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Study Overview 

Clinical Assessment of Subjects with Chronic Fatigue Syndrome and Other 

Fatiguing Illnesses in Wichita 

National Center for Infectious Diseases, Centers for Disease Control & Prevention, Atlanta, GA 

Dept. of Medicine and Dept. of Psychiatry & Behavioral Sciences, Emory University School of 

Medicine, Atlanta, GA 

Summary 

Chronic fatigue syndrome (CFS) is a debilitating illness characterized by unexplained symptoms 

such as fatigue, cognitive impairment and pain. CFS has no confirmatory physical signs or 

laboratory abnormalities and its etiology and pathophysiology are unknown. This is a 2-day in-

hospital study conducted from December 2002 to July 2003, and participants were previously 

identified in the Wichita (Kansas, USA) 4-year longitudinal surveillance study. All study 

subjects were classified as 1) Meeting the 1994 CFS international case definition (CFS); 2) 

Meeting the 1994 CFS international case definition except that a major depressive disorder with 

melancholic features was identified (CFS-MDDm); 3) Chronically fatigued but not meeting the 

1994 CFS international case definition because of insufficient number of symptoms or fatigue 

severity (ISF); 4) Chronically fatigued but with ISF and a major depressive disorder with 

melancholic features (ISF-MDDm); and 5) Non-fatigued controls individually matched to CFS 

subjects on age, race/ethnicity, sex and body mass index (BMI) (NF). Assessments included 

clinical evaluation of each subject‟s medical and psychiatric status, stress history, sleep 

characteristics, and cognitive functioning. Laboratory testing was done to evaluate 

neuroendocrine status, autonomic nervous system function and systemic cytokine profiles. The 

association between disease status and peripheral blood gene expression patterns and 

polymorphisms in genes involved in neurotransmission and immune regulation was analyzed. 

The data collected in this study can be accessed through Research Data Center (RDC) at CDC. 

Background 

From 1997 through 2000, CDC conducted a population-based longitudinal surveillance study of 

CFS in Sedgwick County, Kansas. The surveillance study initially used random digit dialing to 

screen 90,316 Wichita residents (20% of the population) and located individuals with severe 

fatigue and a non-fatigued comparison group. From the baseline screening, we have followed a 

cohort of approximately 5,000 individuals, including persons with CFS, other fatiguing illnesses, 

and non-fatigued controls. Only 17% of persons identified with CFS in Wichita longitudinal 

surveillance study reported having been diagnosed or treated for CFS. However, identification of 

CFS patients in the general population requires applying a screening and triage algorithm 

compatible with the large-scale nature of epidemiologic studies. Thus, subjects in epidemiologic 

studies are not as thoroughly evaluated as clinical patients.  
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From December 2002 to July 2003, we conducted a 2-day in-hospital study (referred to as the 

Wichita Final Clinical Study in the rest of the document) that clinically assessed subjects 

identified from the Wichita 4-year surveillance study.  Assessments included: laboratory testing 

to screen neuroendocrine status, cytokine profiles, peripheral blood gene expression patterns and 

genetic polymorphisms of genes involved in neurotransmission and immune function; clinical 

studies to evaluate sleep characteristics, cognitive function, and dysautonomia; as well as 

evaluation of psychiatric and neurocognitive functioning, and stress history. Study participants 

included subjects previously identified in the Wichita surveillance study and classified as 1) 

Meeting the 1994 CFS international case definition (CFS) [Fukuda 1994]; 2) Meeting the 1994 

CFS international case definition except that a major depressive disorder with melancholic 

features was identified (CFS-MDDm); 3) Chronically fatigued but not meeting the 1994 CFS 

international case definition because of insufficient number of symptoms or fatigue severity, 

termed as „insufficient symptoms or fatigue‟ (ISF); 4) Chronically fatigued but with ISF and a 

major depressive disorder with melancholic features (ISF-MDDm); and 5) Non-fatigued controls 

matched to CFS subjects on age, race/ethnicity, sex and body  mass index (NF). Evaluation was 

performed without knowledge of disease classification. 

