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Interdisciplinary and multiprofessional
outpatient secondary individual prevention
of work-related skin diseases in the
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Abstract

Background: In Germany, work-related skin diseases are predominant within the spectrum of reported occupational
diseases. Metal workers are among the high-risk professions. Offering effective prevention programs to affected
patients is of utmost importance to avoid deterioration of the disease and job loss. We conducted a 1-year
follow-up in patients who participated in a multidisciplinary, complex outpatient prevention program
representing a standard procedure of patient care by the respective statutory accident insurance.

Methods: The multi-component prevention program consists of multiprofessional individual patient counseling,
a structured skin protection seminar in a group, as well as workplace visits and on-site counseling in terms of
appropriate skin protection (e.g. gloves). An observational study with a 1-year follow-up and four measurements
(T1-T4, longitudinal pre/post-test design) including dermatological examinations and standardized written
questionnaires was conducted between 2013 and 2016 to assess changes over time regarding job loss and
disease severity.

Results: Data from 94 patients (87 male, mean age: 45.4 years) were included in the analysis. One year after the
skin protection seminar (T4), 83 patients (88.3%) remained in their original professional metalworking activity and
four patients (4.3%) had given up their profession because of their skin disease. At baseline (T1), irritant contact
dermatitis of the hands was the most frequent diagnosis (80.7%). Methods for self-reported disease severity
showed good correlation with the clinical gold standard at T1 and T2 (dermatological examination with the
Osnabrück Hand Eczema Severity Index / OHSI), and a significant decrease of the self-reported disease severity
was found over time from T1 to T4 (p < 0.001). Further results indicate an improved self-perceived disease control
and an overall satisfaction with the prevention program.
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Conclusions: The results of this observational study demonstrate that the comprehensive prevention program positively
influences the course of work-related skin diseases, increases the possibility to continue working in a “high-risk” profession
and improves the disease management of metal workers. In the long term, the prevention program may lead to cost
savings by preventing high therapy costs or professional retraining.

Keywords: Occupational contact dermatitis, Hand eczema, Prevention, Metalworking industry, Patient education,
Occupational health, Skin protection, Patient care, Follow-up, Interdisciplinary,

Background
For the past decades, suspected cases of “severe or
recurrent skin diseases” (occupational disease no.
5101, a disease which is “so severe as to have forced
the person to discontinue all activities that caused or
could cause the development, worsening or recur-
rence of the disease” [1]), are predominant within all
work-related diseases reported annually to the
German Statutory Social Accident Insurance bodies
[1, 2]. Work-related skin diseases (WRSD), mainly
irritant and/or allergic contact dermatitis, are of great
medical and socio-economic concern because they
impair the well-being and quality of life. They can
provoke long periods of absenteeism due to illness
and inability to work or may even require job change,
which generates high direct and indirect costs [3–5].
In Germany, for dermatologists it is mandatory to

immediately inform the responsible Statutory Social
Accident Insurance body of any suspected WRSD as
part of the so-called ‘dermatologist’s procedure’
(‘Hautarztverfahren’). In response, the Statutory Social
Accident Insurance body initiates a hierarchical
multi-step intervention procedure (‘Verfahren Haut’)
[6–10]. Procedures and the prevention measures are
adapted to the individual disease severity starting with
outpatient dermatological therapy and outpatient
prevention programs in case of milder forms of WRSD
and increasing to inpatient rehabilitation for recalcitrant,
severe WRSD [3, 6, 8, 10]. The effectiveness of out-
patient and inpatient prevention programs have been
shown in previous studies [3, 11–13]. Thus, these
programs have been integrated in the regular patient
care by most German Statutory Social Accident
Insurance bodies [6, 7, 10].
In the past, several studies on the effectiveness of

outpatient interdisciplinary secondary prevention
have been published with a special focus on hair-
dressers, health care workers as well as cleaning and
kitchen employees [11–18]. The prevention programs
usually consist of both health educational and
dermatological elements. These programs aim at a)
enabling the patients to remain in their professional
activity despite their skin disease, and b) positively
influencing the individual disease management and

skin protection behavior [11–18]. They usually focus
on workers’ individual change of knowledge,
attitudes and skin protection behavior (behavior-or-
iented approaches). However, there are occupational
areas, such as metalworking professions, which
require more structurally-oriented prevention
approaches that systematically consider the actual
and individual workplace situation due to very
specific demands pertaining to skin protection.
Metal workers are well-known to be at risk of

developing work-related irritant and allergic contact
dermatitis (ICD/ACD) [19–23]. Apfelbacher et al.
found a cumulative incidence of 29.3% in the car
industry over a study period of more than 10 years
[21]. Typical skin exposure in metal workers is the
repetitive contact with subtoxic irritants and allergens
(for instance metalworking fluids, cleaning detergents,
solvents, skin cleaning procedures) [20, 22, 23]. How-
ever, under the term of metalworking professions a
broad spectrum of workplace settings and associated
skin hazards is included, for instance regarding the
individual processing methods applied or regarding
particular hazards (e.g., rotating machines and work-
pieces, heat and sparks, specific mechanical risks, or
chemicals of different hazards and concentrations). As
a consequence, since 2007 a unique interdisciplinary
outpatient prevention program was developed specif-
ically for metal workers affected by WRSD as a part
of the regular patient care. Based on a cooperation
between different institutions and professions it sys-
tematically combines approaches of behavior-oriented
and structural prevention at workplace (e.g. on-site
identification of risks and skin protection measures).
To the best of our knowledge, no follow-up data have

been published until now that report on the effects of
this kind of outpatient prevention program in metal
workers one year after participation. Thus, this paper
presents 1-year follow-up results of participants for the
primary outcomes “remaining in work” and “disease
severity”. Based on previous studies in other branches
[11–13, 15, 17], our assumptions were that the majority
of the trained patients remain in their professional
metalworking activity and that the disease severity
significantly improves after one year.

Wilke et al. BMC Dermatology           (2018) 18:12 Page 2 of 16



Methods
Aim, prevention approach and timeline
The prevention program examined in our study aims
at enabling metal workers suffering from WRSD to
remain in work without skin lesions. Since June 2007,
the program is embedded in a standard procedure of
patient care and case management applied by the Social
Accident Insurance Institution for the woodworking and
metalworking industries, district administration in
Dortmund, in cooperation with the Department of
Dermatology, Hospital of Dortmund and the University of
Osnabrück. In this program, a suspected case of
WRSD is initially reported to the Social Accident
Insurance Institution for the woodworking and metal-
working industries via the so-called ‘dermatologist’s
report’ completed by a local dermatologist or an
occupational physician [6–9]. If the patient agrees, he
or she will be visited by an employee of the respon-
sible Statutory Social Accident Insurance (prevention
services, formerly: technical inspectorate) at the work-
place within the first eight weeks after notification in
order to analyze the skin exposure to workplace haz-
ards, to identify possibilities to improve the skin pro-
tection, and to provide individual counseling. If
necessary, skin protection products (e.g., gloves,
creams) are recommended. If the employer and/or
the health and safety officer agree(s), products are
tentatively provided for free by the Statutory Social
Accident Insurance. Additionally, if required,
employees of the prevention services have the legal
authority to demand certain changes to improve
health and safety at the workplace. If needed, regular
follow-ups on-site and/or by phone are conducted by
the employee of the prevention services to monitor
the course of the WRSD and to consider alternative
prevention measures. Concomitantly, the patient is
followed in continuous dermatological treatment by a
local dermatologist.
Under certain conditions, the patients will be referred

to a specific patient management pathway. This is the
case if the employee of the prevention services a) identi-
fies an individual need for intensified health education
and counseling, b) does not observe any improvement of
the WRSD, c) has the impression that preventive mea-
sures are exhausted, d) the local dermatologist reports a
clinically severe form of WRSD or the need for health
education and counseling.
This specific care pathway of patient management is

investigated by this study. As a first step (T1), the
patients are examined by a trained dermatologist at the
Department of Dermatology of the Hospital of
Dortmund. The department is specialized in occupa-
tional dermatology, diagnostic approaches and treatment
of WRSD. The results of these dermatological

consultations are compiled in a detailed report, which is
sent to the Statutory Social Accident Insurance. The
report includes information on the occupation, skin
exposure to irritants and allergens, the course,
localization and severity of the skin disease, atopy, patch
and prick test results, skin protection products, and, if
applicable, recommendations for the local dermatologist
and the accident insurance concerning further diagnos-
tics, therapy options, workplace visits, optimization of
skin protection, and/or inpatient/outpatient prevention
measures.
Four to eight weeks after T1 (Fig. 1), an interdisciplin-

