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Abstract

In recent years, more and more studies have shown that inflammation and immune nutrition can
TEIER .

MESI M B, EIR, AB, YR, WK, AR, TUREE. R0 SRRE IRV 5 R U I T R ).
I RIS %33 2, 2022, 12(11): 10736-10741. DOI: 10.12677/acm.2022.12111546


http://www.hanspub.org/journal/acm
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2022.12111546
https://doi.org/10.12677/acm.2022.12111546
http://www.hanspub.org

not only affect the occurrence and progress of cancer, but also have important clinical significance
for the choice of the prognosis evaluation and treatment methods of cancer patients. Prognostic
Nutritional index (PNI), Prognostic Nutritional Status (COUNT) and Naples prognostic score (NPS),
as important parameters to reflect the body’s inflammation and immune nutritional status, have
been reported to predict the prognosis of various types of cancer patients. This article mainly re-
views the research progress of PNI, COUNT and NPS in evaluating the prognosis of cancer patients.
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1. 518

B AR ANSET SR AN, e CON B E B 2SR, etk MK ok T UTE A 6 [1]. i
R, TR (AR 2 W SR AN G 8 TR RS T RE A TR 8 e A S8 A A7 I 1) 1 2 PR 3K [2] [3]. i
T2 10 4 B G E JE 5 AT iy 2 A QA 3 S5CFRD S G S ML e 6 I e A8 B TR I 2 2R, D8 A4 A e ek
A TR AR R ANEA RS TH, BIFERYIE IRA R 5 2 SR 85 A5 HFAAE A PR
iR OIMR[A]. BEXTIR B, B IR REAFEAL G INER  A E R (BB RASE TR, b
T B AR T RCR 5] I R DU AE S FEAE B TR I, IRl AT R E R T e g
T IIIRI TR 321, FEXS ARG 2B A7 A AR o H AT SRR E FRAN RO E R SRR T IR AT,
KRB REEE XA IRE FRA RETARA L . il BRI E TR A R AR FAE 45%3] 80%2
[I[6]. & 746 TE — SO BT R o R RLLE 12 W7 R A a7 b P2 P S 978 R 2 T B AT i &
[7]. PNI. CONUT Al NPS {95 S S & SR AEMIAR 5, AR LAV 3 G e R IR 0L, T HLAK
UESIEXT 2 F SRR hE BAT T A MH -

2. PNI R R LRI AR

5 5 R T B (PN A% & i Onoder %5 [8]7F 1984 4E4= Y, & —Fi Fl 3@ ik 45 F AR B i 11 & A A
WA T HOR VFAL B 718 TR B AR E FRIR B & 7% A ARA: PNI=5x #EAET
H10%L) + MIBEAEA (L), #EHAT NI, PNIERRTIN B 78 5m 43 e Sk g i 4 77 s 2k
TEIRE FARRR T N . I B AR SO R S, HKP AT RLRE R I A R
AVEFRIRGL. I, LIS F 8 K REAIS AT BE R AT AR 72 7™ 35 1K) JORE SRR 22 ()8 IR R0, IR
JephiE AR TS B 22 (9] R ER A M I8 s 53 15 = 88 5 AR 4 A7 e T8 A4t B A T AR o) e 4 B s B )
IL-17 KR IE LR HUMREAEH[10]. kit Bod bes, wRea SEUMREM BT . A K2,
PN B E UG A R . AE A AR AR E W I e A TBhs, R, REULRAE S -

PNI AE A R B ATLAAR 28 E A 278 FRAS I B 248 bR, BN 2 2 FlCB e B S A R TS R &
[11]. ARHT PNI ZKSFRRAC AT BE R IRA 3 1S TR DL ZE I e DhRefslG . Tang Z6[12]%) 694 #5321
VAT B A0 B R N PR B PR AT R 2y A 5 SRR E, 5K PNIZLAHEL, & PNI
f) S 2B A7 (overall survival, OS) AT & & A= 17 Wi (recurrence-free survival, RFS)IH & 5 47, 1fj H., Cox £4%
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BRI, PNIJ2 B4 B F AT AA TR B3 OS MBS 1l K 2% (HR = 2.13, 95% CI: 1.25~3.62, p
= 0.005). BFFEILRI, PNI LETRINE 6 TS o (2200 T2 4R 8 77 MR T8 HU(GNRI), AL T NLR
A PLR. #fRIE, XL K2 AR08 TN & Pl iE 3 A A7 15 . Shibutani 55 A[13]%] 218 44552 MRGPE
FARI T e £ AT [ oy By o AR B2 52 AR RFE(ROC) I 28, K 43.0 1E st Il FHE,

