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ABSTRACT 

Background: Pleural effusions (PE) most commonly signal either pleural-disseminated 

infection or cancer. Simple and rapid diagnostic markers of pleural malignancy at patients’ 

admission that streamline diagnostic, treatment, and research efforts remain unidentified. The 

objective of the study was to identify and validate predictors of malignancy of PE at 

admission. 

Methods: A prospective cohort of 360 patients with PE from different etiologies was 

recruited between 2013 and 2017 (ClinicalTrials.Gov NCT03319472). Data collected within 

4 hours of admission included history, chest X-ray, and blood/pleural fluid cell counts and 

biochemistry. Binary regression and receiver-operator analyses using malignancy as the 

target were used to develop the malignancy of pleural effusion in the emergency department 

(MAPED) score. MAPED was retrospectively validated in a separate cohort (n = 241).  

Results: Five variables emerged from binary regression as independent predictors of 

malignant PE. Receiver-operator curves determined optimal cut-offs and repeat binary 

regression of thresholded variables identified hazard ratios for development of the weighted 

MAPED score. Age > 55 years and X-ray PE size > 50% of lung field (2 hazard points each), 

unilateral effusion, pleural fluid neutrophils < 10%, and PF protein > 3.5 g/dL (1 hazard point 

each) were used to compile MAPED (scoring 0-7 points), which yielded an area under curve 

of 0.824 (P < 10-23) in the derivation cohort and 0.677 (P = 2 x 10-6) in the validation cohort.  

Conclusion: MAPED can identify malignant PE within 4 hours of admission with 75% 

accuracy and can be a useful clinical and research tool. 

Word count abstract: 249 

Key words: malignant pleural effusion; cancer; age; emergency department; neutrophil; 

bilateral; protein.   
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INTRODUCTION 

Pleural effusions (PE) are common conditions that annually affect an estimated 1.5 million 

individuals in the US alone (1). PE are caused by involvement of the pleural space by cancer 

(malignant PE, MPE), by microorganisms, by inflammatory processes, or by deranged 

Starling pressures along juxtapleural blood and lymphatic vessels, among other causes 

hereafter collectively referred to as benign PE (BPE) (1). Most patients with PE are 

hospitalized for diagnosis and treatment, a time-point when they face a tremendously 

dichotomous outcome: patients with MPE anticipate a median survival of a few months (2-4), 

while those with BPE fare significantly better (1). While the time and procedures required for 

placement of a definitive cell- or tissue-based diagnosis of MPE or an etiologic diagnosis of 

BPE are usually substantial, a simple model to predict malignancy that would rapidly inform 

physicians of the probability of cancer is missing.  

To bridge this gap, we initiated a prospective study aimed at diagnosing malignancy of PE in 

the emergency department (MAPED; ClinicalTrials.Gov NCT03319472). For this, we 

prospectively evaluated 439 patients with PE that were admitted to our emergency wards 

between 2013 and 2017. We collected simple clinical, pleural fluid (PF) and blood (B), and 

chest X-ray data that were available within four hours after admission. The end-point was 

definitive diagnosis of MPE or BPE within a month, which was achieved in 360 patients. We 

employed multiple layers of analyses, including MPE-BPE comparisons, binary logistic 

regression, and receiver-operator curves (ROC), to identify variables that independently 

predict malignancy after a month and used this information to build the MAPED model. 

