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1. Abstract 

1.1. Aims and Background: Appropriate triage is essential in the management of  Acute Pan-
creatitis (AP). Even if  AP initially stratified as mild or moderate, it may rapidly progress to 
severe form and even death may occur. Therefore, to find reliable  prognostic and  predictive 
markers  in order to customize treatment strategies is really essential. Nutrition-based and/or 
inflammation-based prognostic indicators such as modified Glasgow Prognostic Score (mGPS), 
Prognostic Nutritional Index (PNI), C-reactive protein to albumin ratio (CRP/Alb), Neutrophil 
to lymphocyte ratio (NLR) and Platelet To Lymphocyte Ratio (PLR) have emerged as prognostic 
factors in some cancers and inflammatory conditions. We evaluated the prognostic ability of  
inflammation based scores in patients with acute pancreatitis.

1.2. Methods: We retrospectively reviewed the medical records of  299 cases with acute pancre-
atitis. AP severity assessment was based on Atlanta 2012 classification. To evaluate the inflamma-
tion based prognostic scores, laboratory parameters performed at hospital admission and after 48 
hours of  admission were used.

1.3. Results: A total of  299 patients with acute pancreatitis were reviewed. Mean age of  the 
patients was 55years, the most common etiology was gallstones (58%). 241 of  the patients were 
classified as mild, 58 of  them were classified as severe pancreatitis. There were no significant rela-
tionships between mGPS at admission (mGPS 0) and etiology, severity, ICU requirement, surgery 
requirement, local or systemic complications and mortality. Score of  “2” according to the mGPS 
at 48 hours after admission (mGPS 48) were significantly related with severity (p<0,001, %43.2-
%74.5), need for antibiotics (p<0,001, CI: %38.5-%69.3), requirement of  ICU (p=0,005, %46.9-
%81), systemic complications (p<0,001, %38.7-%73.8) and mortality (p=0,364, %48.3-%100). It 
was found that PNI 0, PNI 48, NLR 0, NLR 48, PLR 0, PLR 48 and CRP/albumin 48 (but not 
CRP/albumin 0) were significantly correlated with severity, need for antibiotics and presence of  
systemic complications (p<0.001,p<0,05 and p <0,05). NLR 48, PLR 48 and CRP/albumin 48 
were significantly related with surgery requirement and presence of  local complications (p<0,05).

1.4. Conclusions: Nutritional and Hematological scores may be helpful but inflammation based 
prognostic scores other than mGPS 48 are not reliable at admission for predicting the severity of  
acute pancreatitis. Combination of  other inflammation and nutrition based prognostic scores and 
mGPS may represent more accurate prognosis of  AP.

2. Keywords: Acute pancreatitis; Inflammation based score; Prognosis

3. Introduction 

Acute pancreatitis is an inflammatory condition of  the pancreas. Local complications of  acute 
pancreatitis include acute peripancreatic fluid collection, pancreatic pseudocyst, acute necrotic 
collection and walled-off  necrosis. Systemic complication in AP is defined as an exacerbation 
of  the chronic disease, development of  organ failure due to the cytokine cascade was classified 
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under systemic complications but it became a separate entity in re-
vised 2012 

3.1. Atlanta Classification

The overall mortality in acute pancreatitis is approximately 5 percent. 
However, mortality rates show difference between mild and severe 
pancreatitis. While mortality rate in acute mild interstitial pancreatitis 
is estimated to be 3 percent, it reaches to 17 percent in patients with 
necrotizing pancreatitis [1].

