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1. Introduction

   C-reactive protein (CRP) is a commonly used tool in 
emergency department (ED), especially in febrile and 
equivocal infectious patients. It was identified in 1930 and 
was subsequently classified into an “acute phase protein”, 
an early indicator of infectious or inflammatory situations[1]. 
And then CRP has been considered as a screening test for 
tissue inflammation, a biomarker of disease activity, monitor 
of reflector therapy and as a predictive or prognostic tool of 
many acute and chronic diseases[2,3]. Actually we can not 
distinguish the bacteremia from nonbacteremic infection 
by CRP level, and physicians must take the detailed 
history of fever onset to improve the accurate prediction of 
bacteremia before the results of blood cultures came out[4]. 
Although CRP nowadays is used to be a prognostic and 
predictive factor in acute coronary syndrome, infectious 

and inflammatory diseases, high variability of association 
between an elevated CRP and a bacterial aetiology of the 
infection was poor: sensitivity ranged from 8% to 99% and 
specificity from 27% to 95%[5]. However, it is not used to 
differentiate among the many sources of potential tissue 
destruction. Serial CRP measurements may be helpful to 
monitor a patient’s response to medical intervention. In 
this article, we will review and discuss the CRP value and 
applications in common medical emergencies in ED.

2. Pathophysiology

  CRP has several properties with function of being a 
bacterial opsonin, promoting phagocytosis, accelerating 
chemotaxis, and activating platelets. In the nomination of 
C-reactive protein (CRP), it shows binding reactivity with 
pneumococcal C-polysaccharide, the cell wall carbohydrate 
of Streptococcus pneumoniae, so we called it as C-reactive 
protein[6]. CRP is synthesized by hepatocytes and is 
stimulated by cytokines, particularly IL-6, IL-1, and tumor 
necrosis factor (TNF) after tissue injury or inflammation[7]. 
Levels in healthy individuals are normally less than 1 mg/L, 

C-reactive protein (CRP) is a commonly used tool in emergency department (ED), especially in 
febrile and infectious patients. It was identified in 1930 and was subsequently classified into 
an "acute phase protein", an early indicator of infectious or inflammatory situations in the ED, 
CRP must be a diagnostic reference and no single value can be indicated to rule in or rule out a 
specific diagnosis or disease. CRP is a comprehensively assisted tool for evaluation and diagnosis 
of tissue damage (rheumatologic diseases, stroke, cancer, pancreatitis, burn injury, sepsis 
and gout) and infection (urinary tract infection, pelvic inflammatory disease, meningitis and 
lung infection). It can be used for treatment monitoring and severity evaluation in pneumonia, 
pancreatitis, pelvic inflammatory disease (PID), and urinary tract infections (UTI). Otherwise, 
it also plays the role of prognostic indicator of acute coronary syndrome. C-reactive protein 
adds little to the diagnosis of pneumonia, urinary tract infections, and pancreatitis. A single 
CRP value should not straightly make the decision to treat these patients. That is, CRP has no 
role in diagnosing these clinical entities, and a normal CRP level should never delay antibiotic 
coverage in ED. Faster and more interpretable tools such as image studies (X-ray, sonography 
and computed tomography) are available to help diagnose suspected cases of aortic dissection, 
appendicitis, cholecystitis, pancreatitis, pneumonia and stroke in ED. 

Journal of Acute Disease (2014)1-5

Contents lists available at ScienceDirect

Journal of Acute Disease

journal homepage: www.jadweb.org



2 Yu-Jang Su/ Journal of Acute Disease (2014)1-5

and a value above 10 mg/dL is more likely to indicate when 
patients encounter bacterial, viral or fungal infections or 
tissue inflammation or damage[2]. A cutoff value of 17 mg/dL 
or more for CRP reaches a sensitivity of 74% and a specificity 
of 75% in predicting the existence of infection[8]. The 
functional properties of CRP include the ability to activate 
complement pathway and the ability to modulate the action 
of phagocytic cells. Although CRP rises with tissue injury or 
ischemia, in septic patients with fulminant hepatic failure, 
it is more to be a marker of severe liver dysfunction rather 
than be used as a marker of infection[9].

