B R e dil 35 % 43 2020457 A J Mod Lab Med, Vol. 35, No. 4, July. 2020 89

IBEIDE DR 5 15 Al 2 SM R i NLR, PLR, MLR i
RDW 7K V-3¢ 38 B AL A 3 W01 PEAL v Y

Z0 s (PSR = EREIRAMNEE, PEZE 710082 )

WOE. BE EBEPLRR & i SRR e b MR AT S/ B it SOk & (NLR) , ARG/ e g
itk (PLR) , Eialeit 3/ ke miait st & (MLR) friosm kR oA %55 (RDW) Rkt oL, #odi
FENE R IRRAE T oG MAL. ik CUBME AT 118 61 5 BE AR L i 2 SR IR 0) T A, P Jm )35 T8 07 W A R S MR
47 NLR, PLR, MLR #= RDW K-F &AM, LR E s k50 #4488 NLR, PLR, MLR #= RDW K- & ik £ ¢
BARF M, K ROC %% 54740 s NLR, PLR, MLR #= RDW f2 I8 B % b 20 B3 V6 SR o SR 4% P 09 2 i, 45
B % #ME A NLR, PLR #» RDW £ i /K-F M5 AR 52 0442 7 w32 9t , M8 f MLR £k K- T e, BoR B G R4 (T,
BT 8. Typdde T ) 46169908 f NLR, PLR, MLR #= RDW &k sbék £ 57 B A goit 5 & 3L (F=31.152~56.182,
¥ P < 0.05). Spearman ##8 % P 547 %7 918 &2 NLR( = 0.813, P=0.016), PLR(»=0.881, P=0.013) #= RDW(r = 0.857,
P=0.014) 515k 5 # 2 A8 % (P < 0.05); 4B f2 NLR(» = — 0.583, P=0.014) 55k % 2 f #4855 (P < 0.05), ROC
W& IR R 5P NLR, PLR, MLR #= RDW & & K-F K506 R 5 8 vh &4z T AF &2 £, HE & NLR,
PLR, MLR #= RDW Z% 5 T | A5 T 4. T M5 Ty, Tyb T HedasE. BRAERFFEN ST 80%., &
i 4ME i NLR, PLR, MLR 4= RDW X5 Ji5 bk B %% b 2 J 05 16 R oo B0 LA AR 6 e, 7 2 90 s b Sk % b % 2m L 1
JRA A o B — S s IR

e 4 PN S w1 O R ey v R N S B P [ WA ey QU N R G
B/ R AN B R s DR R AR R s DA E

FESZES: R737.14; R730.43 XEAARIEE: A XEHS: 1671-7414 (2020 ) 04-089-05
doi:10.3969/j.issn.1671-7414.2020.04.022

Expression of NLR, PLR, MLR and RDW in Serum of Bladder Urothelial
Cell Carcinoma and Its Value in Clinical Staging

LI Qing-ying (Department of Urology,the Third Hospital of Xi “an, Xi’an 710082, China)
Abstract: Objective To observe the expression of NLR, PLR, MLR and RDW in peripheral blood of bladder urothelial

carcinoma and analyze its value in clinical stage evaluation. Methods 118 cases of bladder urothelial cell carcinoma were
analyzed retrospectively. All the patients were taken fasting blood in the early morning before treatment and the expression of
NLR, PLR, MLR and RDW were detected. Observed the expression difference and correlation of NLR, PLR, MLR and RDW
in peripheral blood of patients with different clinical stages, and analyzed the efficacy of NLR, PLR, MLR and RDW in clinical
stage evaluation of bladder urothelial cell carcinoma by ROC curve method. Results Patients with peripheral blood NLR,
PLR and RDW expression level along with the ascension of clinical staging, peripheral blood MLR expression level decreased,
and different clinical stages [ (T | stage,T j stage,T j stage, Ty stage) cases of peripheral blood NLR, PLR, MLR and RDW
expression was statistically significant (/' = 31.152~56.182, all P<0.05). Spearman rank correlation analysis showed that
peripheral blood NLR(7=0.813, P=0.016), PLR(r = 0.881, P=0.013)and RDW(r = 0.857, P=0.014) were positively correlated
with clinical staging (P < 0.05). Peripheral blood NLR(» = -0.583, P=0.014) was negatively correlated with clinical staging (P
< 0.05). ROC curve data showed that: peripheral blood NLR, PLR, MLR and RDW expression level curve was above reference
line and identify the clinical stages and peripheral blood NLR, PLR, MLR and RDW T | stage with T j; stagein identification,
T y stage Ty stage accuracy, sensitivity, specific degree were higher than 80%. Coneclusion Peripheral blood NLR, PLR,
MLR and RDW were correlated with the clinical stage of urothelial carcinoma of the bladder, and have certain clinical value in
distinguishing the clinical stage of urothelial carcinoma of the bladder.
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