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Abstract: Growth hormone (GH) deficiency (GHD) is a rare disorder. The diagnosis of GHD requires
a combination of two provocative GH tests. This study aimed to find agreement between commonly
used medications to determine which combined tests have high reliability of agreement. This
retrospective cohort included 201 children who underwent GH provocation testing from January
2012 to December 2022. The insulin tolerance test (ITT) with the clonidine stimulation test (CST)
or glucagon stimulation test (GST) with the CST were performed. We calculated Cohen’s kappa to
determine the agreement between the test medications by considering the post-stimulation peak GH
level with a cut-off value of 10 ng/mL as the primary outcome. A total of 151 patients underwent
the two provocative tests and were included in the analysis. Of these patients, 119 underwent
the ITT and CST and 54 (45.3%) were diagnosed with GHD. However, 32 patients underwent the
GST and CST and 18 (56.2%) were diagnosed with GHD. The kappa value for ITT and CST was
0.258 (25.8%), indicating fair agreement between clonidine and insulin (p = 0.005). However, the
kappa value for CST and GST was 0.178 (17.8%), representing slight agreement. The correlation
coefficient revealed a very strong relationship between ITT and CST. Clonidine has fair agreement
and a very strong correlation coefficient with ITT when used to diagnose GHD in children. Among
the commonly used pharmacological tests for GH provocation in our unit, the CST was considered
the best pharmacological test in terms of safety and reduced parental anxiety.

Keywords: pituitary dwarfism; inter-observer reliability; glucagon; clonidine; insulin; growth
hormone; somatotropin

1. Introduction

Growth hormone (GH) deficiency (GHD) is a rare disorder with a prevalence of approx-
imately 1 in 4000 during childhood [1]. The GHD diagnosis depends on the measurement
of the peak GH level secreted by the pituitary gland. GHD is primarily a clinical diagnosis
that is confirmed by provocative GH tests [2]. A conventional standard has proposed
that the diagnosis of GHD requires inadequate peak GH concentrations according to two
provocative GH tests (which can be performed sequentially on the same day) because of
the high frequency of false “failure” results of any provocative test.

Notably, the generally accepted diagnostic GH threshold is 10 mecg/L [1]. However,
combining the two most commonly used provocative GH tests results in poor specificity.
However, a new cut-off limit of 7.09 mcg/L using the iSYS isotope dilution mass spectrome-
try assay has been accepted as an international standard for diagnosing GHD in children [3].
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It has been proven that the GH response and test specificity decrease with the body
mass index (BMI), even for those with a BMI within the normal range [4], and that children
with obesity have particularly low GH concentrations. However, the lack of a gold standard
for diagnosing childhood-onset GHD compels clinicians to determine the diagnosis based
on a combination of factors, including physical appearance, short stature, presence of
other hormone deficiencies, and low height velocity, among others [2]. Medical imaging
abnormalities of the hypothalamic—pituitary area [5], low insulin-like growth factor-1
(IGF-1) levels, IGF-binding protein-3 levels [6], and GH provocative test peaks below
an arbitrary cut-off (10 mcg/L) are also used as diagnostic tools. However, a definitive
diagnosis of partial or mild GHD remains difficult and uncertain [7]. Many difficulties with
provocative GH tests have been highlighted, including the limited validity of indicators of
the physiological GH secretory capacity and poor reproducibility of the test method [8-10],
which is attributed to the significant normal intra-individual and inter-individual variations
in responses [11].

Despite knowing that hypothalamic regulation of pituitary somatotrophs is controlled
by the stimulatory effects of GH-releasing hormone (GHRH) and ghrelin as well as the
inhibitory effects of somatostatin, the sources of these variations have not been well-
documented. Amino acids stimulate GH, whereas IGF-1 mediates GH action and inhibits
GH secretion in a negative feedback loop [12].

Different medications have been used for GH stimulation tests. The most commonly
used are insulin, clonidine, and glucagon. Compared to glucagon, clonidine has a signifi-
cantly lower error rate when used for GH stimulation tests; therefore, clonidine was the
focus of a retrospective, single-center, observational study involving 512 children [13]. In-
sulin is not preferable for use in children because of its major adverse effect (hypoglycemia).
However, two studies evaluated peak GH level variability using insulin, and both con-
cluded that the time after insulin injection determines the severity of hypoglycemia, with
durations less than 90 minutes indicating safety and cost-effectiveness [14,15].

