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Summary

Although not yet widely implemented, fraction of exhaled nitric oxide (FeNO) has emerged in
recent years as a potentially useful biomarker for the assessment of airway inflammation both
in undiagnosed patients with non-specific respiratory symptoms and in those with established
airway disease. Research to date essentially suggests that FeNO measurement facilitates the
identification of patients exhibiting T-helper cell type 2 (Th2)-mediated airway inflammation,
and effectively those in whom anti-inflammatory therapy, particularly inhaled corticosteroids
(ICS), is beneficial. In some studies, FeNO-guided management of patients with established
airway disease is associated with lower exacerbation rates, improvements in adherence to
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anti-inflammatory therapy, and the ability to predict risk of future exacerbations or decline in
lung function. Despite these data, concerns regarding the applicability and utility of FeNO in
clinical practice still remain. This article reviews the current evidence, both supportive and
critical of FeNO measurement, in the diagnosis and management of asthma and other inflam-
matory airway diseases. It additionally provides suggestions regarding the practical application
of FeNO measurement: how it could be integrated into routine clinical practice, how its utility
could be assessed and its true value to both clinicians and patients could be established.
Although some unanswered questions remain, current evidence suggests that FeNO is poten-
tially a valuable tool for improving the personalised management of inflammatory airway dis-
eases.
ª 2014 The Authors. Published by Elsevier Ltd. This is an open access article under the CC BY-

NC-ND license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/3.0/).
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Introduction

The majority of patients presenting to primary care physi-
cians with non-specific respiratory symptoms such as
wheeze, cough and breathlessness are treated with inhaled
corticosteroids based on the presumptive diagnosis of
asthma [1]. On detailed assessment, however, many pa-
tients lack objective evidence of asthma or inflammatory
airway disease [1,2].

The identification of airway obstruction and abnormal
airways physiology is the objective of diagnostic tests such
as spirometry, reversibility testing, peak flow monitoring,
and bronchoprovocation tests, commonly used in the
investigation of airway disease [3,4]. However, diagnosis
and management of patients with airway diseases based on
these physiological parameters alone without assessing
underlying inflammation may be inadequate in targeting
anti-inflammatory treatment to those who lack confirma-
tory evidence. This is important as ineffective treatment is
costly and may also be associated with adverse effects,
while delaying appropriate treatment. Hence, exploring

more adequate diagnostic and management strategies is
required. In addition to current practice would be the
assessment of airway inflammation and corticosteroid
responsiveness on an individual basis for a personalized
diagnostic and treatment approach. One such approach
involves measuring the fraction of exhaled nitric oxide
(FeNO), which can be performed easily and in close to real
time by utilising chemiluminescence, electrochemical
detection or laser spectroscopy devices [5], and which has
the potential to identify patients with corticosteroid-
responsive, T-helper cell 2 (Th2)-mediated airway inflam-
mation [6]. In conjunction with symptom scores and lung
function tests, FeNO measurement could provide a more
useful and effective approach for the identification of
asthma and other corticosteroid-responsive inflammatory
airway conditions.

Nitric oxide synthase (NOS) enzymes, which catalyse the
conversion of L-arginine to L-citrulline to generate NO exist in
three distinct isoforms: endothelial (eNOS), inducible
(iNOS), and neuronal (nNOS) [7]. Recent evidence shows that
in atopic asthmatics, the upregulation of iNOS in the
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respiratory epithelium via STAT-6 and pro-inflammatory Th2-
cytokines interleukin (IL)-4 and IL-13 [6], produces enhanced
NO concentrations in exhaled air [8,9]. Exhaled NO, can thus
be regarded as a direct biomarker of Th2-mediated mecha-
nisms within the bronchial mucosa, and can provide a direct
indication of ongoing Th2-driven inflammation. Further
research shows that in patients with Th2-driven airway
inflammation, FeNO measurement provides information on
potential responsiveness to corticosteroid treatment. FeNO
may consequently provide the ability to (i) identify in-
dividuals with inflammatory airway diseases who will benefit
from existing and future anti-inflammatory treatments,
particularly inhaled corticosteroid (ICS) treatment
[4,10e12], and (ii) to monitor and manage the treatment of
patients with inflammatory airway diseases [13].

We believe that personalised strategies, specifically the
application of inflammometry, should be rigorously
assessed for widespread use in clinical practice, including
analysis of cost-effectiveness. This would allow formal
testing of the practical utility of such an integral and per-
sonalised approach in daily routine care.

Factors influencing FeNO measurement and
interpretation

Individual factors

Certain considerations should be applied when interpreting
FeNO values as they are influenced by various factors. A
consistent finding in children is that FeNO levels increase
with age, most likely due to increases in airway mucosal
surface area. Data in adults are inconsistent, with variations
in the age ranges of normal subjects included in these
studies. Olin et al. showed that individuals aged >64 years
had40%higher FeNO levels than those aged 35e44 years [14].
This finding was corroborated by Gelb et al., who recently
showed that the effect of age on FeNO is greater in in-
dividuals >60 years [15]. Another study, also conducted in
healthy, non-smoking adults with normal spirometry values
showed no correlation between age and FeNO, but few older
subjects were included in this study. Instead, a significant
gender difference was observed; at expiratory flows of
50mL/s,meanFeNO levelswere 11.7 (range2.6e28.8ppb) in
men and 9.9 (range 1.6e21.5 ppb) in women (pZ 0.01) [16].
Most studies show a relationship between height and FeNO
levels, both in children and adults [14,17]. Recent studies
have indicated that a more accurate and generalisable
interpretation of FeNO could be derived by taking individual

factors into consideration and assessing values based on
percent predicted of reference values, or z-scores [18,19].
However, in a recent study including 13,275 participants
aged 6e80 years (normal population), prediction equations
based on multiple linear regression models justified only
10.3e15.7% of the variation in FeNO levels [20]. Thus, the
prediction equation models need to be improved.

External factors

Cigarette smoking has consistently been shown to reduce
FeNO levels, and the magnitude of the reduction seems to
depend on the daily cigarette consumption [21,22]. How-
ever, FeNO is still raised in smokers with asthma, compared
to smokers without asthma, and it has been shown that
FeNO can differentiate asthma from non-asthma with
asthma-like symptoms equally well in smokers as in never-
smokers [23]. In contrast, FeNO increases following con-
sumption of nitrate rich food, for example green-leaved
vegetables such as lettuce and spinach [6,24]. ATS/ERS
guidelines recommend performing FeNO measurements
before spirometric manoeuvres [25]. However, while some
studies show a marginal reduction in FeNO levels in children
[26], others show no effect in adults [27,28]. In addition to
individual determinants, other factors including allergen
exposure, rhinovirus infections, physical exercise, and air
pollution influence FeNO [6]. IgE sensitisation and subse-
quent allergen exposure has been reported to increase
FeNO levels in asthmatic individuals [29e33]. Rhinovirus
infections induce increases in FeNO levels as a result of
upregulated iNOS expression in airway epithelium [34].
Discrepant effects of exercise on FeNO have been reported;
some studies show up to a 10% decrease in FeNO following
exercise in healthy and asthmatic subjects [35,36], while
others show no effect [37,38]. Air pollution due to
increased ozone levels appears to increase FeNO levels
particularly in asthmatics, possibly due to increased iNOS
expression in airway epithelium in an AP-1- and STAT-1-
dependent mechanism [6].

Most external factors reported to influence FeNO have
only small and clinically nonsignificant effects. However,
three major confounders can be distinguished; cigarette
smoking, virus infections and certain food intake. These
confounders are summarized in Table 1 with suggestions on
how to deal with them in clinical practice.

It should also be noted that absolute FeNO values vary
depending on the device used. A study by Boot et al.
showed that a chemiluminescence device and an electro-
chemical device, from two different manufacturers, could

Table 1 Clinically important confounding factors for FeNO measurements, their approximate effect size and advice on how to
manage these in clinical practice.

