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[Abstract] Objective To investigate the relationship between neutrophil/lymphocyte ratio (NLR) and
platelet/lymphocyte ratio (PLR) with the treatment efficacy in the patients with diffuse large B-cell lympho-
ma (DLBCL) and their predictive value for prognosis. Methods The clinical data of 128 patients with DLBCL
diagnosed and treated in the Affiliated Hospital of Guizhou Medical University from January 2013 to Decem-
ber 2018 were retrospectively analyzed. The cut-off values of NLR and PLR were determined according to the
receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve,and the cases were divided into the high NLR group,low NLR
group,high PLR group and low PLR group according to the cut-off values. The efficacy and survival situation
were compared among the various groups,and the relationship between NLR and PLLR with clinical character-
istics was analyzed. Results The cut-off values of NLR and PLR calculated by ROC curve were 3. 69 and
164. 46 respectively. NLR was significantly correlated with the clinical stage, Eastern Cooperative Oncology
Group (ECOG) score,number of extranodal involvement, International Prognostic Index (IPI) score,B symp-

toms and lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) level (P<Z0. 05) ; while PLR was significantly correlated with the age,
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clinical stage, ECOG score and IPI score (P <C0. 05). The complete remission rate after chemotherapy in the
high NLR group and high PLLR group was significantly lower than that in the low NLR group and low PLR
group (P <C0. 05). The univariate analysis showed that NLR, PLR, Ki-67, age, clinical stage, ECOG score,
number of extranodal involvement,IPI score,and 32 microglobulin level had a significant effect on the 3-year
overall survival (OS) and progression-free survival (PFS) of the disease (P<C0. 05). The multivariate analysis
showed that NLR>3. 69 and Ki-67=>80% were the independent risk factors affecting PFS and OS in DLBCL
patients (P <C0. 05),while PLR>164. 46 was only an independent risk factor affecting PFS in the patients (P

<C0. 05). Conclusion
the patients with DLBCL.

NLR and PLR before chemotherapy have the important significance for the prognosis of

[Key words] diffuse large B-cell lymphoma;neutrophil-lymphocyte ratio; platelet-lymphocyte ratio; risk

factors; prognosis
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