Acute pancreatitis is a heterogeneous disease which can be classified 
as mild, moderate or severe based on 2012 revised Atlanta classifi-
cation [2]. Predicting the severity of  disease is really an important 
issue since it allows to stratify the disease severity and to develop 
management strategies [3]. Several prognostic scoring systems based 
on clinical, laboratorial and radiological evaluations have been pro-
posed to predict outcome so far. Early and accurate prediction of  
prognosis enables patients with or at risk of  developing severe AP 
to be identified and closely supported with intensive monitoring [4]. 
Ranson criteria, the Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Evalua-
tion (APACHE) II score, the Modified Glasgow Prognostic score, 
the bedside index of  severity in acute pancreatitis (BISAP) score and 
the Balthazar index have been used widely and taken their places 
in various guidelines [5-7]. Various isolated biochemical values such 
as C-reactive protein, leukocyte count, procalcitonin, CRP/alb ratio, 
NLR and PLR have been identified as potential markers of  the sever-
ity of  an episode of  pancreatitis and some of  them are included in a 
range of  scoring systems [5,8-10]. 

Score based on Ranson criteria, which consist of  11 parameters, was 
the earliest scoring system for AP severity. Mortality was calculated 
around 40 percent when the score was ≥3. This scoring system has 
been used widely for many years. However, a meta-analysis including 
110 studies revealed that it is a poor predictor of  severity [11]. 

The Acute Physiology and Chronic Health Examination (APACHE 
II) score is a widely used score for AP severity which was originally 
developed for patients in ICU. It is performed every single day and 
increasing values suggest a severe pancreatitis attack. Mortality is 11 
to 18 percent when APACHE II score >8. However, it is a complex 
and time consuming score and it has a poor predictive value at 24 
hours [1]. 

BISAP score is a simple and well validated score for predicting mor-
tality. It is commonly used nowadays. Though, it has not been validat-
ed in terms of  length of  hospitalization and ICU requirement [12]. 

CT severity index (Balthazar score) is basically based on necrosis, flu-
id collections and inflammation. It is obvious that pancreatic necrosis 
predicts a severe attack. Nevertheless, there are no proven correla-
tion between extent of  necrosis and mortality [13]. 

In brief, every scoring system for prediction of  AP severity has a 
handicap and none has proven to be perfect so far. In this study, we 

evaluated the efficacy of  nutritional, hematological and inflammation 
based scores in determining the outcome of  acute pancreatitis com-
pared to other classical prognostic scores. 

4. Methods

A total of  299 patients who were admitted to our hospital between 
2010 and 2015 were evaluated retrospectively from medical records. 
Diagnostic criteria for acute pancreatitis were a serum amylase level 
higher than three times the upper limit of  normal in patients with 
upper abdominal pain or radiological evidence of  acute pancreatic 
inflammation. Patients not meeting these criteria were excluded from 
the study. Patients age, sex, number of  AP attacks, etiology of  pan-
creatitis, Ranson score at admission and 48th hour after admission, 
APACHE II score, severity according to 2012 revised Atlanta classifi-
cation, need for antibiotics, intensive care unit requirement, need for 
surgery, local complications, systemic complications, length of  hos-
pitalization and mortality were recorded. Organ failure was evaluated 
as systemic complication in this study. All patients with CRP level 
more than 150 mg/L after 48 hours of  admission started on broad 
spectrum antibiotics. All of  the patients who needed antibiotics were 
started on imipenem/cilastatin. Standard imipenem/cilastatin dos-
age was 2gr/day. Dose adjustments due to the renal or hepatic im-
pairment were done accordingly. Only pseudocyst and necrosis were 
evaluated as local complication in this study. Organ failure and exac-
erbation of  underlying chronic illnesses were evaluated as systemic 
complication. Additionally, neutrophil counts, lymphocyte counts 
and platelet counts, serum albumin and C-reactive protein levels at 
admission and 48th hour after admission were recorded and used for 
calculation of  scores. mGPS, PNI, NLR, PLR and CRP/Alb ratio 
at admission and 48th hour of  hospitalization were calculated using 
these data. The definition of  the scoring systems was summarized in 
(Table 1). Statistical correlation between these scoring systems and 
disease severity was carried out with confidence interval of  95%.