MAPED was 82% accurate in predicting cancer in PE in the derivation cohort and a slightly 

modified version was 68% accurate in a validation cohort of 241 patients with PE from 

Oxford, UK. 
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RESULTS 

Clinical, radiologic, cytometric and biochemical differences between malignant and 

benign pleural effusions on admission 

Out of the first 439 patients with PE prospectively enrolled into the MAPED study, a 

definitive diagnosis within 30 days was made in 360 patients (82%), underpinning the 

difficult and time-consuming management of this patient group (3). A schematic flowchart of 

the study is presented in Figure 1, a color-coded heatmap of the raw clinical data recorded 

from the 360 patients that met this primary end-point and were further analyzed is given in 

Figure 2, and a data summary in Table 1. One hundred two patients were diagnosed based on 

cytology and the remaining 43 required tissue-based diagnoses. Sixty four patients had lung 

cancer (44%), 32 breast cancer (22%), 22 malignant pleural mesothelioma (15%), 11 

gynecological malignancies (8%), six gastrointestinal tumors (4%), five hematological 

malignancies (3%), and five other cancers (3%), proportions that were in accord with 

previous studies from the same geographic region (2, 4). Several differences were identified 

when patients with BPE and MPE were compared (Figure 3 and Table 1). Overall, MPE were 

more frequently unilateral and large in size compared with BPE (Figure 3A). In addition, 

patients with MPE had increased relative and/or absolute numbers of red blood cells and 

lymphocytes in PF, decreased relative and/or absolute numbers of nucleated cells and 

neutrophils in PF, more peripheral blood lymphocytes, as well as elevated levels of LDH and 

protein in PF compared with BPE (Figure 3B). These results indicated that there are 

significant differences between BPE and MPE at admission that can possibly be exploited to 

estimate the risk of malignancy. 

Independent predictors of malignancy of pleural effusion at admission 
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In order to identify variables that predict underlying cancer, all variables recorded were 

entered into ROC analyses, which identified 12 variables [age, PE size, PF/B nucleated cell 

count ratio, PF neutrophils (percentage and count), PF lymphocytes (percentage), PF/B 

neutrophil ratio (ratio of percentages and counts), PF/B lymphocyte ratio (ratio of 

percentages), PF LDH levels, and PF/serum LDH and protein ratios] as inputs significantly 

associated with incipient diagnosis of MPE and set their optimal cut-offs (Figures 4A, 4B). 

Interestingly, the last three variables represent Light’s criteria used to distinguish exudates 

from transudates; however, our ROC analyses identified optimal cut-offs that differed from 

those used by Light (5). Subsequently, raw variables that emerged from either direct MPE-

BPE comparisons (n = 19) or from ROC (n = 12) were entered into binary logistic regression 

analyses using malignancy as target. Of the n = 20 variables entered, five were identified as 

independent predictors of MPE: age, PE size, PF neutrophil percentage and protein levels, as 

well as PE laterality (Figure 4C). These were thresholded according to ROC-defined optimal 

cut-offs and were re-entered into ROC using MPE as target. Indeed, thresholded variables 

retained their linkage with the outcome measure and their independent predictive power of 

malignancy in repeat binary logistic regression analyses that were used to generate risk 

estimates (Figures 4D–4F).  

A tool to predict malignancy of a pleural effusion at admission (MAPED) 

The relative risk ratios from binary logistic regression were incorporated into a simple 

weighted MPE risk score named MAPED after the present study (Figure 5A). MAPED was 

calculated for all 360 patients in the discovery dataset, assigning two risk points each to 

patients aged > 55 years or with effusions occupying > 50% of the lung field, and one risk 

point each to patients with PF neutrophils < 10%, PF protein > 3.5 g/dL, or a unilateral 

effusion (Table 2). MAPED scores were significantly differently distributed in patients with 
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BPE and MPE (Figure 5B), and could identify MPE with 82% accuracy in the derivation 

cohort (Figures 6A–6D). MAPED performed reasonably well in the prediction of a malignant 

cytology result, but even better in predicting the final diagnosis (Figures 6E–6G). Since 

Light’s criteria, an established means to classify exudative from transudative PE with the 

former class of PE encompassing most MPE, also emerged from our ROC analyses but did 

not withstand regression, we next sought to compare MAPED (developed to predict cancer in 

PE) with classical Light’s criteria (developed to predict exudative PE) as well as Light’s 

criteria with cut-offs optimized for MPE prediction by our ROC analyses (PF LDH > 250 

U/L, PF/serum LDH ratio > 0.9, and PF/serum protein ratio > 0.6; Figure 4B). MAPED and 

Light’s criteria were unrelated and performed differently in the discovery cohort, while 

MAPED was more closely linked to a malignant diagnosis than both classical and modified 

Light’s criteria (Figure 7).  