ary, multiprofessional one-day skin protection seminar is
conducted at the Hospital of Dortmund, which is near
to the place of residence of most patients (T2). The sem-
inar consists of both standardized group training and
individual counseling. It emphasizes education and indi-
vidual counseling and aims at empowering the patients’
coping with their WRSD, improving their self-management
skills, increasing their motivation to perform an appropriate
skin protection and skin care behavior. Furthermore,
patients acquire disease-specific knowledge on the patho-
genesis and prevention of WRSD. In addition, a choice of
skin protection products is discussed and appropriate sam-
ples of skin protection products are provided. This is
important since appropriate skin care and skin protection
behavior can significantly influence the individual course of
disease [13, 24, 25]. Table 1 shows the details of this
one-day program.
Seven to ten of these one-day seminars are offered

every year depending on the demand (number of WRSD
cases annually reported to the social accident insurance).
On average, they are held in small groups of 6–10
patients.
In addition, the disease severity and the course of

disease between T1 and T2 is monitored at this seminar
(T2) and the one-day seminar can serve as “guidepost”
for further decisions on individual treatment needed,
such as further consultations at the Department of
Dermatology (Hospital of Dortmund), further diagnos-
tics (e.g., patch testing, biopsy) or inpatient
rehabilitation.
In summary, the prevention program consists of a

behavior-oriented approach (e.g., the seminar to improve
the individual skin protection behavior) and a structural
approach (e.g., workplace visits, provision of skin protec-
tion, communication with the employer) offered in
addition to the standard treatment at the local
dermatologists.

Study design and recruitment
We conducted an observational study with four meas-
urement points (T1, T2, T3, T4, longitudinal pre/
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post-test design) in metal workers diagnosed with
WRSD (Fig. 1).
At T1, recruitment was consecutively performed by

the responsible dermatologist of the Department of
Dermatology, Hospital of Dortmund. Since January
2013, every patient with a suspected WRSD who had
been referred to this department has been asked for par-
ticipation in this observational study. The participants
gave informed written consent at baseline. They were
informed about the fact that participation is voluntary
and about the possibility to withdraw their consent at
any time without any personal disadvantages. The study
and the consent procedure were approved by the Ethics
committee of the University of Osnabrück (Az.: 4/
71043.5–1). Inclusion criteria for this observational
study were a suspected WRSD, informed written

consent, age of 18 or older, sufficient German language
skills to handle written questionnaires, and an employ-
ment in a metalworking profession.
At T1, the participants filled out a standardized writ-

ten questionnaire and the dermatologists assessed the
skin condition and the atopy score. Four to eight weeks
after T1, the participants took part in the multiprofes-
sional one-day seminar (T2), filled out a written ques-
tionnaire at the end of the day, and the dermatologist
assessed the skin condition for each participant. Six and
twelve months after T2, the participants were followed
up by the University of Osnabrück by postal written
questionnaires (T3, T4) (Fig. 1). In case of non-response,
two reminders were sent each at intervals of one month.
The questionnaires at T1-T4 (Additional file 1) were
identical in terms of all items to assess the outcomes

Fig. 1 Flow chart and overview of the intervention and the study design (T1, T2, T3, T4)
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presented in this paper. Items to evaluate the satisfaction
with the one-day seminar (e.g., general conditions, struc-
ture, and comprehensibility) were only recorded at T2.

Outcomes and instruments
The primary outcomes for this observational study are
the number of patients who remain in their professional
activity despite WRSD and the prevalence and severity
of the WRSD. All outcomes have been assessed with
standardized, written questionnaires either by dermatol-
ogists or patients.
The percentages of patients who remain in their pro-

fessional activity were measured at T2, T3 and T4 with a
closed question: “Do you still work in the same kind of
professional activity as at the time of the first consult-
ation at the Department of Dermatology in Dortmund
(T2) / at the time of the skin protection seminar (T3/
T4)?” (Additional file 1). If the response was “no”, the
patients were asked if the change of professional activity
was because of their skin disease or because of other
reasons (e.g., other diseases, old-age pension).
At T1 and T2, the dermatologists assessed the severity

of hand eczema with the Osnabrück Hand Eczema
Severity Index (OHSI) on the basis of six morphological
criteria (erythema, scaling, papules, vesicles, infiltration,
fissures), with a possible score between 0 and 18, (higher
values representing more severe diseases, cut-off point
for “severe” hand eczema > 7 points) [26, 27]. They also
assessed the diagnosis, the prevalence of WRSD at other
parts of the body except from the hands, and the
Erlanger atopy score (only at T1) for information on an
atopic diathesis [28, 29] with higher values representing
a higher likelihood of an atopic diathesis. As a usual part
of the medical records (T1), and irrespective of study
participation, the dermatologists rated the disease
severity for all patients according to the criteria of the
Bamberg Medical Bulletin (no, mild, medium, severe)
[30], and with the occupational contact dermatitis dis-
ease severity index (ODDI) [31].
The participants rated their current disease severity at

T1, T2, T3, and T4 with four self-assessment scales (for
details of the rating systems see Table 3 and Additional
file 1, applicable to all: the higher the rating the more
severe the disease). One of these is based on the German
school grades system consisting of six numerical grades
(1: very good, 2: good, 3: satisfactory, 4: sufficient, 5:
poor, 6: very poor). We chose this scale because we
assumed that the majority of participants are familiar
with the categories. Another instrument was a previously
developed and validated photographic guide [32, 33]. As
only self-reported data were available for T3 and T4,
we calculated the correlation between the clinical
gold standard (OHSI) at T1 and T2 and the different
forms of self-assessment.

Socio-demographic characteristics, smoking habits
(“Do you smoke?” yes/no), usage of steroids and other
secondary outcomes were also assessed at T1-T4. All
non-published questions that are relevant for the
presented data are provided in Additional file 1.

Data analysis
Data was stored and analyzed using IBM SPSS Statistics
for Macintosh, Version 23.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY,
USA). For the primary outcomes, all data sets (T1-T4)
have been checked for data entry mistakes to ensure
quality of data input. For secondary outcomes, a sample
of 45.2% of all data sets were checked for data entry mis-
takes (average error rate: 0.38% per data input). Descrip-
tive statistics were calculated for all variables.
We have analyzed whether there are systematic differ-

ences between the study cohort and missing data (e.g.
caused by non-participation in the study, lost to
follow-up, Fig. 1). In case of missing values caused by
participants omitting single questions, these are reported
in the tables as differences missing to 100%.
Either Pearson’s chi-square test or Fisher’s exact test

were used to analyze group differences of nominal vari-
ables (e.g. as part of dropout analyses). Fisher’s exact test
was applied if at least one expected value under inde-
pendence is lower than 5.
Parametric tests were used for statistical analysis of

metric variables (e.g., as regards the OHSI and the atopy
score). T-tests were applied for comparing the means of
changes over time in dependent, paired samples and for
comparing the means of independent subgroups at one
point in time.
For ordinal variables, Wilcoxon’s non-parametric rank

sum test was used to analyze differences in the mean
ranks over time, and the Mann-Whitney-U-test was
used for analyzing differences between two independent
subgroups.
A repeated measures ANOVA with the within-subject

factor, “self-reported disease severity” with four levels
(time points T1, T2, T3, T4) was conducted to analyze
changes in the self-assessed disease severity over time.
Pearson’s correlation coefficient and Spearman’s Rho

were calculated to investigate the agreement between
the clinical gold standard (OHSI) and the four different
variables assessing the self-reported disease severity. Dif-
ferences of correlations were examined by the Meng test
[34]. For all tests, a significance level of 0.05 was chosen.

Results
Study cohort and drop-outs
Figure 1 shows a flow chart of the study cohort. Between
January 2013 and April 2016, 214 consecutive patients
with suspected WRSD were referred to the Department
of Dermatology. From these patients, 178 (83.2%) agreed
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to participate in the observational study. Based on the
medical records at T1, we did not find statistically sig-
nificant differences between the study participants and
the non-participants in terms of age, sex, atopy signs,
diagnosis, positive patch test results and disease severity
according to the ODDI and the Bamberg Medical
Bulletin.
In the 6- and 12-months postal follow-ups, response

rates of 83.7% (n = 149, T3) and 71.9% (n = 128, T4)
were obtained. In the course of the study (T1-T4),
drop-outs and lost to follow-up occurred because of dif-
ferent reasons as shown in Fig. 1. Finally, data sets for
T1-T4 were available for 94 participants which, however,
also contained some missing values in case of partici-
pants omitting single questions. This cohort was used
for subsequent analyses.
We did not find significant differences at T1 between

the study cohort (n = 94) and the drop-outs (n = 84)
with regard to the outcomes presented in this paper as
well as for other secondary outcomes (e.g., regarding dis-
ease specific knowledge, data not shown in this paper)
except for one variable: there was a significantly higher
percentage of patients diagnosed with irritant contact
dermatitis in the study cohort (78.7%) compared to the
drop-outs caused by lost to follow-up (57.5%) (p = 0.003,
χ2 = 8.697, df = 1). However, no significant differences
were found for other diagnoses (e.g., allergic contact
dermatitis, psoriasis palmaris, or atopic hand eczema).