In clinical settings, it is common to encounter patients who are anxious about sequen-
tially undergoing two tests, those who do not attend the appointment on the test day, those
who ask to be discharged without undergoing the second test, and those who refuse to
continue testing after developing symptoms such as headache, nausea, and drowsiness.
Therefore, it is important to know which combined tests can be considered reliable for use
on the same day. This study aimed to determine the agreement between the stimulation
tests commonly used in sequence on the same day at our unit.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Study Design

This study included 201 retrospective cohort cases of patients between 4 and 14 years
of age between January 2012 and December 2022. The institutional review board of the
center provided ethical approval for data collection. The patients were initially evaluated
in the clinic for short stature, and those with suspected GHD were referred for the GH
provocation test. The criteria for suspected GHD were based on consensus guidelines
for diagnosing GHD in childhood that were published in 2000 [16,17] and recommend
investigation of the following presentations: (1) severe short stature, defined as height
>3 standard deviations (SDs) below the mean; (2) height velocity >1.5 SDs below the
mid-parental height; (3) height velocity >2 SDs below the mean and height velocity >1 SD
below the mean sustained over 1 year for chronological age or a decrease in the height
SD >0.5 sustained over 1 year for children older than 2 years of age; (4) in the absence of
short stature, a height velocity >2 SDs below the mean sustained over 1 year or more than
—1.5 SDs sustained over 2 years, which may occur with GHD presenting during infancy
or organically acquired GHD; (5) signs indicative of intracranial lesions; and (6) signs of
multiple pituitary hormone deficiencies.

The included patients underwent GH provocation testing using two medications and
two separate tests in 1 day. The stimulation tests were the insulin tolerance test (ITT) with
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the clonidine stimulation test (CST) and the glucagon stimulation test (GST) with the CST,
which followed a standard protocol. With the ITT, intravenous insulin was administered
(0.05-0.1 U/kg) following an overnight fast, and blood samples were obtained at 0, 15,
30, 60, and 90 min to determine GH, glucose, and cortisol after the nadir glucose level.
With the CST, clonidine was administered orally at 0.15 mg/m? body surface area between
8:00 am and 9:00 am after fasting overnight, and blood samples were collected at 0, 30, 60,
90, and 120 min to determine GH levels. The GST was performed after an overnight fast
by subcutaneously injecting 1 mg glucagon (Novo Nordisk, Bagsvard, Denmark). Blood
samples for GH measurements were obtained before the glucagon injection (baseline value)
and after 90, 120, 150, 180, 210, and 240 min.

The results were interpreted by a pediatric endocrinologist in the clinic using 10 ng/mL as
a cut-off value. GH was measured in the laboratory using the chemiluminescent microparticle
immunoassay test with the lowest detectable value of 0.05 ng/mL (1 ng/mL =1 mcg/L). With
all tests, glucose monitoring and vital sign recordings were performed every 15 to 30 min
under the close supervision of a nurse and endocrinologist. Diagnostic labels of “positive”
and “negative” were used to define the low post-stimulated peak GH level (<10 ng/mL) and
high post-stimulated peak GH level (>10 ng/mL), respectively. These diagnostic labels were
used to create the experimental study design and ensure the correct distribution across the
diagnostic groups.

The data collection sheet used to record patient characteristics included age, sex, height
(cm), weight (kg), Tanner stage of puberty, BMI SD score, mid-parental height, bone age,
baseline IGF-1 level, height velocity over 12 months (growth velocity cm/12 months), thy-
roid function, celiac screening, adrenocorticotropic hormone level, cortisol level, luteinizing
hormone level, follicle-stimulating hormone level, prolactin level, underlying diagnosis,
medication used for stimulation, documentation of any abnormal vital sign records or any
adverse events associated with any medications used, and causes of test termination. The
primary outcome was the peak post-stimulation GH level.

2.2. Statistical Analysis

Statistical inter-rater reliability was computed to evaluate agreement across the three
medications (raters), insulin, clonidine, and glucagon, using Cohen’s kappa for the post-
stimulated peak GH level of the positive and negative test results [18]. The annotated
data were then categorized (positive or negative), and agreement between raters was
evaluated [19]. Cohen’s kappa was calculated using IBM SPSS statistics version 29.0.0.0 (214)
(IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA) [20] for all rater pairs (insulin with clonidine and glucagon
with clonidine), providing an overall metric of agreement. Cohen’s kappa coefficient ranges
between 0 and 1, and the scales of interpretation are as follows [21]: slight agreement, 0
to 0.2; fair agreement, 0.21 to 0.4, moderate agreement, 0.41 to 0.6; substantial agreement,
0.61 to 0.8; and perfect agreement, 0.81 to 1. This study reported the percentage agreement
and kappa, as suggested by Myburgh et al. [22], because they each have advantages and
limitations. Furthermore, the correlation coefficient was computed for the data using
Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient using SPSS to assess the strength of the relationship
between the variables (ITT with CST and GST with CST) and display it on a scatter plot.