External MAPED validation  

We finally sought to determine the accuracy of MAPED in discriminating MPE from BPE in 

a separate cohort. We chose the Oxford Radcliffe Pleural Biobank (ORPB), because this is 

one of the few cohorts where pleural effusion size was determined and where PF neutrophil 

data are also available, although in a different format compared with MAPED (neutrophil 

versus lymphocyte predominance as compared with our quantitative cellular data). Despite 

these discrepancies, MAPED performed reasonably well in 241 (128 with BPE and 113 with 

MPE) patients from ORPB, correctly predicting MPE from admission data in 68% of patients 

(Figures 8A–8C). Two-way ANOVA of MPE probabilities when patients were stratified by 

MAPED score in the discovery and validation datasets combined showed that MAPED score 

significantly impacted MPE likelihood irrespective of study site (Figure 8D). We finally set 

out to compare MAPED with computer-assisted classification of our patients with PE. For 
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this, all available raw data were entered into ConsensusCluster, academic software designed 

for unsupervised clustering of numerical data (6). ConsensusCluster identified two bigger and 

another four small groups of patients in the MAPED cohort without any guidance (Figure 

9A). Binary logistic regression analyses using raw variables as inputs and ConsensusClusters 

as targets revealed that PE size and protein content were the variables that heavily defined the 

two big clusters. However, ConsensusClusters were not correlated with PE diagnosis, while 

MAPED was (Figure 9B). These results suggest that our supervised analyses tailored to 

devise MAPED according to the variable that matters (BPE versus MPE) cannot be 

substituted by unsupervised computer-assisted analyses. Interestingly, the software came up 

with PE size and PF protein content as the defining features of PE, both identified as 

independent predictors of malignancy of PE in the present study. 

Retrospective follow-up of MAPED patients  

Two years after the conclusion of the MAPED study, all patients were retrospectively 

revisited to identify possible ill-classification of occult MPE as BPE at the 30-day time-point. 

This included review of hospital patient charts in 255 patients, outpatient visits in 82 patients 

and both in 23 patients. All patients initially diagnosed with MPE were confirmed to have 

malignant disease at follow up, while only five patients with initial diagnoses of BPE were 

found to have MPE during follow up (1.4% misclassification rate): three had malignant 

pleural mesothelioma, one had lung cancer-associated MPE, and yet another had lymphoma. 

We have no way of knowing whether these patients had cancer initially or developed cancer 

after MAPED conclusion. However, even when these five patients were classified as having 

MPE instead of BPE, MAPED retained its diagnostic accuracy in the MAPED cohort (AUC 

= 0.815; P = 10-25).  
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DISCUSSION 

The present study attempts to address a clinically challenging problem: to determine the 

likelihood of malignancy of a pleural effusion on patient admission to the emergency 

department using simple clinical and bedside test parameters that are available at admission 

throughout the world. The study analyzed 360 patients with a definitive PE diagnosis, which 

was met by 82% of enrolled patients over four years. MAPED showed that multiple 

parameters can distinguish MPE from BPE. Moreover, five variables combined into the 

MAPED score can prospectively predict malignancy of a PE in 68-82% of cases in both the 

derivation and the external validation cohorts. 