2.1. Acute coronary syndrome (ACS)

  Acute coronary syndrome (ACS) is a commonly seen 
medical emergency in ED daily practice and it includes 
acute ST elevation myocardial infarcts, non-ST elevation 
myocardial infarcts and unstable angina. Risk factors of 
ACS are hyperlipidemia, smoking, hypertension, diabetes 
mellitus (DM), obesity, low levels of physical activity, family 
history of ACS, and depressive symptoms[10]. There are many 
researches describing elevation of serum C-reactive protein 
(CRP) levels is related to increased risk of myocardial 
infarction[3,11-13]. CRP possesses activation of peripheral 
leukocytes with producing plaque-destabilizing mediators 
and results in infectious diseases trigger manifestations of 
atherosclerosis, in which CRP elevation might lead to the 
onset of cardiovascular events[14]. The earliest research from 
Italy in 1994 reported by Liuzzo and colleagues, and they 
found elevated CRP predicts a poor outcome in patients with 
unstable angina[15]. High-sensitivity CRP (hsCRP) is being 
increasingly used as a tool for cardiac risk evaluation and 
as a prognostic factor in acute coronary syndrome (ACS). In 
the prognosis of ACS, baseline CRP level is an independent 
predictor of both early (30 days) and late (1 year) mortality in 
patients with ACS being intervened with an early invasive 
strategy, especially in Troponin positive patients[16].
  Although the hs-CRP value showing the maximum 
likelihood ratio for predicting cardiac events was 1.45 mg/dL, 
however, in large patient cohort managed in a single-center 
chest pain unit (CPU) (n=958), measurement of hs-CRP did 
not increase the diagnostic accuracy for ACS. Routine hs-
CRP as a diagnostic tool should not be recommended in the 
CPU setting nowadays[17,18]. The important role of CRP in 
CAD after transplanted heart is to intervene with statins by 
reducing CRP, may prevent the severe progression of graft 
atherosclerosis and prolong survival[19]. For ACS, the higher 
CRP levels, the worse prognosis and the higher cardiac 
events possibility. 

2.2. Aortic dissection

  Aortic dissection (AD) is one of the cardiovascular 
emergencies in ED practice. It occurs when the aortic intima 
tears and blood flows into the aortic media creating a false 
lumen. Risky factors include uncontrolled hypertension, 
connective tissue disorders, congenital aortic valve disorder, 

syphilis infection, illicit drug usage and medial degeneration 
of aorta. An Austria study in 2002 suggested elevated 
admission CRP levels in patients with symptomatic aortic 
aneurysm or dissection were independently associated with 
poor prognosis. CRP levels higher than 6.3 mg/dL show a 
high risk for short-term mortality[20]. Increased CRP levels 
were independently associated with mortality. Another study 
from Japan in 2010 concluded peak CRP is a strong predictor 
for adverse long-term events in patients with type B acute 
aortic dissection[21]. For aortic dissection, the higher CRP 
values, the worse prognosis and outcome. 

