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Context: The low-dose dexamethasone suppression test (LDDST) is
widely used in confirming a diagnosis of Cushing’s syndrome. CRH
administration at the end of an LDDST has been reported to improve
the diagnostic accuracy of this test.

Objective: Our objective was to assess whether CRH administration
after a standard LDDST (LDDST-CRH test) improves diagnostic ac-
curacy in Cushing’s syndrome.

Design, Setting, and Participants: Thirty-six individuals with a
clinical suspicion of Cushing’s syndrome each completed a standard
LDDST and an LDDST-CRH test at Hammersmith Hospitals NHS
Trust, London. The LDDST involved administration of 0.5 mg oral
dexamethasone given 6-hourly for 48 h. Serum cortisol was measured
6 h after the last dose of dexamethasone, with a value of 50 nmol/liter
or below excluding Cushing’s syndrome. Immediately after this, the
LDDST-CRH test commenced with administration of a ninth dose of
0.5 mg dexamethasone. Exactly 2 h later, 100 �g human-sequence
CRH was administered. Serum cortisol was measured 15 min after

the CRH injection, with a value of less than 38 nmol/liter also ex-
cluding Cushing’s syndrome.

Main Outcome Measure: Diagnosis or exclusion of Cushing’s syn-
drome was the main outcome measure.

Results: Twelve subjects were diagnosed with Cushing’s syndrome
(eight Cushing’s disease and four primary adrenal). The sensitivity of
the LDDST in diagnosing Cushing’s syndrome was 100%, with a
specificity of 88%. In contrast, although the sensitivity of the LDDST-
CRH test was also 100%, specificity was reduced at 67%. These results
give a positive predictive value of 80% for the LDDST and 60% for the
LDDST-CRH test.

Conclusion: This small study suggests that the addition of CRH to
the LDDST does not improve the diagnostic accuracy of the standard
LDDST in Cushing’s syndrome. (J Clin Endocrinol Metab 91:
2582–2586, 2006)

DIFFERENTIATING BETWEEN CUSHING’S syndrome
and pseudo-Cushing’s states in individuals with hy-

percortisolism is difficult because of the increasing preva-
lence of obesity, hypertension, and type II diabetes mellitus
(1–4). Liddle’s original description of the low-dose dexa-
methasone suppression test (LDDST) (5) has been refined in
recent years to measure serum cortisol by RIA. Current prac-
tice involves the standard LDDST whereby 0.5 mg dexa-
methasone is administered orally at strict 6-hourly intervals
for 48 h, with a cutoff value for suppression of serum cortisol
to 50 nmol/liter or below being 98% sensitive for the diag-
nosis of Cushing’s syndrome (6). However, some individuals
with Cushing’s syndrome may also adequately suppress
their serum cortisol to less than 50 nmol/liter during a stan-
dard LDDST (7), which may reflect impaired dexamethasone
clearance (8, 9).

Yanovski et al. (10) proposed that CRH administered im-

mediately after low-dose dexamethasone administration
(dexamethasone-suppressed CRH stimulation test), was su-
perior to the standard LDDST in the diagnosis of Cushing’s
syndrome. Current opinion suggests that in pseudo-Cush-
ing’s syndrome, CRH secretion is increased, yet cortisol con-
tinues to exert negative feedback on the remainder of the
hypothalamic-pituitary-adrenal axis, hence allowing sup-
pression by exogenous glucocorticoid. In contrast, in indi-
viduals with Cushing’s syndrome, the hypothalamic-
pituitary-adrenal axis is more responsive to exogenous CRH
but less responsive to suppression by dexamethasone. Using
the dexamethasone-suppressed CRH stimulation test, a se-
rum cortisol of greater than 38 nmol/liter 15 min after CRH
administration distinguished Cushing’s syndrome from
pseudo-Cushing’s states with 100% sensitivity and specific-
ity (10). More recently, the same group showed that the
dexamethasone-suppressed CRH stimulation test also cor-
rectly distinguished all subjects with mild Cushing’s disease
from healthy volunteers (11).