The accuracy of MAPED is satisfactory given its simplicity. Another effort to build a score 

similar to MAPED was limited by retrospective design, inclusion of patients with uncertain 

diagnoses, multiple primary end-points, and lack of external validation (7). A chest computed 

tomography (CT)-based score derived from 343 prospectively enrolled patients with PE 

achieved area under curve (AUC) of 0.919 in discriminating MPE from BPE (8). However, 

contrast-enhancement and scan reading by two blinded radiologists with > 20 years’ 

experience was required, increasing risk, cost, and time. Despite the careful design and the 

prospective nature of the study, interobserver agreement was only 0.55–0.94. To scan our 360 

discovery and 241 validation patients assuming a cost of € 200/scan and 0.5 hour physician 

time required for scan interpretation would cost € 120,200 and 300.5 radiologist hours. We 

used simple bedside tests done routinely during admission of a patient with PE to build 

MAPED, which performs only slightly inferior to the above-referenced CT score, at zero 

additional cost and physician time spent. 

The predictors of malignancy identified here are also worth mentioning. Aging is known to 

be linked with increasing risk of cancer (9), but its value in prospectively differentiating MPE 
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from BPE has never been identified and exploited, as most studies did not detect age 

differences between patients with MPE and BPE (1, 2, 4, 10). We did, and although the mean 

age difference between our patients with BPE and MPE was small (seven years), an age cut-

off of 55 years alone could discriminate MPE from BPE with AUC of 0.617. This was not the 

case in the ORPB validation set, where an age cut-off of 55 years produced an AUC of 0.513 

(P = 0.722). Notwithstanding population and healthcare accessibility differences between 

Greece and the UK that can explain this discrepancy (https://knoema.com/;accessed 

31.10.2017) and may necessitate different age cut-offs in different countries, we chose to 

develop a generally applicable MAPED score and applied it to ORPB patients.  

Relative neutrophil predominance in pleural fluid is also a well-known hallmark of infectious 

BPE due to common pathogens (3, 5), but has never been used as a negative marker of PE 

malignancy. Interestingly, one of the most important studies in the field identified blood 

neutrophil-to-lymphocyte count ratio as an important determinant of the survival of patients 

with MPE (2). However, the use of relative pleural neutrophil abundance to rule out MPE is 

hampered by the common practice of not accurately counting cells in PF by most hospitals in 

the US and Europe. We overcame this by establishing PF differential counts as routine 

practice in our hospital for the purposes of MAPED. The effort was well worth it, since 

neutrophil percentage < 10% produced an AUC of 0.609 in MAPED. Again, this was not the 

case in ORPB, where PF neutrophil paucity produced an AUC of 0.535 (P = 0.352). 

However, neutrophil paucity in ORPB was defined as neutrophil percentage < 50% and not < 

10% as in MAPED. 

Unilaterality of PE was also an indicator of possible malignancy in our hands, since 97% of 

MPE but only 88% of BPE were unilateral. This was not evident in the ORPB study, where 

90% of BPE and 91% of MPE were unilateral (P = 0.730; χ2test). As the numbers of 
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unilateral BPE largely agree for both cohorts, we postulate that more MPE were classified as 

bilateral in the ORPB study due to the higher sensitivity for diagnosing a PE in this pleural 

referral center. Interestingly, 70% of BPE and 79% of MPE in an above-referenced CT study 

were unilateral, failing statistical significance by a margin (P = 0.080; χ2test) (8). The 

different proportions observed in PE laterality between MAPED and the above study are 

likely attributable to the high sensitivity of chest CT in detecting PE as compared with chest 

X-ray. 

Unlike the aforementioned predictors of MPE that failed to perform well in the ORPB 

validation cohort, PE size > 50% of the lung field and PF protein levels > 3.5 g/dL did 

perform excellently in both MAPED and ORPB. In specific, only 27% of BPE but an 

astonishing 58% of MPE fulfilled the size criterion in ORPB (P = 10-5; χ2test) compared with 

5% and 46% in MAPED, respectively, with higher numbers for ORPB BPE likely 

attributable to a higher prevalence of heart failure. In addition, 59% of BPE and 78% of MPE 

fulfilled the protein criterion in ORPB (P = 10-3; χ2test) compared with 68% and 88% in 

MAPED, respectively (P = 3 x 10-5; χ2test), with the similar results probably owing to more 

uniform methods of measurement, since pleural fluid/blood protein ratio is an established 

Light’s criterion (3, 5). Size and protein criteria also produced significant AUC values in 

ORPB, comparable to MAPED counterparts: 0.655 (P = 3 x 10-5) and 0.596 (P = 0.010). 

