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ABSTRACT
Objectives: .The severity of sleep apneas largely depends on abnormal size of upper airway. Therefore, nasal
examination is essential part of clinical evaluation of children with sleep-disordered breathing.
Methods: We performed a retrospective survey involving children aged 4 years and older which underwent
in-laboratory overnight cardiorespiratory polygraph study between January 2016 and May 2017. Nasal
obstruction test was used to score severity.
Results: Fifty-three children (62% males) with a median age of 6.1 (IQR 3.1) years were enrolled in this study.
Linear regression analysis showed that nasal obstruction score was correlated with apnea-hypopnea index (β
= 0.345; p < 0.014) and oxygen desaturation index (β = 0.328; p < 0.022), whilst no association was found
with age, BMI z-score, snoring and phase angle. Correlation analysis also showed that nasal obstruction score
was correlated with apnea-hypopnea index (r = 0.364; p = 0.009) and oxygen desaturation index (r = 0.350; p
= 0.012) after adjustment for age and BMI z-score., but not with snoring time or phase angle degree.
Conclusions: Nasal obstruction test may be a useful, time saving assessment which aid exploring sleep
disordered breathing in children. However, this test should not be used alone because it is plagued by objective
consideration and at risk of under or overestimation.
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bstructive sleep apnea (OSA) consists of
episodes of partial or complete closure of the

upper airway that occur during sleep and lead to
breathingcessation and oxygen desaturation [1, 2]. The
severity of sleep apnea largely depends on abnormal
size of the airway [3]. Turbulence of airflow, or nose,

oropharynx, and hypopharynx resistance
conventionally defines OSA severity. Hyperplasia of
tonsils and adenoids [4] and craniofacial
disharmonyare the major contributors to high airway
narrowing in children [5]. Some narrow regions such
as nostrils, lips, palate and larynx limit the high airway

ORIGINAL ARTICLE

e-ISSN: 2149-3189

DOI: 10.18621/eurj.410657

Received: March 29, 2018; Accepted: May 17, 2018; Published Online: May 19, 2018

The European Research Journal   Volume 5   Issue 1   January 2019 1

O

http://orcid.org/0000-0003-1324-4373
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-8659-5505
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-9523-9054
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-4738-8319
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-7746-8267
http://orcid.org/0000-0003-3880-4998
http://orcid.org/0000-0001-5115-4622
http://orcid.org/0000-0002-2275-0932


Eur Res J 2019;5(1):1-7 Sleep-disordered breathing and nasal obstruction test

patency [6]. 
      Nasal difficulty decreases pharyngeal patency
andnasal airway resistance may be explained by
Starling resistance model. The Starling model
describes upper airway as a hollow tube, with a partial
obstacle at the inlet (nose), and a collapsible part
downstream (oropharynx) [1]. Severe nasal block is
then associated with a switch to oral breathing and an
enhanced risk of sleep-disordered breathing (SDB)
[7]. 
      Albeit nasal examination is an essential part of
clinical evaluation of children with SDB, there is still
insufficient evidence to define whether or not nasal
obstacle to respiration may be a risk factor for OSAS
[1]. 
      The aim of the present study was to evaluate the
correlation between nasal difficulty severity and sleep
respiratory actigraphy. 

METHODS

Study population 
      The present study included compliant children
aged 4 years and older, who were subjected to in-
laboratory overnight polygraph study for SDB
between January 2016 and May 2017, in our local
Department (University Hospital of Verona, Verona,
Italy). All children were referred to the local
ambulatory, which belongs to a larger pediatric
pneumology service. Medical records were accurately
filled, including age, sex, body growth parameters,
nasal patency assessment (as described below), and
history for inhalant allergy. Children with allergic
diseases were defined having disease history identified 
before the index date and lasting at least for three
medical visits. Records review was carried out as
previously described elsewhere [8]. The study was
performed according to the Declaration of Helsinki
and under the terms of relevant local legislation. 

Nasal barrier test
      The assessment of nasal obstacle (ICD-9-CM
478.19) [9] was performed by alternatively closing the
nostrils with a finger, accurately preventing to
constrict the other nostril. The patient was then invited
to breathe through the free nostril keeping the mouth
closed. The test was then repeated closing the other

nostril. One-sided nasal block was classified according
to the air flux recorded by the operator, as follows: 0
(open), 1 (mildly obstructed), 2 (severely obstructed)
and 3 (obstructed). The score calculated for either
nostril (i.e., right + left score) was then summed for
all patients (minimum 0 -maximum 6). Three skilled
blinded operators performed independently of the test
and the final score was the mean of the three
independent measurements. Nasal patency manoeuvre
was performed the day of in-laboratory respiratory
actigraphy study. 