Both correlation coefficients are scaled because they range from —1 to +1 and indicate
whether there is a monotonic association or constantly increasing or decreasing curve based
on the Dancey and Reidy scale created in 2004 [23].

3. Results

A total of 201 children were included in this study between January 2012 and December
2022. Table 1 presents the patient characteristics. However, 50 patients were excluded from
the study; of these patients, 18 did not attend the provocation test appointment and missed
their follow-up appointment, and 19 did not complete two provocation tests. Furthermore,
13 of these 19 patients declined to undergo the second test because of the side effects,
which included drowsiness that occurs with hypotension with the CST (four patients) and
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the development of hypoglycemia with the ITT that resulted in symptoms comprising
tremors and headache (nine patients, including three for whom the ITT was terminated
upon the request of the parents). Abnormal movements and loss of consciousness with
hypoglycemia were not reported, but the remaining six patients terminated the test after
the first episode of hypoglycemia. Additionally, 13 patients refused a prolonged stay in the
day-care unit. Finally, 151 patients who underwent two provocation tests were included in
the analysis (Figure 1).

Table 1. Patients’ characteristics.

Parameters Mean + SD
Age (years) 10.03 - 2.88
Height (below the age and sex standard means) —23+12
BMI (kg/m?) 15.95 + 4.053
Tanner stage of puberty 2+12
Growth velocity (cm/12 months) 3.074 &+ 2.093
Bone age (years) 8.34 +4.51
Peak GH (ng/mL)
With insulin 5.79 +3.01
With clonidine 5.85 +2.94
With glucagon 7.64 £ 4.51
Diagnosis Number of cases
Isolated GHD 137 (68%)
Hypopituitarism 18 (9%)
Brain tumor 40 (20%)
Syndromes with growth failure 6 (3%)
3 M syndrome 3
Wiedemann-Steiner syndrome 1
Bartter syndrome 2
Patients underwent the ITT and CST (n = 119) and were diagnosed with GHD 54 (45.3%)
Patients underwent the GST and CST (n = 32) and were diagnosed with GHD 18 (56.2%)
* Total number 201

* The total number represents the patients who were suspected to have GHD and referred to undergo growth hormone
provocative tests. BMI = body mass index; CST = clonidine stimulation test; GH = growth hormone; GHD = growth
hormone deficiency; GST = glucagon stimulation test; ITT = insulin tolerance test; SD = standard deviation.

Among these 151 patients, 119 underwent the ITT and CST, and 54 (45.3%) were diag-
nosed with GHD. Adverse events in 57 patients who successfully completed the ITT were
reported, including headache and drowsiness; however, severe symptoms such as convul-
sion or loss of consciousness were not reported. At the request of the parents, the ITT was
terminated for two patients after they developed symptomatic hypoglycemia (headache
and drowsiness). However, 32 patients completed the CST and GST, and 18 (56.2%) were
diagnosed with GHD; one case of hypotension (severe headache and drowsiness) during
the CST was reported. No adverse effects during the GST were reported (Figure 1).

3.1. Inter-Rater Reliability

Cohen’s kappa was calculated for the two groups to identify their agreement when
used to diagnose GHD (the ITT with CST and the GST with CST). Table 2 shows the
summary of the results. The kappa value was 0.258 (25.8%), indicating fair agreement
between clonidine and insulin; this result was statistically significant (p = 0.005). As
illustrated in Table 3, the kappa value was 0.178 (17.8%), representing slight agreement
between glucagon and clonidine; this result was not significant (p = 0.314).
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Total number of patients
(ng 201)

Patients who did not complete the two
sitting of the provocation tests (n=32)

Patient who did not show up to the
provocative test (n=18)

A 4

Patients who meet the criteria of GHD and underwent both tests

(n=151)
ITT & CST CS(TISL:S)ST
(n=119)
*Adverse events:
Symptomatic hypoglycaemia Adverse events:
(n=57%) sever headache and drowsiness
with CST (n=1)
Test termination due to fear of No report of adverse events
hypoglycaemia (n=2) with GST

Figure 1. Flowchart identifying the patients included in the study. CST = clonidine stimulation test;
GST = glucagon stimulation test; ITT = insulin tolerance test. * Convulsion and loss of consciousness

were not reported with the ITT.