Table 1: Definitions of prognostic scores

Scoring systems Score
GPS  
CRP (≤ 10 mg/L) and albumin (≥ 35 g/L) 0
CRP (≤ 10 mg/L) and albumin (< 35 g/L) 1
CRP (> 10 mg/L) and albumin (≥ 35 g/L) 1
CRP (> 10 mg/L) and albumin (< 35 g/L) 2
Modified GPS  
CRP (≤ 10 mg/L) and albumin (≥ 35 g/L) 0
CRP (≤ 10 mg/L) and albumin (< 35 g/L) 0
CRP (> 10 mg/L) and albumin (≥ 35 g/L) 1
CRP (> 10 mg/L) and albumin (< 35 g/L) 2
PLR  
Platelet count: lymphocyte count < 150 Low
Platelet count: lymphocyte count ≥ 150 High
NLR  
Neutrophil count: lymphocyte count < 3 Low
Neutrophil count: lymphocyte count ≥ 3 High
PNI  
Albumin (g/L) + 5 × total lymphocyte count ≥ 45 0
Albumin (g/L) + 5 × total lymphocyte count < 45 1



Statistical analyses were performed using Statistica version 13.3. Sha-
piro–Wilk test was used to test the normal distribution of  continuous 
variables. The continuous data were presented as mean ± standard 
deviation (mean ± SD) and the categorical variables were expressed 
as number (n) and percentage (%).The numerical data were com-
pared across the independent groups using Student’s t test, with 
comparisons of  more than 2 independent groups being performed 
with the ANOVA test. Bonferroni post-hoc statistic was used to de-
termine the differential group/groups. Paired sample t-test was used 
for 2 dependent groups’ comparisons. Ordinal categorical variables 
were assessed by marginal homogeneity test. The relationship be-
tween categorical variables was evaluated by Chi square and Fisher’s 
exact test. Tests were interpreted at a significance level alpha = 0.05.

5. Results

Mean age of  the patients were 55(±17) years. Male and female gen-
der distribution was similar. Most common etiology was biliary caus-
es (59%). 243 (81%) of  the patients were classified as mild acute pan-
creatitis, 56 (%19) of  them were classified as severe acute pancreatitis 
(Table 2). 51 (17%) of  the patients had a history of  previous pancre-
atitis. Median hospitalization time of  the patients was 4 (±3.5) days.

Table 2: Baseline patient characteristics

Age, y  
Median (SD) 55±17
Sex, n (%)  
Male 153 (51%)
Female 146 (49%)
Etiology, n(%)  
Biliary 175  (59%)
Alcoholism 32 (11%)
Hypertriglyceridemia 19 (6%)
Other 73 (24%)
Disease severity  
Mild acute pancreatitis 243 (81%)
Severe acute pancreatitis 56 (19%)

The mGPS at 48th hour after admission was0 (15.3%) in 42 patients, 
1 (35.3%) in 97 patients and 2 (48.5%) in 131 patients. A total of  88 
patients (32.5%) needed for antibiotics during their follow-up due 
to local or systemic complications and rapid CRP level progression 
at first 48 hours of  hospitalization. The mGPS48 score was 2 in 61 
(69.3%) of  the patients who needed for antibiotics. 21 (7.7%) of  the 
total patients needed for ICU during their follow up. The mGPS 48 
score was 2 in 17 of  these 21 patients who had ICU requirement. 9 
(3.3%) of  the patients had surgery because of  local complications 
and mGPS 48 score was 2 in 7 of  them. While 22 of  the patients had 
local complications, 84 of  the patients had systemic complications. 
The mGPS 48 score was 2 in 16 and 62 of  these patients, respec-
tively. A total of  6 deaths occurred and mGPS 48 score was 2 in 
all of  them. In the patients whose mGPS 48 score was 2, antibiotic 
requirement (p<0.001), ICU requirement (p=0.008), indication for 
surgery (p=0.039), local complications (p=0.035), systemic compli-
cations (p<0.001) and mortality (p=0.044) were significantly higher 
when compared with mGPS 48 score 0 and mGPS 48 score 1 groups 
(Table 3).