439t PNIZHS{E PNI 41 S5 R I, ARATRAJGAE PN AL B3 a A A7 28 355y PN 2L ) i B2 22
L RN R ARARBT ARG PNI TN EZ ARG T ARE MR EE BAGFRENMLERFEP =
0.006). Zhao %5[14]HEAT T —Tio& T PNI 55 B 38 Mg 15 2530 #r, SEGIN T3 K AR E AL R Gua e
[ 23 THF 7T . 45 BB R AR PNI P45 OS (HR: 1.83, 95% CI: 1.62~2.07)F1 DFS (HR: 1.85, 95% CI:
1.19~2.89) R IEMIFE. ARJFIH AR AR Z T PNI WA E R ER . 455958, PNI AT CAME NN
R G R B U A N br . Saito Z5E[15] BB 73 H7 1 162 2452 FARIARIT I HCC B4 . £ 5 F
Te 9 HE A7 1 (disease-free survival, DFS) EL# I, {5 PN ZH fr) £ % BA S5 ZIK T 0 PNIZH 2557 (48.7% vis 20.5%)
mH, 285 EH, K PNI & HCC ITHVIBRARES DFS M fil5 K % (HR, 1.65; 95% ClI,
1.00~2.71). 1 H, PNI FFRH)EE EAE S HIARE FEARRERI KL . DL EWFFER I, ARET PNI &2 O e
UG AT SEFR bR, ARAT PNI AP BRAE AT BEHE i hE B TG B % o

3. COUNT #it R E R

B IR PEHITE 3 (COUNT) & H Ignacio 55 A [16]7E 2005 4F & X4 tH I — BT Ah HLAK G B IR RS 1 i
ATHE, HIRATEIER L5 2 s R . HE755T CONUT P4 5 1lG Z IR SRR IHL
HIMAERE, MReS EE MG AEA . BHREEEFAMR LM = MR S5 G 19E B & A KCE
e L R 5 R EL 2 P 00 ) B T i 4 R IR LR R G S B A 52 R AR R M AR R [16] 0 X =
AN A B kD v DA Al ) S R RE A A ) S S TR

COUNT 1E R —Flif (1 S 8 TR R G, AT DLSPAS AR S 8 FRAR00, 38T 2 F T VPl
i S IR AR TS - Dalmiglio ZE[1715%F 42 {514 52 I R S H0 1) 351 (TR T 7 110 B 73 FEOPR i 26 5 AR iy
COUNT MIfia M BT THFFT. S5 R EBIR, ARAT CONUT ¥4 FRIKHI 341 PFS (progression—free
survival)fl OS ¥t T CONUT 14 i 3, #277 CONUT 14 Al fg & PFS (p = 0.021)F1 OS (p = 0.007)
T fERE R 2 . Niu ZE[18]3ET 1 — 101 CONUT SR RGUHE Tl 5 1) meta 20 #T. meta 437 45 Fe & W]
AR AT CONUT 3708 i i) 3% 0S. CSS (cancer-specific survival). RFS. PFS Il DFS B2, ek
RUHEAT AL A3 AT R, Toie 2 B i M 18 A2 PR L B2, COUNT ¥y mf/E A A7 T K 25 . Shiihara %5
[LO]BF T2 VFAL T AR BT COUNT X} 206 44 4252 il — 4 V) B A 0 ok M 2825 AR 0 AORE A T » &5 SRR B,
LIk CONUT 41AHEL, & CONUT 4R J5 I AE K A% B &, RFS Al OS KAEZFHE(K. = CONUT ¥F4rm]
DAAE A J5 e A 7 B 3 RS IR T & 62 TR 2% - Takagi 26 [20] [B1 B AT 1 3252 AT UIRR AR 1 331 451 -4 g
A 2R EIR, & CONUT PF4 @& B V)RR AR JG 3 Be S8 172 (14 7. 700 8 F-(HR = 9.41, p = 0.038),
{E2 PN AN FHE A 5 7 S B R 2 . 4, RAT COUNT @it 8 ARG 30 RNAET- KR A%,
FFEss . WIALRE 7 28 1 R AR B0 B s TR BT COUNT 1R % (p < 0.05). ART COUNT Jh e i s al
REEIRE BH MBI E R IR, IURENE AR

4. NPS #Eid B H N

A FUR VF 7> (NPS) i Galizia S A[21] 5 X 4GE, €68 TIIEAEA . SAHEEE . M SR
B0 Bz AN T SO AR R 2 A JOIE AN S B TR IS B AT AR, 2 PP s B e T S IR A T
ML AR RS S e T AE B R e B FRR L, IE B PR R 5 B IR A R AR LA R, A
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IR BAUARE FRRAEE, T HIE 515 3 Je P KRGS A (2] M5 1A R B B o Tl A e i
HA RG] B2 A0 MRS v kD (R 23, DA g 55 PR 67 A S SRR % o LT /K P P A
AN 5 6] 728 200 M 0] e 4 L PR AR A R T 300 2 52 0 4 R RSP e 3 1 [ 23] o L Pt 7K P PR AR 55 5 22 s
FETE A RAH DG bk A0 52 ma g () A K . #588 . T RITEAR N Al RN, fERIZ RGP R
FEBURIRI1E P [24] o IR EL AT 508 o] 3 ol ot 40 L 1 28 s I R 1 3 B AR TR e 22 o MR
AR g —Ff SR AR, 32 B 200 VEGF M MMP-9 254311 3% I A5 AE M1 g A 1, FFii i f& i ECM
IR i RS R A R 2 [25] 0 X AN MO TE IR 3 e R RS AR A, B AN AR IR A B T LR
e g AH G B B R L (TAM) o TAM S8 7 A= P e s B 0 2R K R 7 AN Rl 7, o i AE e g
1 352V R L A B B — e AR IR [26] 0 BRI, SRR 40 M v 35 )R A BT 6 s B T e e 9 400 S S P
Az,