Table 2. Kappa value of the ITT and CST.

Value Asymptotic Standard Error ? Approximate T P Approximate Significance
Measure of Agreement Kappa 0.258 0.091 2.816 0.005
N of Valid Cases 119
2 Not assuming the null hypothesis. ® Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.
Table 3. Kappa value of the GST and CST.
Value Asymptotic Standard Error ? Approximate T P Approximate Significance
Measure of Agreement Kappa 0.178 0.183 1.007 0.314
N of Valid Cases 32

2 Not assuming the null hypothesis. ® Using the asymptotic standard error assuming the null hypothesis.

3.2. Correlation Coefficient

Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient calculated the values of the ITT and CST. Table 4
(A) reveals a correlation coefficient of 0.710, which indicates a very strong relationship
between the ITT and CST (monotonic correlation). Moreover, Table 4 (B) reveals a very
strong relationship between the values of the GST and CST, with a correlation coefficient of
0.702. Figure 2 displays the scattered plots.
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Table 4. (A) Spearman’s rank correlation coefficient of ITT and CST and (B) Spearman’s rank
correlation coefficient of the GST and CST.

A: Spearman’s Rank Correlation Coefficient (ITT and CST)

ITT CST
Correlation Coefficient 1.000 0.710
ITT Significance (2-tailed) <0.001
, N 119 119
Spearman’s rho Correlation Coefficient 0.710 1.000
CST Significance (2-tailed) <0.001
N 119 119
B: Spearman’s Rank Correlation Coefficient (GST and CST)
GST CST
Correlation Coefficient 1.000 0.702
GST Significance (2-tailed) <0.001
p N 32 32
Spearman’s tho Correlation Coefficient 0.702 1.000
CST Significance (2-tailed) <0.001
N 32 32

Scatter Plot of ITT by CST

CST
(A)
Scatter Plot of GST by CST
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(B)
Figure 2. (A) Scatter plot of the ITT and CST. (B) Scatter plot of the GST and CST.
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4. Discussion

This study confirmed fair agreement between the ITT and CST for diagnosing GHD in
children, with a statistically significant result. In contrast, based on Cohen’s kappa value,
this study objectively validated slight agreement between the GST and CST for diagnosing
GHD in children. The peak GH level used as the variable during this study had only
two possible states (positive or negative), and these states were sharply differentiated.
Therefore, reliability was likely to be high. Furthermore, kappa values may have wide
confidence intervals that include good to poor agreement [24]. Therefore, the correlation
coefficient was calculated to determine the association.

This low level of agreement between the CST and GST could explain the discrepancy
in the post-stimulated peak GH levels (between the CST and GST) that is occasionally
observed during the interpretation of the result of the same patient because the peak GH
level of the CST corresponds with the clinical features of GHD; however, the GST indicates
a high post-stimulated peak level considering that the GST and CST were performed
separately during 1 day. Therefore, it is presumed that the GST is less reliable than the
ITT and CST, and a lower cut-off value (less than 7 ng/mL) could be proposed for GST
during future research. Furthermore, we found it reasonable to assess the agreement of
the CST in relation to the ITT because the ITT has been traditionally accepted as the gold
standard test for assessing adult GHD [25] because of its sensitivity and reproducibility [26],
and because it enables the simultaneous assessment of the entire hypothalamic—pituitary—
adrenal axis [27].

This study found that the occurrence of parental anxiety after the ITT precluded the
performance of the second test. Hypoglycemia was the major adverse event that triggered
fear among the parents of the patients who underwent the ITT with the CST. However,
the side effects of the CST (headache and drowsiness) did not generate the same level of
parental anxiety or lead to test termination.

A systematic survey [28] that was conducted at more than 18 endocrine units to
assess the controversy associated with performing the ITT for children revealed that a
sense of fear regarding extreme hypoglycemia appeared to be the dominant reason for not
performing the ITT at these units, followed by the event of convulsions. Kaplan et al. [29]
published their findings regarding insulin-induced hypoglycemia as a provocation test
for 134 children with short stature and concluded that it was valuable for distinguishing
children with GHD when it occurs as an isolated deficiency from children with other forms
of growth restriction; however, it did not provide insight regarding other forms of growth
restriction. Investigators from Glasgow reviewed their experience of performing 550 ITTs
over the course of 10 years (1989-1999) [30] and reported that no severe adverse events
occurred during that period, thus concluding that the ITT is a safe and reliable test for
children when a strict procedure is followed [17].