Factor Effect size Measure

Cigarette smoking Reduction of 30e60%, dependent on
daily cigarette consumption

Use intraindividual changes, for example
after introduction of anti-inflammatory therapy

Rhinovirus infections Increase of 50e150% Repeat measurement after at least 14 days
Intake of nitrate-containing

food
Increase of up to 40e60%, with peak
1e2 h after intake

Ask patients to refrain from a meal consisting
primarily of green-leaved vegetables on the
day of assessment, or at least record such intake
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not be used interchangeably because the chem-
iluminecence device produced slightly lower values [39]. To
maintain accuracy in interpretation and comparison of
FeNO values, it is essential that the same device is used
during research and in general clinical practice, as cali-
bration procedures may differ between devices [5].

Clinical applications of FeNO

Diagnosing and assessing ICS-responsive
inflammatory airway disease

Asthma is a chronic inflammatory airway disease associated
with airway hyperresponsiveness (AHR) [40,41]. While the
majority of asthma is associated with eosinophilic inflam-
mation, not all patients exhibit this feature [42]. Various
studies have shown that in individuals with asthma,
increased FeNO levels are associated with eosinophilia in
blood, sputum, bronchoalveolar lavage (BAL) fluid and
airway mucosa [3,13,43e45]. FeNO is potentially a valuable
aid in asthma diagnosis; in a study comparing FeNO and
sputum cell counts against serial peak flow recordings and
spirometry in children and adults, the sensitivity of
spirometry was lower (47%) than that of either FeNO (88%)
or sputum eosinophils (86%). FeNO and sputum eosinophils
additionally exhibited a specificity of 92% as compared with
73% for spirometry [46].

FeNO has long been regarded as a surrogate marker of
eosinophilic airway inflammation. Recent studies, however,
indicate that FeNO is more representative of a Th2-driven
local inflammation, specifically of the bronchial mucosa,
rather than general eosinophilic inflammation, as measured
by blood or induced sputum. For example, FeNO levels
correlate betterwith bronchial eosinophils thanwith sputum
eosinophils [6,47,48]. The disconnect between FeNO and
eosinophilic inflammation has been highlighted by studies
with monoclonal antibodies (mAb) against IL-5 and IL-13,
which show that treatment with mepolizumab, an anti-IL-5
mAb, significantly reduces blood and sputum eosinophils
without affecting FeNO levels [48], while treatment with
lebrikizumab, an anti-IL-13 mAb, significantly reduces FeNO
levels without reducing blood eosinophils [49].

Consequently, an important attribute of FeNO is its ability
to potentially predict the response to ICS therapy in asthma
and other inflammatory airway conditions [12,50e53].
Research suggests that subjects (especially patients with
asthma) with elevated baseline FeNO levels are more likely
to respond to ICS [12] and, in most cases, show a rapid
reduction in FeNO levels upon initiation of ICS treatment
[54]. In contrast, those with baseline FeNO levels in pre-
defined normal ranges are less likely to respond to ICS [12]. A
relatively small study by Smith et al. investigated the utility
of FeNO in predicting an ICS response in patients aged 12e75
years with persistent, previously undiagnosed respiratory
symptoms [12]. Regardless of the final diagnosis, patients in
the highest FeNO tertile (>47 ppb) had significantly greater
responses to inhaled fluticasone (increase in FEV1, increase
in mean morning peak flows, improved symptoms and
reduction in AHR to adenosine monophosphate [AMP]) than
those in themid (15e47 ppb) or low (<15 ppb) FeNO tertiles.
However, less than half of patients in the mid-tertile were

later diagnosedwith asthma, as comparedwith almost 90% in
the high tertile, which probably explains the low degree of
ICS responsiveness in the subjects with intermediate FeNO
levels [12]. Hahn et al. demonstrated that in subjects aged
�18 years with uncontrolled chronic cough, those with
elevated FeNO levels (�35 ppb) had a higher likelihood of
responding positively to ICS therapy than those with lower
FeNO levels (<35 ppb) [50]. In patients with COPD, some of
whomshowaneosinophilic rather than theusual neutrophilic
inflammatory pattern [55,56], pre-ICS FeNO levels have been
shown to correlate positively with short-term improvement
in FEV1 to oral and inhaled corticosteroids [52,57]. Conflict-
ing evidence was reported by others, e.g. Klaassen et al.
reported that symptoms, but not FeNO levels, predicted a
positive response to ICS therapy in children with recurrent
wheeze who were later diagnosed with asthma [58]. Notably
however, in this study, FeNO was measured using an offline
(tidal breathing) method, rather than the recommended
online measurement. Prieto et al. reported that while a
significant proportion of patients (aged 18e70 years) with
chronic cough responded well to ICS, at a baseline cut-off of
20 ppb, FeNO was not useful in predicting this response [59].

Management of ICS-responsive inflammatory airway
disease

Inhaled corticosteroids are recommended for long-term
control of persistent asthma in both children and adults
due to their ability to target the underlying airway
inflammation and to reduce the risk of asthma exacerba-
tions [40,60,61]. The relationship between clinical out-
comes and ICS dose is variable in asthma, and some patients
may require high ICS doses to achieve acceptable levels of
disease control. However, higher ICS doses increase the risk
of adverse effects such as oral candidiasis, dysphonia,
hoarseness, cataracts, and growth retardation in children
[62]. Optimum ICS dosing is important to promote patient
safety, whilst maintaining adequate asthma control and
minimising exacerbations.

Traditionally, ICS dose titration is based on assessment
of patient exacerbation history, symptoms and standard
lung function tests. A number of studies have investigated
the value of FeNO in the management of asthmatic pa-
tients, particularly in predicting the risk of exacerbations,
in dose titration, and in assessing compliance to ICS. Dose
titration studies have been inconsistent, with some studies
reporting benefits and others not. Smith et al. randomly
allocated 97 asthmatic patients requiring ICS to treatment
adjustment based on FeNO measurements or conventional
guidelines. As compared with the control group, FeNO-
guided therapy resulted in a significant reduction in the
mean ICS dose in the active group (641 vs 370 mg;
p Z 0.003), accompanied by a non-significant trend to-
wards reduced exacerbation rates (0.49 vs 0.90) [63].
Powell et al. used a FeNO-based treatment algorithm to
optimise ICS dosing in non-smoking, pregnant asthmatic
women. Patients were randomly assigned to ICS adjustment
using either clinical symptoms (control group) or FeNO
levels (active group). ICS doses were increased at FeNO
concentrations >29 ppb and reduced at <16 ppb. The mean
maintenance daily ICS dose and exacerbation rates were
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significantly lower in the FeNO-guided group than in the
control group (ICS dose: p Z 0.043; exacerbation rates
0.288 vs 0.616, p Z 0.001) [64]. More recently, a multi-
centre study performed within primary healthcare by Syk
et al. showed improved asthma outcomes without an in-
crease in overall ICS use [65]. Asthmatics were randomised
to treatment with ICS and a leukotriene receptor antagonist
guided either by FeNO values (active group) or to standard
care (control group) and followed for 1 year. In the active
group, treatment was stepped up at a FeNO level of
�25 ppb and stepped down at <20 ppb. The FeNO-guided
group showed significantly improved asthma control (Juni-
per ACQ score) compared with the control group, and the
exacerbation rate was reduced by almost 50%. However,
some other studies have failed to significantly show that
FeNO-guided treatment strategies provided further bene-
fits in asthma control, when compared with conventional
strategies [66e68]. Szefler et al. conducted a randomised,
double-blind, parallel-group trial in 546 inner-city adoles-
cents and young adults (aged 12e20 years) with persistent
asthma and demonstrated that the addition of FeNO mea-
surements to guideline-based clinical care resulted in
significantly higher ICS-doses (118.9 mg/day difference,
p Z 0.001) without clinically important improvements in
asthma control. However, FeNO-guided care produced a
significant reduction in the risk of requiring at least one
prednisone course for asthma exacerbations [67]. Further-
more, post-hoc analyses highlighted that subgroups of
asthmatics with obesity, higher blood eosinophil count and
greater atopy may benefit from FeNO measurement [67].
de Jongste et al. investigated the effect of daily tele-
monitoring of asthma symptoms plus-minus FeNO mea-
surements on the management of 151 atopic asthmatic
children [66]. Both approaches were associated with
improved asthma control and lower ICS use with no statis-
tical difference between study groups. ICS doses were only
adjusted every 3 weeks and the authors acknowledge more
frequent FeNO-based dose adjustments may have produced
better outcomes. In a randomised, single-blind trial by
Shaw et al., based either on FeNO measurements or the
British Thoracic Society (BTS) guidelines in 118 asthmatic
participants [68], a non-significant reduction in asthma
exacerbations was achieved together with a significant
reduction in final ICS dose in the FeNO-guided group
compared with the guidelines-based group. More recently,
a study by Calhoun et al. was not able to show a reduced
incidence of treatment failure, which was the primary
endpoint, by a FeNO-based strategy compared to either a
physician-based or a symptom-based strategy [69]. How-
ever, the study included primarily patients with mild, well-
controlled asthma, which means that very little room was
left for further improvement with regard to treatment
failures. In a subanalysis by season, the authors showed a
significantly lower incidence of treatment failures during
the autumn, which is a high-risk season, by the FeNO-based
strategy compared to the physician-based strategy.
Furthermore, the FeNO strategy provided a significant
improvement in daily symptoms as well as methacholine
reactivity compared to the physician-guided group.