We evaluated the effects of CRH post-dexamethasone sup-
pression in the diagnosis of Cushing’s syndrome. By mod-
ifying previously described protocols (10, 11), our subjects
underwent a standard LDDST and after completion of this,
received CRH (LDDST-CRH test). This enabled us to inves-
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tigate subjects by usual diagnostic criteria yet also to study
any additional diagnostic benefits of CRH administration
after dexamethasone suppression.

Patients and Methods
Patients

A cohort of 36 individuals who were suspected to have Cushing’s
syndrome based on the presence of typical clinical characteristics (1)
underwent our standard investigative protocol. Each subject completed
a standard LDDST and an LDDST-CRH test between 2002 and 2004 at
Hammersmith Hospitals NHS Trust, London. No individuals had sig-
nificant renal or hepatic disease. Subjects were admitted to the Clinical
Investigations Unit at Hammersmith Hospital for LDDST-CRH testing
and had stopped any estrogen- or glucocorticoid-containing prepara-
tions for 6 wk before the test. None were taking medications known to
induce liver enzymes such as anticonvulsants at the time of the study.
After investigation of these 36 individuals, there were 12 confirmed cases
of Cushing’s syndrome (eight Cushing’s disease and four primary ad-
renal). Three subjects had a clear underlying cause for pseudo-Cushing’s
syndrome (alcohol excess in two, morbid obesity and obstructive sleep
apnea in one) that was addressed before repeat biochemical testing.
Sixteen subjects had Cushing’s syndrome excluded on biochemical test-
ing (CS-excluded). The study protocol was approved by our local re-
search ethics committee, and informed consent was obtained. Studies
were performed in accordance with the Declaration of Helsinki.

Study protocol

A standard LDDST involved 0.5 mg oral dexamethasone given
6-hourly (0900, 1500, 2100, and 0300 h) for 48 h with a final plasma
cortisol sample taken 6 h after the last dose of dexamethasone (7). In
contrast, the dexamethasone-suppressed CRH stimulation test (10, 11)
starts at 1200 h, again with eight doses of 0.5 mg oral dexamethasone
administered 6-hourly (1200, 1800, 2400, and 0600 h). However, a blood
sample for serum cortisol is taken 44 h after the start of the test, 2 h after
the last dose of dexamethasone (0800 h) and just before administration
of iv CRH. A final blood sample is taken 15 min later. We adapted the
Yanovski protocol to maintain the final 48-h time point of the standard
LDDST so that biochemical diagnosis or exclusion of Cushing’s syn-
drome was not compromised in our subjects. In our protocol (LDDST-
CRH test), individuals received 0.5 mg dexamethasone orally every 6 h
(0900, 1500, 2100, and 0300 h) for 48 h. Forty-eight hours after the first
dexamethasone dose (T � 48 h), a blood sample for serum cortisol was
taken, concluding the standard LDDST. Immediately after this, the
LDDST-CRH test commenced. A ninth dose of 0.5 mg dexamethasone
was given to maintain cortisol suppression before CRH administration,
and after this, subjects were advised to remain nil by mouth to minimize
alterations in dexamethasone absorption. Exactly 2 h after the ninth
dose, a blood sample was taken (T � 50 h) just before an iv bolus injection
of 100 �g human-sequence CRH (human corticorelin-trifluorate; Ferring
Pharmaceuticals Ltd., Berkshire, UK). A final blood sample was col-
lected exactly 15 min after CRH injection (T � 50 h � 15).

Using the LDDST alone, a serum cortisol of 50 nmol/liter or below
excluded Cushing’s syndrome (6). Based on the dexamethasone-
suppressed CRH stimulation test protocol (10, 11), serum cortisol of less
than 38 nmol/liter 15 min after CRH injection (T � 50 h � 15) also
excluded Cushing’s syndrome. Therefore, in those patients achieving
serum cortisol values below both cutoff values, Cushing’s syndrome was
excluded. Individuals with serum cortisol values exceeding both cutoffs
were diagnosed with Cushing’s syndrome and underwent additional
investigations to identify the cause. Subjects with low or suppressed
ACTH underwent a computed tomography scan of the adrenal glands
to confirm an adrenal source. All four individuals with adrenal-depen-
dent Cushing’s syndrome had low/suppressed ACTH with a solitary
adrenal mass on imaging. All those with ACTH-dependent Cushing’s
syndrome underwent a magnetic resonance imaging (MRI) scan of the
pituitary gland and bilateral inferior petrosal sinus sampling to distin-
guish Cushing’s disease from ectopic ACTH production. In those three
individuals in which the pituitary MRI did not show a mass lesion,
inferior petrosal sinus sampling confirmed and lateralized a pituitary
source of ACTH.