Furthermore, regarding the CST for children, clonidine has been associated with
hypoglycemia; and the mechanism of action is unclear [31]. However, during a study of
the performance of 225 CSTs, the side effects of clonidine administration were observed in
23% of the patients [32]; this result was consistent with that reported by another study [33].
Only somnolence and mild hypotension were observed and did not require oral hydration
or saline infusion, as reported by several studies [33,34]. Regarding convenience and
cost-effectiveness, another study assessed whether minimizing the sampling points could
reduce costs while maintaining the efficacy and sensitivity of the test and concluded that a
sample obtained 60 min after clonidine stimulation was the best single sample for ruling out
GHD, with 79.5% specificity [35]. However, Gillis et al. reported that the peak indicating
GH sufficiency (85.15%) during the CST tended to occur more frequently at typical times
(60 min and 90 min) than those indicating GHD (68%) [36].

Lim et al. reported a high rate of hypoglycemia during the GST, particularly for
children younger than 8 years of age [37]. A total of 27 of 80 children (33.8%) developed
hypoglycemia with a blood glucose nadir of 52.2 mg/dL (2.9 mmol/L), and seven chil-
dren successfully received oral hypoglycemia treatment. Moreover, Hanukoglu et al. [28]
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reported that the glucagon test was interrupted occasionally because of unpleasant side
effects (weakness, nausea, and vomiting) and rarely because of severe hypoglycemia, rather
than because of convulsions. Many endocrinologists consider the GST to be a valuable
alternative to the ITT, thus facilitating the simultaneous assessment of corticotroph and
somatotroph functions in children [38]. However, because glucagon is a potent insulin
secretagogue, it is crucial to consider the previously reported studies that indicated that
glucagon may result in rebound hypoglycemia [39]; furthermore, it is important to consider
that the adrenal response was age-dependent and sex-dependent during the GST, associ-
ated with a high false-positive rate (23.7%), and resulted in the overdiagnosis of adrenal
insufficiency in 190 children [40].

Based on the results of this study, and considering the previously reported findings,
we concluded that the CST could be considered a relatively safe test for diagnosing GHD
in children with close monitoring of vital signs. Moreover, based on the observations in the
clinical setting regarding the reliability and accuracy of the GST, it is recommended that
the GST accuracy for diagnosing GHD should be assessed by a large-scale study with a
lower cut-off value of the post-stimulated GH level (7 ng/mL). Additionally, age is likely
an important factor that determines how people respond to various GH-stimulating agents.
Glucagon is a well-established agent for adults, but it may be less reliable when used for
children [41].

Moreover, it is important to consider the possibility that the most common reason
for test results that indicate GHD is the physiological absolute, followed by the relative
refractory period after a natural peak of spontaneous GH secretion (false-positive results).

Strength and Limitations

This study focused on the reliability and agreement of GH provocative tests among
a large number of patients and objectively confirmed the reliability of agreement (inter-
rater reliability) between the ITT with CST and the GST with CST. Additionally, we were
able to assess the Spearman’s rank coefficient correlation to determine robust agreement,
especially with glucagon, which was found to have a response higher than that of other
medications. We reviewed the literature to ensure the safety of the CST and GST for children
and correlate the observations of adverse events and parental anxiety in the clinical setting
with those reported.

This study had some limitations. First, blood glucose monitoring in the day-care unit
did not depend on real-time continuous glucose monitoring. Second, the ITT and CST were
performed in 1 day, and the ITT could not be the diagnostic gold standard for patients who
subsequently underwent the CST. Finally, we did not investigate confounders, including sex
variability, puberty level, and BMI percentage, during the analysis. In conclusion, this study
indicated fair inter-rater reliability and agreement of the CST with the ITT; therefore, in
terms of safety, the CST could be considered a perfect replacement for the ITT for children.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, R.A.B. (Rana Al Balwi) and H.A.S.; Methodology, R.A.B.
(Rana Al Balwi); Data curation, R.A. (Reem Alatrash), A.A. (Alanoud Alhareth), R.A. (Roba Al-
dossary), M.A., YH., A.A. (Alia Alammari), S.A. (Sarah AlShawaf) and R.A.B. (Rawan Al Balwi);
Supervision and investigation, M.A.-Q., A K.A. and S.A. (Suzan AlKhater); Writing—review & edit-
ing, R.A.B. (Rana Al Balwi) and H.A.S. All authors have read and agreed to the published version of
the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki and approved by the Institutional Review Board of Imam Abdulrahman Bin
Faisal University (IRB-UGS-2021-01-379, date of approval 3 December 2019).