Table 3: mGPS at 48th hour as a prognostic tool.

  Antibioticrequirement
    no yes total CI p value
0 Number 37 5 42  

p<0,001
  % 20.3 5.7 15.3  
1 Number 75 22 97  
  % 41.2 25 35.3  
2 Number 70 61 131  
  % 38.5 69.3 48.5  
  ICU requirement
    no yes total CI p value
0 Number 42 0 42  

p=0,008
  % 16.5 0 15.3  
1 Number 93 4 97  
  % 36.6 19 35.3  
2 Number 119 17 136  
  % 46.9 81 49.5  
  Indication for surgery
    no yes total CI p value
0 Number 42 0 42  

p=0,039
  % 15,8 0 15,3  
1 Number 95 2 97  
  % 35.7 22.2 35.3  
2 Number 129 7 136  
  % 48.5 77.8 49.5  
  Local complications*
    no yes total CI p value
0 Number 42 0 42  

p=0,035
  % 16.6. 0 15.3  
1 Number 91 6 97  
  % 36 27.3 35.3  
2 Number 120 16 136  
  % 47.4 72.7 49.5  
  Systemic complications**
    no yes total CI p value
0 Number 38 4 42  

p<0,001
  % 19,9 4,8 15.3  
1 Number 79 18 97  
  % 41.4 21.4 35.3  
2 Number 74 62 136  
  % 38.7 73.8 49.5  
  Mortality
    no yes total CI p value
0 Number 42 0 42  

P=0.044
  % 15.6 0 15.3  
1 Number 97 0 97  
  % 36.1 0 35.3  
2 Number 130 6 136  
  % 48.3 100 49.5  
*14 of the patients had necrosis, 4 had pseudocyst, 5 had both 
pseudocyst and necrosis.   
**includes fever, circulatory failure, respiratory failure or renal 
failure
Lower levels of  NLR were associated with more severe form of  
pancreatitis. In addition; frequency of  ICU requirement and indi-
cation for surgery, local and systemic complication probability and 
mortality were higher in lower NLR 0 levels. Increased NLR 48 levels 
were related with severity of  disease and it was statistically signifi-
cant (p=0.002). On the other hand, decreased NLR 48 levels were 
associated with ICU requirement, indication for surgery, local and 

             3

2020, V4(8): 1-3



systemic complications and mortality. All of  these differences be-
tween NLR 48 and these variables seemed to be statistically signif-
icant. As PLR 0 level increased; disease severity, ICU and surgery 
requirement, complications and mortality were increased also. How-
ever; only disease severity, ICU requirement and systemic compli-
cations were statistically significant. Higher PLR 48 levels were as-
sociated with severe AP, increased ICU requirement, more surgical 
procedures, increased local and systemic complications and mortality. 
All of  the associations with these variables were statistically signifi-
cant. There was no statistically significant relationship between CRP/
ALB 0 and these variables. Higher CRP/ALB 48 levels were asso-
ciated with severe disease, more surgery requirement and increased 
local and systemic complications. Although seemed to be statistically 

significant, ICU requirement and mortality were more common in 
patients with lower levels of  CRP/ALB 48.Low PNI score were as-
sociated with increased antibiotics usage. While mean PNI score in 
patients who were started on antibiotics was 42.67 (±6.67), it was 
45.83 (±7.25) in patients who were not started on antibiotics. This 
difference was statistically significant (p=0.001). Patients who needed 
ICU had lower levels of  PNI score and this difference was statisti-
cally significant (mean 42.67±8.50 vs 44.93±7.09, p=0.005). Patients 
who had systemic complications had lower levels of  PNI score and 
this difference was statistically significant also (mean 42.61±6.72 vs 
45.58±7.24, p=0.001). In terms of  need for surgery, local complica-
tions and mortality; there were no significant association according 
to PNI score (Table 4).