Socio-demographic and work-related characteristics
The study cohort predominantly consists of men (92.6%,
n = 87) and seven female participants (7.4%) with a
mean age of 45.4 years (SD: 10.5, range: 18–62).
Thirty-two patients (34.0%) reported to smoke.
At the baseline, all participants were employed and

worked full-time as metal workers (e.g., cutting machine

operators, machine fitters) or in appendant professions
(e.g., automotive technicians). The most frequent voca-
tional qualification was an apprenticeship (76.6%, n =
72), followed by unskilled workers (no vocational train-
ing, 9.6%, n = 9), master/technical school (8.5%, n = 8)
and one patient each with higher education (1.1%) and
an “other” vocational degree (1.1%).

Remaining in work
The parameter ‘remaining in work’ is a main outcome as
WRSD may finally lead to job loss. At T3 (six months)
and T4 (twelve months), 94.7% (n = 89) and 88.3% (n =
83), respectively, still worked in the same professional
activity as at T1.
At T3 and T4, two (2.1%) and four patients (4.3%)

reported that they had given up their original professional
activity mainly because of the skin disease. ‘Other reasons’
for not remaining in their professional activity were
following further vocational training, insolvency, in-house
transfer to another position due to restructuring of the
business, dismissal or change of employer. From T1 to T4,
no notable changes in the working time (full-time,
part-time, unemployment) have been observed.

Dermatological examination and atopy score
The prevalence and severity of the WRSD is the
second primary outcome. As an improvement of the
WRSD could also result from a job change being
associated with reduced skin exposure to causal trig-
gers, only patients remaining in their original profes-
sional activity at T4 were included in the analysis of
this outcome (n = 83).
At T1, the mean OHSI score was 4.99 (SD: 2.64) and

the mean atopy score was 6.9 (SD: 4.36) (Table 2). For
about one-fifth of the patients (21.7%, n = 18) an atopic
diathesis could be assumed, and for 18.1% (n = 15) it

Table 2 Results of the dermatological examination at T1 and T2 (n = 83)

T1 T2

OHSI score [total, for both hands] mean [SD, range] 4.99 [2.64, 0–13] 3.90 [2.46, 0–11]

diagnosis [hands]
(multiple answers possible)

irritant/cumulative subtoxic contact
dermatitis [%, n]

80.7 [67] 89.2 [74]

allergic contact dermatitis [%, n] 7.2 [6] 7.2 [6]

atopic hand eczema [%, n] 12.0 [10] 9.6 [8]

psoriasis palmaris [%, n] 13.3 [11] 10.8 [9]

other, not classifiable [%, n] 2.4 [2] 3.6 [3]

atopy score mean [SD, range] 6.9 [4.36, 0–20] n. a.

no atopic diathesis, 0–3 points [%, n] 18.1 [15] n. a.

atopic diathesis unlikely, 4–7 points [%, n] 41.0 [34] n. a.

atopic diathesis unclear, 8–9 points [%, n] 19.3 [16] n. a.

atopic diathesis, 10 or more points [%, n] 21.7 [18] n. a.

WRSD work-related skin diseases, T1 study enrollment, T2 after the one-day program, n absolute number, SD standard deviation, n. a. not applicable/the atopy
score was only assessed at T1
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Table 3 Results of self-reported outcomes concerning the skin disease at T1, T2, T3 and T4 (n = 83)

T1 T2 T3 T4

dermatological treatment due to WRSD [at present]
no [%, n] 3.6 [3] n. a. 10.8 [9] 18.1 [15]

yes [%, n] 94.0 [78] n. a. 89.2 [74] 81.9 [68]

sick leave due to WRSD in the last 12 months no [%, n] 60.2 [50] n. a. n. a. n. a.

yes [%, n] 38.6 [32] n. a. n. a. n. a.

sick leave due to WRSD since T1 no [%, n] n. a. 68.7 [57] n. a. n. a.

yes [%, n] n. a. 15.7 [13] n. a. n. a.

sick leave due to WRSD since T2 no [%, n] n. a. n. a. 91.6 [76] 86.7 [72]

yes [%, n] n. a. n. a. 7.2 [6] 9.6 [8]

skin condition of the hands
[“How do you assess the skin condition of your
hands at the moment on a scale from 0 (no skin
disorders) to 10 (severe skin disorders)?”, eleven-step
numerical rating scale from 0 to 10]

mean [SD, range] 4.96
[2.31, 0–10]

4.57
[2.12, 1–10]

3.64
[2.19, 0–10]

3.71
[2.43, 0–9]

school grade for the skin condition of the hands
[“With which school grade do you assess the skin
condition of your hands at the moment?”, six-step
numerical rating scale from 1 (very good) to
6 (unsatisfactory)]

mean [SD, range] 3.80 [1.12, 1–6] 3.55 [0.99, 1–5] 3.25 [1.08, 1–6] 3.28 [1.20, 1–6]

assessment of the statement not at all [%, n] 2.4 [2] 7.2 [6] 12.0 [10] 15.7 [13]

“I currently have skin symptoms” [five-step
Likert scale]

mild [%, n] 33.7 [28] 33.7 [28] 42.2 [35] 39.8 [33]

moderate [%, n] 43.4 [36] 37.3 [31] 31.3 [26] 31.3 [26]

strong [%, n] 15.7 [13] 8.4 [7] 6.0 [5] 12.0 [10]

very strong [%, n] 2.4 [2] 2.4 [2] 2.4 [2] –

photographic guide: worst hand eczema ever
experienced

almost healed [%, n] 4.8 [4] 4.8 [4] 8.4 [7] 8.4 [7]

mild [%, n] 14.5 [12] 18.1 [15] 22.9 [19] 24.1 [20]

medium [%, n] 42.2 [35] 34.9 [29] 44.6 [37] 42.2 [35]

severe [%, n] 30.1 [25] 22.9 [19] 18.1 [15] 16.9 [14]

photographic guide: average hand eczema
in the last 12 months

almost healed [%, n] 6.0 [5] 2.4 [2] 14.5 [12] 20.5 [17]

mild [%, n] 41.0 [34] 37.3 [31] 48.2 [40] 45.8 [38]

medium [%, n] 38.6 [32] 36.1 [30] 26.5 [22] 24.1 [20]

severe [%, n] 4.8 [4] 3.6 [3] 3.6 [3] 1.2 [1]

photographic guide: hand eczema at present
[“If you look at your hands right now: Which
group of pictures corresponds to your hand
eczema? Please choose the more affected hand.”
five-step Likert scale with each four pictures
for four groups (almost healed to severe)]

no hand eczema [%, n] 3.6 [3] 3.6 [3] 12.0 [10] 10.8 [9]

almost healed [%, n] 15.7 [13] 21.7 [18] 31.3 [26] 28.9 [24]

mild [%, n] 41.0 [34] 41.0 [34] 43.4 [36] 36.1 [30]

medium [%, n] 28.9 [24] 14.5 [12] 9.6 [8] 19.3 [16]

severe [%, n] 3.6 [3] 1.2 [1] 2.4 [2] 2.4 [2]

changes of the skin disorders since T2
[“Did you skin disorder change since you have
participated in the skin protection seminar?”]

no (=remained the same)
[%, n]

n. a. n. a. 38.6 [32] 31.3 [26]

yes [%, n] n. a. n. a. 60.2 [50] 67.5 [56]