Anthropometry
      Height and weight were measured by the same
skilled personnel, using standardized techniques. Body
mass index [BMI: weight (kg) / height (m)2], BMI
percentiles and BMI z-scores were calculated
according to age and sex
(http://nccd.cdc.gov/dnpabmi/Calculator.aspx). 

In-laboratory overnight respiratory polygraph
      The in-laboratory overnight respiratory polygraph
study (SOMNO screen TMPSG, SOMNO medics
GmbH, Randersacker, Germany) was used to
continuously record nasal airflow, chest and
abdominal respiratory movements (thoracic and
abdominal belts), arterial oxygen saturation (SaO2;
digital pulse oximetry), heart rate (HR; finger probe),
electrocardiogram (ECG; three chest electrodes), body
position (mercury sensor) and tracheal sounds
(microphone). Electroencephalography (EEG), eye
movements (electrooculogram; EOG) and muscle
activity or skeletal muscle activation
(electromyogram; EMG) studies were not performed.
The device was applied between 7:00 PM and 8:00
AM, and data were continuously recorded throughout
the night. During the test, all children were monitored
for ≥ 6 h in a quiet, properly prepared sleep room, in
the presence of one of their parents [10]. The estimated
total sleep time (TST) was calculated was the time
between the child fell asleep and wake up, and was
recorded in a nocturnal diary by the healthcare staff,
which was also trained to promptly intervene, when
needed. The nocturnal awakenings were identified
considered from TSTcalculation and were then
removed from final analysis. 
      The sleep analysis (DOMINO® software,
Somnomedics v.2.6.0) of the valid recording session
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was manually performed. Obstructive respiratory
events were scored as previously reported [11]. In
particular, the number of obstructive apneas (OA;
n./hour) plus central apneas (CA; n./hour) plus
hypopneas (H; n./hour) was divided by hours of TST
and then expressed as apnea-hypopnea index (AHI,
n./hour) [12]. 
      All O2 desaturations (≥ 3%; n./hour) from
baseline, mean SpO2 (%) and minimum SpO2 (%)
were quantified. The Oxygen Desaturation Index
(ODI; n./hour) was measured as total number of
desaturations divided by TST. Snoring (time% of the
TST) was also regularly calculated [13].
      Phase angle vector analysis is an index of
thoracoabdominal asynchrony (TAA) and inspiratory
airflow resistance. An increased value suggests
compromised upper airway patency, leading to
enhanced inspiratory work of breathing. Phase angle
analysis and related thoracoabdominal asynchrony
may be a useful parameter to detect upper airway
obstacle [14, 15]. An increased inspiratory resistance
as maintained during OA and H produces an
asynchrony between rib cage and abdomen (no
obstacle: phase angle close to 0 degrees; obstructive
apnea: phase angle close to 180 degrees).

Statistical Analysis 
      Statistical analysis was performed using SPSS

Statistics 22.0® software for Windows. Kolmogorov-
Smirnov test for one sample was used to explore
normal distribution of continuous variables. The
demographic, clinical characteristics and actigraphy
results, were presented as number and percentage for
categorical variables, or as median and 95%
confidence interval (CI) for continuous variables,
respectively. 
      Linear regression (backward) analysis, in which
nasal barrier score was entered as dependent variables,
was carried out to explore potential associations with
demographic, clinical and polygraphic variables (age,
BMI z-score, snoring, phase angle, AHI or ODI). The
value of statistical significance was set at p < 0.05. 
Partial correlation analysis was performed between
nasal barrier score and clinical and polygraphic results
(AHI, ODI, snoring and phase angle), adjusted for age
and BMI z-score.The value of statistical significance
was set at p < 0.05.