Table 4: Analysis of relationships of NLR, PLR and CRP/ALB ratio with some clinical conditions

  Atlanta classification ICU requirement İndication for surgery

    n mean±SD p value   n mean±SD p value   n mean±SD p value

NLR 0 Mild 240 7,51±6,5 p<0.001 yes 21 1.76±1.67 p<0.001 Yes 9 1.51±1.76 p=0.312

  Severe 55 1,49±1,36   no 276 8.28±7.48   no 288 8.75±8.32  

NLR 48 Mild 235 5,28±9,01 p=0.002 yes 20 1.22±6.85 p=0.002 Yes 9 1.57±8.52 p=0.001

  Severe 55 9,58±9,25   no 271 5.64±9.18   no 282 5.79±9.05  

PLR 0 Mild 240 2,08±1,51 p<0.001 yes 21 4.08±2.87 p<0.001 Yes 9 4.37±4.01 p=0.154

  Severe 55 3,34±2,13   no 276 2.19±1.51   no 288 2.26±1.56  

PLR 48 Mild 235 1,48±8,89 p=0.001 yes 20 2.59±1.11 p<0.001 Yes 9 2.67±1.16 p<0.001

  Severe 55 1,96±1,06   no 271 1.50±8.84   no 282 1.54±9.14  

CRP/ALB 0 Mild 224 7,14±8,87 p=0.674 yes 19 2.73±3.24 p=0.847 Yes 10 3.02±2.98 p=0.524

  Severe 51 1,90±2,81   no 257 6.40±8.28   no 266 6.27±8.14  

CRP/ALB 48 Mild 225 3,21±3,82 p<0.001 yes 21 8.93±5.46 p<0.001 Yes 9 9.15±5.11 p<0.001

  Severe 52 5,96±4,43   no 258 3.40±3.86   no 270 3.64±4.11  

  Local complications Systemic complications Mortality

    n mean±SD p value   n mean±SD p value   n mean±SD p value

NLR 0 yes 22 1.35±1.21 p=0.01 yes 89 1.20±1.14 p<0.001 yes 7 1.21±7.84 p=0.327

  no 275 8.57±9.35   no 208 7.60±6.92   no 290 8.86±8.78  

NLR 48 yes 21 1.35±7.29 p<0.001 yes 87 1.03±1.38 p<0.001 yes 6 1.61±1.05 p=0.006

  no 270 5.52±9.07   no 204 4.29±5.35   no 285 5.89±9.06  

PLR 0 yes 22 3.40±2.76 p=0.065 yes 89 2.83±2.03 p=0.001 yes 7 5.18±3.30 p=0.58

  no 275 2.24±1.57   no 208 2.11±1.50   no 290 2.26±1.60  

PLR 48 yes 21 2.83±1.33 p<0.001 yes 87 2.04±1.11 p<0.001 yes 6 2.66±1.20 p=0.004

  no 270 1.47±8.30   no 204 1.38±7.77   no 285 1.55±9.24  

CRP/ALB 0 yes 22 3.88±4.07 p=0.89 yes 81 2.14±2.89 p=0.593 yes 6 7.63±5.05 p=0.868

  no 254 6.35±8.33   no 195 7.81±9.51   no 270 6.27±8.08  

CRP/ALB 48 yes 22 9.72±5.51 p<0.001 yes 86 6.71±5.07 p<0.001 yes 6 1.44±5.89 p<0.001

  no 257 3.32±3.72   no 193 2.53±3.05   no 273 3.59±3.91  
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6. Discussion 

Pancreatitis is a heterogeneous disease which is difficult to predict 
the severe forms at admission. Prediction of  the severity as early 
as possible is important for early intervention. One of  the major 
challenges about pancreatitis is to develop new scoring systems to 
predict the outcome earlier. Some of  the inflammation based scores 
has been utilized for this entity so far. 