Informed Consent Statement: Patient consent was waived due to the retrospective nature of this study.

Data Availability Statement: The data presented in this study are available on request from the
corresponding author.



Children 2023, 10, 1381 90f 10

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Jorge, A.A.L.; Grimberg, A.; Dattani, M. T.; Baro, J. Disorders of childhood growth. In Sperling Pediatric Endocrinology, 5th ed.;
Sperling, M., Ed.; Elsevier: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2021; pp. 336-337.

2. Rosenfeld, R.G.; Albertsson-Wikland, K.; Cassorla, F.; Frasier, S.D.; Hasegawa, Y.; Hintz, R.L.; Lafranchi, S.; Lippe, B.; Loriaux, L.;
Melmed, S. Diagnostic controversy: The diagnosis of childhood growth hormone deficiency revisited. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab.
1995, 80, 1532-1540. [CrossRef]

3. Wagner, 1.V,; Paetzold, C.; Gausche, R.; Vogel, M.; Koerner, A.; Thiery, J.; Arsene, C.G.; Henrion, A.; Guettler, B.; Keller, E.;
et al. Clinical evidence-based cutoff limits for GH stimulation tests in children with a backup of results with reference to mass
spectrometry. Eur. J. Endocrinol. 2014, 171, 389-397. [CrossRef]

4.  Stanley, T.L.; Levitsky, L.L.; Grinspoon, S.K.; Misra, M. Effect of Body Mass Index on Peak Growth Hormone Response to
Provocative Testing in Children with Short Stature. ]. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2009, 94, 4875-4881. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Adan, L.; Souberbielle, ].C.; Brauner, R. Diagnostic markers of permanent idiopathic growth hormone deficiency. J. Clin.
Endocrinol. Metab. 1994, 78, 353-358. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6. Lee, P,; Rosenfeld, R.G. Clinical utility of insulin-like growth factor assays. Pediatrician 1987, 14, 154-161.

7. Audi, L.; Granada, M.L.; Carrascosa, A. Growth hormone secretion assessment in the diagnosis of short stature. J. Pediatr.
Endocrinol. Metab. 1996, 9 (Suppl. 53), 313-324.

8. Rosenfeld, R.G. Is Growth Hormone Deficiency a Viable Diagnosis? J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 1997, 82, 349-351. [CrossRef]

9.  Saggese, G.; Cesaretti, G. Criteria for Recognition of the Growth-Inefficient Child Who May Respond to Treatment with Growth
Hormone. Arch. Pediatr. Adolesc. Med. 1989, 143, 1287-1293. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

10. Zadik, Z.; Chalew, S.A.; Gilula, Z.; Kowarski, A.A. Reproducibility of Growth Hormone Testing Procedures: A Comparison
between 24-hour Integrated Concentration and Pharmacological Stimulation. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 1990, 71, 1127-1130.
[CrossRef]

11. Ranke, M.B.; Haber, P. Growth hormone stimulation tests. In Functional Endocrinologic Diagnostics in Children and Adolescents;
Mannheim, J., Verlag, ]., Ranke, M.B., Eds.; Huthig Fachverlage Vertrieb: Mainz, Germany, 1992; pp. 61-75.

12. Yuen, K.CJ.; Johannsson, G.; Ho, KK.Y.; Miller, B.S.; Bergada, I.; Rogol, A.D. Diagnosis and testing for growth hormone deficiency
across the ages: A global view of the accuracy, caveats, and cut-offs for diagnosis. Endocr. Connect. 2023, 12, €220504. [CrossRef]

13.  Yackobovitch-Gavan, M.; Lazar, L.; Diamant, R.; Phillip, M.; Oron, T. Diagnosis of Growth Hormone Deficiency in Children: The
Efficacy of Glucagon versus Clonidine Stimulation Test. Horm. Res. Paediatr. 2020, 93, 470-476. [CrossRef]

14. Lone, SW.; Khan, Y.N.; Qamar, F; Atta, I.; Ibrahim, M.N.; Raza, J. Safety of insulin tolerance test for the assessment of growth
hormone deficiency in children. J. Pak. Med. Assoc. 2011, 61, 153.

