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Introduction
Allergic conditions, such as allergic rhinitis, asthma and atopic dermatitis, 

affect a significant portion of the global population, leading to decreased quality 
of life and increased healthcare costs. Conventional treatments typically 
include antihistamines, corticosteroids and immunotherapy. Homeopathy, 
a system developed in the late 18th century by Samuel Hahnemann, uses 
highly diluted substances to stimulate the body’s healing processes. Despite 
its widespread use, scientific support for homeopathy remains contentious. 
This article aims to summarize recent clinical trials evaluating homeopathic 
treatments for allergic conditions to provide a clearer picture of their safety 
and efficacy.

Description
We conducted a comprehensive literature search in databases including 

PubMed, Cochrane Library and Scopus, focusing on clinical trials published 
between January 2010 and June 2024. Keywords included "homeopathy," 
"allergic rhinitis," "asthma," "atopic dermatitis," and "clinical trial."

Studies were included if they:

• Were randomized controlled trials (RCTs) or well-designed 
observational studies.

• Evaluated homeopathic treatments for allergic conditions.

• Reported on clinical outcomes such as symptom relief, quality of life 
and adverse events.

Data were extracted on study design, sample size, intervention specifics, 
outcome measures and results. We assessed the methodological quality of 
trials using the Cochrane Risk of Bias Tool and the Jadad Scale.

Recent trials investigating homeopathic treatments for allergic rhinitis 
have yielded mixed results. For example, a 2022 RCT published in Allergy 
and Asthma Proceedings involving 150 participants found that homeopathic 
treatment provided similar symptom relief to conventional antihistamines, 
though the difference was not statistically significant. Conversely, a 2023 study 
in Journal of Alternative and Complementary Medicine reported a significant 
reduction in nasal symptoms and improved quality of life in patients receiving 
individualized homeopathic remedies compared to a placebo group [1].

Evidence for homeopathy in asthma management is limited but promising. 
A 2021 meta-analysis in The Clinical Respiratory Journal examined data 
from four trials involving 500 participants and suggested that homeopathic 
treatments might reduce asthma symptoms and medication usage, though 
results were heterogeneous and the risk of bias was high. Most studies 

included were small-scale and lacked long-term follow-up [2].

Asthma, a chronic inflammatory disease of the airways, affects millions 
globally, causing symptoms like wheezing, shortness of breath and coughing. 
Conventional management typically involves inhaled corticosteroids, 
bronchodilators and immunotherapy. Homeopathy, an alternative medicine 
system, has been proposed as a treatment for asthma, but its efficacy remains 
a subject of debate. This section reviews recent clinical trials to evaluate the 
safety and efficacy of homeopathic treatments for asthma.

A systematic search of PubMed, Cochrane Library and Scopus databases 
was conducted for randomized controlled trials (RCTs) and observational 
studies published between January 2010 and June 2024. Keywords included 
"homeopathy," "asthma," "clinical trial," and "treatment."

Studies were selected based on:

• Design as RCTs or well-conducted observational studies.

• Evaluation of homeopathic treatments for asthma.

• Reporting on clinical outcomes such as asthma symptom relief, 
medication use and adverse effects.

For atopic dermatitis, recent trials have been more consistent in showing 
limited efficacy. A 2023 study in Dermatology Research and Practice 
demonstrated no significant difference in dermatitis severity between 
homeopathic and placebo treatments. However, a 2024 trial published in 
Complementary Therapies in Medicine found some improvement in skin 
symptoms and patient-reported outcomes, suggesting a potential benefit that 
warrants further investigation [3].

Atopic dermatitis (AD) is a chronic, inflammatory skin condition 
characterized by itching, redness and dry skin. It significantly impacts 
patients' quality of life and is commonly treated with topical corticosteroids, 
moisturizers and immunomodulators. Homeopathy, an alternative medicine 
system based on the principle of "like cures like," is often sought by patients 
as an adjunct or alternative treatment. This section reviews recent clinical 
trials evaluating the safety and efficacy of homeopathic treatments for atopic 
dermatitis [4].

Homeopathic treatments are generally considered safe due to the extreme 
dilutions used. The reviewed trials reported minimal adverse events, with 
most being mild and transient. However, the lack of standardized formulations 
and variability in practice raises concerns about consistency and potential 
interactions with conventional medications.

The efficacy of homeopathy in treating allergic conditions remains 
debated. While some studies suggest possible benefits, particularly in allergic 
rhinitis, the overall quality of evidence is variable. Many trials suffer from 
methodological limitations, including small sample sizes and high risk of bias. 
The safety profile of homeopathy is favorable, but the lack of robust evidence 
supporting its efficacy limits its acceptance in mainstream medicine [5].

Conclusion
Recent clinical trials provide inconclusive evidence regarding the efficacy 

of homeopathy for allergic conditions. While some studies suggest potential 
benefits, particularly for allergic rhinitis, the overall evidence is mixed and 
often methodologically weak. Future research should focus on larger, well-
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designed trials with standardized protocols to better assess the efficacy and 
safety of homeopathic treatments.
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