The diagnosis of Cushing’s syndrome was verified by histological
examination of a pathological specimen after surgery. In those cases
where histological confirmation was not possible, diagnosis was con-
firmed if clinical and biochemical remission of Cushing’s syndrome
occurred after surgery. In all cases of adrenal-dependent Cushing’s
syndrome, there was remission of symptoms with biochemical confir-
mation of cure on standard LDDST. Six subjects with Cushing’s disease
were cured after transsphenoidal hypophysectomy. However, two sub-
jects with Cushing’s disease, confirmed by inferior petrosal sinus sam-
pling, did not have histology supporting removal of an ACTH-secreting
pituitary adenoma and did not display clinical evidence of cure post-
operatively. This was confirmed after MRI and repeat standard LDDST
before definitive treatment with bilateral adrenalectomy.

Subjects diagnosed with pseudo-Cushing’s syndrome and those sub-
jects in which Cushing’s syndrome was excluded (CS-excluded) were
followed up for progression of Cushingoid features. These subjects were
followed up for at least 1 yr or until we were confident that Cushing’s
syndrome had been excluded because of lack of progression of clinical
symptoms in addition to exclusion on biochemical grounds.

RIA

Plasma cortisol was measured using the Nichols Advantage one-site
chemiluminescence cortisol assay (Nichols Institute Diagnostics, San
Clemente, CA). The intraassay coefficient of variation was 4.7%. The
interassay coefficients of variation were as follows: low values (mean
cortisol, 69.6 nmol/liter) 5.5%, medium values (mean cortisol, 452.3
nmol/liter) 4.4%, and high values (mean cortisol, 814.2 nmol/liter) 3.8%.
The reported analytical sensitivity of the assay is 22 nmol/liter, and the
functional sensitivity is 54 nmol/liter. In our laboratory, the functional
sensitivity (defined as the concentration with a coefficient of variation
not to exceed 10%), when estimated from a precision profile using
Nichols reagents, was no more than 15 nmol/liter (see supplemental
Table 1, published as supplemental data on The Endocrine Society’s
Journals Online web site at http://www.jcem.endojournals.org). There
was 1.6% cross-reactivity with 11-deoxycortisol and 5.9% with cortico-
sterone and no significant cross-reactivity with other naturally occurring
steroids.

Statistical analysis

Sensitivity and specificity for the standard LDDST and LDDST-CRH
were derived from receiver operating characteristic analysis (12) (Stata
version 7.0). The diagnostic accuracy of the standard LDDST and
LDDST-CRH test was compared using the paired exact test. P � 0.05 was
considered to be statistically significant.

Results

The results for each subject (no. 1–36) after an LDDST and
LDDST-CRH test are shown in Table 1. After a standard
LDDST, all 12 subjects with Cushing’s syndrome failed to
suppress their T � 48 h serum cortisol to less than 50 nmol/
liter (Fig. 1), giving a sensitivity of 100%. Three individuals
with pseudo-Cushing’s syndrome also failed to suppress
their T � 48 h serum cortisol to below this level, giving the
LDDST a specificity of 88%. In each of these three cases,
addressing the cause of the pseudo-Cushing’s state (non-
invasive ventilation for obstructive sleep apnea associated
with morbid obesity for subject 13 and alcohol abstinence for
subjects 14 and 15) resulted in adequate suppression of se-
rum cortisol at T � 48 h on repeat LDDST-CRH testing.