I don’t know [%, n] n. a. n. a. 1.2 [1] –

“If yes: How did your skin disorder change?”
(T3: n = 50, T4: n = 56)

healed [%, n] n. a. n. a. 4.0 [2] 14.3 [8]

strong improvement
[%, n]

n. a. n. a. 40.0 [20] 28.6 [16]

slight improvement [%, n] n. a. n. a. 48.0 [24] 46.4 [26]

slight worsening [%, n] n. a. n. a. 2.0 [1] 3.6 [2]

strong worsening [%, n] n. a. n. a. 4.0 [2] 5.4 [3]
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could be excluded. We found no significant correlation
between the atopy score and the OHSI score (r = 0.217,
p = 0.054, n = 79).
The vast majority of patients were diagnosed with

irritant contact dermatitis (frequently used synonym in
Germany: cumulative subtoxic contact dermatitis) of the
hands at T1 (80.7%) (Table 2). In some cases, mixed diag-
noses were determined (e.g. irritant contact dermatitis
combined with atopic hand eczema). At T1, the dermatol-
ogists described in eleven patients (13.3%) that other parts
of the body were also affected by WRSD, which mostly
included the arms (n = 11), followed by legs (without feet,
n = 5), feet (n = 4) and the truncus (n = 1).
From T1 to T2, the mean OHSI scores significantly

decreased from T1 (mean: 4.99) to T2 (mean: 3.90) (p <
0.001, t = 4.24, df = 78, 95% CI [0.618, 1.711]) (Table 2).
Similar to Brans et al. [35], we analyzed the mean

OHSI scores at T1 and T2 between smokers and
non-smokers in a sub-cohort with complete data on the
smoking status and the OHSI at T1 and T2 (n = 94,
excluded: patient with psoriasis or change of reported
smoking behavior between T1 and T2). We found a
tendency for higher mean OHSI scores in the smokers
(T1: 5.35, T2: 3.97) compared to the non-smokers (T1:
4.86, T2: 3.81), but the differences were not statisti-
cally significant (T1: p = 0.478, t = − 0.71, df = 92,
95% CI [− 1.884, 0.888], T2: p = 0.820, t = − 0.23, df =
92, 95% CI [− 1.537, 1.220]).

Self-reported characteristics of the skin disease
At T1, the patients stated that they had already been suf-
fering from the skin disease for a mean duration of 5.1
years (SD: 6.8, range: 0.5–32). Over the entire study
period, the vast majority of patients were in current der-
matological treatment due to their WRSD (Table 3). At
T1, 16.9% (n = 14) of patients denied to have used

steroids in the previous 12months in contrast to 44.6%
(n = 37) at T4. Thus, the percentage of patients who did
not use steroids for 12 months more than doubled.
At T4, 86.7% (n = 72) of the study participants denied

sick leave due to the WRSD in the last twelve months as
opposed to 60.2% (n = 50) at T1 (Table 3).
At T4, 67.5% (n = 56) we have observed changes in

their skin condition since having attended the skin pro-
tection seminar; of these, 26 reported a “slight” and six-
teen a “strong” improvement and eight patients a
clearing of the disease (Table 3). Fifty-four attributed all
or part of the improvement to the seminar.
All four variables assessing the self-reported disease

severity (numerical rating scale, school grades, Likert
scale, photographic guide, Table 3) indicate a pro-
nounced improvement of the skin disease at the patients’
hands. For instance, 10.8% (n = 9) state to have no
current hand eczema according to the photographic
guide at T4 as opposed to 3.6% (n = 3) at T1. Hand
eczema mostly improved between T2 (seminar) and T3
(6-months follow-up).
The results of the correlations between the clinical gold

standard (OHSI) and the four forms of self-assessment at
T1 and T2 are shown in Table 4. All correlations were sta-
tistically significant with highest correlation coefficients for
the five-step Likert scale at T1 and T2. We chose this cor-
relation (OHSI vs. five-step Likert scale) as standard and
applied the Meng test [34] to compare this correlation with
the other three correlations between the self-assessment
scales and the OHSI. Applying the Meng test shows that
the correlation for the five-step Likert scale did not perform
significantly better than the others.
A repeated measures ANOVA with the within-subject

factor “self-reported disease severity” (eleven-step
numerical rating scale from 0 to 10) [with four levels
(time points T1, T2, T3, T4)] showed a significant main

Table 3 Results of self-reported outcomes concerning the skin disease at T1, T2, T3 and T4 (n = 83) (Continued)

T1 T2 T3 T4

“Do you attribute this change to participating in the
skin protection seminar?”
(T3: n = 50, T4: n = 56)

yes [%, n] n. a. n. a. 40.0 [20] 51.8 [29]

in parts [%, n] n. a. n. a. 54.0 [27] 28.6 [16]

no [%, n] n. a. n. a. 6.0 [3] 17.9 [10]

WRSD work-related skin diseases, T1 study enrollment, T2 after the one-day program/several weeks after T1, T3: six months after T2, T4: twelve months after T2, n:
absolute number, missing to 100%: missing values, n. a.: not applicable

Table 4 Correlation between the clinical gold standard (OHSI) and self-assessment scales

T1 (first consultation) T2 (after one day program)

OHSI vs. eleven-step numerical rating scale from 0 to 10 r = 0.487a, p < 0.001, n = 77 r = 0.416a, p < 0.001, n = 70

OHSI vs. six-step numerical rating scale from 1 to 6 (school grades) r = 0.477a, p < 0.001, n = 76 r = 0.533a, p < 0.001, n = 70

OHSI vs. five-step Likert scale (verbal) rS = 0.536b, p < 0.001, n = 77 rS = 0.547b, p < 0.001, n = 74

OHSI vs. five-step Likert scale (photographic guide) rS = 0.415b, p < 0.001, n = 73 rS = 0.543b, p < 0.001, n = 68
aPearson’s correlation coefficient bSpearman’s Rho
OHSI Osnabrück Hand Eczema Severity Index
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effect (Greenhouse-Geisser F(2.09, 138.22) = 21.59, p <
0.001). This result proves that the shown decrease in the
self-assessed disease severity over time (Table 3; row
“skin condition of the hands”) is significant.
At T4, three patients reported that they had partici-

pated in an inpatient rehabilitation program because of
their WRSD [3, 36] since the skin protection seminar
(T2). Compared to the other participants, these patients
showed slightly but not significantly increased OHSI
scores at T1 and T2.

Disease control and satisfaction with the prevention
program
Improving the patients’ self-perceived disease control
were further aims of the program. Thus, we asked the
patients for their agreement or rejection to the state-
ment “I think I can handle my disease well in the
future.” The proportion of patients who positively agreed
to this statement increased after the skin protection
seminar (T2) from T1 (47.1%) to T2 (68.8%), T3 (66.7%)
and T4 (67.0%). Similar agreements were found for the
statement “I have my skin disease under control.” (T1:
28.6%, T2: 43.8%, T3: 55.1%, T4: 61.1%).
At T2, we evaluated the satisfaction with the multidis-

ciplinary one-day program, for instance in terms of sem-
inar topics (e.g., importance of the topics, practical
advices, comprehensibility), design and results of the
seminar (e.g., program, atmosphere, better understand-
ing of WRSD and risk factors), general conditions (e.g.,
organization, premises, catering) and the individual
counseling rounds. Almost all items revealed a high level
of approval and satisfaction between 81.9 and 100%.
Nearly all participants (96.4%, T2) perceived their
attendance in the one-day seminar as worthwhile. How-
ever, the evaluation indicates that more time could be
spent on the exchange of experiences between the par-
ticipants and on the topics “coping with stress” and
“coping with itching”.
After one year (T4), 80.7–86.5% of the participants

stated that they were satisfied with the protective gloves,
skin creams and skin cleanser, which they currently use.
Furthermore, 89.2% would recommend the seminar,
84.0% could put numerous tips received in the seminar
into practice, and 83.0% evaluated their participation in
the skin protection seminar as helpful. Several open
comments indicated that “feeling informed” about their
own skin disease, skin protection and medical treatment,
as well as giving time for individual information and
counseling, were very important and relevant outcomes
of the prevention program as perceived by the patients.

Discussion
In this year-long follow-up of a patient cohort, we exam-
ined the effects of a comprehensive outpatient

interdisciplinary prevention program for metal workers
with suspected WRSD. After one year, 88.3% (n = 83) of
the participants remained in their original professional
activity and four patients (4.3%) related a change of pro-
fessional activity to their skin disease. The self-reported
disease severity significantly improved one year after the
skin protection seminar. The study also indicates an
increased self-perceived disease control and an overall
high satisfaction with the prevention program.