Modified Glasgow Prognostic Score (mGPS) is a score which in-
cludes CRP and albumin levels. Jones, Michael J et al [4]. revealed that 
both mGPS0 and mGPS 48 is a reliable marker for predicting the 
prognosis of  AP. In our study, mGPS 0 was not associated with pre-
dicting the prognosis of  AP. mGPS 48, conversely, was found to be 
the most reliable and consistent inflammation based score (Table 3). 

Gauli Liu et al14 evaluated some of  the hematological parameters 
based scores and found that NLR 0 was associated with severity of  
the pancreatitis but NLR 48 was not evaluated in their study Kokulu 
et al [15] evaluated both NLR 0 and NLR 48 in acute pancreatitis. 
They revealed that both ratios in the severe AP group was found to 
be statistically higher than the mild AP group (p<0.01). Although 
NLR 0 values seemed statistically significant regarding severity ac-
cording to Atlanta classification, ICU requirement, local and system-
ic complications; it is not relevant. Inflammation is expected to be 
correlated with higher NLR values. As it is shown in (Table 3), high-
er NLR 0 values were associated with less severity unlike expected. 
Therefore, NLR 0 is not a useful marker to predict the severity of  
acute pancreatitis according to our study. Unlike NLR 0 ratios, higher 
NLR 48 ratios were associated with more severe disease and mortal-
ity. However, association with other variables (ICU or surgery need, 
local/systemic complications) was irrelevant (similar to NLR 0). For 
this reason, both NLR 0 and NLR 48 are not reliable markers in pre-
dicting the severity or outcomes of  patients with acute pancreatitis 
in our opinion.

Kaplan et al [16] evaluated PLR and NLR combination as a new 
marker to determine prognosis of  acute pancreatitis. In their study, it 
was shown that both PLR 0 and NLR 0 ratios were associated with 
severity. We could not found a study which evaluated the PLR 48 
in acute pancreatitis. This study showed that higher PLR 48 levels 
were significantly associated with worse prognosis for each variable 
as distinct from PLR 0. 

In a recent metanalysis [17], it has been shown that CRP/Alb ra-
tio was related with poor prognosis in human malignancies except 
colorectal cancer. As we know, albumin is a negative acute phase 
reactant in inflammatory processes. Therefore, inflammatory scores 
including albumin levels were expected to be more indicating in the 
following days of  hospitalization. CRP/Alb 0 ratios were not associ-
ated with disease severity as we expected. Only in terms of  mortality, 
there were higher CRP/Alb 0 ratios which was not statistically signif-
icant (p=0.868). Higher CRP/Alb 48 ratios seemed to indicate worse 

prognosis in terms of  five variables other than mortality. As a result, 
CRP/Alb 0 was not a reliable marker. Although CRP/Alb 48 seemed 
to be a better marker, it was failed to predict the mortality. 

One of  the most significant limitations of  our study is number of  
deaths. Even though most of  the scores seem to be related with mor-
tality, association of  scores with mortality was unreliable due to the 
small number of  deaths (%2 of  total).

There are much more markers and scores other than these scores. 
Urinary trypsinogen-2 and trypsinogen activation peptide (TAP) 
concentration has been shown to be useful prognostic markers [18]. 
A model combining serum amylase level and body mass index has 
been developed and shown to be useful [19]. Interleukin-6 and mac-
rophage migration inhibitory factor seem to be new promising pa-
rameters for use in clinical routine [20]. A recent study proposed 
that elevated plasma mitochondrial DNA content in may be used as 
a more accurate early predictor of  pancreatic necrosis in contrast to 
traditional CRP [21]. Numerous new biomarkers have been studied 
also [22]. In addition, there are also various radiological scores in 
predicting severity and outcome [23]. However, none of  these novel 
markers and scoring systems is not optimal and has not been includ-
ed in clinical routine. 