RESULTS

      The final study population consisted of 53
children. A summary of demographic (sex, age),
clinical (body growth parameters) and in-laboratory
overnight polygraph results (AHI, ODI, snoring, phase
angle) of the study population is shown in Table 1
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Table 1. Summary of the demographic, clinical characteristics (Panel A) and overnight polygraph 
study (Panel B) of 53 consecutive children* 
 Median  IQR 
Panel A   
     Number (males %) 53 (62.3) - 
     Age (years) 6.1 3.1 
     Weight (kg) 22 11 
     Height (cm) 116 15 
     BMI Percentiles  71.6 58.3 
     BMI z-score 0.6 1.8 
Panel B   
     eTST (hours) 9.0 1.4 
     AHI (events/h) 2.9 3.8 
     ODI (events/h) 0.6 0.9 
     Snoring (% time) 0.2 1.7 
     Phase angle (degrees) 57 32 
*Selection criteria were the absence of genetic and neurological conditions, and age range between 4 to 
15 years. AHI = apnea-hypopnea index, BMI = body mass index, IQR = interquartile range, ODI = 
oxygen desaturation index, eTST = estimated total sleep time 
!
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Panel A and B. Kolmogorov-Smirnov test for one
sample showed that the variables in Table 1 (age,
weight, height and BMI percentiles in Panel A; AHI,
ODI and snoring in Panel B) are not normally
distributed (p < 0.05). 
      The linear regression (backward) analysis (Table
2, model 1 and model 2) showed that nasal barrier
score was significantly associated with AHI (β =
0.377; p = 0.005) and ODI (β = 0.353; p = 0.009)
variables. Age, BMI z-score, snoring and phase angle
variables were excluded from the models. 
      Interestingly, with partial correlation analysis,
nasal barrier score was associated with both AHI (r =
0.364; p = 0.009) and ODI (r = 0.350; p = 0.012), but
not with snoring time (r = 0.170; p = 0.232) and phase
angle (r = 0.49; p = 0.734) (Table 3). 
      Figure 1 shows the distribution of AHI values
according to the different values of nasal barrier score. 

DISCUSSION

      The potential contribution of the nose to the
pathophysiology of OSAS remains a largely
unexplored issue [1]. Daytime nasal difficultywas
shown to be an independent risk factor for OSAS [16].
Nose difficulty strongly influences pharynx patency,
since the inspiratory flow through the upper airway
may promoteits closure. The luminal pressure at which
the airway begins to close is defined as critical closing
pressure [17]. In the presence of nasal or upper airway
congestion, oral breathing becomes prevalent. 
      Nasal difficulty and mouth breathing have been
associated with adenotonsillar hypertrophy, which in
turn is the leading cause of OSAS in children [18, 19].
In particular, enlarged adenoids dramatically influence
the amount of air inhaled through the nose. Nasal
difficulty and crowded oropharynx double the risk of
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Table 2. Linear regression (backward) analysis between nasal barrier test (score) and age, BMI Z-score, snoring, 
phase angle and apnea-hypopnea index (AHI; model 1) or oxygen desaturation index (ODI; model 2). 
  MODEL 1 MODEL 2 
Dependent variable: Nasal barrier test Nasal barrier test 
 STEP1 B CI p B CI p 
     Age (years) -0.121 -0.286÷0.114 0.393 -0.144 -0.302÷0.098 0.310 
     BMI z-score -0.022 -0.335÷0.285 0.873 0.034 -0.276÷0.355 0.802 
     AHI (n./hr) 0.345 0.016÷0.133 0.014 - - - 
     ODI (n./hr) - - - 0.328 0.014÷0.167 0.022 
     Snoring (% TST) 0.130 -0.046÷0.127 0.347 0.112 -0.053÷0.123 0.427 
     Phase angle (degrees) 0.061 -0.013÷0.020 0.660 0.061 -0.013÷0.021 0.665 
     Model Significance 0.104   0.138   
     adj. R2 0.084   0.069   
STEP2       
Variable included AHI    ODI  
     Model Significance 0.005    0.009  
     adj. R2 0.125    0.108  
AHI = apnea-hypopnea index, BMI = body mass index, ODI = oxygen desaturation index, TST = total sleep time 

!

Table 3. Partial correlation analysis between nasal obstruction score, adjusted for age and BMI z-score, and 
apnea-hypopnea index (AHI) or oxygen desaturation index (ODI) or phase angle. 
 Nasal barrier score 

rpar p 
Adjusting variables: 
age (years) & BMI z-score 

AHI (n./hr) 0.364 0.009 
ODI (n./hr) 0.350 0.012 
Snoring (% TST) 0.170 0.232 
Phase angle (degrees) 0.049 0.734 

AHI = apnea-hypopnea index, BMI = body mass index, ODI = oxygen desaturation index, TST = total sleep time 
!
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OSAS [9]. Nasal video-endoscopy is a useful tool to
assess airway difficulty due to adenoid hypertrophy
[29]. Medical treatments (nasal steroids and
leukotriene receptor antagonists) or
adeno(tonsillectomy) interventions are the most
widely used medical measures for improving both
symptoms and polysomnographic signs associated
with adenoid hypertrophy [21, 22]. However, recent
evidence has been provide that specific craniofacial
characteristics may be commonplace in snoring
children [2, 23]. Persistent allergy is another factor
potentially involved in reducing air inhalation through
the nose. Upper allergic persistent inflammation of
both nasal mucosa and adenoid tissue are often causes
of persistent nasal difficulty, even in children who
underwent adenoidectomy [24].
      The nasal examination is an important part of the
ambulatory clinical assessment of children with SDB.
A simple, straightforward and time wasting analysis
can be useful to assess for SDB severity in cooperating
children, before otorhinolaryngologic evaluation. In
particular, the main finding of the present study was
that nasal barrier score was significantly correlated
with AHI and ODI. However, no correlation was
found with snoring or with phase angle (i.e.,
thoracoabdominal asynchrony). Taken together, these
findings would suggest that nasal barrier score and