Response-rates and drop-outs
We consider the response rates of 83.8% (T3) and 71.9%
(T4) as satisfactory with regard to the follow-up period
of one year. It is comparable to the response rates of
intervention groups in previous follow-up studies in
other professions [11–13, 15].
We exclusively included participants with data sets for

all four measurements to the analysis. This led to a
reduction of the analyzed study sample but to an
improved comparability of data. We did not find signifi-
cant differences between the study sample and the
drop-outs caused by loss to follow-up after study enroll-
ment, except for the variable “prevalence of irritant con-
tact dermatitis” (ICD); in this regard there was a
significantly higher percentage of patients diagnosed
with ICD in the study cohort compared to the
drop-outs. Since this exception was not found for other
diagnoses (e.g. allergic contact dermatitis, psoriasis
palmaris) we cannot think of any meaningful reason for
this observation and consider this as an incidental find-
ing. A selection bias cannot be excluded since the study
sample (n = 94 and n = 83, Fig. 1) represents less than
50% of the entire patient cohort (n = 214). However, our
(drop-out) analyses did not reveal further significant
differences.

Remaining in work
Apart from personal consequences for the individual
worker (e.g. financial restrictions caused by unemploy-
ment), in times of demographic changes and a shortage
of skilled workers also affecting the metalworking indus-
tries [37], it is of utmost importance for employers and
the society to preserve the workforce of qualified
employees.
One year after the skin protection seminar, 88.3% (n =

83) of the participants remained in their original profes-
sional activity. Four patients (4.3%) describe their skin
disease as main reason for changing their profession.
Compared to other follow-up studies of comparable out-
patient prevention programs these results may be rated
as very good although comparability is somewhat ham-
pered by different follow-up times. Wilke et al. [12]
found a proportion of 87.6 and 71.4% of workers in ‘wet
work professions’ who remained in their former
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professional activity nine months and five years after an
intervention, and 5.2 and 13.1% who related job loss to
their WRSD. In a 6-year follow-up of geriatric nurses,
65.3 and 56.8% of an intervention and a control group
(IG, CG), respectively, stayed in their jobs; 6.9% (IG) and
13.6% (CG) attributed job loss to WRSD [11]. In health
care workers, Apfelbacher et al. [15] identified 8.7% who
gave up working in their former professional activity due
to their skin disease one year after a secondary individ-
ual prevention course and Soder et al. [17] reported the
same for 9.2% (n = 12) in cleaning- and kitchen
employees. Highest percentages were described in hair-
dressers of whom 12.8% of an intervention group and
27.3% of controls relate job loss to WRSD five years
after an outpatient intervention [13].
To the best of our knowledge, no follow-up data have

been published for the cohort of metal workers following
secondary individual prevention in Germany. However,
our data corroborate previous findings in other occupa-
tions and indicate that an interdisciplinary outpatient
prevention program can have positive effects in metal
workers in terms of the chance to remain in work
despite WRSD.
In addition to results from intervention studies, the

German Social Accident Insurance has data on the
frequency of legally recognized occupational diseases no.
5101 which implies that the disease has forced the per-
son to discontinue all activities that caused or could
cause the disease [1]. In the year 2005 before the imple-
mentation of the hierarchical multi-step intervention
procedure [‘Verfahren Haut’] by the German Social
Accident Insurance [6–10], 879 cases of the occupa-
tional disease no. 5101 (“BK Nr. 5101”) were registered
for all professions as compared to 515 cases in 2017.
With respect to the group of “metal workers, mechanics
and related professions” there were 107 cases in 2005
compared to 82 in 2017 (personal communication, S.
Schneider, DGUV / German Social Accident Insurance,
October 4, 2018). Thus, since intensified prevention pro-
grams have been established a decrease of the number
of workers who had to give up working in their profes-
sional activity can be observed. However, this reduction
cannot be solely attributed to the prevention program
presented in this paper since other interventions such as
inpatient rehabilitation programs have also been imple-
mented at the same time.

Dermatological examination
Our observation of irritant contact dermatitis being the
most frequent medical diagnoses is supported by Skudlik
et al. [36] who reported that 81.3% (n = 1357) of
inpatient patients had an irritant component. We found
only a few cases of WRSD in other body parts apart
from the hands. This was expected since hands are the

most frequent location for WRSD [23, 38] because they
are usually exposed to irritants and allergens at
workplace.
The OHSI (Osnabrück Hand Eczema Severity Index)

has been used in previous studies [36, 39, 40]. In a work-
place intervention study, Dulon et al. [39] reported a
mean OHSI score of 3.5 (IG) and 3.2 (CG) points at
baseline in geriatric nurses. Samardžić et al. [40] found
clinical skin symptoms in 40% of hairdressing appren-
tices with mean OHSI scores between 3.0 and 3.6. These
scores were obtained in workers and not specifically in a
patient cohort. Since our patient cohort was already
under medical treatment, this explains the higher OHSI
scores we observed (4.99, 3.90).
Skudlik et al. [36] described a mean OHSI of 6.3 for a

large cohort of patients at admission to an intensified
inpatient rehabilitation program that addresses patients
suffering from severe WRSD. This explains the higher
mean OHSI score at admission compared to our results
of 4.99 at T1 for patients participating in an outpatient
prevention program in case of milder forms of WRSD.
For the inpatient cohort [36], the mean OHSI was 3.3 at
one year [41] and 3.1 at three years after the rehabilita-
tion program for patients who remained in the same
professional field [3]. Our results of 3.90 at T2 as well as
the significant decrease of the self-reported disease
severity at T3 and T4 allow for a cautious forecast that
our patient cohort will continue working in the same
professional activity with a similar disease severity
reported for the inpatient cohort even in the long
term [3, 42].
The observation that some participants were free of

hand eczema at T1 as well as a mild improvement
between T1 and T2, can probably be attributed: to con-
tinuous therapy by the patient’s local dermatologist, to
previous holiday leave or to an improved skin protection
equipment and behavior resulting from the visit and
counseling by an employee of the accident insurance at
the workplace, which took place before T1.
Atopic skin diathesis has been described as potential

risk factor for OSD [43–45] but we did not find a signifi-
cant correlation between the OSHI and the atopy score.
One possible explanation could be an increased aware-
ness and skin care behavior particularly in “skin sensi-
tive” persons [46].
We did not find a significantly higher OHSI score in

smoking patients compared to non-smokers in contrast
to the findings by Brans et al. [35]. Possible reasons
could be that Brans et al. investigated a cohort of
patients with severe WRSD as part of an inpatient
rehabilitation program. Another reason might be meth-
odological limitations of our study because a simple and
single question (“Do you smoke?”) might not fully assess
the smoking status (e.g., in terms of duration and
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quantity of cigarettes). Further, ex-smokers (about 43%
of the German male population between 45 and 65
years) [47] were not identified in our cohort and
excluded as done by Brans et al. In addition, social desir-
ability might influence the answer to this question as
smokers might fear possible disadvantages and thus deny
their smoking behavior. The association between
tobacco smoking and the prevalence and severity of
WRSD in outpatient patients could be further and more
comprehensively investigated in future studies.

Self-reported disease severity
Whereas dermatological examinations are usually
considered as gold standard for assessing the severity
of hand eczema, it is often not possible for
organizational reasons to perform them in follow-up
studies. In such cases, self-reports are chosen to
assess disease severity. In order to estimate the valid-
ity of self-reports at T3 and T4, we calculated the
correlation between the OHSI and the four forms of
self-assessment. Among these, the five-step verbal
Likert scale correlated with the OHSI to the highest
extent (T1: r = 0.536, p < 0.001; T2: r = 0.547, p <
0.001) followed by the other three variables, depend-
ing on the item and time of measurement (T1/T2,
Table 4). According to Cohen’s conventions, r = 0.5
represents a large correlation [48]. However, it
depends on the specific research context to rate a
correlation as large, moderate or small. For individual
diagnostic purposes, none of the four measures of
self-reported disease severity is good enough to sub-
stitute the clinical gold standard (dermatological
examination, OHSI) to monitor and diagnose the
individual course of a disease. But the validity of the
self-reports as part of a scientific study to compare or
monitor group results over time is acceptable to con-
clude that the WRSD of our study has significantly
improved from T1 to T4. This may be even more the
case considering the fact that an interdisciplinary pre-
vention program may even increase the subjective
awareness of patients in terms of recognizing and
interpreting even low-grade symptoms (e.g., dry skin)
as clinical signs of hand eczema [12].
For future studies in this cohort (metal workers), only

one or two items of self-assessment can be used in order
to reduce the effort of the participants of processing the
questionnaire and to increase the test economy. On the
basis of our results, we prefer the easy-to-use five-step
verbal Likert scale, which showed highest correlation.
However, it is advisable to validate the assessment for
self-reported disease severity in other cohorts (e.g.,
health-related or female-dominated occupations,
inpatient cohorts, etc.) since the validity might vary

according to the cohort and the individual perception of
a disease.
According to the photographic guide (Table 3) nine

patients (10.8%) stated that they were free of hand eczema
at T4. In contrast, 72 reported that they still suffered from
a mostly mild form of hand eczema. Therefore, it is a real-
istic goal of this and other comparable prevention pro-
grams to strive for ‘remaining at work and avoiding severe
skin lesions’ instead of a complete and sustainable recov-
ery. In terms of disease management and disease control,
patients need to be informed about this prognosis and to
be motivated regarding a continuous and appropriate skin
protection behavior in the long-term.