2.3. Appendicitis

  Acute abdominal pain is a common complaint in ED 
patients and a Taiwan report (n=143) about acute abdominal 
pain concluded elevated CRP along with leukocytosis, the 
diagnostic value was much improved, reaching specificity 
of 89% and positive predictive value of 88%. Thus, CRP 
is a helpful reference for disposition decision-making 
in patients with acute abdominal pain[22]. Diagnosis of 
appendicitis always relies on prudent history taking and 
physical examinations. Some inflammatory parameters 
(such as CRP) could be references in the diagnosis of 
acute appendicitis[23]. A normal CRP along with a normal 
WBC count and normal neutrophil count is unlikely to be 
a case of appendicitis[24]. Although early in the course of 
appendicitis, the white blood cell (WBC) count has shown 
the best diagnostic sensitivity among laboratory tests, 
there are 21% of appendicitis is normal levels of WBC 
count before appendectomy[23]. In appendicitis, after 12-
24 h of symptoms, CRP is deemed to be useful, especially 
when serial levels show an increase. An Ireland report (947 
appendectomies) in 2010, highlight the importance of obesity 
when interpreting the significance of an elevated CRP level 
in children with suspected diagnosis of appendicitis and 
CRP is not a reliable biomarker of inflammation in extremely 
obese children presenting with suspected appendicitis[25]. 
A meta-analysis study (n=3 436) by Hallan concluded CRP 
is an examination of medium accuracy in diagnosing acute 
appendicitis. The sensitivity varied from 0.40 to 0.99, and the 
specificity from 0.27 to 0.90[26]. Although CRP is a marker 
helpful to decision making in acute abdominal pain in the 
ED, we should not make decision in equivocal appendicitis 
case by single CRP level, and computed tomography (CT) 
is a better choice[22]; there is no substitute for serial and 
prudent clinical examinations during an observation period 
for abdominal pain, especially the initial epigastric pain or 
peri-umbilical pain.  
  A study of perforated appendicitis (n=155) from Switzerland 
in 2010 reported hyperbilirubinemia (>20 mmol/L) to be 
a statistically significant marker of perforation in acute 
appendicitis. However, CRP overmatches bilirubin for 
implication of perforation in acute appendicitis[27]. A Taiwan 
report (568 appendectomies) studied the cutoff values of 
CRP concentration taken as the first, second, and third days 
after onset of symptoms that distinguish acute appendicitis 
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from other acute abdominal diseases were 1.5, 4.0, and 10.5 
mg/dL, respectively; the values that distinguish perforated 
appendicitis from other acute abdominal diseases were 
3.3 mg/dL (first day), 8.5 mg/dL (second day), and 12.0 mg/
dL (third day)[28]. From above, CRP is a tool of reference 
in predciting appendicitis and perforated appendicitis. Of 
them, higher CRP level might be found in laboratory data. 

2.4. Cholecystitis 

  There are relative small amount of documents mentioned 
about CRP in cholecystitis. Patients exhibiting one of the 
local signs of inflammation, such as Murphy’s sign, pain or 
tenderness in the right upper quadrant (RUQ), as well as one 
of the systemic signs of inflammation, such as fever, elevated 
white blood cell count (WBC), and elevated C-reactive 
protein level, are diagnosed as having acute Cholecystitis[29]. 
Level of CRP also predicts the severity of acute cholecystitis 
(>10 mg/dL is strongly related to tissue necrosis)[8]. CRP can 
not play a suitable role in diagnosis of cholecystitis, but can 
be a factor indicating severity of cholecystitis and response 
to therapy. 

2.5. Gout

  Not every gout patient had high level exceeding normal 
range of uric acid; similarly, CRP is not a reliable test for 
diagnosis of gout. Patients who had gout and high levels of 
uric acid in their blood did not necessarily also have high 
levels of C-reactive protein. Like that as we all know, not 
every gout patient had hyperuricemia. A Japan study in 2011 
suggests that hyperuricemia may not result in an increase in 
serum CRP level, while benzbromarone may have a favorable 
effect on CRP[30]. 

2.6. Meningitis

  A Finland study in 1999 described seral CRP can 
distinguish Gram negative bacterial meningitis (n=55) 
from viral meningitis (n=182). The mean CRP level in 
Gram negative bacterial meningitis is 11.5 mg/dL, and in 
viral meningitis is less than 2 mg/dL[31]. Compared with 
CRP, procalcitonin can be used in the early diagnosis 
of bacterial meningitis and may be a useful adjunct in 
differentiating bacterial and non bacterial meningitis 
than CRP or leukocyte count and diminishing the value 
of lumbar puncture performed 48-72 h after admission to 
assess treatment efficacy[32]. For meningitis, CRP plays a 
role of distinguishing bacteria from non-bacteria aetiology 
infection. 

2.7. Pancreatitis

  CRP might be valuable in the assessment and monitoring 
of acute pancreatitis. C reactive protein response and its 
rate of change in acute pancreatitis reflect different severity. 
Higher concentrations of C reactive protein (>10mg/dL) 

were sustained in severe attacks, and give a warning of the 
following severe local inflammation in the patient whose 
initial illness is relatively mild and whose clinical course 
is initially benign[33]. Erythrocyte sedimentation rate (ESR) 
can predict severe acute pancreatitis with a slightly inferior 
performance to CRP. Combined ESR and CRP at 24 h
can predict severe acute pancreatitis accurately[5]. For 
pancreatitis, CRP is a tool of evaluation in severity rather 
than making diagnosis. 

