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Establishment and Evaluation of Eye Irritation Standard in Cosmetic Formula by Using Chorioallantoic
Membrane Vascular Assay

HE Licheng', LIU Lu', SHEN Qin’>, QIAN Feifei’, ZHU Shemin', ZHANG Jinsong', KUANG Rong'
(1.Zhejiang Institute of Food and Drug Control, Hangzhou 310052, China; 2.Shaoxing Modern Medicine Public Service Center,
Shaoxing 312073, China)

ABSTRACT: OBJECTIVE To establish eye irritation test standards for evaluating cosmetics by using chorioallantoic
membrane vascular assay. METHODS The chorioallantoic membrane vascular assay(CAMVA) standard method of eye
irritation by improving the evaluation system was established, and 20 batches of cosmetics of ten different types were evaluated.
Compared the results with the Draize test and verified the feasibility of the CAMVA standard method. RESULTS The
classification consistency of 20 batches of cosmetics on CAMVA and Draize test was 85% (17/20). CONCLUSION

Established standards can be used in eye irritation test of cosmetics.

KEYWORDS: chorioallantoic membrane vascular assay; cosmetic; eye irritation
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Tab. 3 Judgement standard of CAMVA positive reaction
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Tab. 4 Evaluation result of eye irritation on CAMVA(n=3)
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Tab. 5 Re-evaluation result of eye irritation on CAMVA
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Tab.7 Comparison of old and new methods
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