It is clear that methodological issues and cut-off points
used in the different FeNO-guided intervention studies may
explain discrepancies between studies. Consequently, a

Cochrane review, comparing ICS-adjustments based on
either FeNO measurements or clinical symptoms,
concluded that FeNO could not be routinely recommended
for clinical practice at this time and that further studies
were warranted [70]. The primary outcome in this meta-
analysis was the proportion of subjects with at least one
asthma exacerbation, so the analysis did not account for
subjects with multiple exacerbations [4,71]. Further
possible analyses include annual exacerbation rates or time
to first exacerbation, which has been recommended by an
ATS/ERS Task Force on outcomes in asthma clinical trials
[72]. Two more recent meta-analyses based on exacerba-
tion rates, have reported that FeNO-guided asthma man-
agement was superior to conventional methods [4,71].

FeNO measurement in paediatrics

FeNO may be of particular interest for diagnosing and
phenotyping asthma in children with suspected asthma,
aiming to achieve optimal treatment and asthma control.
Diagnosing asthma in children, particularly preschoolers,
may be challenging. Moeller et al. reported that in
wheezing children aged 3e47 months, FeNO levels were
significantly higher in children with frequent recurring
wheeze and a stringent index for the prediction of asthma
as compared to children with early recurrent wheeze and a
loose index for the prediction of asthma, or children with
recurrent cough but no wheeze; thus predicting disease
progression [73]. This information may help clinicians
identify which children are potential ICS responders [74].

Although monitoring of asthma control in primary care is
currently mainly focused on the evaluation of clinical
symptoms and lung function parameters, GINA guidelines
and ATS FeNO guidelines suggest that airway inflammation
could be assessed for optimised treatment strategies
[41,75]. However, in patients of all ages, a dissociation be-
tween control evaluation tools, such as validated question-
naires, and the level of underlying airway inflammation has
been demonstrated [76]. While a reduction in FeNO levels
can be indicative of a response to ICS treatment [77], high
FeNO levels are indicative of a higher probability of asthma
relapse on ICS reduction or withdrawal [77e79]. Based on
these data, other studies have investigated the effects of
FeNO-guided corticosteroid titration in children with partly
conflicting outcomes [66,67,80,81]. Possible explanations
for inconsistency in findings have been proposed in the
Asthma randomised Treatment Algorithm (ASTRAL) studies
report, highlighting design and methodological issues, which
may have led to different conclusions between studies as
discussed above [82]. In a recent single-blind, randomised,
controlled study in 99 paediatric patients with persistent
allergic asthma a FeNO-guided measurement strategy failed
to improve the proportion of symptom-free days, but was
associatedwith fewerasthmaexacerbations, increasedLTRA
use and augmented ICS doses [83].

Currently, FeNO may be considered as a potentially
useful adjunctive tool in clinical paediatric practice, in
particular in specialist settings, in order to better charac-
terise airways inflammation in children with wheezing, as a
guide to ICS use and to achieve a more comprehensive
assessment of disease control.
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Treatment adherence

Exhaled nitric oxide may have a role in assessing adherence
to ICS therapy, since FeNO responds rapidly and dose-
dependently to ICS treatment [84]. This is beneficial
because adherence with ICS therapy is a critical prerequi-
site for asthma control. Beck-Ripp et al. evaluated
compliance with inhaled budesonide in children by moni-
toring FeNO levels following sequential changes in treat-
ment. As opposed to standard lung function tests, there
was a significant correlation between FeNO and compliance
[85]. Koster et al. reported that increased FeNO levels
(>25 ppb) in children prescribed ICS were associated with a
reduced adherence (OR Z 0.25, 95%CI Z 0.15e0.41). The
authors suggested that improving parental knowledge of
drug characteristics and feedback of FeNO readings could
positively influence adherence and thus improve asthma
control [86]. Finally, McNicholl et al. showed that when
patients with difficult-to-treat asthma treated with bude-
sonide were monitored based on changes in FeNO levels,
adherent subjects had a greater reduction in FeNO [87].

Guiding treatment response to drugs other than ICS

In asthma, corticosteroids primarily act on the Th2-mediated
cytokine release and subsequent inflammatory response. As
ICSs are the standard therapy for patients with allergic
airway inflammation, most research has focused on the use
of FeNO in tailoring ICS treatment. However, data on its value
in determining a response to other treatments including
leukotriene-receptor antagonists (LTRAs), and biological
drugs including omalizumab (anti-IgE), lebrikizumab (anti-
IL-13) andmepolizumab (anti-IL-5), which specifically target
the Th2-pathway, are emerging. For example, studies have
shown that FeNO can be useful in predicting a response to
LTRAs in patients with asthma [88,89]. Omalizumab is indi-
cated for the treatment of patients with inadequately
controlled severepersistent allergic asthmadespitemaximal
controller therapy. Hanania et al. evaluated the value of
FeNO in predicting exacerbation rates in such patients and
showed that those in the high FeNO subgroup had greater
reductions in exacerbations by omalizumab treatment as
compared with those in the low FeNO subgroup (53% vs 16%)
[90]. While the authors suggest that additional studies are
required to explore the value of FeNO, this study strongly
suggests its value as a predictor of responsiveness to omali-
zumab treatment [90]. Corren et al. investigated leb-
rikizumab treatment in patients with uncontrolled asthma.
Greater lung function improvements, measured by % change
in FEV1 at 12 weeks, were observed in patients with high
pretreatment serum periostin (an IL-13-induced epithelial
protein) and FeNO levels (14.0% and 14.2%, respectively)
than in those with low periostin and FeNO levels (5.1% and
4.8%, respectively) [49].