AHI values may be at least partially coincident but not
directly related to our population. 

Limitations
      The main limitation of the present study is
represented by subjective assessment of childhood
nasaldifficulty. Other limitationsinclude children
collaboration, especially those very young, the
challenge to perform cardiorespiratory analysis during
the sleep (i.e., sleep stages could not be examined and
sleep time was only deducted from healthcare staff
observation, so thatrespiratory polygraph recordings
[25] were only indicative of the pattern of the
childhood respiration during the night). 

CONCLUSION

      In conclusion, the nasal barrier test may be a
useful, timewasting ambulatory assessment, that helps
to assess the severity of SDB in children. However,
this test should not be used alone because it is plagued
by objective judgement and at risk of under or
overestimation. 

Key Points
      • Sleep-disordered breathing due to upper
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Figure 1. Box plot of nasal barrier score and apnea-hypopnea index.
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airway difficulty is frequent in pediatric patients.
      • Clinical evaluation of upper airway difficulty
is needed in the ambulatory setting.
      • Children with clinical evaluation suggesting
sleep-disordered breathing need further assessment
with sleep respiratory actigraphy or polysomnography.
      • Assessment of nasal difficultyshould be of
clinical evaluation for sleep-breathing disorders.
      • Nasal barrier test is a useful, timewasting
ambulatory assessment, butpoorly predicts sleep
breathing disorders severity in children.
      • Nasal barrier test should not be used alone
since it is plagued by objective judgement, being
sensitive to the risk of under or overestimation.

Abbreviations
      AHI = apnea-hypopnea index, OSA = obstructive
sleep apnea, ODI = oxygen desaturation index, OSAS
= obstructive sleep apnea syndrome, SDB = sleep
disordered breathing. 

Contribution of each co-authors
      Study conception and design: MZ, LN, GP;
Acquisition of data: MZ, EG, LT, SB, LS; Analysis
and interpretation of data: MZ, GL, LS, LT, LN, MP,
SB; Drafting of the manuscript: MZ, GL, EG, LT, LN,
MP, SB; Critical revision: GP, GL, LN, LS. 

Ethical approval
      The study was approved by the Institutional
Ethical Committee of Verona (University Integrated
Hospital of Verona), and all parents signed the
informed consent form. 

Conflict of interest
      The authors disclosed no conflict of interest during
the preparation or publication of this manuscript. 

Financing 
      The authors disclosed that they did not receive any
grant during conduction or writing of this study.

REFERENCES

[1] Wilhelm CP, deShazo RD, Tamanna S, Ullah MI, Skipworth LB. The
nose, upper airway, and obstructive sleep apnea. Ann Allergy Asthma
Immunol 2015;115:96-102. 
[2] Zaffanello M, Piacentini G, Gasperi E, Maffeis C, Fava C, Bonafini