After the LDDST-CRH test, the T � 50 h � 15 serum
cortisol was greater than 38 nmol/liter in all 12 Cushing’s
subjects, giving a sensitivity for this test of 100% in the
diagnosis of Cushing’s syndrome. Because three pseudo-
Cushing’s subjects and five CS-excluded subjects had a T �
50 h � 15 serum cortisol that was greater than 38 nmol/liter,
the specificity of the LDDST-CRH test was 67% (Fig. 2 and
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Table 1) (see supplemental Table 2 for clinical features of
pseudo-Cushing’s and CS-excluded subjects).

Five subjects (no. 32–36), demonstrated discordant results
comparing the standard LDDST and LDDST-CRH test. Their
clinical features are shown in Table 2. In these individuals,
serum cortisol was suppressed at T � 48 h to less than 50
nmol/liter on completion of the standard LDDST, but at T �
50 h � 15 after CRH, serum cortisol was greater than 38
nmol/liter. All subjects within this subgroup underwent re-

peat testing 3–6 months later, and all subsequently demon-
strated adequate suppression of serum cortisol after both an
LDDST and LDDST-CRH test without any intervention. Fur-
thermore, during follow-up of these individuals, there was
no progression of Cushingoid features.

The sensitivity, specificity, and positive and negative pre-
dictive values for the LDDST and LDDST-CRH test are
shown in Table 3. Using a cutoff of 38 nmol/liter as described
in the original studies (10, 11), the LDDST-CRH test appeared
to be less specific than the LDDST, although this did not
reach statistical significance (P � 0.06). However, receiver
operating characteristic analysis indicated that using a cutoff
of 50 nmol/liter produced the best sensitivity and specificity
for the LDDST-CRH test. Nevertheless, when using this cut-
off (50 nmol/liter) for the LDDST-CRH test, diagnostic ac-
curacy did not differ from that of the standard LDDST
(P � 1.0).

Discussion

The absence of a single gold standard test makes the di-
agnosis of Cushing’s syndrome problematical. The current

TABLE 1. Values for serum cortisol after completion of a LDDST
(T � 48 h) and LDDST-CRH test (T � 50 h � 15) in Cushing’s
syndrome (CS), pseudo-Cushing’s states, and in those in which
Cushing’s syndrome was excluded (CS-excluded)

Subjects UFC
(nmol/24 h)

Serum cortisol (nmol/liter)

LDDST
T � 48 h

LDDST-CRH test
T � 50 h � 15

CS, pituitary
1 585 275 909
2 705 79 137
3 123 58 122
4 1715 1620
5 607 54 54
6 459 172 242
7 650 437 797
8 1559 932 610

CS, adrenal
9 930 514 624
10 506 68 63
11 640 1630 1631
12 333 932 77

Pseudo-Cushing’s
13 340 82 73
14 421 52 41
15 44 55 62

CS-excluded
16 385 30 28
17 30 31
18 264 28 32
19 532 23 21
20 102 35 25
21 303 50 �22
22 217 30 30
23 28 35 �22
24 253 37 36
25 71 �22 �22
26 120 �22 �22
27 39 19
28 85 �22 �22
29 41 �22
30 34 35
31 32 27

Discordant results
32 96 45 41
33 39 233
34 290 �22 49
35 45 45
36 237 31 42

Cushing’s syndrome was excluded if patients suppressed serum
cortisol to 50 nmol/liter or below after an LDDST or to below 38
nmol/liter after an LDDST-CRH test, with no clinical progression of
features of Cushing’s syndrome. In those subjects with discordant
results, serum cortisol was suppressed to 50 nmol/liter or below on
completion of an LDDST but elevated above 38 nmol/liter after CRH
administration. These individuals were followed up for progression of
Cushingoid features until we were confident that Cushing’s syndrome
had been excluded both clinically and on biochemical grounds. UFC,
Mean 24-h urinary free cortisol (normal range, 55–270 nmol/24 h).

FIG. 1. Serum cortisol on completion of standard LDDST (T � 48 h)
in subjects with Cushing’s syndrome, subjects with pseudo-Cushing’s
states, and CS-excluded subjects. A serum cortisol value of 50 nmol/
liter or less (dashed line) excluded Cushing’s syndrome.