The main objective of this study was to characterize the physiologic status of subjects with CFS 

that encompass several specific aims: 

Aim 1: To evaluate neuroendocrine, sleep, neurocognitive and psychiatric functioning, stress 

history, peripheral blood gene expression profiles and neurotransmitter/immune 

regulatory gene polymorphisms in subjects meeting the international case definition of 

CFS (cases) and in non-fatigued subjects matched for age, sex, race/ethnicity and BMI 

(controls). Results from cases and controls will be compared to determine differences 

between the two groups. Both cases and controls will be identified from the population-

based surveillance of fatiguing illnesses performed in Sedgwick County, Kansas. 

Aim 2: To determine whether the above measures co-vary with disease severity and length of 

illness in CFS cases, so that cases may be stratified by these measures. 

Aim 3: To identify biological markers that may be diagnostic of CFS.  

Aim 4: To identify psychosocial, environmental and genetic risk factors for CFS. 

Methods 

Study Design and Recruitment 

This study adhered to human experimentation guidelines of the U.S. Departement of Health and 

Human Services and the Helsinki Declaration. The CDC Human Subjects committe approved 

study protocals. All participants were volunteers who gave informed consent. 

The study was designed to allow for case-control, as well as, multiple-group comparisons. The 

case-control part of the study compared fatigued subjects meeting the case definition of CFS to 

matched controls. The second part of the study was designed to evaluate the biologic 

significance of the CFS case definition by studies in comparison groups of chronically fatigued 

subjects who do not fit the CFS case definition.  

This study enrolled cases of CFS and other fatiguing illnesses identified during the four-year 

CDC surveillance study in Wichita. The prior longitudinal surveillance study started in 1997, 
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which screened 90,316 Wichita residents, of whom 56,151 were between 18 – 69 years of age. 

The surveillance study followed a cohort of individuals at 12-, 24-, and 36-month interval with 

telephone interviews and clinical evaluations. Clinical evaluations identified the medical and 

psychiatric conditions exclusionary for CFS and subjects with exclusions were dropped from the 

cohort.  

Sample Size Justification 

The case-control component of the study will include all available CFS subjects and a sample of 

non-fatigued controls identified from the Wichita surveillance study. Cases will be matched to 

controls by age, sex, race/ethnicity and BMI. The sample size for cases and controls was 

determined by power considerations for testing the following hypothesis: 

 Subjects with CFS demonstrate lower 24-hour urinary cortisol excretion as compared to 

non-fatigued controls.  

For this hypothesis, we assumed that the average cortisol levels for CFS cases was 69.2 with a 

standard deviation of 39, and the average cortisol levels for controls was 97 with a standard 

deviation of 52.9 [Cleare 2001]. The standard deviation of the difference between cases and 

controls varied between 55.5 and 31.9 by assuming that the correlation between cases and 

controls (introduced by matching) varied between 0.2 and 0.8. A one-sided paired t-test at a 

significance level of 0.01 was used to compare the two groups. Using the Sample Size task in the 

Analyst Application of SAS Version 8, we determined that a total sample size of 50 cases and 50 

controls would be sufficient to detect a difference between the two groups of 27.8 on cortisol 

levels (equivalent to 29% decrease among CFS cases) with at least 80% power. If we account for 

a 25% non-participation rate and include a 25% increase in sample size to allow for the control 

of confounding in the analysis, we arrive at the sample of 70 CFS cases and 70 non-fatigued 

controls. Since the total number of available CFS cases was 70, we designed the study to include 

70 CFS cases and 70 non-fatigued controls. 

Based on the evaluations in 4- year longitudinal surveillance study, these subjects were classified 

as:  

1. CFS subjects who met the 1994 CFS international case definition. The surveillance 

cohort included 70 CFS subjects, among which 58 (83%) agreed to participate in this 2-

day clinical study

2. CFS-MDDm subjects who met the 1994 CFS international case definition except that a 

major depressive disorder with melancholic features was identified. 27 out of all 41 

longitudinal surveillance CFS-MDDm participants enrolled in this study.