2.8. Pelvic inflammatory disease

  Currently C-reactive protein is used in the management of 
chorioamnionitis, preterm premature rupture of membranes, 
pelvic inflammatory disease (PID), and urinary tract infection 
(UTI) in gynecology[34]. A Slovenia study in 1998 documented 
96.1% of pelvic inflammatory disease (PID) patients had 
increased CRP values. In successful treatment, the CRP 
values decreased significantly in PID patients without 
tubo-ovarian abscess (TOA) on day 3-4, in patients with 
TOA on day 6-8 and reached normal values in both groups 
on day 18-21. Improves in clinical condition were most 
concurrent with decreases in CRP values[35]. Another study 
from Finland in 1987 reported 55 PID cases had the mean 
CRP level of 7.6 mg/dL. CRP greater than 1 mg/dL had good 
sensitivity (93%) and specificity (83%) in the diagnosis of PID. 
Furthermore, CRP levels became normal much sooner than 
did erythrocyte sedimentation rate (ESR) following effective 
antibiotic therapy, suggesting that it is useful in monitoring 
therapeutic response[36]. For PID, CRP is a tool of monitoring 
therapeutic efficacy. 

2.9. Pneumonia

  There are many aspects and tools to diagnose pneumonia 
including history taking, chest X ray, auscultation of 
breathing sound or high resolution computed tomography 
(HRCT). Composition of some parameters/blood tests such 
as white blood cell count (WBC) and CRP are adjuvant 
and helpful to diagnosis. For pneumonia, CRP plays the 
roles of prognosis prediction and therapy reflector rather 
than making diagnosis. An UK study in 2008 studied 570 
pneumonia cases, and found admission CRP<10 mg/dL has 
reduced risk for 30-day mortality, need for mechanical 
ventilation and/or inotropic support, and complicated 
pneumonia. Failure of CRP to fall by 50% or more at day 
4 leads to an increased risk for 30-day mortality, need 
for mechanical ventilation and/or inotropic support, and 
complicated pneumonia. CRP is an independent biomarker 
of severity in community-acquired pneumonia[37]. A Brazil 
study in 2010 documented daily CRP measurements in 
patients with nosocomial pneumonia may be useful in the 
prediction of patients with poor outcome, and detect patients 
with inappropriate antimicrobial therapy[38].
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2.10. Sepsis

  Sepsis is the major cause of mortality in critically ill 
patients and physicians encountered it in ED and intensive 
care unit (ICU) in daily practice. Although CRP is used to be 
a monitoring factor for complication or treatment failure, it 
is not reliable and meaningful in the early post-operative 
period. Tissue damages may lead to pseudo-elevation 
of CRP rather than sepsis. A Brazil study in 2009 did not 
show any correlation between CRP and infection among 
patients with systemic inflammatory response syndrome 
(SIRS) and septic shock during the early postoperative 
period[39]. C-reactive protein is a valuable laboratory test in 
the assessment of febrile infants aged ≤3 months old and 
may serve as a better diagnostic marker of serious bacterial 
infection (SBI) than total WBC count[40]. For the diagnosis 
of late-onset neonatal sepsis (LONS), the procalcitonin 
(PCT) test showed better accuracy than the CRP test[41]. 
Procalcitonin (PCT) has emerged as the most studied and 
promising sepsis biomarker. For diagnostic and prognostic 
purposes in critical care, PCT is superior to CRP and other 
traditional markers of sepsis[42].

2.11. Stroke

  Elevation of CRP is obviously seen after ischemic stroke 
attack than intracranial hemorrhage (ICH). Brain tissue 
ischemia and damage result in surge of CRP after stroke 
episode. Prudent physical examinations and review of 
systems are helpful to detect other infectious condition co-
incidence stroke. An Iran study in 2011 reported serum 
level of hs-CRP in ischemic patients was higher than 
in hemorrhagic group (18.92 mg/dL vs. 2.65 mg/dL). Hs-
CRP might be considered as a helpful method for the 
initial diagnosis of the type of stroke (ischemic infarcts 
or hemorrhagic)[43]. Higher WBC, CRP, and blood glucose 
are associated with increased mortality in spontaneous 
intracranial hemorrhage (sICH) patients. Only CRP elevation 
portends higher risk of death independently of other 
indicators of sICH severity[44]. CRP is a marker of increased 
1-year risk in ischemic stroke. CRP at discharge is better 
related to later outcome and could be of greater utility for 
risk stratification. These findings are consistent with that 
elevated CRP may predict future cardiovascular events or 
death[45].