FIG. 2. Serum cortisol on completion of LDDST-CRH test (T � 50 h
� 15) in subjects with Cushing’s syndrome, subjects with pseudo-
Cushing’s states and CS-excluded subjects. A serum cortisol value of
less than 38 nmol/liter (dashed line) excluded Cushing’s syndrome.

2584 J Clin Endocrinol Metab, July 2006, 91(7):2582–2586 Martin et al. • LDDST-CRH test in Cushing’s Syndrome

 at Imperial College London (Royal Brompton Campus) on April 18, 2010 jcem.endojournals.orgDownloaded from 

http://jcem.endojournals.org


favored diagnostic strategy uses a combination of preoper-
ative clinical criteria, radiological and endocrine investiga-
tions, and postoperative histological examination to confirm
the diagnosis. Therefore, because the correct preoperative
diagnosis may be both costly and time consuming, signifi-
cant emphasis is placed on endocrine tests that confer high
diagnostic accuracy. Our findings show that although the
standard LDDST and LDDST-CRH test have equally high
sensitivity in the diagnosis of Cushing’s syndrome, the
LDDST-CRH test is less specific. Because all subjects with
Cushing’s syndrome failed to suppress serum cortisol using
the standard LDDST protocol, the addition of CRH to the
LDDST did not confer any additional diagnostic benefit.
Furthermore, in several cases, the addition of CRH actually
resulted in unnecessary repeat testing in those in which the
standard LDDST excluded Cushing’s syndrome. Our data
are not in keeping with an earlier study proposing that that
the dexamethasone-suppressed CRH stimulation test accu-
rately differentiates between pseudo-Cushing’s and Cush-
ing’s syndrome with 100% sensitivity and specificity (10).
However, it is important to note that the current study in-
volved a smaller number of subjects with Cushing’s syn-
drome. Nevertheless, another group (13) has also recently
suggested that the dexamethasone-suppressed CRH test
may be less accurate than originally reported in distinguish-
ing pseudo-Cushing’s states from Cushing’s syndrome.

Specific differences between the current study and the
original description of the dexamethasone-suppressed CRH
test by Yanovski et al. (10) should be considered before mak-
ing direct comparisons between both studies. First, in the
original study, participants with either pseudo-Cushing’s or
Cushing’s syndrome had biochemical evidence of mild hy-
percortisolism, as evidenced by elevated urinary free cortisol
excretion. However, in the current study, subjects were in-
cluded on clinical evidence alone. Second, in the original
study, the majority of pseudo-Cushing’s patients had an
underlying psychiatric diagnosis rather than morbid obesity
with obstructive sleep apnea or alcohol excess as in the cur-
rent study. Furthermore, there are significant differences in

the current protocol compared with the original description
of the dexamethasone-suppressed CRH stimulation test.
First, we administered 0.5 mg dexamethasone at 6-hourly
intervals starting at 0900 h. This contrasts with the original
protocol, whereby dexamethasone administration com-
menced at 1200 h. In addition, we used human-sequence
CRH at a dose of 100 �g compared with the original protocol,
which used ovine-sequence CRH adjusted according to body
weight. Ovine-sequence CRH has been reported as a more
potent stimulus for ACTH and cortisol release compared
with human-sequence CRH (14). Therefore, in the current
protocol, using human-sequence CRH, a less effective stim-
ulus for ACTH and hence, cortisol secretion, should actually
increase the specificity of our test. Despite this, the specificity
of 67% using our version of the LDDST-CRH test was less
than the previously reported 100% specificity (10). Similarly,
in the original protocol, iv CRH was administered 2 h after
the eighth dose of dexamethasone, whereas our protocol
included a ninth dose of dexamethasone 2 h before CRH
injection. Because subjects with pseudo-Cushing’s are re-
ported to remain sensitive to suppression by exogenous glu-
cocorticoids, this additional dose of dexamethasone may
have been expected to increase the specificity of the LDDST-
CRH test using our protocol. The RIA used to measure serum
cortisol in the current study also differs from that used pre-
viously. Nevertheless, despite these differences in the
LDDST-CRH test protocols, the LDDST-CRH test was not
superior to the standard LDDST in the diagnosis of Cush-
ing’s syndrome even when using a cutoff of 50 nmol/liter.