NPS J& — Rl i 2O FI e 8 7200 R G, O 2 FAETRIN S Al iE A A7 s o Jin S5 [27] 1]
TP AT T B2 R AR A VIBR AR I 404 40 s iR . S5 R EoR, KRBT NPS F i) 3 B B A7 11(0S)
MTEERAFRFS) B NPS AR EFH BT 2. 2450 R NPS 282 R+ iR VIR AR I 22 17
Jii i35 OS (p < 0.001)F1 RFS (p < 0.001) FA 2 P A+, H5 ARG I AIER KA Z R EF K. Peng 55
[28]RiTHENE M T NPS XF 395 451l /N4 fifo fiti e (NSCLC) B 2 15 (520, Kaplan-Meier 4= 77 #h 22 % 1,
NPS %5 i1 1) 88 B A A7 B (OS) Fl ek J AE A7 I(PFS) B = (¥ p < 0.05). 2R AEAF o3 it — P iE S NPS
& OS (<0.05)1 PFS (p < 0.05) ML TG K 2 o 1M H, AR I [ i 1tk 52 iR TAERFAE i 28 AR 1,
NPS EF OS A1 PFS J i B4k T & i Jm br 4 . Xiong 25 [29] 1 — 30 [8] B AIF 78 45 S 2 B, NPS &4
ZFEARMEE B AR EE OS f RFS S fafe R 2, Bk, &n] g B AR AT 2 R 1A
BT A o HAPZH 23 B Som NPS (TS AME A 32 50 B A7 50T R4 JZ 152 o 1 B, ZE 70 OS A RFS
J5 T, NPS E 4 5 98 REPE43(SIS) 5 e - Yang 25 [30] [l i 4 S 55 3 041 7 133 91 AR S8 I PR WL,
5% NPS 45 (1 B AHEL, NPS THE B OS H FPS B2, BAR i fI 2 45 & Cox 4347, NPS. Enneking
Iy R K RS A NLR A5 83 9 OS A PFS 20 S7 T 5 R 25 . NPS 548 51 Jifgd #5457 Enneking
SR RERMEE AT JREER . FR AR IR RN BEARRAE B AH DR (38 p < 0.05).

5. BFR Y

FEGUMRE 6T IR v N 78 7 B AL AE R (K S BB R AR, A RENS T 1) 0 R 11 s SE I ML
BT R Rl XA E /A RN B, i oes HPUs B BENIRAME. FHERER. DR
EIRANFETI(ONS). fin A E IR (EN) Az AN F7 (PN) ST Fili i, AR T DL 3% AR — 28N A5 R IR R A
FR[31] [32]c BFXPRAE R E TR T 32 E A N Z2 W N 8 B 5N BCAA SR AN FE IR TN . IR
SCRERIEIR(BCAA)F] LSS B8 &k, iy HLRE(RBEER A I & R, SRR IS A& A K. BT AR
i I IR S B IR AP A M) Ul T R A 5 I RCRE A R AR 5 A B I 10, 38 e e A A8 1A A A7 T
JA[33]. BRI, ARSI 5 b A PN A A OO BB 1) e B R IR DL HEAT 16 2 (K PP il R 2

6. F"EERE

I3 PR 7 57 DRSS 9 2 AP AT DL RS 35 SCREFE IR R Bk B3 2 S AL . PNIL COUNT F1 NPS 1y H 211
TP E AR EY), RIS, I AR RS EAEFARATE SN E, vERZ M KT
JE TR AR, EFRIIR RS W RGAIME RS 2 FoB MR . 5 5 35 Bhilk PR < ) o8 4
b FROII S AE A AR U AECE B F AR, ek sie B TS Rt — /N I R R, BB A IR PR VR
JT R . AL PNIL CUONT EL Az NPS ZEAN A M o B T0fE IMEEAT 1 2%k, (H G T WM 3E R it
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FERARAE T B 1 B FREIR IR, RIS R 2 Hmh A EONRIBiE, O et s,

AR PR SR B A I 5 25 Z RTHEYE . 2 O Bk et — DR se It

R AR o RIS ik — 25 T s oxet [ 3= AR 4

RS IR S, DUR S R A7 B «
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