15. Ibrahim, M.N.; Noor, N.; Nisa, M.; Leghari, T.M.; Khan, Y.N.; Raza, J. Peak Growth Hormone Level Variability during Insulin
Tolerance Test in Children with Short Stature. J. Coll. Physicians Surg. Pak. 2021, 31, 1081-1084. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

16. Research Society Consensus Guidelines for the Diagnosis and Treatment of Growth Hormone (GH) Deficiency in Childhood and
Adolescence: Summary Statement of the GH Research Society. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2000, 85, 3990-3993. [CrossRef]

17.  Collett-Solberg, P.E; Ambler, G.; Backeljauw, P.E; Bidlingmaier, M.; Biller, B.M.; Boguszewski, M.C.; Cheung, P.T.; Choong, C.5.Y,;
Cohen, L.E.; Cohen, P; et al. Diagnosis, Genetics, and Therapy of Short Stature in Children: A Growth Hormone Research Society
International Perspective. Horm. Res. Paediatr. 2019, 92, 1-14. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

18. Light, R.J. Measures of response agreement for qualitative data: Some generalizations and alternatives. Psychol. Bull. 1971, 76,
365-377. [CrossRef]

19. Hallgren, K.A. Computing Inter-Rater Reliability for Observational Data: An Overview and Tutorial. Tutorials Quant. Methods
Psychol. 2012, 8, 23-34. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

20. Cohen,]J. A Coefficient of Agreement for Nominal Scales. Educ. Psychol. Meas. 1960, 20, 37-46. [CrossRef]

21. Landis, J.R.; Koch, G.G. The Measurement of Observer Agreement for Categorical Data. Biometrics 1977, 33, 159-174. [CrossRef]

22. Myburgh, H.C,; Jose, S.; Swanepoel, D.W.; Laurent, C. Towards low cost automated smartphone- and cloud-based otitis media
diagnosis. Biomed. Signal Process. Control. 2018, 39, 34-52. [CrossRef]

23.  Dancey, C.P; Reidy, J. Statistics without Maths for Psychology; Pearson Education: London, UK, 2007.

24. McHugh, M.L. Interrater reliability: The kappa statistic. Biochem. Med. 2012, 22, 276-282. [CrossRef]

25.  Molitch, M.E.; Clemmons, D.R.; Malozowski, S.; Merriam, G.R.; Vance, M.L. Evaluation and Treatment of Adult Growth Hormone
Deficiency: An Endocrine Society Clinical Practice Guideline. . Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 2011, 96, 1587-1609. [CrossRef]

26. Hoffman, D.; O’Sullivan, A.; Ho, K.; Baxter, R. Diagnosis of growth-hormone deficiency in adults. Lancet 1994, 343, 1064-1068.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

27.  Weintrob, N.; Sprecher, E.; Josefsberg, Z.; Weininger, C.; Aurbach-Klipper, Y.; Lazard, D.; Karp, M.; Pertzelan, A. Standard and
Low-Dose Short Adrenocorticotropin Test Compared with Insulin-Induced Hypoglycemia for Assessment of the Hypothalamic-
Pituitary-Adrenal Axis in Children with Idiopathic Multiple Pituitary Hormone Deficiencies. J. Clin. Endocrinol. Metab. 1998, 83,
88-92. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

28. Hanukoglu, A.; Weisglass, R. Is the fear from insulin tolerance test in the evaluation of short stature justified? Eur. ]. Pediatr. 2022,

181, 2867-2871. [CrossRef]


https://doi.org/10.1210/jcem.80.5.7538145
https://doi.org/10.1530/EJE-14-0165
https://doi.org/10.1210/jc.2009-1369
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19890023
https://doi.org/10.1210/jcem.78.2.7508948
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7508948
https://doi.org/10.1210/jcem.82.2.3841
https://doi.org/10.1001/archpedi.1989.02150230045021
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/2816855
https://doi.org/10.1210/jcem-71-5-1127
https://doi.org/10.1530/EC-22-0504
https://doi.org/10.1159/000513393
https://doi.org/10.29271/jcpsp.2021.09.1081
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/34500525
https://doi.org/10.1210/jcem.85.11.6984
https://doi.org/10.1159/000502231
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31514194
https://doi.org/10.1037/h0031643
https://doi.org/10.20982/tqmp.08.1.p023
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22833776
https://doi.org/10.1177/001316446002000104
https://doi.org/10.2307/2529310
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.bspc.2017.07.015
https://doi.org/10.11613/BM.2012.031
https://doi.org/10.1210/jc.2011-0179
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(94)90181-3
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7512681
https://doi.org/10.1210/jcem.83.1.4496
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9435421
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00431-021-04364-w