7. Conclusion

Scores at 48th hour seem to be more reliable than admission scores. 
PNI was the only useful score among admission time (0) scores. 
Among the 48th hour scores; NLR 48, PLR 48, CRP/ALB 48 and 
mGPS 48 were significantly related with surgery requirement and 
presence of  local complications (p<0.05). mGPS 48 seemed to be 
the most reliable and useful score regarding antibiotic requirement, 
ICU requirement, indication for surgery, mortality, local and system-
ic complications. Predicting severity and outcome in AP as early as 
possible is one of  the most important issues about AP at the present 
time. There are many clinical researches in progress worldwide. 

     References
1.	 Banks PA, Freeman ML. Practice guidelines in acute pancreatitis. Am 

J Gastroenterol. 2006; 101: 2379-400.

2.	 Banks PA, Bollen TL, Dervenis C et al. Classification of  acute pan-
creatitis 2012: revision of  the Atlanta classification and definitions by 
international consensus. 2013; 62: 102-11.

3.	 Gray R, Cagliani J, Amodu LI et al. Maximizing the Use of  Scoring 
Systems in the Prediction of  Outcomes in Acute Pancreatitis. Diges-
tion 2018.

4.	 Jones MJ, Neal CP, Ngu WS, Dennison AR, Garcea G. Early warning 
score independently predicts adverse outcome and mortality in pa-
tients with acute pancreatitis. Langenbeck’s archives of  surgery. 2017; 
402: 811-9.

5.	 UK guidelines for the management of  acute pancreatitis. 2005; 54: 
iii1-iii9.

6.	 IAP/APA evidence-based guidelines for the management of  acute 

             5

2020, V4(8): 1-5

https://www.researchgate.net/publication/6763437_Practice_Guidelines_in_Acute_Pancreatitis
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/6763437_Practice_Guidelines_in_Acute_Pancreatitis
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23100216/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23100216/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23100216/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30227402/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30227402/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30227402/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5506178/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5506178/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5506178/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5506178/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1867800/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC1867800/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24054878/


pancreatitis. Pancreatology : official journal of  the International Asso-
ciation of  Pancreatology (IAP)  [et al]. 2013; 13: e1-15.

7.	 Tenner S, Baillie J, DeWitt J, Vege SS. American College of  Gastroen-
terology guideline: management of  acute pancreatitis. The American 
journal of  gastroenterology. 2013; 108: 1400-15.

8.	 Suppiah A, Malde D, Arab T et al. The prognostic value of  the neu-
trophil-lymphocyte ratio (NLR) in acute pancreatitis: identification of  
an optimal NLR. Journal of  gastrointestinal surgery : official journal 
of  the Society for Surgery of  the Alimentary Tract. 2013; 17: 675-81.

9.	 Azab B, Jaglall N, Atallah JP et al. Neutrophil-lymphocyte ratio as a 
predictor of  adverse outcomes of  acute pancreatitis. Pancreatology 
: official journal of  the International Association of  Pancreatology 
(IAP)  [et al]. 2011; 11: 445-52.

10.	 Papachristou GI, Muddana V, Yadav D et al. Comparison of  BISAP, 
Ranson’s, APACHE-II, and CTSI scores in predicting organ failure, 
complications, and mortality in acute pancreatitis. The American jour-
nal of  gastroenterology. 2010; 105: 435-41; quiz 42.

11.	 De Bernardinis M, Violi V, Roncoroni L, Boselli AS, Giunta A, Perac-
chia A et al. Discriminant power and information content of  Ranson’s 
prognostic signs in acute pancreatitis: a meta-analytic study. Critical 
care medicine 1999; 27: 2272-83.

12.	 Wu BU, Johannes RS, Sun X, Tabak Y, Conwell DL, Banks PA et al. 
The early prediction of  mortality in acute pancreatitis: a large popula-
tion-based study. Gut. 2008; 57: 1698-703.