Predicting future risk: exacerbations and lung
function decline

In children and adults with atopic asthma, Zeiger et al.
showed that a FeNO level >300% of expected normal
(approximately 35e50 ppb depending on individual factors)

predicted both impairment (excessive use of short-acting
bronchodilators) and risk (exacerbations with prednisolone
courses) in the following year [91]. In an adult population,
combined use of FeNO and FEV1, predicted the risk of an
exacerbation. In this study conducted over 18 months, at
FeNO levels of �28 ppb and FEV1 �76%, clinically stable
asthmatics were shown to have an 85% probability of a
future exacerbation, while at FeNO levels of �28 ppb and
FEV1 >76%, there was no risk of exacerbation [92]. FeNO
has also been shown to be useful in predicting loss of
asthma control following corticosteroid withdrawal. Jones
et al. [93] withdrew ICS therapy from 78 adult patients aged
18e74 years with mild-moderate asthma for a maximum of
6 weeks or until they lost asthma control. In those patients
who lost asthma control (77.9%), there was a significantly
greater increase in baseline FeNO levels, as compared with
patients who maintained control (2.16-fold vs 1.44-fold,
respectively; p Z 0.004). FeNO was additionally associated
with a positive predictive value of 80%e90% for predicting
and diagnosing loss of control [93]. In another study in
children, at a cut-off value of 49 ppb, FeNO exhibited a
sensitivity of 71% and a specificity of 93% for predicting
asthma relapse (defined as more than one exacerbation per
month, or need for beta-agonist treatment 4 days per week
for at least 2 weeks, or diurnal peak flow variability of >20%
after discontinuation of corticosteroids) [78].

FeNO may also predict future lung function decline. [4]
Sonnappa et al. investigated the correlation between
airway pathology at age 2 and lung function at age 5 (me-
dian) in previous severe preschool wheezers by performing
biopsies, lung function tests and FeNO measurements.
Reticular basement membrane (RBM) thickness and
mucosal eosinophilia (but not lung function) measured at
age 2 significantly correlated with FeNO measurements at
age 5 [94]. Multiple-trigger wheeze in children is associated
with abnormal pulmonary function, whereas episodic (viral)
wheeze is not [95]. Sonnappa et al. previously demon-
strated that despite similar lung function in both groups,
multiple-trigger wheezers exhibit significantly higher FeNO
levels than episodic wheezers [95]. Van Veen et al. re-
ported that FeNO could predict an accelerated decline in
lung function in asthma patients refractory to ICS therapy.
FeNO levels of �20 ppb (measured at an exhalation flow
rate of 100 mL/s) were shown to be associated with an
increased decline in FEV1 compared with FeNO levels of
<20 ppb, with an excess decline in lung function of
40.3 mL/year. Patients with a FeNO level of �20 ppb had a
57% risk of an accelerated decline in FEV1 (�25 mL/year)
compared with 30% in patients with a FeNO level of <20 ppb
[96].

Proposed framework to guide FeNO use in
clinical practice

Clinical scope

The cornerstone of asthma diagnosis is the evaluation of
airway dysfunction and airway inflammation, while the aim
of asthma management is to achieve control, which ac-
cording to GINA/BTS guidelines constitutes prevention of
symptoms, night-time symptoms/awakening, the need for
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rescue medication, exacerbations, limitations of activity
and the achievement of normal lung function (FEV1 and/or
PEF >80%) [40,41].

Current evidence suggests that FeNO is useful in: (i)
detecting Th2-driven inflammation of the lower airways in
conditions like asthma, chronic cough, eosinophilic bron-
chitis, and sometimes COPD; (ii) predicting a response to
ICS and other anti-inflammatory therapy; (iii) continued
disease monitoring and follow-up of asthma patients after
initial diagnosis using standard procedures. Taking into
consideration the previously discussed factors that influ-
ence FeNO values (i.e. age, height, gender, smoking,
allergen exposure, rhinovirus infections and nitrate intake)
we propose a framework to guide treatment decisions that
incorporates FeNO measurements into existing GINA/BTS
asthma management guidelines. However, further clinical
trials, preferably real-world studies, will be required to
investigate and validate each of these propositions.

Cut-off values for FeNO

Generic cut-off values are difficult to define due to the
effect of the aforementioned individual factors. The 2011
ATS FeNO guidelines suggest that a FeNO level of <25 ppb
(<20 ppb in children) provides a strong indication for an
unlikely ICS response, while a FeNO level of >50 ppb
(>35 ppb in children) provides a strong indication for a
likely ICS response. A FeNO level of between 25 and 50 ppb
(20e35 ppb in children) should, however, be interpreted
cautiously, and with reference to the clinical context, ac-
counting for persistent and/or high allergen exposure as a

factor associated with higher FeNO levels, according to
these guidelines [75]. However, more recent evidence from
a study on 154 steroid-naive adult patients with asthma
suggests that subjects with intermediate FeNO levels
(25e50 ppb, as defined above) respond to ICS treatment in
a similar fashion to patients with high FeNO levels
(>50 ppb), whereas patients with a low baseline FeNO
value (<25 ppb) respond much less [97]. This is in line with
the positive outcomes in the studies by Powell et al. and
Syk et al., where ICS treatment was stepped up at FeNO
levels of 29 and 25 ppb, respectively, in the FeNO-guided
groups [64,65]. Furthermore, Hanania et al. reported that
patients with a baseline FeNO level of approximately
20 ppb and above responded significantly more to omali-
zumab compared to patients below this level [90], and
Corren et al. reported that patients with a FeNO level
above 21 ppb responded better than patients with lower
values [49]. All the outcomes above are supported by the
study by Sverrild et al., which showed that a FeNO level of
<20 ppb ruled out mannitol reactivity with a sensitivity of
100% and a level of �30 ppb ruled in mannitol reactivity
with a specificity of 90% in an unselected sample of 180
steroid-naive, non-smoking adolescents and young adults
[19]. Moreover, our clinical experience suggests that many
patients with intermediate FeNO values, as defined by the
ATS guidelines may indeed respond positively to ICS.

Based on current evidence, it could be proposed that
treatment decisions are made using two cut-off levels: A
low cut-off range of �15e25 ppb, and a high cut-off range
of �35e50 ppb, with both cut-offs depending on individual
factors, for example age (see Table 2). These cutoffs are

Table 2 Summary of the suggested clinical decision-making role of FeNO measurement in the management of patients with
suspected or diagnosed asthma.

FeNO levels and inflammation

FeNO (ppb) Normal Elevated High
Adults <20e25a 20/25e50 >50
Children <15e20a 15/20e35 >35
Th2-driven inflammation Unlikely Likely Significant
Initial assessment in treatment-naı̈ve patients with suspected asthma

Guide to diagnosis Consider other diagnosis
than asthma

Supports a diagnosis of asthma Supports a diagnosis of asthma

Guide to treatment
decision

The patient will likely not
respond to ICS

The patient will likely respond
to ICS. A trial of low dose ICS
is suggested

The patient will likely respond
to ICS. A trial of intermediate
dose ICS is suggested

Assessment in treated patients with a confirmed diagnosis of asthma

Guide to management Th2-driven inflammation is
under control

Check treatment adherence,
inhalation technique and
allergen exposure

Check treatment adherence,
inhalation technique and allergen
exposure. Indicates increased risk
of exacerbations/disease worsening
regardless of clinical history

Guide to treatment
change decision

Consider step-down of ICS
treatment
if the asthma has been
controlled for at least
3e6 months

If there is a history of
exacerbations, step-up
anti-inflammatory treatment

Step-up anti-inflammatory treatment,
especially if combined with high
blood eosinophil count, or consider
fine-particle ICS. May suggest
ICS-resistant asthma and need for
add-on systemic anti-inflammatory
therapy

a Exact cut-off dependent on age, height and gender.
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suggested to be used differently depending on the clinical
situation (see below).