The dexamethasone-suppressed CRH stimulation test (10,
11) uses a serum cortisol cutoff of 38 nmol/liter. This is close
to the sensitivity limits of many commercially available cor-
tisol assays. The possibility of high assay variation at low
cortisol concentrations suggests that the sensitivity of the
assay used is critical to the predictive power of the dexam-
ethasone-suppressed CRH stimulation test. The Nichols cor-
tisol assay used in our laboratory has a functional sensitivity
of approximately 15 nmol/liter, suggesting sufficient sensi-
tivity of this assay at cortisol concentrations near the cutoffs

TABLE 2. Clinical features of subjects with discordant results on LDDST and LDDST-CRH testing

Subject Sex Proximal myopathy Bruising Thin skin Striae Central weight gain IGT/DM High BP Hirsute Menstrual irregularity

32 F N N N N Y Y N N N
33 F N N N N N Y Y N Y
34 F N N N N Y N N N Y
35 M N N N N Y N Y
36 F N N N N Y Y N Y N

Subject numbers correspond to Table 1. Y indicates a feature is present, and N indicates a feature is absent. Characteristics of those subjects
with pseudo-Cushing’s or in CS-excluded subjects are given in supplemental Table 2. BP, Blood pressure; F, female; IGT/DM, impaired glucose
tolerance/diabetes mellitus; M, male.

TABLE 3. Comparison of the LDDST and LDDST-CRH test in the diagnosis of Cushing’s syndrome

LDDST (%) LDDST-CRH cutoff 38 nmol/liter (%) LDDST-CRH cutoff 50 nmol/liter (%)

Sensitivity 100 (74–100) 100 (74–100) 100 (74–100)
Specificity 88 (68–97) 67 (45–84) 88 (68–97)
Positive predictive value 80 (52–96) 60 (36–81) 80 (52–96)
Negative predictive value 100 (84–100) 100 (79–100) 100 (84–100)

Specificity, sensitivity, and positive and negative predictive values were calculated using cutoff values for serum cortisol of 50 nmol/liter at
48 h (LDDST, column 2), 38 nmol/liter (LDDST-CRH test, column 3) 15 min after CRH administration, 50 nmol/liter 15 min after CRH
administration (LDDST-CRH test, column 4). The 95% confidence interval for each estimate is shown in parentheses.
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of the LDDST and LDDST-CRH tests (50 and 38 nmol/liter,
respectively).

It is important to note that dexamethasone clearance may
be impaired in individuals with Cushing’s syndrome (8, 9).
Furthermore, marked variation in serum dexamethasone
levels occurs in both normal subjects and those with Cush-
ing’s syndrome after oral administration of dexamethasone
(15). In this regard, the very dramatic post-CRH cortisol
value observed in one of the subjects in the current study
(subject 33, 233 nmol/liter) may reflect interindividual vari-
ation in dexamethasone metabolism, although this is less
likely because both tests were completed on the same day.
Therefore, it would have been interesting to measure dexa-
methasone levels in all individuals studied to assess whether
this contributed to elevated cortisol levels after CRH.

In conclusion, in this small study, we have not found the
LDDST-CRH test to be superior to the standard LDDST in
either the diagnosis of Cushing’s syndrome or differentiating
between pseudo-Cushing’s and Cushing’s syndrome. Using
our protocol, the LDDST-CRH had a lower specificity than
previously described (10, 11). In addition, a number of in-
dividuals in which a standard LDDST had excluded Cush-
ing’s syndrome underwent additional unnecessary testing
because of false-positive results using the LDDST-CRH test.

Acknowledgments

We are grateful to the staff of the St. John McMichael Clinical Inves-
tigations Unit, Hammersmith Hospital, for help with this study. We also
thank Dr. Paul Bassett, Statistical Consultant, for statistical advice and
Dr. Kevin Murphy for helpful discussions.