3. ISF subjects who were chronically fatigued but did not meet the CFS case definition 

because of insufficient number of symptoms or fatigue severity. We invited 70 

(randomly selected) of the 158 ISF participants, and 59 agreed to participate. 

4. ISF-MDDm subjects who were chronically fatigued but with ISF and a major depressive 

disorder with melancholic features. 28 out of 39 with ISF and melancholic depression 

participants agreed to participate.

5. Non-fatigued controls (NF) were selected from the longitudinal surveillance study who 

did not report fatigue of at least 1-month duration, did not have medical or psychiatric 
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conditions exclusionary for CFS, and were similar in age, race/ethnicity, and BMI to 

subjects with CFS. 55 controls participated.

The classification for subjects„ enrollment status was summarized in Table 1.  Clinic staff were 

unaware of subjects„ enrollment status as were the subjects.   

       Table 1. Subjects‟ enrollment status 

Enrollment Status Number of subjects 

CFS 58 

CFS-MDDm 27 

ISF 59 

ISF-MDDm 28 

NF 55 

A total of 227 subjects were successfully enrolled in this 2-day in-hospital study. All subjects 

were fully informed about the nature of the study prior to enrollment, and signed an informed 

consent document. The informed consent documents meet an 8th grade level of readability. After 

having given informed consent, subjects were admitted as in-patients to a clinical research unit in 

Wichita. Each subject was in a private room. Both subjects and hospital staff were not aware of 

subjects‟ enrollment status. Subjects provided a standardized past medical history and review of 

systems during admission. They also brought to the hospital all current prescribed and over-the-

counter medications and dietary supplements, whose use during the study was monitored. Study 

participants were not allowed to consume alcohol or caffeine during the evaluations. Subjects 

were allowed to use tobacco products because abstaining could precipitate symptoms of 

withdrawal, but we recorded the number of cigarettes smoked. In addition, patients were not 

permitted to smoke in the two hours preceding each saliva sample.  

At the time of admission, all subjects underwent a standardized physical examination. A 

specifically trained physician reviewed their past medical history, review of systems, and 

medications. Blood and urine samples were collected for routine analyses. Clinical and 

laboratory testing were performed without knowledge of the subjects‟ group membership.  

Study subjects also took Diagnostic Interview Schedule (DIS) [Robins 1995] administered by 

licensed and specifically trained psychiatric interviewers to identify current psychiatric disorders. 

They were also administered the Zung self-rating depression scale [Zung 1965] to assess core 

symptoms of major depression in the past week.   

At the time of the hospital study, there were 63 participants who were identified to have a 

medical and/or psychiatric condition exclusionary for CFS. These subjects were identified and 

included in the dataset. 

General Assessments 

Prior to the clinic visit, subjects were screened for exclusion criteria and symptoms using a 

Computer-Assisted Telephone Interview (CATI) screening. In addition, subjects completed a 

Self-Administered Questionnaire and a Gynecologic Questionnaire (for females) when they 
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arrive at the clinic. The following standardized symptoms rating scales are part of the Self-

Administered Questionnaire: 

 Multidimensional Fatigue Inventory (MFI) [Smets 1995] 

 Medical Outcomes Survey Short Form-36 (SF-36) [Ware 1992] 

 CDC Symptom Inventory [Wagner 2005] 

 Epworth Sleepiness Scale [Johns 1991] 

All questionnaires above were reviewed for completeness before subjects left the clinic. 

Upon arrival, subjects had a brief physical examination to measure basal temperature, weight, 

height, and waist-to-hip ratio. The general assessment also included basic laboratories (including 

complete blood count with differential, c-reactive protein, alanine aminotransferase, albumin, 

alkaline phosphatase, asparatate aminotransferase, serum glutamic aminotransferase, total 

bilirubin, calcium, carbon dioxide, chloride, creatinine, glucose, potassium, total protein, sodium, 

blood urea nitrogen, and urinalysis). Because subjects were allowed to use medications, we 

monitored all medications including over the counter, herbal, homeopathic and health food store 

preparations that subjects were using at the time of the examination in order to control for the 

effects of medication on study results.  