Approach of the prevention program
The prevention program presented in this paper
systematically combines a behavior-oriented approach
with a focus on the individual worker’s knowledge,
attitudes and skin protection behavior in combination
with mandatory elements of structural prevention. As
described above, structural prevention comprises coun-
seling and follow-up visits at the workplace by an
employee of the prevention services of the responsible
Social Accident Insurance (e.g., on-site identification of
risks and possibilities for improved skin protection). This
is important because the individual workplace situation
in metalworking professions usually requires very spe-
cific demands regarding skin protection. These on-site
elements at the workplace are structurally integrated in
the pathways of individual patient care by the Social
Accident Insurance Institution for the woodworking and
metalworking industries. Other previously described
interventions for outpatient individual prevention in
Germany also incorporate health educational and
dermatological interventions [11–16] but emphasize a
behavior-oriented approach. Another special feature of
the program is the multiprofessional one-day-seminar
where patients and representatives of different disci-
plines (dermatology, health education, social accident
insurance law, prevention services) get together in time
and place for individual counseling and exchange.
The whole intervention approach is a typical “complex

intervention” consisting of various interacting elements
(e.g., different groups, complex behaviors, different
outcomes) [49]. Answering the pivotal question of iden-
tifying “the active ingredients” of an intervention is a
typical challenge in evaluation, since interventions are
usually evaluated as a whole. Thus, future research in
this field could systematically compare different out-
patient prevention approaches with the same outcome
sets in order to gain more insight into the question of
“how much of which preventive approach (e.g., behavior
or structural prevention) is most effective for my target
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group?” or “how much health education and individual
counseling is needed?”

Strengths and limitations
The observational study has some strengths and limita-
tions. First of all, controls could not be taken for ethical
and legal reasons as the prevention program forms part
of the regular structures of patient care since 2007.
Thus, the uncontrolled, longitudinal pre/post-test design
as applied in comparable studies in Germany in the last
15–20 years, remains a feasible study design for this type
of health services research [15–17, 23, 25, 50, 51]. How-
ever, an uncontrolled study cannot sufficiently prove the
effectiveness of an intervention and the obvious
methodological limitations regarding internal validity
have to be considered for the interpretation of the
results. Future studies could aim at further improving
existing prevention programs and comparing the
effects of existing prevention programs and enhanced
programs (improved intervention). However, larger
sample sizes will be needed since only small effects
can be expected [52].
Another limitation is the reduction of the study cohort

(n = 94 and n = 83 of 214 patients, Fig. 1) which might
lead to a selection bias. However, (drop-out) analysis did
not reveal significant differences between the different
cohorts.
There are different scoring systems to clinically assess

the severity of hand eczema, each with certain advan-
tages and disadvantages [53]. We opted for the OHSI
since it has been used in previous studies focusing on
WRSD [3, 36, 39–42], and it is simple and easy to use in
clinical settings to monitor disease severity [26, 27]. Pre-
vious follow-up studies of secondary individual preven-
tion often exclusively relied on self-reports [11, 12, 15],
which underpins a broader methodological strength of
the present study.
In this follow-up, we have focused on distal primary

outcomes that change and can only be measured a com-
paratively long time after the intervention. In contrast,
more proximal outcomes (e.g., socio-cognitive variables
and attitudes which might serve as determinants and
prerequisites of skin protection behavior) are more
directly affected by an intervention [51, 54], and changes
can be observed immediately or shortly after an inter-
vention. Analyzing these proximal outcomes allows
more in-depth insights into effects of the prevention
program and into behavior change processes of the
patients. Future research should also focus on these
proximal outcomes since results can be used to further
improve and tailor the program to the specific needs of
the target group.
There are some strengths of this study with regard to

the use of the OHSI as a previously validated clinical

instrument to assess disease severity [26, 27] and the
validation of the self-reported disease severity. Future
studies could investigate in more detail the validity of
self-reported disease severity in different cohorts (e.g.,
possible gender-related differences, different professions
or effects of patient education on the self-perceived
disease severity). Another strength of this study is the
inclusion of four follow-ups which allows the evaluation
of changes over time.

Conclusions
To the best of our knowledge, this is the first observational
study that has investigated the effects of an interdisciplin-
ary, multiprofessional skin protection program in metal
workers with WRSD. Most metal workers were able to stay
in their professional activity despite a continuing exposure
to skin irritants and allergens. They nonetheless reported a
significant improvement of their WRSD over time. Thus,
our results corroborate previous findings in other profes-
sions that comprehensive, interdisciplinary outpatient pre-
vention programs may positively influence the course of
disease and increase the possibility to continue working in
a “high-risk” profession.

Additional file

Additional file 1: Questions and instruments. The file contains the non-
published questions and instruments for T1-T4 that correspond to the data
presented in the manuscript. It also contains references to instruments used
in the study that have been developed before and published elsewhere.
(DOCX 67 kb)

Abbreviations
ACD: Allergic contact dermatitis; BGHM: Berufsgenossenschaft Holz und
Metall; CG: Control group; ICD: Irritant contact dermatitis; IG: Intervention
group; OHSI: Osnabrück Hand Eczema Severity Index; T: point in time (T1, T2,
T3, T4); WRSD: Work-related skin diseases

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank Ms. Adrianna Duda, Ms. Theres Heichel and
Ms. Lena Höneberg for helping with the data collection and data
management and Ms. Wietlacke and Ms. Häusler for their help in terms of
patient management as well as coordination and organization of the
prevention program.

Funding
We acknowledge support by Deutsche Forschungsgemeinschaft (DFG) and
Open Access Publishing Fund of Osnabrück University.
The prevention program is financed by the German Social Accident
Insurance Institution for the woodworking and metalworking industries,
district administration in Dortmund (Berufsgenossenschaft Holz und Metall/
BGHM, Bezirksverwaltung Dortmund). AG is employed at the BGHM and was
involved in writing the manuscript. As responsible Statutory Social Accident
Insurance body, the BGHM was involved in conducting the intervention as
described in the methods section (e. g., workplace visits, providing individual
counseling and skin protection products, participation in the one-day-skin
protection seminar). The BGHM (funding body) had no role in the design of
the study and in the collection, analysis, and interpretation of data.

Availability of data and materials
The datasets used and analyzed during the current study are available from
the corresponding author on reasonable request.

Wilke et al. BMC Dermatology           (2018) 18:12 Page 14 of 16

https://doi.org/10.1186/s12895-018-0080-2


Authors’ contributions
AW is the principal researcher, developed the design of the study,
conducted some of the skin protection seminars with the patients,
coordinated the data collection, performed the data analysis and drafted and
revised the manuscript. AHa, AHü and MR conducted some of the skin
protection seminars with the patients, participated in the data collection and
helped to draft the manuscript. GG and KN contributed to and performed
parts of the data analysis and wrote the respective parts of the manuscript.
AG contributed to the design of the study and the development of the
overall, interdisciplinary prevention approach and helped to draft the
manuscript. SW recruited the majority of the patients, conducted the
majority of the dermatological examinations, counseled the patients and
participated in the data collection. DN contributed to the design of the
study, recruited some of the patients, conducted some of the dermatological
examinations, participated in the data collection and helped to draft the
manuscript. SMJ and BW supervised and contributed to the study, the skin
protection seminars and helped to draft the manuscript. All authors read,
commented on and approved the final manuscript.

Ethics approval and consent to participate
The participants declared informed written consent concerning their
participation in this observational study. They were informed about the
voluntariness of the participation and the possibility to withdraw their
consent at any time without any personal disadvantages. The study and
the consent procedure were approved by the Ethics committee of the
University of Osnabrück (Az.: 4/71043.5–1).

Consent for publication
not applicable.