Although it is well established that MPE pathogenesis includes increased vascular 

permeability leading to protein-rich exudate (11), pleural fluid-to-blood protein ratio is an 

exudate criterion according to Light (3, 5), and protein measurements are routine in 

contemporary hospitals, PF protein levels have never been exploited to diagnose malignancy 

of MPE. To this end, pleural fluid LDH levels > 1500 U/L were recently proposed as a poor 

prognosis marker for MPE (2), and high MPE protein levels were found in a previous study 

(8), rendering our findings plausible. Massive PE have rarely been studied separately, 
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although they are common with both BPE and MPE (12, 13). In the largest study looking at 

PE size, Porcel et al. classified 535 patients with BPE and 231 with MPE into three size 

categories based on posterior-anterior chest X-rays: non-large PE was defined as occupying 

less than two thirds of the lung field, large as occupying more than that, and massive as 

occupying the whole lung field (12). Interestingly and in accord with our results, the authors 

found that 24% of non-large, 49% of large, and 59% of massive PE were malignant (P < 10-5; 

χ2 test), but this pearl has never been used to estimate the risk for PE malignancy. 

The present study has limitations. First, the general applicability of MAPED may be 

hampered by population, measurement, and practice differences between countries, as well as 

by divergent prevalence of specific causes of PE. However, MAPED withstood testing in 

such a suboptimal setting. In addition, the relative prevalence of MPE in MAPED (40% of all 

PE) was similar to most other published studies from Europe and North America that report 

values from 30–54% (1, 6, 12). A second potential limitation is chest X-ray interpretation, the 

only non-standardized measure included in the MAPED score. However, judging whether a 

PE occupies more or less of half of a lung field is task easily tackled even by non-specialist 

physicians, as opposed to complex CT scoring. Third, due to its design, MAPED cannot be 

used in outpatients, as well as in patients with previous PE or cancer. Finally, the short 

follow-up (one month) permitted in MAPED for the definitive diagnosis means that there will 

be some patient misclassification, since some MPE are diagnosed after years from the first 

appearance of PE (14). However, this study design was chosen because an acute diagnosis of 

cancer in the clinical setting of a PE was the main question behind MAPED. 

In conclusion, the simple MAPED score is shown to predict the presence of malignancy of a 

pleural effusion at admission in 75% of the cases examined in two countries, at no additional 

risk to patients, cost to healthcare systems, and time spent to caring physicians. Pending 
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further validation, MAPED is positioned to contribute to improvements in patient 

management and research design, since it alters the likelihood of malignant disease at 

admission as a rule out or rule in score. 
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METHODS 

MAPED study: MAPED was conducted in accord with the Declaration of Helsinki, reported 

in accord to the Transparent Reporting of Evaluations with Nonrandomized Designs 

(TREND) (15), was registered with ClinicalTrials.gov (NCT03319472; 

https://clinicaltrials.gov/ct2/show/NCT03319472?term=NCT03319472&rank=1),and written 

informed consent was obtained from all patients a priori. All patients with a chest X-ray-

based PE diagnosis admitted to the emergency wards of the General Regional University 