Specimen Collection for Laboratory Tests 

24-hour urine samples were collected between 07:00 on day 1 until 07:00 on day 2. Participants 

also used salivettes to collect saliva after awakening and before lights-out on night 2. Blood was 

drawn from an intravenous (IV) line. The IV line was placed into a forearm vein at 07:00 on 

clinic day 1, and blood was collected at 07:30. Subjects would remain recumbent for 30 minutes 

prior to blood collection 

Neurocognitive Assessments  

Participants performed tests of cognitive function on the Cambridge Neuropsychological Test 

Automated Battery (CANTAB) [Robbins 1994]. All tests of the CANTAB are computerized, 

presented on a touch screen and, thus, testing is standardized and data is instantly recorded. The 

CANTAB includes the following tests: Reaction Time Test, Stockings of Cambridge, Spatial 

Working Memory, Pattern Recognition Memory, Spatial Recognition Memory, Intra/Extra 

Dimensional Shift, Rapid Visual Information Processing. We additionally employed the 

Abbreviated Wechsler Adult Intelligence Scale [Whitmyre 1958] to control for intelligence 

quotient. 

Sleep Studies 

The study used portable polysomnographic monitoring and multiple sleep latency tests to 

diagnose sleep pathologies. The study included two sessions of overnight monitoring (standard 

means of identifying sleep disorders), and performed multiple sleep latency testing, which was a 

series of at least four 20-minute naps carried out in 2-hour intervals beginning two hours after 

awakening from an initial overnight sleep study. Subjects further completed pre- and post-sleep 

questionnaires [Moldofsky 2000]. Sleep studies were conducted in all subjects regardless of 
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medication. During data analysis, medications that may influence the results from sleep studies 

should be identified and taken into account. 

Psychiatric Screening and Stress History 

This study was to assess psychiatric disorders, quantify core symptoms of interest, stress history, 

and coping styles in stressful situations. Following instruments were administered: 

 Diagnostic Interview Schedule (DIS) ) [Robins 1995] 

 Self-Rating Depression Scale [Zung 1965] 

 Spielberger State-Trait Anxiety Inventory [Spielberger 1983]  

 Davidson Trauma Scale [Davidson 1997]  

 General Health Questionnaire [Goldberg 1979] 

 Childhood Trauma Questionnaire [Bernstein 1994] 

 Traumatic Life Events Questionnaire [Kubany 2000]  

 Life Experiences Survey (LES) [Sarason 1978] 

 Perceived Stress Scale [Cohen 1983] 

 Ways of Coping Checklist [Parkes 1984, Folkman 1985] 

Gene Expression Studies 

Subjects had blood specimens collected at 07:30 on Day 1, prior to breakfast. Three tubes of 

blood were collected in vacutainers containing citric acid. The peripheral blood mononuclear 

cells (PBMCs) were immediately isolated on lymphocyte separation medium and stored in liquid 

nitrogen under conditions designed to maintain viability. Refer to [Vernon 2006] for the details 

on processing of PBMC, total RNA extraction, cDNA synthesis, and microarray hybridization. 

Details on quality control and normalization of microarray data were provided in [Whistler 

2006]. 

If you are interested in using the gene expression data, please contact the RDC before submitting 

a proposal. Email rdca@cdc.gov with the subject “Wichita CFS Gene Expression Data” and 

someone will call you to discuss the process. 