Clinical algorithms guided by FeNO

To aid initial diagnosis/treatment decisions in previously
untreated patients with uncertain diagnosis (see also Table
2):

� A FeNO value below the low cut-off (15e25 ppb) could
be interpreted as a low likelihood of Th2-driven inflam-
mation and an unlikely response to ICS/anti-
inflammatory therapy in a (non-smoking) treatment-
naive patient. A FeNO value below this cut-off in a
previously undiagnosed patient probably indicates non-
Th2-driven inflammation and a diagnosis other than
asthma or eosinophilic bronchitis. The diagnosis should
be re-evaluated and other (anti-inflammatory) treat-
ment strategies should be investigated.

To guide treatment decisions in diagnosed patients with
ongoing anti-inflammatory treatment:

� A FeNO value above the high cut-off (35e50 ppb) could
be interpreted as a high degree of Th2-driven inflam-
mation and a high likelihood of asthma diagnosis, with
increased risk of worsening of symptoms and exacerba-
tions in asthmatics with ongoing treatment, especially
when combined with elevated blood eosinophil count
[18]. A level above this cut-off indicates a check-up of
treatment adherence including inhalation technique and
environmental exposures plus-minus the need for step-
ping up or change to other anti-inflammatory treatment.

To manage/monitor treatment decisions, the change in
FeNO following anti-inflammatory therapy may be more
applicable and easier to interpret than an absolute FeNO
value:

� A reduction in FeNO from a higher range to a lower range
(see Table 2) could be interpreted as a high likelihood of
a positive response to the introduction or the step-up of
ICS or other anti-inflammatory therapy.

Future directions and conclusions

As highlighted within this publication, there are still several
areas that need further investigation to strengthen the
clinical and cost benefits of FeNO measurement in the
standard diagnosis and management of respiratory
diseases.

Some pertinent questions to demonstrate the clinical
and cost benefits of FeNO measurements in this area might
include:

� Does a low FeNO value preclude the long-term need for
ICS treatment in an untreated patient?

� Does FeNO measurement provide better asthma control?
� Why do some studies fail to show a clinical benefit for
adjunctive FeNO measurements?

� Which patient groups do most likely benefit from FeNO-
based ICS-titration?

� Is there a role for alveolar nitric oxide measurements in
standard clinical practice and if so, for which patients?

� What is the clinical and economical yield of FeNO mea-
surements in real-life settings as a tool to facilitate the
diagnosis and treatment of inflammatory airway
diseases?

Thus far, evidence regarding the value of FeNO mea-
surement for the diagnosis and management of inflamma-
tory airway diseases has not been unequivocally supportive
due to a number of perturbing factors: differences in study
designs, sample size, methodology, clinical parameters,
the application of different FeNO algorithms and devices,
and inconsistencies in predefined study endpoints. Despite
these factors, when used to assess ICS-responsive disease in
conjunction with clinical data and standard lung function
tests, current evidence supports the additional value of
FeNO measurements. FeNO is capable of providing
discriminating information on Th2-driven airway inflam-
mation, in a simple, fast, non-invasive and reproducible
manner. FeNO measurement is even simpler than spirom-
etry and may thus easily be implemented even within pri-
mary care. To date, no other test possesses these
attributes. As such, FeNO has been shown to provide
additional useful information for clinical practice to aid
diagnosis, predict and tailor responsiveness to ICS and
biological therapies, and to assess therapy compliance. In
this manner, FeNO may be a useful asset to cost-effective,
personalised medicine. FeNO use has been associated with
lower exacerbation rates and can assist in the identifica-
tion of patients with distinct asthma phenotypes, e.g.
those at risk of future lung function decline or loss of
asthma control during ICS or biological therapy. While
ongoing research will provide further evidence that should
quell lingering doubts, current evidence suggests that the
routine use of FeNO in conjunction with conventional
clinical measures and lung function tests could help the
diagnosis and management of inflammatory airway disease,
particularly asthma.

Approaches directed at improving asthma diagnosis and
management could lower healthcare costs as well as
improve quality of life in patients with poorly controlled
asthma and those unnecessarily prescribed ICS [98]. Some
health economic models in Europe suggest the use of FeNO
in the management of persistent asthma and potentially in
the diagnosis of asthma provides cost savings [98,99].
However, further health economic evaluations and real-
world observational studies are required to validate the
cost-effectiveness of FeNO measurements in asthma diag-
nosis and management.
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Mike Thomas: Neither MT nor any member of his close
family has any shares in pharmaceutical companies. In the
last 3 years he has received speaker’s honoraria for
speaking at sponsored meetings or satellite symposia at
conferences from the following companies marketing res-
piratory and allergy products: Aerocrine, Astra Zeneca,
Boehringer Ingelhiem, GSK, MSD, Napp, Schering-Plough,
Teva. He has received honoraria for attending advisory
panels with; Aerocrine, Almirall, Astra Zeneca, BI, Chiesi,
GSK, MSD, Merck Respiratory, Schering-Plough, Teva,
Novartis. He has received sponsorship to attend interna-
tional scientific meetings from: GSK, MSD, Astra Zeneca,
Mundipharma. He has received funding for research pro-
jects from: GSK, Almirall. He is chief medical adviser to the
charity Asthma UK, a member of the BTS SIGN Asthma
guideline group and the NICE Asthma guideline group. He is
a member of the EPOS Rhinosinusitis guideline group.

Omar Usmani. OSU has during the last five years given
lectures, received grant support, and/or attended advisory
board for the following companies: Aerocrine, Almirall,
AstraZeneca, Chiesi, Boehringer Ingelgeim, EdmondPharma,
GlaxoSmithKline, Mundipharma, NAPP, Novartis, Pieris,
Pfizer, Prosonix, Sandoz, Takeda/Nycomed, UCB, Zentiva.

Acknowledgements

This group is supported by a grant from Aerocrine AB, a
manufacturer of fractional exhaled nitric oxide monitoring
devices. Preparation of this report was supported by a grant
from Aerocrine AB. Editorial assistance was provided by
Somi Dokpesi-Igbene, PhD of Wells Healthcare Communi-
cations Ltd, funded with support from Aerocrine AB. All
authors were actively involved in the development and
review of all content.

838 L. Bjermer et al.



References

[1] Shaw D, Green R, Berry M, Mellor S, Hargadon B, Shelley M,
et al. A cross-sectional study of patterns of airway dysfunc-
tion, symptoms and morbidity in primary care asthma. Prim
Care Respir J 2012;21:283e7.

[2] Starren ES, Roberts NJ, Tahir M, O’Byrne L, Haffenden R,
Patel IS, et al. A centralised respiratory diagnostic service for
primarycare:a4-year audit.PrimCareRespir J 2012;21:180e6.

[3] Jatakanon A, Lim S, Kharitonov SA, Chung KF, Barnes PJ.
Correlation between exhaled nitric oxide, sputum eosino-
phils, and methacholine responsiveness in patients with mild
asthma. Thorax 1998;53:91e5.

[4] Mahr TA, Malka J, Spahn JD. Inflammometry in pediatric
asthma: a review of fractional exhaled nitric oxide in clinical
practice. Allergy Asthma Proc 2013;34:210e9.

[5] Ludviksdottir D, Diamant Z, Alving K, Bjermer L,
Malinovschi A. Clinical aspects of using exhaled NO in asthma
diagnosis and management. Clin Respir J 2012;6:193e207.

[6] Alving K, Malinovschi A. Basic aspects of exhaled nitric oxide.
Eur Respir Monogr 2010;49:1e31.

[7] Hart CM. Nitric oxide in adult lung disease. Chest 1999;115:
1407e17.

[8] Korhonen R, Lahti A, Kankaanranta H, Moilanen E. Nitric
oxide production and signaling in inflammation. Curr Drug
Targets Inflamm Allergy 2005;4:471e9.

[9] Lane C, Knight D, Burgess S, Franklin P, Horak F, Legg J, et al.
Epithelial inducible nitric oxide synthase activity is the major
determinant of nitric oxide concentration in exhaled breath.
Thorax 2004;59:757e60.