Competing interests
The authors declare that all authors who are employed at the Institute for
Interdisciplinary Dermatological Prevention and Rehabilitation (iDerm) (AW,
AHa, AHü, GG, SMJ, KN, MR), at the German Social Accident Insurance
Institution for the woodworking and metalworking industries, district
administration in Dortmund (Berufsgenossenschaft Holz und Metall/BGHM,
Bezirksverwaltung Dortmund) (AG) and at the Department of Dermatology,
Klinikum Dortmund gGmbH (SW, DN), are immediately involved in
outpatient and/or inpatient prevention programs of work-related skin dis-
eases. One of these outpatient prevention programs is the one presented in
this paper.

Publisher’s Note
Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in
published maps and institutional affiliations.

Author details
1Institute for Health Research and Education, Department of Dermatology,
Environmental Medicine and Health Theory, University of Osnabrück, Am
Finkenhügel 7a, 49076 Osnabrück, Germany. 2Institute for Interdisciplinary
Dermatological Prevention and Rehabilitation (iDerm) at the University of
Osnabrück, Am Finkenhügel 7a, 49076 Osnabrück, Germany. 3German Social
Accident Insurance Institution for the woodworking and metalworking
industries, district administration in Dortmund, Semerteichstraße 98, 44263
Dortmund, Germany. 4Department of Dermatology, Klinikum Dortmund
gGmbH, Beurhausstr. 40, 44137 Dortmund, Germany. 5Faculty of Human
Sciences/Department of Educational Sciences, MSH Medical School
Hamburg, University of Applied Sciences and Medical University, Am
Kaiserkai 1, 20457 Hamburg, Germany.

Received: 1 July 2018 Accepted: 30 November 2018

References
1. DGUV [German Statutory Accident Insurance]. DGUV Statistics 2016. Figures

and long-term trends. http://publikationen.dguv.de/dguv/pdf/10002/
12640neu.pdf. Accessed 23 June 2018.

2. Elsner P, Schliemann S. The notion of occupational skin disease. Medical
and legal aspects. Hautarzt. 2015;66(3):184–8.

3. Brans R, Skudlik C, Weisshaar E, Scheidt R, Ofenloch R, Elsner P, Wulfhorst B,
Schönfeld M, John SM, Diepgen TL. Multicentre cohort study 'Rehabilitation

of occupational skin diseases - optimization and quality Assurance of
Inpatient Management (ROQ)': results from a 3-year follow-up. Contact
Dermatitis. 2016;75(4):205–12.

4. Diepgen TL, Scheidt R, Weisshaar E, John SM, Hieke K. Cost of illness
from occupational hand eczema in Germany. Contact Dermatitis. 2013;
69(2):99–106.

5. Lau MY, Burgess JA, Nixon R, Dharmage SC, Matheson MC. A review of the
impact of occupational contact dermatitis on quality of life. J Allergy. 2011;
2011:964509.

6. Skudlik C, Breuer K, Jünger M, Allmers H, Brandenburg S, John SM.
Optimierte Versorgung von Patienten mit berufsbedingten Handekzemen:
Hautarztverfahren und Stufenverfahren Haut der gesetzlichen
Unfallversicherung. Hautarzt. 2008;59(9):690–5.

7. John SM, Skudlik C. Neue Versorgungsformen in der Dermatologie:
Vernetzte stationäre-ambulante Prävention von schwere Berufsdermatosen:
Eckpunkte für eine funktionierende integrierte Versorgung in Klinik und
Praxis. Gesundheitswesen. 2006;68(12):769–74.

8. Voß H, Gediga G, Gediga K, Maier B, Mentzel F, Skudlik C, Zagrodnik FD,
John SM. Secondary prevention of occupational dermatoses: first systematic
evaluation of optimized dermatologist's procedure and hierarchical multi-
step intervention. J Dtsch Dermatol Ges. 2013;11(7):662–71.

9. John SM, Skudlik C, Römer W, Blome O, Brandenburg S, Diepgen TL,
Harwerth A, Köllner A, Pohrt U, Rogosky E, Schindera I, Stary A, Worm M.
Empfehlung: Hautarztverfahren. J Dtsch Dermatol Ges. 2007;5(12):1146–8.

10. John SM. Occupational skin diseases: options for multidisciplinary
networking in preventive medicine. Ger Med Sci. 2008;6:Doc07.

11. Wilke A, Gediga K, Weinhöppel U, John SM, Wulfhorst B. Long-term
effectiveness of secondary prevention in geriatric nurses with occupational
hand eczema: the challenge of a controlled study design. Contact
Dermatitis. 2012;66(2):79–86.

12. Wilke A, Gediga G, Schlesinger T, John SM, Wulfhorst B. Sustainability of
interdisciplinary secondary prevention in patients with occupational hand
eczema: a 5-year follow-up survey. Contact Dermatitis. 2012;67(4):208–16.

13. Wulfhorst B, Bock M, Gediga G, Skudlik C, Allmers H, John SM. Sustainability
of an interdisciplinary secondary prevention program for hairdressers. Int
Arch Occup Environ Health. 2010;83(2):165–71.

14. Schürer NY, Klippel U, Schwanitz HJ. Secondary individual prevention of
hand dermatitis in geriatric nurses. Int Arch Occup Environ Health. 2005;
78(2):149–57.

15. Apfelbacher C, Soder S, Diepgen TL, Weisshaar E. The impact of measures
for secondary individual prevention of work-related skin diseases in health
care workers: 1-year follow-up study. Contact Dermatitis. 2009;60(3):144–9.

16. Weisshaar E, Radulescu M, Bock M, Albrecht U, Zimmermann E, Diepgen TL.
Hautschutzseminare zur sekundären Individualprävention bei Beschäftigten
in Gesundheitsberufen: erste Ergebnisse nach über 2jähriger Durchführung.
J Dtsch Dermatol Ges. 2005;3(1):33–8.

17. Soder S, Diepgen TL, Radulescu M, Apfelbacher C, Bruckner T, Weisshaar E.
Occupational skin diseases in cleaning and kitchen employees: course and
quality of life after measures of secondary individual prevention. J Dtsch
Dermatol Ges. 2007;5(8):670–7.

18. Nienhaus A, Rojahn K, Skudlik C, Wulfhorst B, Dulon M, Brandenburg S.
Sekundäre Individualprävention bei FriseurInnen mit arbeitsbedingten
Hauterkrankungen. Gesundheitswesen. 2004;66(11):759–64.

19. Pesonen M, Jolanki R, Larese Filon F, Wilkinson M, Krecisz B, Kiec-
Swierczynska M, Bauer A, Mahler V, John SM, Schnuch A, Uter W, network E.
Patch test results of the European baseline series among patients with
occupational contact dermatitis across Europe - analyses of the European
surveillance system on contact allergy network, 2002-2010. Contact
Dermatitis. 2015;72(3):154–63.

20. Kütting B, Baumeister T, Weistenhöfer W, Pfahlberg A, Uter W, Drexler H.
Effectiveness of skin protection measures in prevention of occupational
hand eczema: results of a prospective randomized controlled trial over a
follow-up period of 1 year. Br J Dermatol. 2010;162(2):362–70.

21. Apfelbacher C, Radulescu M, Diepgen TL, Funke U. Occurence and
prognosis of hand eczema in the car industry: results from the PACO
follow-up study (PACO II). Contact Dermatitis. 2008;58(6):322–9.

22. Berndt U, Hinnen U, Iliev D, Elsner P. Hand eczema in metalworker trainees -
an analysis of risk factors. Contact Dermatitis. 2000;43(6):327–32.

23. Kügler K, Grape J, Mertin M, John SM, Zuther B, Kube B, Frosch PJ. Die
Wirksamkeit von Hautschutzseminaren bei Metallarbeitern. Dermatol Beruf
Umwelt. 2010;58(4):165–77.

Wilke et al. BMC Dermatology           (2018) 18:12 Page 15 of 16

http://publikationen.dguv.de/dguv/pdf/10002/12640neu.pdf
http://publikationen.dguv.de/dguv/pdf/10002/12640neu.pdf


24. Wilke A, John SM, Wulfhorst B, Sonsmann FK. “Hätte ich das mal eher
gewusst!” – Prävention von Berufsdermatosen durch
gesundheitspädagogische Schulung und Beratung. Aktuell Dermatol. 2015;
41(01/02):31–4.

25. Wilke A, Gediga K, John SM, Wulfhorst B. Evaluation of structured patient
education in occupational skin diseases: a systematic assessment of the
disease-specific knowledge. Int Arch Occup Environ Health. 2014;87(8):861–9.

26. Dulon M, Skudlik C, Nübling M, John SM, Nienhaus A. Validity and
responsiveness of the Osnabrück hand eczema severity index (OHSI): a
methodological study. Br J Dermatol. 2009;160(1):137–42.