2.12. Urinary tract infection

  Urinary tract infection (UTI) is a commonly seen disease 
in ED daily practice. An elevated serum CRP concentration 
is not accurate in localizing the site of a urinary tract 
infection in girls who do not have clinical signs of acute 
pyelonephritis[46]. ESR and differential leukocyte count 
are two valuable tests in febrile UTI and may be useful for 
localization of UTI level, but the total leukocyte count and 
CRP level as in qualitative methods are not useful, and many 
patients with febrile UTI do not have leukocytosis[47]. 

3. Summary

  In the ED, CRP must be a diagnostic reference and no 
single value can be indicated to rule in or rule out a 
specific diagnosis or disease. CRP is a comprehensively 
assisted tool for evaluation and diagnosis of tissue damage 
(rheumatologic diseases, cancer, pancreatitis, burn injury, 
sepsis) and infection (urinary tract infection, pelvic 
inflammatory disease, lung infection). It can be used for 
treatment monitoring and severity evaluation in pneumonia, 
pancreatitis, pelvic inflammatory disease (PID), and urinary 
tract infections (UTI). C-reactive protein adds little to 
the diagnosis of pneumonia, urinary tract infections, and 
pancreatitis. A single CRP value should not straightly make 
the decision to treat these patients. That is, CRP has no 
role in diagnosing these clinical entities, and a normal CRP 
level should never delay antibiotic coverage in ED. Faster 
and more interpretable tools such as image studies (X-ray, 
sonography and computed tomography) are available to help 
diagnose suspected cases of aortic dissection, appendicitis, 
cholecystitis, pancreatitis, pneumonia and stroke in ED. 

Conflict of interest statement

  The authors declare that there are no conflicts of interest.

References

[1]  �Clyne B, Olshaker JS. The C-reactive protein. J Emerg Med 1999; 
17(6): 1019-1025.

[2]  �Ho KM, Lipman J. An update on C-reactive protein for 
intensivists. Anaesth Intensive Care 2009; 37(2): 234-241.

[3]  �Radović VV. Predictive value of inflammation and myocardial 
necrosis markers in acute coronary syndrome. Med Pregl 2010; 
63(9-10): 662-667.

[4]  �Lee CC, Hong MY, Lee NY, Chen PL, Chang CM, Ko WC. Pitfalls 
in using serum C-reactive protein to predict bacteremia in febrile 
adults in the ED. Am J Emerg Med 2012; 30 (4): 562-569.

[5]  �Smith E. C-reactive protein in the emergency department. Emerg 
Med J 2006; 23(3): 241.

[6]  �Mold C, Nakayama S, Holzer TJ, Gewurz H, Du Clos TW. 
C-reactive protein is protective against Streptococcus pneumoniae 
infection in mice. J Exp Med 1981; 154(5): 1703-1708.

[7]  �Panichi V, Migliori M, De Pietro S, Taccola D, Andreini B, Metelli 
MR, et al. The link of biocompatibility to cytokine production. 
Kidney Int Suppl 2000; 76: S96-S103.

[8]  �Zimmerman MA, Selzman CH, Cothren C, Sorensen AC, Raeburn 
CD, Harken AH. Diagnostic implications of C-reactive protein. 
Arch Surg 2003; 138(2): 220-224.

[9]  �Silvestre JP, Coelho LM, Póvoa PM. Impact of fulminant hepatic 
failure in C-reactive protein? J Crit Care 2010; 25(4): 657.

[10]�Brummett BH, Boyle SH, Ortel TL, Becker RC, Siegler IC, 
Williams RB. Associations of depressive symptoms, trait hostility, 
and gender with C-reactive protein and interleukin-6 response 
after emotion recall. Psychosom Med 2010; 72(4): 333-339. 



5Yu-Jang Su/ Journal of Acute Disease (2014)1-5

[11]�Kushner I, Elyan M. Why does C-reactive protein predict 
coronary events? Am J Med 2008; 121(7): e11.