Final Clinical Illness Classification 

Subjects were recruited and enrolled based on the enrollment status identified from the 4-year 

longitudinal sure valence study. After completing the 2-day in-hospital study, subjects were 

classified based on the clinical evaluation. This classification will be referred as “Final Clinical 

Classification” throughout this document. The Final Clinical Classification was determined by 

the health information collected during the 2-day in-hospital clinical study and should be used in 

the association analyses with other measures collected in this 2-day clinical study (Table 2). The 

Final Clinical Classification was based on the MFI, SF36, and Symptom Inventory that were 

collected on the arrival day. Details on the classification algorithm were provided in [Vernon 

2006]. 

mailto:rdca@cdc.gov
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       Table 2. Subjects‟ final clinical classification during the 2-day clinical study 

Final clinical 

classification 

Without exclusionary 

conditions 

With exclusionary 

conditions* 
Total 

CFS 43 25 68 

ISF 61 20 81 

NF 60 13 73 

Indeterminate 5 5 

 *: The exclusionary conditions include medical and/or psychiatric exclusions 

Some publications from Wichita Final Clinical Study data sets 

Vernon SD, Reeves WC. The challenge of integrating disparate high-content data: 

Epidemiologic, clinical, and laboratory data collected during an in-hospital study of chronic 

fatigue syndrome. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 345-354 

Vollmer-Conna U, Aslakson E, White PD. An empirical delineation of the heterogeneity of 

chronic unexplained fatigue in women. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 355-364 

Carmel L, Efroni S, White PD, Aslakson E, Vollmer-Conna U, Rajeevan MS. Gene expression 

profile of empirically delineated classes of unexplained chronic fatigue. Pharmacogenomics 

2006; 7(3), 375-386 

Smith AK, White PD, Aslakson E, Vollmer-Conna U, Rajeevan MS. Polymorphisms in genes 

regulating the HPA axis associated with empirically delineated classes of unexplained 

chronic fatigue. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 387-394 

Whistler T, Taylor R, Craddock RC, Broderick G, Klimas N, Unger ER. Gene expression 

correlates of unexplained fatigue. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 395-406 

Broderick G, Craddock RC, Whistler T, Taylor R, Klimas N, Unger ER. Identifying illness 

parameters in fatiguing syndromes using classical projection methods. Pharmacogenomics 

2006; 7(3), 395-406  

Fang H, Xie Q, Boneva R, Fostel J, Perkins R, Tong W. Gene expression profile exploration of a 

large dataset on chronic fatigue syndrome. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 429-440 

Fostel J, Boneva R, Lloyd A. Exploration of the gene expression correlates of chronic 

unexplained fatigue using factor analysis. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 441-454 

Gurbaxani BM, Jones JF, Goertzel BN, Maloney EM. Linear data mining the Wichita clinical 

matrix suggests sleep and allostatic load involvement in chronic fatigue syndrome. 

Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 455-466 

Maloney EM, Gurbaxani BM, Jones JF, Coelho, LdS, Pennachin C, Goertzel BN. Chronic 

fatigue syndrome and high allostatic load. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 467-474 

Goertzel BN, Pennachin C, Coelho, LdS, Maloney EM, Jones JF, Gurbaxani BM. Combinations 

of single nucleotide polymorphisms in neuroendocrine effector and receptor genes predict 

chronic fatigue syndrome. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 467-474 

Reeves WC, Wagner D, Nisenbaum R, Jones JF, Gurbaxani B, Solomon L, Papanicolaou DA, 

Unger ER, Vernon S, Heim C. Chronic fatigue syndrome – A clinically empirical approach 

to its definition and study. BMC Medicine. 2005;3(8) 

Aspler AL, Bolshin C, Vernon SD, Broderick G. Evidence of inflammatory immune signaling in 

chronic fatigue syndrome: A pilot study of gene expression in peripheral blood. Behavioral 

and Brain Functions 2008;4(44) 



 8 

Fuite J, Vernon SD, Broderick G. Neuroendocrine and immune network re-modeling in chronic 

fatigue syndrome: An exploratory analysis. Genomics 2008;92(6): 393-9 

Bhattacharjee M, Botting CH, Sillanpaa MJ. Bayesian biomarker identification based on marker-

expression proteomics data. Genomics 2008;92(6):384-92 

Lin E, Hsu SY. A bayesian approach to gene-gene and gen-environment interactions in chronic 

fatigue syndrome. Genomics 2009;10(1):35-42 

Emmert-Streib F. The chronic fatigue syndrome: a comparative pathway analysis. J Comput 

Biol. 2007;14(7):961-72 

Lee E, Cho S, Kim K, Park T. An integrated approach to infer causal associations among gene 

expression, genotype variation, and disease. Genomics 2009; 94(4):269-77 

Presson AP, Sobel EM, Papp JC, Suarez CJ, Whistler T, Rajeevan MS, Vernon SD, Horvath S. 