[10] Dweik RA, Sorkness RL, Wenzel S, Hammel J, Curran-
Everett D, Comhair SA, et al. Use of exhaled nitric oxide
measurement to identify a reactive, at-risk phenotype
among patients with asthma. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2010;
181:1033e41.

[11] Perez-de-Llano LA, Carballada F, Castro Anon O, Pizarro M,
Golpe R, Baloira A, et al. Exhaled nitric oxide predicts con-
trol in patients with difficult-to-treat asthma. Eur Respir J
2010;35:1221e7.

[12] Smith AD, Cowan JO, Brassett KP, Filsell S, McLachlan C,
Monti-Sheehan G, et al. Exhaled nitric oxide: a predictor of
steroid response. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2005;172:453e9.

[13] Berlyne GS, Parameswaran K, Kamada D, Efthimiadis A,
Hargreave FE. A comparison of exhaled nitric oxide and
induced sputum as markers of airway inflammation. J Allergy
Clin Immunol 2000;106:638e44.

[14] Olin AC, Rosengren A, Thelle DS, Lissner L, Bake B, Toren K.
Height, age, and atopy are associated with fraction of
exhaled nitric oxide in a large adult general population
sample. Chest 2006;130:1319e25.

[15] Gelb AF, George SC, Camacho F, Fraser C, Flynn Taylor C,
Shakkottai S. Increased nitric oxide concentrations in the
small airway of older normal subjects. Chest 2011;139:
368e75.

[16] Olivieri M, Talamini G, Corradi M, Perbellini L, Mutti A,
Tantucci C, et al. Reference values for exhaled nitric oxide
(reveno) study. Respir Res 2006;7:94.

[17] Malmberg LP, Petays T, Haahtela T, Laatikainen T,
Jousilahti P, Vartiainen E, et al. Exhaled nitric oxide in
healthy nonatopic school-age children: determinants and
height-adjusted reference values. Pediatr Pulmonol 2006;41:
635e42.

[18] Malinovschi A, Fonseca JA, Jacinto T, Alving K, Janson C.
Exhaled nitric oxide levels and blood eosinophil counts
independently associate with wheeze and asthma events in
National Health and Nutrition Examination Survey subjects. J
Allergy Clin Immunol 2013;132(4):821e7.

[19] Sverrild A, Malinovschi A, Porsbjerg C, Backer V, Alving K.
Predicting airway hyperreactivity to mannitol using exhaled
nitric oxide in an unselected sample of adolescents and
young adults. Respir Med 2013;107:150e2.

[20] See KC, Christiani DC. Normal values and thresholds for the
clinical interpretation of exhaled nitric oxide levels in the U.S.
General Population: results from NHANES 2007e2010. Chest
2013;143(1):107e16.

[21] Persson MG, Zetterstrom O, Agrenius V, Ihre E,
Gustafsson LE. Single-breath nitric oxide measurements in
asthmatic patients and smokers. Lancet 1994;343:146e7.

[22] Bake B, Toren K, Olin AC. Modeling of exhaled nitric oxide in
relation to smoking history e a population based study. Eur
Respir J 2012;40(Suppl. 56):4303 [Conference abstract, ERS].

[23] Malinovschi A, Backer V, Harving H, Porsbjerg C. The value
of exhaled nitric oxide to identify asthma in smoking pa-
tients with asthma-like symptoms. Respir Med 2012;106:
794e801.

[24] Zetterquist W, Pedroletti C, Lundberg JO, Alving K. Salivary
contribution to exhaled nitric oxide. Eur Respir J 1999;13:
327e33.

[25] ATS/ERS recommendations for standardized procedures for
the online and offline measurement of exhaled lower respi-
ratory nitric oxide and nasal nitric oxide, 2005. Am J Respir
Crit Care Med 2005;171:912e30.

[26] Gabriele C, Pijnenburg MW, Monti F, Hop W, Bakker ME, de
Jongste JC. The effect of spirometry and exercise on exhaled
nitric oxide in asthmatic children. Pediatr Allergy Immunol
2005;16:243e7.

[27] Tee AK, Hui KP. Effect of spirometric maneuver, nasal clip,
and submaximal inspiratory effort on measurement of
exhaled nitric oxide levels in asthmatic patients. Chest 2005;
127:131e4.

[28] Prieto L, Ruiz-Jimenez L, Marin J. The effect of spirometry
on bronchial and alveolar nitric oxide in subjects with
asthma. J Asthma 2013;50:623e8.

[29] Brussee JE, Smit HA, Kerkhof M, Koopman LP, Wijga AH,
Postma DS, et al. Exhaled nitric oxide in 4-year-old children:
relationship with asthma and atopy. Eur Respir J 2005;25:
455e61.

[30] Romero KM, Robinson CL, Baumann LM, Gilman RH,
Hamilton RG, Hansel NN, et al. Role of exhaled nitric oxide as
a predictor of atopy. Respir Res 2013;14:48.

[31] Scott M, Raza A, Karmaus W, Mitchell F, Grundy J,
Kurukulaaratchy RJ, et al. Influence of atopy and asthma on
exhaled nitric oxide in an unselected birth cohort study.
Thorax 2010;65:258e62.

[32] Yao TC, Ou LS, Lee WI, Yeh KW, Chen LC, Huang JL. Exhaled
nitric oxide discriminates children with and without allergic
sensitization in a population-based study. Clin Exp Allergy
2011;41:556e64.

[33] Boot JD, de Haas S, Tarasevych S, Roy C, Wang L, Amin D,
et al. Effect of an NK1/NK2 receptor antagonist on airway
responses and inflammation to allergen in asthma. Am J
Respir Crit Care Med 2007;175:450e7.

[34] Sanders SP, Proud D, Permutt S, Siekierski ES, Yachechko R,
Liu MC. Role of nasal nitric oxide in the resolution of
experimental rhinovirus infection. J Allergy Clin Immunol
2004;113:697e702.

[35] De Gouw HW, Marshall-Partridge SJ, Van Der Veen H, Van Den
Aardweg JG, Hiemstra PS, Sterk PJ. Role of nitric oxide in the
airway response to exercise in healthy and asthmatic sub-
jects. J Appl Physiol 2001;90:586e92.

[36] Mendes FA, Almeida FM, Cukier A, Stelmach R, Jacob-
Filho W, Martins MA, et al. Effects of aerobic training on
airway inflammation in asthmatic patients. Med Sci Sports
Exerc 2011;43:197e203.

FeNO measurement in respiratory diseases 839

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref1
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref2
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref3
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref4
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref5
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref6
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref7
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref8
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref9
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref10
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref11
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref12
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref13
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref14
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref15
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref16
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref17
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref18
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref19
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref20
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref21
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref22
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref23
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref24
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref25
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref26
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref27
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref28
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref29
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref30
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref31
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref32
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref33
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref34
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref35
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref36
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref36


[37] Moreira A, Delgado L, Haahtela T, Fonseca J, Moreira P,
Lopes C, et al. Physical training does not increase allergic
inflammation in asthmatic children. Eur Respir J 2008;32(6):
1570e5.

[38] Luks V, Burkett A, Turner L, Pakhale S. Effect of physical
training on airway inflammation in animal models of asthma:
a systematic review. BMC Pulm Med 2013;13:24.

[39] Boot JD, de Ridder L, de Kam ML, Calderon C, Mascelli MA,
Diamant Z. Comparison of exhaled nitric oxide measure-
ments between NIOX MINO electrochemical and ecomedics
chemiluminescence analyzer. Respir Med 2008;102:1667e71.

[40] British Thoracic Society, Scottish Intercollegiate Guidelines
Network. British guideline on the management of asthma. A
national clinical guideline http://www.sign.ac.uk/guidelines/
fulltext/101/contents.html; 2012.