Received September 28, 2005. Accepted April 24, 2006.
Address all correspondence and requests for reprints to: Dr. K. Mee-

ran, Department of Endocrinology, Imperial College, Faculty of Medi-
cine, Hammersmith Hospital, London W12 0NN, United Kingdom.
E-mail: k.meeran@imperial.ac.uk.

W.S.D. is funded by a Department of Health Clinician Scientist
Fellowship.

References

1. Newell-Price J, Trainer P, Besser M, Grossman A 1998 The diagnosis and
differential diagnosis of Cushing’s syndrome and pseudo-Cushing’s states.
Endocr Rev 19:647–672

2. Allison DB, Fontaine KR, Manson JE, Stevens J, VanItallie TB 1999 Annual
deaths attributable to obesity in the United States. JAMA 282:1530–1538

3. Brown MJ 1997 Science, medicine, and the future. Hypertension. BMJ 314:
1258–1261

4. Abuissa H, Bel DS, O’Keefe Jr JH 2005 Strategies to prevent type 2 diabetes.
Curr Med Res Opin 21:1107–1114

5. Liddle GW 1960 Tests of pituitary-adrenal suppressibility in the diagnosis of
Cushing’s syndome. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 20:1539–1560

6. Wood PJ, Barth JH, Freedman DB, Perry L, Sheridan B 1997 Evidence for the
low dose dexamethasone suppression test to screen for Cushing’s syndrome–
recommendations for a protocol for biochemistry laboratories. Ann Clin Bio-
chem 34:222–229

7. Newell-Price J, Trainer P, Perry L, Wass J, Grossman A, Besser M 1995 A
single sleeping midnight cortisol has 100% sensitivity for the diagnosis of
Cushing’s syndrome. Clin Endocrinol (Oxf) 43:545–550

8. Caro JF, Meikle AW, Check JH, Cohen SN 1978 “Normal suppression” to
dexamethasone in Cushing’s disease: an expression of decreased metabolic
clearance for dexamethasone. J Clin Endocrinol Metab 47:667–670

9. Kapcala LP, Hamilton SM, Meikle AW 1984 Cushing’s disease with ‘normal
suppression’ due to decreased dexamethasone clearance. Arch Intern Med
144:636–637

10. Yanovski JA, Cutler Jr GB, Chrousos GP, Nieman LK 1993 Corticotropin-
releasing hormone stimulation following low-dose dexamethasone adminis-
tration. A new test to distinguish Cushing’s syndrome from pseudo-Cushing’s
states. JAMA 269:2232–2238

11. Yanovski JA, Cutler Jr GB, Chrousos GP, Nieman LK 1998 The dexametha-
sone-suppressed corticotropin-releasing hormone stimulation test differenti-
ates mild Cushing’s disease from normal physiology. J Clin Endocrinol Metab
83:348–352

12. Swets JA 1988 Measuring the accuracy of diagnostic systems. Science 240:
1285–1293

13. Pecori Giraldi FP, Pivonello R, Ambrogio A, De Martino MC, Colao A,
Cavagnini F, The dexamethasone � CRH test in the differential diagnosis
between Cushing’s syndrome and pseudoCushing: a reappraisal. Program of
the 87th Annual Meeting of The Endocrine Society, San Francisco, CA, 2005
(Abstract OR9-6), p 85

14. Trainer PJ, Faria M, Newell-Price J, Kopelman P, Coy DH, Besser GM,
Grossman AB 1995 A comparison of the effects of human and ovine cortico-
tropin-releasing hormone on the pituitary-adrenal axis. J Clin Endocrinol
Metab 80:412–417

15. Lowy MT, Meltzer HY 1987 Dexamethasone bioavailability: implications for
DST research. Biol Psychiatry 22:373–385

JCEM is published monthly by The Endocrine Society (http://www.endo-society.org), the foremost professional society serving the
endocrine community.

2586 J Clin Endocrinol Metab, July 2006, 91(7):2582–2586 Martin et al. • LDDST-CRH test in Cushing’s Syndrome

 at Imperial College London (Royal Brompton Campus) on April 18, 2010 jcem.endojournals.orgDownloaded from 

http://jcem.endojournals.org