Hospital of Patras, Greece, between 21/11/2013–21/11/2017 were prospectively evaluated for 

enrollment. Inclusion criteria were new diagnosis of PE and age > 18 years, while exclusion 

criteria were immediate discharge from the emergency department, previous pleural disease, 

and known cancer. Inpatients were chosen, since it was deemed that the percentage of 

patients that would meet the primary end-point would be higher and patient loss to follow-up 

would be smaller compared with outpatients. Baseline data prospectively obtained within 

four hours after admission were derived from routine diagnostic testing including history, 

chest X-ray, blood counts and biochemistry, and pleural fluid (PF) pH, cell counts, and 

biochemistry. Recorded variables were: age (years); smoking status (never, former, or 

current); PE side (right, left, or bilateral); PE size score (% of lung field occupied on chest X-

ray: 1, <10%; 2, 11-25%; 3, 26-50%; 4, 51-75%;and 5, >75%; the larger of two descriptors 

was used for bilateral PE); Pleural Fluid (PF) and blood red blood cells (/μl); PF nucleated 

and blood white blood cells (/μl); PF and blood differential nucleated cell counts (% 

mononuclear, neutrophil, lymphocytic, and eosinophil cells); PF and serum lactate 

dehydrogenase (LDH; U/L), protein (g/dL), glucose (mg/dL); and PF pH. Values calculated 

from these primary data were: PF and blood absolute nucleated cell counts (mononuclear, 

neutrophil, lymphocytic, and eosinophil cells /μl); PF/blood red, nucleated, mononuclear, 

neutrophil, lymphocytic, and eosinophil cell ratios; and PF/serum LDH, protein, and glucose 
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ratios. Light’s criteria were calculated for each patient. The end-point of the study was a 

definitive etiologic PE diagnosis within 30 days after admission. MPE was diagnosed 

exclusively based on identification of malignant cells and/or tissues in pleural samples. BPE 

was diagnosed using a constellation of criteria diagnostic of infection (positive pleural fluid 

smears, cultures, or polymerase chain reaction for common pathogens or Mycobacteria; 

lymphocytic-predominant exudative effusion with recent tuberculin skin test conversion or 

conversion within a month after admission; full remission of PE and lung lesions on empiric 

antibacterial or antituberculous treatment within a month after admission; or caseating 

granulomas in pleural tissue), heart failure (transthoracic echocardiography-determined 

ejection fraction < 40% with/without tricuspid regurgitation and/or diastolic dysfunction 

and/or elevated serum N-terminal pro-B-type natriuretic peptide levels), or other diseases 

(hypoproteinemia, ascites, post coronary artery by-pass grafting, etc.), according to current 

practice guidelines (1, 3). Results from all patients were assessed by a multidisciplinary team 

30 days post-admission to confirm a definitive diagnosis, the primary end-point. The same 

team retrospectively revisited all patients two years after the conclusion of the MAPED 

study, in order to identify possible ill-classification of occult MPE as BPE. For this, hospital 

patient charts were reviewed in 255 patients, outpatient visits of 82 patients were performed, 

and both were done for another 23 patients.  

Oxford validation cohort: Subjects from the Oxford Radcliffe Pleural Biobank (ORPB) 

were used for external validation of MAPED. In total, 241 patients (128 with BPE and 113 

with MPE) were included in the validation cohort. The variables extracted from ORPB 

records were: age (years); PE side (unilateral or bilateral); PE size score (% of lung field 

occupied on chest X-ray or computed tomography: 0, ≤ 50%; 1, > 50%); PF neutrophil 

predominance (yes or no); and PF protein (g/dL) and were used to calculate a modified 

MAPED score. 
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Statistics: Minimal study size (nMIN) was determined by two lines of power analyses 

(http://www.gpower.hhu.de/en.html): employing Fischer’s exact test to assess proportion 

inequalities between two independent groups, α error = 0.05, 80% power, and 1:1 allocation 

ratio, nMIN = 314 was required to detect the difference between 0% and 5% and nMIN = 348 

between 30% and 45%; employing Student’s t-test to detect differences in means between 

two independent groups, αerror = 0.05, 90% power, effect size d = 0.3, and 1:1 allocation 

ratio, nMIN = 382 was required. We targeted recruitment to n = 360, which was achieved in 

11/2017. There were no missing data for the outcome measure. Among the predictors, 

missing data ranged from 0-29% and no data were imputed. Data distribution was tested 

using Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. Data summaries are given as frequencies or point estimates 