[41] Global strategy for asthma management and pre-
vention.www.ginasthma.org; 2012.

[42] Wenzel SE. Asthma: defining of the persistent adult pheno-
types. Lancet 2006;368:804e13.

[43] Payne DN, Adcock IM, Wilson NM, Oates T, Scallan M, Bush A.
Relationship between exhaled nitric oxide and mucosal
eosinophilic inflammation in children with difficult asthma,
after treatment with oral prednisolone. Am J Respir Crit Care
Med 2001;164:1376e81.

[44] Warke TJ, Fitch PS, Brown V, Taylor R, Lyons JD, Ennis M,
et al. Exhaled nitric oxide correlates with airway eosinophils
in childhood asthma. Thorax 2002;57:383e7.

[45] Zietkowski Z, Bodzenta-Lukaszyk A, Tomasiak MM, Skiepko R,
Szmitkowski M. Comparison of exhaled nitric oxide mea-
surement with conventional tests in steroid-naive asthma
patients. J Investig Allergol Clin Immunol 2006;16:239e46.

[46] Smith AD, Cowan JO, Filsell S, McLachlan C, Monti-
Sheehan G, Jackson P, et al. Diagnosing asthma: comparisons
between exhaled nitric oxide measurements and conven-
tional tests. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2004;169:473e8.

[47] Lemiere C, Ernst P, Olivenstein R, Yamauchi Y,
Govindaraju K, Ludwig MS, et al. Airway inflammation
assessed by invasive and noninvasive means in severe
asthma: eosinophilic and noneosinophilic phenotypes. J Al-
lergy Clin Immunol 2006;118:1033e9.

[48] Haldar P, Brightling CE, Hargadon B, Gupta S, Monteiro W,
Sousa A, et al. Mepolizumab and exacerbations of refractory
eosinophilic asthma. N Engl J Med 2009;360:973e84.

[49] Corren J, Lemanske RF, Hanania NA, Korenblat PE,
Parsey MV, Arron JR, et al. Lebrikizumab treatment in adults
with asthma. N Engl J Med 2011;365:1088e98.

[50] Hahn PY, Morgenthaler TY, Lim KG. Use of exhaled nitric
oxide in predicting response to inhaled corticosteroids for
chronic cough. Mayo Clin Proc 2007;82:1350e5.

[51] Szefler SJ, Phillips BR, Martinez FD, Chinchilli VM,
Lemanske RF, Strunk RC, et al. Characterization of within-
subject responses to fluticasone and montelukast in child-
hood asthma. J Allergy Clin Immunol 2005;115:233e42.

[52] Zietkowski Z, Kucharewicz I, Bodzenta-Lukaszyk A. The in-
fluence of inhaled corticosteroids on exhaled nitric oxide in
stable chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. Respir Med
2005;99:816e24.

[53] Antus B. Role of exhaled nitric oxide in predicting steroid
response in chronic obstructive pulmonary disease. Orv Hetil
2010;151:2083e8.

[54] Silkoff PE, McClean P, Spino M, Erlich L, Slutsky AS, Zamel N.
Dose-response relationship and reproducibility of the fall in
exhaled nitric oxide after inhaled beclomethasone dipropi-
onate therapy in asthma patients. Chest 2001;119:1322e8.

[55] Gorska K, Krenke R, Korczynski P, Kosciuch J, Domagala-
Kulawik J, Chazan R. Eosinophilic airway inflammation in
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease and asthma. J Physiol
Pharmacol 2008;59(Suppl. 6):261e70.

[56] Scott KA, Wardlaw AJ. Eosinophilic airway disorders. Semin
Respir Crit Care Med 2006;27:128e33.

[57] Dummer JF, Epton MJ, Cowan JO, Cook JM, Condliffe R,
Landhuis CE, et al. Predicting corticosteroid response in
chronic obstructive pulmonary disease using exhaled nitric
oxide. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2009;180:846e52.

[58] Klaassen EM, van Kant KD, Jobsis Q, Hovig ST, van
Schayck CP, Rijkers GT, et al. Symptoms, but not a biomarker
response to inhaled corticosteroids, predict asthma in pre-
school children with recurrent wheeze. Mediat Inflamm 2012;
2012:162571.

[59] Prieto L, Ferrer A, Ponce S, Palop J, Marin J. Exhaled nitric
oxide measurement is not useful for predicting the response
to inhaled corticosteroids in subjects with chronic cough.
Chest 2009;136:816e22.

[60] Amirav I, Zacharasiewicz A. Non-invasive monitoring of
inflammation in asthma using exhaled nitric oxide. Isr Med
Assoc J 2008;10:146e8.

[61] National Heart, Lung and Blood Institute. National asthma
education and prevention program, expert panel report 3:
guidelines for the diagnosis and management of asthma
https://www.nhlbi.nih.gov/guidelines/asthma/; 2007.

[62] Berge Mvd, Hacken NHTt, Kerstjens HAM, Postma DS. Man-
agement of asthma with ICS and LABAs: different treatment
strategies. Clin Med Insights Ther 2009;1:77e93.

[63] Smith AD, Cowan JO, Brassett KP, Herbison GP, Taylor DR.
Use of exhaled nitric oxide measurements to guide treatment
in chronic asthma. N Engl J Med 2005;352:2163e73.

[64] Powell H, Murphy VE, Taylor DR, Hensley MJ, McCaffery K,
Giles W, et al. Management of asthma in pregnancy guided by
measurement of fraction of exhaled nitric oxide: a double-
blind, randomised controlled trial. Lancet 2011;378:983e90.

[65] Syk J, Malinovschi A, Johansson G, Undén A-L, Andreasson A,
Lekander M, Alving K. Anti-inflammatory treatment of atopic
asthma guided by exhaled nitric oxide: a randomized,
controlled trial. J Allergy Clin Immunol Pract 2013;1:639e48.

[66] de Jongste JC, Carraro S, Hop WC, Baraldi E. Daily tele-
monitoring of exhaled nitric oxide and symptoms in the
treatment of childhood asthma. Am J Respir Crit Care Med
2009;179:93e7.

[67] Szefler SJ, Mitchell H, Sorkness CA, Gergen PJ, O’Connor GT,
Morgan WJ, et al. Management of asthma based on exhaled
nitric oxide in addition to guideline-based treatment for
inner-city adolescents and young adults: a randomised
controlled trial. Lancet 2008;372:1065e72.

[68] Shaw DE, Berry MA, Thomas M, Green RH, Brightling CE,
Wardlaw AJ, et al. The use of exhaled nitric oxide to guide
asthma management: a randomized controlled trial. Am J
Respir Crit Care Med 2007;176:231e7.

[69] Calhoun WJ, Ameredes BT, King TS, Icitovic N, Bleecker ER,
Castro M, et al. Comparison of physician-, biomarker-, and
symptom-based strategies for adjustment of inhaled corti-
costeroid therapy in adults with asthma: the BASALT ran-
domized controlled trial. JAMA 2012;308:987e97.

[70] Petsky HL, Cates CJ, Li A, Kynaston JA, Turner C, Chang AB.
Tailored interventions based on exhaled nitric oxide versus
clinical symptoms for asthma in children and adults.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev; 2009:CD006340.

[71] Donohue JF, Jain N. Exhaled nitric oxide to predict cortico-
steroid responsiveness and reduce asthma exacerbation
rates. Respir Med 2013;107:943e52.

[72] Reddel HK, Taylor DR, Bateman ED, Boulet LP, Boushey HA,
Busse WW, et al. An official American Thoracic Society/Eur-
opean Respiratory Society statement: asthma control and ex-
acerbations: standardizing endpoints for clinical asthma trials
andclinical practice.AmJRespirCritCareMed2009;180:59e99.