13.	 Simchuk EJ, Traverso LW, Nukui Y, Kozarek RA. Computed tomog-
raphy severity index is a predictor of  outcomes for severe pancreatitis. 
American journal of  surgery. 2000; 179: 352-5.

14.	 Liu G, Tao J, zhu Z, Wang W. The early prognostic value of  inflamma-
tory markers in patients with acute pancreatitis. Clinics and Research 
in Hepatology and Gastroenterology. 2018.

15.	 Kokulu K, Gunaydin YK, Akilli NB et al. Relationship between the 
neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio in acute pancreatitis and the severity 
and systemic complications of  the disease. The Turkish journal of  
gastroenterology : the official journal of  Turkish Society of  Gastroen-
terology. 2018; 29: 684-91.

16.	 Kaplan M, Ates I, Oztas E et al. A New Marker to Determine Prog-
nosis of  Acute Pancreatitis: PLR and NLR Combination. Journal of  
medical biochemistry. 2018; 37: 21-30.

17.	 Xu H-J, Ma Y, Deng F, Ju W-B, Sun X-Y, Wang H et al. The prlognostic 
value of  C-reactive protein/albumin ratio in human malignancies: an 
updated meta-analysis. OncoTargets and therapy. 2017; 10: 3059-70.

18.	 Yasuda H KK, Takeyama Y, Takeda K, Ito T, Mayumi T, Isaji S et al. 
Usefulness of  urinary trypsinogen-2 and trypsinogen activation pep-
tide in acute pancreatitis: A multicenter study in Japan. World J Gas-
troenterol. 2019; 25: 107-17.

19.	 Kumaravel A, Stevens T, Papachristou GI et al. A Model to Predict the 
Severity of  Acute Pancreatitis Based on Serum Level of  Amylase and 
Body Mass Index. Clinical Gastroenterology and Hepatology. 2015; 
13: 1496-501.

20.	 Dambrauskas Z, Gulbinas A, Pundzius J, Barauskas G. Value of  the 

different prognostic systems and biological markers for predicting se-
verity and progression of  acute pancreatitis. Scandinavian journal of  
gastroenterology. 2010; 45: 959-70.

21.	 Wu L, Xu W, Wang F, Lv T, Yin Z, Song Y et al. Plasma mtDNA 
Analysis Aids in Predicting Pancreatic Necrosis in Acute Pancreati-
tis Patients: A Pilot Study. Digestive diseases and sciences. 2018; 63: 
2975-82.

22.	 Lu P, Wang F, Wu J et al. Elevated Serum miR-7, miR-9, miR-122, and 
miR-141 Are Noninvasive Biomarkers of  Acute Pancreatitis. Disease 
markers. 2017; 2017: 7293459.

23.	 Delrue LJ, De Waele, J.J. & Duyck, P.O. Abdom Imaging 2010; 35: 349.

             6

2020, V4(8): 1-6

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24054878/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24054878/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23896955/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23896955/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23896955/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23371356/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23371356/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23371356/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23371356/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21968329/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21968329/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21968329/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/21968329/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19861954/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19861954/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19861954/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/19861954/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10548220/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10548220/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10548220/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/10548220/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18519429/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18519429/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/18519429/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4436733/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4436733/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4436733/
https://europepmc.org/article/med/30545732
https://europepmc.org/article/med/30545732
https://europepmc.org/article/med/30545732
https://europepmc.org/article/med/30381275
https://europepmc.org/article/med/30381275
https://europepmc.org/article/med/30381275
https://europepmc.org/article/med/30381275
https://europepmc.org/article/med/30381275
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6294107/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6294107/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6294107/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5488759/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5488759/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC5488759/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6328966/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6328966/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6328966/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6328966/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25818080/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25818080/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25818080/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/25818080/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6494466/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6494466/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6494466/
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC6494466/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30094625/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30094625/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30094625/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30094625/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/dm/2017/7293459/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/dm/2017/7293459/
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/dm/2017/7293459/

