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Application of Preoperative Prognostic Nutrition Index in
Prognostic Value of Patients with Oral Squamous Cell Car-
cinoma

Ayiding ‘Bolatibiecke Sakendeke-Jumatai Linhai-Li"
Yili friendship hospital, yili, xinjiang, 835000, China

Abstract

Objective: To analyze the prognosis of 120 oral squamous cell carcinoma patients and the correlation of postoperative nutritional
index. Methods: 120 patients with OSCC in the maxillofacial surgery ward of Yili friendship hospital from January 2006 to August
2017 were collected. Results: PNI was significantly correlated with gender, differentiation, tumor size, smoking and drinking, PNI has
significant correlation with LMR and PLR, Single factor analysis of Cox proportional risk regression model showed that treatment and
fasting blood glucose were positive predictors of prognosis of oral cancer. Tumor size, recurrence, PLR and PNI were important nega-
tive predictors of poor prognosis of oral cancer. Multivariate analysis of Cox proportional risk regression model showed that treatment,
fasting blood glucose, tumor size and PNI were independent predictors of prognosis of oral cancer factor. Conclusion: PNI can be used
as a simple and valuable prognostic index to predict the prognosis of patients with OSCC.
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