[73] Moeller A, Diefenbacher C, Lehmann A, Rochat M, Brooks-
Wildhaber J, Hall GL, et al. Exhaled nitric oxide distinguishes

840 L. Bjermer et al.

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref37
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref38
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref39
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref39
http://www.sign.ac.uk/guidelines/fulltext/101/contents.html
http://www.sign.ac.uk/guidelines/fulltext/101/contents.html
http://www.ginasthma.org
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref42
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref43
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref44
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref45
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref46
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref47
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref48
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref49
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref50
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref51
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref52
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref53
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref54
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref55
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref56
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref57
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref58
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref59
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref60
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref60
https://www.nhlbi.nih.gov/guidelines/asthma/
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref62
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref63
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref64
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref65
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref66
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref67
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref68
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref69
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref70
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref71
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref72
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref73


between subgroups of preschool children with respiratory
symptoms. J Allergy Clin Immunol 2008;121:705e9.

[74] Zeiger RS, Szefler SJ, Phillips BR, Schatz M, Martinez FD,
Chinchilli VM, et al. Response profiles to fluticasone and
montelukast in mild-to-moderate persistent childhood
asthma. J Allergy Clin Immunol 2006;117:45e52.

[75] Dweik RA, Boggs PB, Erzurum SC, Irvin CG, Leigh MW,
Lundberg JO, et al. An official ATS clinical practice guideline:
interpretation of exhaled nitric oxide levels (FENO) for
clinical applications. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2011;184:
602e15.

[76] Piacentini GL, Peroni DG, Bodini A, Bonafiglia E, Rigotti E,
Baraldi E, et al. Childhood Asthma Control Test and airway
inflammation evaluation in asthmatic children. Allergy 2009;
64:1753e7.

[77] Paro-Heitor ML, Bussamra MH, Saraiva-Romanholo BM,
Martins MA, Okay TS, Rodrigues JC. Exhaled nitric oxide for
monitoring childhood asthma inflammation compared to
sputum analysis, serum interleukins and pulmonary function.
Pediatr Pulmonol 2008;43:134e41.

[78] Pijnenburg MW, Hofhuis W, Hop WC, De Jongste JC. Exhaled
nitric oxide predicts asthma relapse in children with clinical
asthma remission. Thorax 2005;60:215e8.

[79] Zacharasiewicz A, Wilson N, Lex C, Erin EM, Li AM, Hansel T,
et al. Clinical use of noninvasive measurements of airway
inflammation in steroid reduction in children. Am J Respir
Crit Care Med 2005;171:1077e82.

[80] Pijnenburg MW, Bakker EM, Hop WC, De Jongste JC. Titrating
steroids on exhaled nitric oxide in children with asthma: a
randomized controlled trial. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2005;
172:831e6.

[81] Stern G, de Jongste J, van der Valk R, Baraldi E, Carraro S,
Thamrin C, et al. Fluctuation phenotyping based on daily
fraction of exhaled nitric oxide values in asthmatic children.
J Allergy Clin Immunol 2011;128:293e300.

[82] Gibson PG. Using fractional exhaled nitric oxide to guide
asthma therapy: design and methodological issues for
ASthma TReatment ALgorithm studies. Clin Exp Allergy 2009;
39:478e90.

[83] Peirsman EJ, Carvelli TJ, Hage PY, Hanssens LS, Pattyn L,
Raes MM, et al. Exhaled nitric oxide in childhood allergic
asthma management a randomised controlled trial. Pediatr
Pulmonol; 2013 [n/a-n/a].

[84] Nolte H, Pavord I, Backer V, Spector S, Shekar T, Gates D,
et al. Dose-dependent anti-inflammatory effect of inhaled
mometasone furoate/formoterol in subjects with asthma.
Respir Med 2013;107:656e64.

[85] Beck-Ripp J, Griese M, Arenz S, Koring C, Pasqualoni B,
Bufler P. Changes of exhaled nitric oxide during steroid
treatment of childhood asthma. Eur Respir J 2002;19:
1015e9.

[86] Koster ES, Raaijmakers JA, Vijverberg SJ, Maitland-van der
Zee AH. Inhaled corticosteroid adherence in paediatric pa-
tients: the PACMAN cohort study. Pharmacoepidemiol Drug
Saf 2011;20:1064e72.

[87] McNicholl DM, Stevenson M, McGarvey LP, Heaney LG. The
utility of fractional exhaled nitric oxide suppression in the
identification of nonadherence in difficult asthma. Am J
Respir Crit Care Med 2012;186:1102e8.

[88] Montuschi P, Mondino C, Koch P, Ciabattoni G, Barnes PJ,
Baviera G. Effects of montelukast treatment and withdrawal
on fractional exhaled nitric oxide and lung function in chil-
dren with asthma. Chest 2007;132:1876e81.

[89] Sandrini A, Ferreira IM, Gutierrez C, Jardim JR, Zamel N,
Chapman KR. Effect of montelukast on exhaled nitric oxide
and nonvolatile markers of inflammation in mild asthma.
Chest 2003;124:1334e40.

[90] Hanania NA, Wenzel S, Rosen K, Hsieh HJ, Mosesova S,
Choy DF, et al. Exploring the effects of omalizumab in
allergic asthma. Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2013;187:804e11.

[91] Zeiger RS, Schatz M, Zhang F, Crawford WW, Kaplan MS,
Roth RM, et al. Elevated exhaled nitric oxide is a clinical
indicator of future uncontrolled asthma in asthmatic patients
on inhaled corticosteroids. J Allergy Clin Immunol 2011;128:
412e4.

[92] Gelb AF, Flynn Taylor C, Shinar CM, Gutierrez C, Zamel N.
Role of spirometry and exhaled nitric oxide to predict ex-
acerbations in treated asthmatics. Chest 2006;129:1492e9.

[93] Jones SL, Kittelson J, Cowan JO, Flannery EM, Hancox RJ,
McLachlan CR, et al. The predictive value of exhaled nitric
oxide measurements in assessing changes in asthma control.
Am J Respir Crit Care Med 2001;164:738e43.

[94] Sonnappa S, Bastardo CM, Saglani S, Bush A, Aurora P. Rela-
tionship between past airway pathology and current lung
function in preschool wheezers. Eur Respir J 2011;38:
1431e6.

[95] Sonnappa S, Bastardo CM, Bush A, Aurora P. Exhaled nitric
oxide measurements from different analyzers. Chest 2010;
138:1275e7.

[96] vanVeen IH, TenBrinkeA, Sterk PJ, Sont JK,GauwSA,RabeKF,
et al. Exhaled nitric oxide predicts lung function decline in
difficult-to-treat asthma. Eur Respir J 2008;32:344e9.

[97] Malinovschi A. Both intermediate and high exhaled nitric
oxide lecels predict improvement in asthma control after
new-onset of inhaled corticosteroids. In: EAACI-WAO
Congress; 2013.

[98] Price D, Berg J, Lindgren P. An economic evaluation of NIOX
MINO airway inflammation monitor in the United Kingdom.
Allergy 2009;64:431e8.

[99] Berg J, Lindgren P. Economic evaluation of FE(NO) mea-
surement in diagnosis and 1-year management of asthma in
Germany. Respir Med 2008;102:219e31.

FeNO measurement in respiratory diseases 841

http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref73
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref74
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref75
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref76
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref77
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref78
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref79
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref80
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref81
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref82
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref83
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref84
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref85
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref86
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref87
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref88
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref89
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref90
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref91
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref92
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref93
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref94
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref95
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref96
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref97
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref98
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref99
http://refhub.elsevier.com/S0954-6111(14)00062-6/sref99