Integrated weighted gene co-expression network analysis with an application to chronic 

fatigue syndrome. BMC Syst Biol. 2008;2:95 

Saiki T, Kawai T, Morita K, Ohta M, Saito T, Rokutan K, Ban N. Identification of marker genes 

for differential diagnosis of chronic fatigue syndrome. Mol Med. 2008;14(9-10):599-607 

Chung Y, Lee SY, Elston RC, Park T. Odds ratio based multifactor-dimensionality reduction 

method for detecting gene-gene interactions. Bioinformatics 2007;23(1):71-6 

Literature Cited 

Bernstein DP, Fink L, Handelsman L, Lovejoy M, Wenzel K, Sapareto E, Gurriero J. Initial 

reliability and validity of a new retrospective measure of child abuse and neglect. Am J 

Psychiatry 1994; 151: 1132-1136. 

Cleare A, Blair D, Chambers S, Wessely S. Urinary free cortisol in chronic fatigue syndrome. 

Am J Psychiatry 2001; 158: 641-643. 

Cohen S, Kamarck T, Memslstein R: A global measure of perceived stress. J Health Soc Beh 

1983; 24:385-396. 

Davidson JR, Book SW, Colket JT, et al. Assessment of a new self-rating scale for post-

traumatic stress disorder. Psychol Med 1997; 27: 153-160. 

Folkman S., Fazarus RS. If it changes it must be a process: Study of emotion and coping during 

three stages of a college examination. Journal of Personality and Social Psychology 1985; 

48:150-170 

Fukuda K, Straus SE, Hickie I, et al.  The chronic fatigue syndrome: a comprehensive approach 

to its definition and study. Ann Int Med 1994; 121: 953-959. 

Goldberg DP, Hillier VF. A scale version of the General Health Questionnaire. Psychol Med 

1979; 9: 139-145. 

Goodman LA, Corcoran C, Turner K, Yuan N, Green BL. Assessing traumatic event exposure: 

General Issues and preliminary findings for the Stressful Life Events Screening 

Questionnaire. J Traum Stress 1998; 11: 521-537. 

Johns MW. A new method for measuring daytime sleepiness: the Epworth Sleepiness Scale. 

Sleep 1991; 50-55 

Kubany ES, Haynes SN, Leisen MB, et al. Development and preliminary validation of  a brief 

broad-spectrum measure of trauma exposure: The Traumatic Life Events Questionnaire. 

Psychol Assess 2000; 12: 210-224. 

Moldofsky, H. The contribution of sleep medicine to the assessment of the tired patient. Can J 

Psychiatry 2000; 45: 798-802. 

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/entrez/query.fcgi?cmd=Retrieve&db=PubMed&list_uids=9122295&dopt=Abstract


 9 

Parkes KR. Locus of control, cognitive reappraisal and coping in stressful situations. J Pers Soc 

Psychology 1984; 46: 655-338. 

Robbins TW, Sahakian BJ.  Computer methods of assessment of cognitive function.  In 

Principles and Practice of Geriatric Psychiatry, Copeland JRM, Abou-Saleh MT, Blazers 

DG (eds), John Wiley & Sons Ltd., Chichester, 1994, pp 205-209. 

Robins L, Cottler L, Bucholz K, Compton W.  Diagnostic Interview Schedule for DSM-IV (DIS-

IV).  St. Louis, MO:  Washington University, 1995. 

Sarason IG, Johnson JH, Siegel JM. Assessing the impact of life changes: development of the 

Life Experiences Survey. J Consult Clin Psychol 1978; 46: 932-946. 

