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Predictive Value of Inflammatory Markers in Myelosuppression in Patients after NSCLC Surgery. Chang Jinming, Zhu Guang. Depart-
ment of Cardiothoracic Surgery, The Fifth Affiliated Hospital of Zhengzhou University, Henan 450000, China

Abstract Objective To investigate the relationship between neutrophil — lymphocyte ratio (NLR), platelet to lymphocyte ratio
(PLR), lymphocyte to monocyte ratio ( LMR) and myelosuppression after the first chemotherapy in patients after NSCLC surgery.
Methods In this retrospective study, a total of 60 patients (44 male,16 female) with NSCLC were enrolled that were treated form Janu-
ary 2017 and November 2020, in the Fifth Affiliated Hospital of Zhengzhou University. Patients were divided into 2 groups according to
whether they had bone marrow suppression after initial chemotherapy: 19 cases (31. 67% ) with myelosuppression and 41 cases
(68.33% ) without myelosuppression. The influencing factors on myelosuppression patients were analyzed ,respectively. Results Multi-
variate Logistic regression analysis showed that PLR (OR =7.482, P =0.019) and NLR (OR =0.078, P =0.040) were the influencing
factors for myelosuppression in NSCLC patients after chemotherapy, while there was no statistical significance between LMR ( OR =
0.214, P =0.114) and myelosuppression in patients after primary chemotherapy. Conclusion PLR and NLR were independent risk fac-
tors for myelosuppression in patients, and PLR had a higher predictive value.

Key words NSCLC; Platelet to lymphocyte ratio ( PLR) ; Neutrophil — lymphocyte ratio( NLR) ; Lymphocyte to monocyte ratio
(LMR) ; Myelosuppression
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