27. Skudlik C, Dulon M, Pohrt U, Appl KC, John SM. Osnabrueck hand eczema
severity index – a study of the interobserver reliability of a scoring system
assessing skin diseases of the hands. Contact Dermatitis. 2006;55(1):42–7.

28. Diepgen TL, Fartasch M, Hornstein OP. Kriterien zur Beurteilung der
atopischen Hautdiathese. Dermatosen. 1991;39(3):79–83.

29. Diepgen TL, Sauerbrei W, Fartasch M. Development and validation of
diagnostic scores for atopic dermatitis incorporating criteria of data quality
and practical usefulness. J Clin Epidemiol. 1996;49(9):1031–8.

30. Diepgen TL, Bernhard-Klimt C, Blome O, Brandenburg S, Dienstbach D,
Drexler H, Elsner P, Fartasch M, Frank KH, John SM, Kleesz P, Köllner A, Otten
H, Pappai W, Römer W, Rogosky E, Sacher J, Skudlik C, Zagrodnik F. Bamberger
Merkblatt: Begutachtungsempfehlungen für die Begutachtung von Haut- und
Hautkrebserkrankungen. Dermatol Beruf Umwelt. 2008;56(4):132–50.

31. Curr N, Dharmage S, Keegel T, Lee A, Saunders H, Nixon R. The validity and
reliability of the occupational contact dermatitis disease severity index.
Contact Dermatitis. 2008;59(3):157–64.

32. Hald M, Veien NK, Laurberg G, Johansen JD. Severity of hand eczema
assessed by patients and dermatologist using a photographic guide. Br J
Dermatol. 2007;156(1):77–80.

33. Coenraads PJ, Van Der Walle H, Thestrup-Pedersen K, Ruzicka T, Dreno B, De
La Loge C, Viala M, Querner S, Brown T, Zultak M. Construction and
validation of a photographic guide for assessing severity of chronic hand
dermatitis. Br J Dermatol. 2005;152(2):296–301.

34. Meng XL, Rosenthal R, Rubin DB. Comparing correlated correlation-
coefficients. Psychol Bull 1992;111(1):172–175.

35. Brans R, Skudlik C, Weisshaar E, Gediga K, Scheidt R, Wulfhorst B, Elsner P,
Schönfeld M, John SM, Diepgen TL. Association between tobacco smoking
and prognosis of occupational hand eczema: a prospective cohort study. Br
J Dermatol. 2014;171(5):1108–15.

36. Skudlik C, Weisshaar E, Scheidt R, Elsner P, Wulfhorst B, Schönfeld M, John
SM, Diepgen TL. First results from the multicentre study rehabilitation of
occupational skin diseases - optimization and quality Assurance of Inpatient
Management (ROQ). Contact Dermatitis. 2012;66(3):140–7.

37. Schulz J, Windelband L. Fachkräftemangel in der Metall- und
Elektroindustrie im europäischen Vergleich. ITB-Forschungsberichte 37/
2008ed. Bremen: Institut Technik und Bildung (ITB), Universität Bremen.

38. Dickel H, Kuss O, Blesius CR, Schmidt A, Diepgen TL. Occupational skin
diseases in northern Bavaria between 1990 and 1999: a population-based
study. Br J Dermatol. 2001;145(3):453–62.

39. Dulon M, Pohrt U, Skudlik C, Nienhaus A. Prevention of occupational skin
disease: a workplace intervention study in geriatric nurses. Br J Dermatol.
2009;161(2):337–44.

40. Samardžic T, Varnai VM, Bakotić M, Babić Z, Brans R, Cvijetić Avdagić S,
Štampar Šmaguc D, Kovacević I, Macan J. Skin health and safety at work in
Croatian hairdressing apprentices. Contact Dermatitis. 2016;75(1):25–31.

41. Weisshaar E, Skudlik C, Scheidt R, Matterne U, Wulfhorst B, Schönfeld M,
Elsner P, Diepgen TL, John SM. Multicentre study 'rehabilitation of
occupational skin diseases - optimization and quality assurance of inpatient
management (ROQ)' - results from 12-month follow-up. Contact Dermatitis.
2013;68(3):169–74.

42. Skudlik C, Weisshaar E, Ofenloch R, Elsner P, Schönfeld M, John SM, Diepgen
T. Langzeit-Evaluation der stationären tertiären Individualprävention bei
Patienten mit schweren Berufsdermatosen. DGUV Forum. 2017;(1–2):51–9.
http://www.dguv-forum.de/files/594/Forum_1-2_2017_Standard_Final.pdf.

43. Apfelbacher CJ, Funke U, Radulescu M, Diepgen TL. Determinants of current
hand eczema: results from case-control studies nested in the PACO follow-
up study (PACO II). Contact Dermatitis. 2010;62(6):363–70.

44. Dickel H, Bruckner TM, Schmidt A, Diepgen TL. Impact of atopic skin
diathesis on occupational skin disease incidence in a working population. J
Invest Dermatol. 2003;121(1):37–40.

45. Coenraads PJ, Diepgen TL. Risk for hand eczema in employees with past or
present atopic dermatitis. Int Arch Occup Environ Health. 1998;71(1):7–13.

46. Uter W, Pfahlberg A, Gefeller O, Schwanitz HJ. Risk of hand dermatitis
among hairdressers versus office workers. Scand J Work Environ Health.
1999;25(5):450–6.

47. Lampert T, von der Lippe E, Muters S. Prevalence of smoking in the adult
population of Germany: results of the German health interview and
examination survey for adults (DEGS1). Bundesgesundheitsblatt
Gesundheitsforschung Gesundheitsschutz. 2013;56(5–6):802–8.

48. Cohen J. Statistical power analysis for the behavioral sciences. 2nd ed.
Hillsdale: Lawrence Erlbaum Associates; 1988.

49. Craig P, Dieppe P, Macintyre S, Michie S, Nazareth I, Petticrew M, Medical
Research Council G. Developing and evaluating complex interventions: the
new Medical Research Council guidance. BMJ. 2008;337:a1655.

50. Skudlik C, Weisshaar E, Scheidt R, Wulfhorst B, Diepgen TL, Elsner P,
Schönfeld M, John SM. Multicenter study "medical-occupational
rehabilitation procedure skin - optimizing and quality assurance of
inpatient-management (ROQ)". J Dtsch Dermatol Ges. 2009;7(2):122–7.

51. Schuler M, Spanier K, Lukasczik M, Schwarze M, Musekamp G, Osborne RH,
Faller H, Pohrt U. Individual prevention courses for occupational skin
diseases: changes in and relationships between proximal and distal
outcomes. Contact Dermatitis. 2015;72(6):371–80.

52. Faller H, Reusch A. Das experimentelle Design bei der Evaluation von
Patientenschulungen. Praxis Klinische Verhaltensmedizin und Rehabilitation.
2004;65(65):13–8.

53. Weistenhöfer W, Baumeister T, Drexler H, Kütting B. An overview of skin
scores used for quantifying hand eczema: a critical update according to the
criteria of evidence-based medicine. Br J Dermatol. 2010;162(2):239–50.

54. Schuler M, Musekamp G, Faller H, Ehlebracht-König I, Gutenbrunner C,
Kirchhof R, Bengel J, Nolte S, Osborne RH, Schwarze M. Assessment of
proximal outcomes of self-management programs: translation and
psychometric evaluation of a German version of the health education
impact questionnaire (heiQ). Qual Life Res. 2013;22(6):1391–403.

Wilke et al. BMC Dermatology           (2018) 18:12 Page 16 of 16

http://www.dguv-forum.de/files/594/Forum_1-2_2017_Standard_Final.pdf

	Abstract
	Background
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusions

	Background
	Methods
	Aim, prevention approach and timeline
	Study design and recruitment
	Outcomes and instruments
	Data analysis

	Results
	Study cohort and drop-outs
	Socio-demographic and work-related characteristics
	Remaining in work
	Dermatological examination and atopy score
	Self-reported characteristics of the skin disease
	Disease control and satisfaction with the prevention program

	Discussion
	Response-rates and drop-outs
	Remaining in work
	Dermatological examination
	Self-reported disease severity
	Approach of the prevention program
	Strengths and limitations

	Conclusions
	Additional file
	Abbreviations
	Acknowledgements
	Funding
	Availability of data and materials
	Authors’ contributions
	Ethics approval and consent to participate
	Consent for publication
	Competing interests
	Publisher’s Note
	Author details
	References