Smets EM, Garssen Bj, Bonke B, De Haes JC. The multidimensional fatigue inventory (MFI) 

psychometric qualities of an instrument to assess fatigue. J Psychosom Res 1995; 39: 315-

325. 

Spielberger CD. Manual for the State-Trait Anxiety Inventory (STAI). PaloAlto, CA: Consulting 

Psychologists Press 1983. 

Vernon SD, Reeves WC. The challenge of integrating disparate high-content data: 

Epidemiologic, clinical, and laboratory data collected during an in-hospital study of chronic 

fatigue syndrome. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 345-354 

Wagner D, Nisenbaum R, Heim C, Jones JF, Unger ER, Reeves WC. Psychometric properties of 

a symptom-based questionnaire for the assessment of chronic fatigue syndrome. BMC 

Health Qual. Life Outcomes 2005;3,8  

Ware JE, Sherbourne CD. The MOS 36-item short-form health survey (SF-36): conceptual 

framework and item selection.  Med Care  1992;30: 473-483. 

Whistler T, Taylor R, Craddock RC, Broderick G, Klimas N, Unger ER. Gene expression 

correlates of unexplained fatigue. Pharmacogenomics 2006; 7(3), 395-405 

Whitmyre JW, Pishkin V: The aabreviated Wechsler adult intelligence scale in a psychiatric 

population. J. Clin. Psychol. 1958; 14(2), 189-191 

Zung WWK. A self-rating depression scale. Arch Gen Psychiatry 1965; 12: 371-379. 





Accessibility Report





		Filename: 

		wichita-clinical-study-overview.pdf









		Report created by: 

		



		Organization: 

		







[Enter personal and organization information through the Preferences > Identity dialog.]



Summary



The checker found no problems in this document.





		Needs manual check: 2



		Passed manually: 0



		Failed manually: 0



		Skipped: 1



		Passed: 29



		Failed: 0







Detailed Report





		Document





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Accessibility permission flag		Passed		Accessibility permission flag must be set



		Image-only PDF		Passed		Document is not image-only PDF



		Tagged PDF		Passed		Document is tagged PDF



		Logical Reading Order		Needs manual check		Document structure provides a logical reading order



		Primary language		Passed		Text language is specified



		Title		Passed		Document title is showing in title bar



		Bookmarks		Passed		Bookmarks are present in large documents



		Color contrast		Needs manual check		Document has appropriate color contrast



		Page Content





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged content		Passed		All page content is tagged



		Tagged annotations		Passed		All annotations are tagged



		Tab order		Passed		Tab order is consistent with structure order



		Character encoding		Passed		Reliable character encoding is provided



		Tagged multimedia		Passed		All multimedia objects are tagged



		Screen flicker		Passed		Page will not cause screen flicker



		Scripts		Passed		No inaccessible scripts



		Timed responses		Passed		Page does not require timed responses



		Navigation links		Passed		Navigation links are not repetitive



		Forms





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Tagged form fields		Passed		All form fields are tagged



		Field descriptions		Passed		All form fields have description



		Alternate Text





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Figures alternate text		Passed		Figures require alternate text



		Nested alternate text		Passed		Alternate text that will never be read



		Associated with content		Passed		Alternate text must be associated with some content



		Hides annotation		Passed		Alternate text should not hide annotation



		Other elements alternate text		Passed		Other elements that require alternate text



		Tables





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Rows		Passed		TR must be a child of Table, THead, TBody, or TFoot



		TH and TD		Passed		TH and TD must be children of TR



		Headers		Passed		Tables should have headers



		Regularity		Passed		Tables must contain the same number of columns in each row and rows in each column



		Summary		Skipped		Tables must have a summary



		Lists





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		List items		Passed		LI must be a child of L



		Lbl and LBody		Passed		Lbl and LBody must be children of LI



		Headings





		Rule Name		Status		Description



		Appropriate nesting		Passed		Appropriate nesting










Back to Top