S, et al. Snoring in a cohort of obese children: Association with palate
position and nocturnal desaturations. J Pediatr Neonat Individual Med
2016;5:e050134. 
[3] White DP. The pathogenesis of obstructive sleep apnea: advances in
the past 100 years. Am J Respir Cell Mol Biol 2006 ;34:1-6. 
[4] Grime C, Tan HL. Sleep disordered breathing in children. Indian J
Pediatr 2015;82:945-55. 
[5] Tawfik KO, Sedaghat AR, Ishman SL. Trends in inpatient pediatric
polysomnography for laryngomalacia and craniofacial anomalies. Ann
Otol Rhinol Laryngol 2016;125:82-9.
[6] Strohl KP, Butler JP, Malhotra A. Mechanical properties of the upper
airway. Compr Physiol 2012;2:1853-72. 
[7] Rappai M, Collop N, Kemp S, deShazo R. The nose and sleep-
disordered breathing: what we know and what we do not know. Chest
2003;124:2309-23. 
[8] Sarkar S, Seshadri D. Conducting record review studies in clinical
practice. J Clin Diagn Res 2014;8:JG01-4. 
[9] Liistro G, Rombaux P, Belge C, Dury M, Aubert G, Rodenstein DO.
High mallampati score and nasal obstruction are associated risk factors
for obstructive sleep apnoea. Eur Respir J 2003;21:248-52. 
[10] Tagetti A, Bonafini S, Zaffanello M, Benetti MV, Vedove FD,
Gasperi E, et al. Sleep-disordered breathing is associated with blood
pressure and carotid arterial stiffness in obese children. J Hypertens
2017;35:125-31. 
[11] Berry RB, Budhiraja R, Gottlieb DJ, Gozal D, Iber C, Kapur VK,
et al. Rules for scoring respiratory events in sleep: update of the 2007
AASM Manual for the Scoring of Sleep and Associated Events.
Deliberations of the Sleep Apnea Definitions Task Force of the American
Academy of Sleep Medicine. J Clin Sleep Med 2012;8:597-619. 
[12] Villa MP, Pietropaoli N, Supino MC, Vitelli O, Rabasco J,
Evangelisti M, et al. Diagnosis of pediatric obstructive sleep apnea
syndrome in settings with limited resources. JAMA Otolaryngol Head
Neck Surg 2015;141:990-6. 
[13] Ross KR, Rosen CL. Sleep and respiratory physiology in children.
Clin Chest Med 2014;35:457-67.
[14] Hammer J, Newth CJ. Assessment of thoraco-abdominal
asynchrony. Paediatr Respir Rev 2009;10:75-80. 
[15] Hammer J, Newth CJ, Deakers TW. Validation of the phase angle
technique as an objective measure of upper airway obstruction. Pediatr
Pulmonol 1995;19:167-73. 
[16] Phillips BG, Kato M, Narkiewicz K, Choe I, Somers VK. Increases
in leptin levels, sympathetic drive, and weight gain in obstructive sleep
apnea. Am J Physiol Heart Circ Physiol 2000;279:H234-7. 
[17] Gold AR, Schwartz AR. The pharyngeal critical pressure. The whys
and hows of using nasal continuous positive airway pressure
diagnostically. Chest 1996;110:1077-88. 
[18] Izu SC, Itamoto CH, Pradella-Hallinan M, Pizarro GU, Tufik S,
Pignatari S, et al. Obstructive sleep apnea syndrome (OSAS) in mouth
breathing children. Braz J Otorhinolaryngol 2010;76:552-6. 
[19] Pacheco MC, Casagrande CF, Teixeira LP, Finck NS, de Araújo
MT. Guidelines proposal for clinical recognition of mouth breathing
children. Dental Press J Orthod 2015;20:39-44. 
[20]  Oliveira HF, Sampaio AL, Oliveira CA, Teixeira MC, Miranda LA,
Miranda DA. Evaluation of airway obstruction by adenoid tissue:
comparison of measures in the sitting and recumbent. Int J Pediatr
Otorhinolaryngol 2012;76:1278-84. 
[21] Cielo CM, Gungor A. Treatment options for pediatric obstructive
sleep apnea. Curr Probl Pediatr Adolesc Health Care 2016;46:27-33. 
[22] Venekamp RP, Hearne BJ, Chandrasekharan D, Blackshaw H, Lim
J, Schilder AG. Tonsillectomy or adenotonsillectomy versus non-surgical
management for obstructive sleep-disordered breathing in children.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev 2015;10:CD011165. 
[23] Zicari AM, Duse M, Occasi F, Luzzi V, Ortolani E, Bardanzellu F,
et al. Cephalometric pattern and nasal patency in children with primary

6     The European Research Journal   Volume 5   Issue 1   January 2019



Eur Res J 2019;5(1):1-7 Zaffanello et al

snoring: the evidence of a direct correlation. PLoS One 2014;9:e111675. 
[24] Colavita L, Miraglia Del Giudice M, Stroscio G, Visalli C, Alterio
T, Pidone C, et al. Allergic rhinitis and adenoid hypertrophy in children:
is adenoidectomy always really useful? J Biol Regul Homeost Agents
2015;29(2 Suppl 1):58-63. 

[25] Alonso-Álvarez ML, Terán-Santos J, Ordax Carbajo E, Cordero-
Guevara JA, Navazo-Egüia AI, Kheirandish-Gozal L, et al. Reliability
of home respiratory polygraphy for the diagnosis of sleep apnea in
children. Chest 2015;147:1020-8.

This is an open access article distributed under the terms of Creative Common
Attribution-NonCommercial-NoDerivatives 4.0 International License.

The European Research Journal   Volume 5   Issue 1   January 2019 7


