were attacked more frequently than those in other floors. All
ages were affected.

3. The skin lesions developed by paederus were distributed on face(38.2%), neck(18.5%),
shoulder and trunk(11.0%), arm and leg(10.3%), and back(6.6%). In 21 cases(15.4%), skin lesions
were developed in multiple sites.

4. The apartments attacked by paederus was located near the sand and damp soil along the
bank of the river. The fodder cultivating farm was located near the upper reaches of river, and

a rice field and grape garden in the backyard of the apartment.
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Figure 1. Paederus fuscipes (3 x 7 mm)
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Table 1. Distribution of reported dermatosis

cases by age and sex

Age

Table 2. Distribution of
cases by site

reported dermatosis

Site Number of Relative
suhjects  frequency(%)

Face 52 382
Neck 25 185
Shoulder & trunk 15 11.0
Arm & leg 14 10.3
Back 9 6.6
Multiple sites 21 154

Total 136" 100.0

# Fifty three subjects were excluded due to
incomplete record

3 FHeIAY Wy

o} E FALAAE IyAHe] YA % 3%
Ak ohohe 1964e) FolAl 10349l A
sled F Al F 526%°0A w3

2 4siun 4 3§ A7z TEE W E
7t Z(63-10%3)9 AdSedA A 45%9}
733%%2 o2 &} wvlmsje] WA Bl B
Aol RO} EAHORE Fol5kx o
Skt

(years) Male (%) Female (%) Total (%)
Table 3. Frequency distribution of the
0 - 19 49(521) 31(326) 80( 42.3) dermatosis cases by the living location
20 - 39 35(373) 540569 89 47.1) Block 101 Block 102 Total
y No.of No.of No.of No.of Noof Noof
40 < 10( 10.6) 10( 10.5)  20( 10.6) total  houscholds total houscholds total  households
Floor house- reported house- reported house-  reported
Total 04(100.0) 05(100.0) 189(100.0) holds derr(natosis holds den(nat)osis holds deng]at)osis
) : ’ ’ %) %. %
P>0.05 Ist- 5th 40 10(250) 30 17567 70 27(336)
6th-10th 40 18(45.0) 30 22(733) 70 40(57.1)
2. ey 29
8% 11th-15th 40 17(425) 16 9(563) 56 26(46.4)
2] & W Z ubA xR A oo
dA 1897 F HAFAF 1K B2 58 10 @75 76 48632 106 93475)
He Aelg 136 HAN-SE EEE HA
F 29} o) QrR(382%), A-(184%), Azt P>0.05
Bl A7HR(11.0%), AHA(10.3%) 2 5(6.6%)2
o ol &
Fololeh AA T owel oM wae wq 4 SIS OIS H

b e ALE 154%2 vrebgdt)

4348 BAEY RN o4 Feh 7]

_15_



2o] 9l¥ 639 wisle] Alwinw
t}, ¥ R3lels] wbFo) 651%, UF HHFo)
333% % oFstoli} Wely 2| o7y
gl HAAr ged o)k o8 TEIAAT

of Wwlo] Aat7] wftolzta 44

Table 4. Frequency distribution of the dermato-
sis cases by type of medical service

Medical service Number(%)
Dermatology clinic 41 ( 65.1)
Ophthalmology clinic 1( 16)
Drug store 21 ( 33.3)

Total 63#(100.0)

# One hundred twenty six subjects were
excluded due to incomplete record
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Fig. 2. Dermatitis by Paederus fuscipes.

Central whitish plaque is surrounded
by erythematous lesion in right site of
neck
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