[12]�Windgassen EB, Funtowicz L, Lunsford TN, Harris LA, Mulvagh 
SL. C-reactive protein and high-sensitivity C-reactive protein: an 
update for clinicians. Postgrad Med 2011; 123(1): 114-119.

[13]�Ramasamy I. Biochemical markers in acute coronary syndrome. 
Clin Chim Acta 2011; 412(15-16): 1279-1296.

[14]�Bisoendial RJ, Birjmohun RS, Akdim F, van ‘t Veer C, Spek 
CA, Hartman D, et al. C-reactive protein elicits white blood cell 
activation in humans. Am J Med 2009; 122(6): 582.

[15]�Liuzzo G, Biasucci LM, Gallimore JR, Grillo RL, Rebuzzi AG, 
Pepys MB, et al. The prognostic value of C-reactive protein and 
serum amyloid a protein in severe unstable angina. N Engl J Med 
1994; 331(7): 417-424.

[16]�Caixeta A, Stone GW, Mehran R, Lee EA, McLaurin BT, Cox 
DA, et al. Predictive value of C-reactive protein on 30-day and 
1-year mortality in acute coronary syndromes: an analysis from 
the ACUITY trial. J Thromb Thrombolysis 2011; 31(2): 154-164.

[17]�Diercks DB, Kirk JD, Naser S, Turnipseed S, Amsterdam EA. 
Value of high-sensitivity C-reactive protein in low risk chest pain 
observation unit patients. Int J Emerg Med 2011; 4(1): 37.

[18]�Raposeiras-Roubin S, Barreiro Pardal C, Rodiño Janeiro B, et al. 
High-sensitivity C-reactive protein is a predictor of in-hospital 
cardiac events in acute myocardial infarction independently of 
GRACE risk score. Angiology 2012; 63(1): 30-34.

[19]�Rossi E. C-reactive protein and progressive atherosclerosis. 
Lancet 2002; 360(9344): 1436-1437.

[20]�Schillinger M, Domanovits H, Bayegan K, Hölzenbein T, 
Grabenwöger M, Thoenissen J, et al. C-reactive protein and 
mortality in patients with acute aortic disease. Intensive Care Med 
2002; 28(6): 740-745. 

[21]�Sakakura K, Kubo N, Ako J, Wada H, Fujiwara N, Funayama H, et 
al. Peak C-reactive protein level predicts long-term outcomes in 
type B acute aortic dissection. Hypertension 2010; 55(2): 422-429. 

[22]�Chi CH, Shiesh SC, Chen KW, Wu MH, Lin XZ. C-reactive 
protein for the evaluation of acute abdominal pain. Am J Emerg 
Med 1996; 14(3): 254-256.

[23]�Feng YY, Lai YC, Su YJ, Chang WH. Acute perforated appendicitis 
with leukopenic presentation. Am J Emerg Med 2008; 26(6): 735.

[24]�Sengupta A, Bax G, Paterson-Brown S. White cell count and 
C-reactive protein measurement in patients with possible 
appendicitis. Ann R Coll Surg Engl 2009; 91(2): 113-115.

[25]�Kutasy B, Laxamanadass G, Puri P. Is C-reactive protein a 
reliable test for suspected appendicitis in extremely obese 
children? Pediatr Surg Int 2010; 26(1): 123-125.

[26]�Hallan S, Asberg A. The accuracy of C-reactive protein in 
diagnosing acute appendicitis--a meta-analysis. Scand J Clin 
Lab Invest 1997; 57(5): 373-380.

[27]�Käser SA, Fankhauser G, Willi N, Maurer CA. C-reactive protein 
is superior to bilirubin for anticipation of perforation in acute 
appendicitis. Scand J Gastroenterol 2010; 45(7-8): 885-892.

[28]�Wu HP, Lin CY, Chang CF, Chang YJ, Huang CY. Predictive 
value of C-reactive protein at different cutoff levels in acute 
appendicitis. Am J Emerg Med 2005; 23(4): 449-453.

[29]�Hirota M, Takada T, Kawarada Y, Nimura Y, Miura F, Hirata 
K, et al. Diagnostic criteria and severity assessment of acute 

cholecystitis: Tokyo Guidelines. J Hepatobiliary Pancreat Surg 
2007; 14(1): 78-82. 