Children 2023, 10, 1381 10 of 10

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

Kaplan, S.L.; Abrams, C.A.L; Bell, ].J.; Conte, FA.; Grumbach, M.M. Growth and Growth Hormone: I. changes in Serum Level of
Growth Hormone Following Hypoglycemia in 134 children with Growth Rctardation. Pediatr. Res. 1968, 2, 43—63. [CrossRef]
Galloway, PJ.; McNeill, E.; Paterson, W.E,; Donaldson, M.D.C. Safety of the insulin tolerance test. Arch. Dis. Child. 2002, 87,
354-356. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gil-Ad, L; Topper, E.; Laron, Z. Oral Clonidine as a Growth Hormone Stimulation Test. Lancet 1979, 314, 278-280. [CrossRef]
Borges, M.d.E,; Teixeira, F.C.C.; Feltrin, A.K; Ribeiro, K.A.; Nascentes, G.A.N.; Resende, E.AM.R,; Ferreira, B.P.; Silva, A.P;
Palhares, HM.C. Clonidine-stimulated growth hormone concentrations (cut-off values) measured by immunochemiluminescent
assay (ICMA) in children and adolescents with short stature. Clinics 2016, 71, 226-231. [CrossRef]

Marui, S.; Oliveira, CH.M.C,; Souza, S.C.A.L.; Berger, K.; Khawali, C.; Hauache, O.M.; Maciel, R.M.B.; Vieira, ].M.B. Tolerance of
oral clonidine test in 180 patients: Efficacy of saline resuscitation in controlling arterial hypotension. Arq. Bras. Endocrinol. Metab.
2015, 49, 510-515. [CrossRef]

May, M.; Rose, S.R. Oral Hydration During Growth Hormone Stimulation with Clonidine. ]. Pediatr. Nurs. 2007, 22, 383-387.
[CrossRef]

Thakur, D.S.; Bhagwat, N.M.; Bhide, M.M.; Yerawar, C.G.; Ghanekar, G.A.; Sonawane, A.B.; Chadha, M.D.; Varthakavi, P.K.
Clonidine Stimulation Test: Is Single Best Time Point, Convenient Yet Efficacious? Indian ]. Endocrinol. Metab. 2018, 22, 511-514.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Gillis, D.; Gillis, D.; Magiel, E.; Terespolsky, N.; Naugolny, L.; Strich, D. Clonidine stimulation test for GH deficiency: A new look
at sample timing. Endocr. Pract. 2016, 22, 338-342. [CrossRef]

Lim, S.H.; Vasanwala, R.; Lek, N.; Yap, F. Quantifying the risk of hypoglycaemia in children undergoing the glucagon stimulation
test. Clin. Endocrinol. 2011, 75, 489-494. [CrossRef]

Bottner, A.; Kratzsch, J.; Liebermann, S.; Keller, A.; Pfiffle, R.; Kiess, W.; Keller, E. Comparison of Adrenal Function Tests in
Children—The Glucagon Stimulation Test Allows the Simultaneous Assessment of Adrenal Function and Growth Hormone
Response in Children. J. Pediatr. Endocrinol. Metab. 2005, 18, 433—442. [CrossRef]

Hindmarsh, P.C.; Swift, PG. An assessment of growth hormone provocation tests. Arch. Dis. Child. 1995, 72, 362-368. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Tenenbaum, A.; Phillip, M.; de Vries, L. The Intramuscular Glucagon Stimulation Test Does Not Provide Good Discrimination
between Normal and Inadequate ACTH Reserve When Used in the Investigation of Short Healthy Children. Horm. Res. Paediatr.
2014, 82, 194-200. [CrossRef]

Conceicao, FL.; Silva, A.d.C.e.; Costa, A.].L.; Vaisman, M. Glucagon stimulation test for the diagnosis of GH deficiency in adults.
J. Endocrinol. Investig. 2003, 26, 1065-1070. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.1203/00006450-196801000-00005
https://doi.org/10.1136/adc.87.4.354
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/12244020
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(79)90293-9
https://doi.org/10.6061/clinics/2016(04)09
https://doi.org/10.1590/S0004-27302005000400007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pedn.2007.01.007
https://doi.org/10.4103/ijem.IJEM_101_18
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30148099
https://doi.org/10.4158/EP151156.OR
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2265.2011.04117.x
https://doi.org/10.1515/JPEM.2005.18.5.433
https://doi.org/10.1136/adc.72.4.362
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7539245
https://doi.org/10.1159/000365190
https://doi.org/10.1007/BF03345251
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15008242

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Study Design 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Inter-Rater Reliability 
	Correlation Coefficient 

	Discussion 
	References