[30]�Okuda C, Koyama H, Tsutsumi Z, Yamamoto A, Kurajoh M, 
Moriwaki Y, et al. Serum CRP in patients with gout and effects of 
benzbromarone. Int J Clin Pharmacol Ther 2011; 49(3): 191-197.

[31]�Sormunen P, Kallio MJ, Kilpi T, Peltola H. C-reactive protein is 
useful in distinguishing Gram stain-negative bacterial meningitis 
from viral meningitis in children. J Pediatr 1999; 134(6): 725-729.

[32]�Ibrahim KA, Abdel-Wahab AA, Ibrahim AS. Diagnostic value 
of serum procalcitonin levels in children with meningitis: a 
comparison with blood leukocyte count and C-reactive protein. J 
Pak Med Assoc 2011; 61(4): 346-351.

[33]�Mayer AD, McMahon MJ, Bowen M, Cooper EH. C reactive 
protein: an aid to assessment and monitoring of acute pancreatitis. 
J Clin Pathol 1984; 37(2): 207-211.

[34]�Azizia MM, Irvine LM, Coker M, Sanusi FA. The role of 
C-reactive protein in modern obstetric and gynecological practice. 
Acta Obstet Gynecol Scand 2006; 85(4): 394-401.

[35]�Reljic M, Gorisek B. C-reactive protein and the treatment of pelvic 
inflammatory disease. Int J Gynaecol Obstet 1998; 60(2): 143-150.

[36]�Hemilä M, Henriksson L, Ylikorkala O. Serum CRP in the 
diagnosis and treatment of pelvic inflammatory disease. Arch 
Gynecol Obstet 1987; 241(3): 177-182.

[37]�Chalmers JD, Singanayagam A, Hill AT. C-reactive protein is 
an independent predictor of severity in community-acquired 
pneumonia. Am J Med 2008; 121(3): 219-225.

[38]�Moreno MS, Nietmann H, Matias CM, Lobo SM. C-reactive 
protein: a tool in the follow-up of nosocomial pneumonia. J Infect 
2010; 61(3): 205-211. 

[39]�Cicarelli DD, Vieira JE, Benseñor FE. C-reactive protein is not a 
useful indicator for infection in surgical intensive care units. Sao 
Paulo Med J 2009; 127(6): 350-354.

[40]�Bilavsky E, Yarden-Bilavsky H, Ashkenazi S, Amir J. C-reactive 
protein as a marker of serious bacterial infections in hospitalized 
febrile infants. Acta Paediatr 2009; 98(11): 1776-1780. 

[41]�Yu Z, Liu J, Sun Q, Qiu Y, Han S, Guo X. The accuracy of the 
procalcitonin test for the diagnosis of neonatal sepsis: a meta-
analysis. Scand J Infect Dis 2010; 42(10): 723-733.

[42]�Kibe S, Adams K, Barlow G. J Diagnostic and prognostic 
biomarkers of sepsis in critical care. Antimicrob Chemother 2011; 
66(Suppl 2): 33-40.

[43]�Roudbary SA, Saadat F, Forghanparast K, Sohrabnejad R. Serum 
C-reactive protein level as a biomarker for differentiation of ischemic 
from hemorrhagic stroke. Acta Med Iran 2011; 49(3): 149-152.

[44]�Di Napoli M, Godoy DA, Campi V, et al. C-reactive protein level 
measurement improves mortality prediction when added to the 
spontaneous intracerebral hemorrhage score. Stroke 2011; 42(5): 
1230-1236. 

[45]�Di Napoli M, Papa F, Bocola V. C-reactive protein in ischemic stroke: an 
independent prognostic factor. Stroke 2001; 32(4): 917-924.

[46]�Hellerstein S, Duggan E, Welchert E, Mansour F. Serum 
C-reactive protein and the site of urinary tract infections. J 
Pediatr 1982; 100(1): 21-25.

[47]�Naseri M. Alterations of peripheral leukocyte count, erythrocyte 
sedimentation rate, and C-reactive protein in febrile urinary tract 
infection. Iran J Kidney Dis 2008; 2(3): 137-142.