(mean or median) with descriptors of dispersion (standard deviation, SD or interquartile 

range, IQR or 95% confidence interval, 95%CI) as appropriate and indicated. Differences 

between variables in BPE versus MPE groups were examined using Fischer’s exact or Mann-

Whitney U-tests, depending on variable nature, as appropriate and as indicated. Probability 

(P) values < 0.05 were considered significant. Receiver-operator curves (ROC) of raw 

variables as inputs and MPE as target were used to determine variables significantly 

associated with malignancy of PE and their optimal cut-offs. Binary logistic regression using 

backward Waldman elimination of raw variables as inputs and MPE as target was employed 

to identify independent predictors of malignancy of PE among variables that emerged from 

BPE-MPE comparisons or from ROC analyses. Repeat ROC of thresholded independent 

predictors as inputs and MPE as target were used to validate optimal cut-offs. Repeat binary 

logistic regression using backward Waldman elimination and thresholded independent 

predictors as inputs and MPE as target was employed to determine hazard ratios and to build 

the MAPED model. Unsupervised clustering was done using ConsensusCluster (6) that is 

freely available at: https://code.google.com/archive/p/consensus-cluster/.  Settings were K=2-
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6, subsample size = 300 and fraction = 0.8, K-means algorithm with single and average 

linkages, hierarchical consensus, and Euclidean distance metric, and scale principal 

component analysis normalization with fraction = 0.85 and Eigenvalue weight = 0.25. 

Analyses were done on the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences v24.0 (IBM, Armonk, 

NY) and Prism v8.0 (GraphPad, San Diego, USA).  

Study approval 

MAPED was approved by the University of Patras Ethics Committee (approval 

#22699/21.11.2013) and ethical and regulatory approval for the validation study was obtained 

by the South Central Oxford A Research Ethics Committee (REC reference number 

15/SC/0186). 
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FIGURE LEGENDS 

Figure 1. Overview and flowchart of the malignancy of pleural effusion in the 

emergency department (MAPED) study (ClinicalTrials.Gov NCT03319472).   
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Figure 2. Heatmap of raw data obtained from the malignancy of pleural effusion in the 

emergency department (MAPED) study. n, sample size; ID, identification number; PE, 

pleural effusion; PF, pleural fluid; WBC, white blood cells; NC, nucleated cells; B, blood; 

LDH, lactate dehydrogenase.    
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Figure 3.Variables significantly different between benign (BPE) and malignant (MPE) 

pleural effusions (PE) in the MAPED study. (A) Frequency distributions of PE laterality 

and size by PE diagnosis. Shown are patient numbers (n) with Fischer’s exact probabilities 

(P). (B) Continuous numerical variables stratified by diagnosis. Shown are kernel density 

distributions (violin plots), median and quartiles (lines), and Mann Whitney test probabilities 

(P). n, sample size; PF, pleural fluid; RBC, red blood cells; NCC, nucleated cell counts; B, 

blood; NΦ, neutrophils; LΦ, lymphocytes; LDH, lactate dehydrogenase. 
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Figure 4. Development of a clinical tool to predict the malignancy of a pleural effusion 

in the emergency department. (A,B) Results of receiver-operator curve (ROC) analysis 

using raw variables as input and MPE as target showing curves (A) and tabular results (B) of 

areas under curve (AUC) with 95% confidence intervals (95%CI), probabilities (P), and 

optimal cut-offs. Grey shaded fonts indicate Light’s criteria for differentiation between 

transudates and exudates (5). (C) Results of binary logistic regression using raw variables as 

input and MPE as target showing probability values (P) and proportional risk ratios (RR) 

with their 95% CI of the five independent predictors of MPE. (D, E) Results of ROC analysis 

using thresholded variables as input and MPE as target showing curves (D) and tabular 

results (E) of AUC with 95% CI and probabilities (P). (F) Results of binary logistic 

regression using thresholded variables as input and MPE as target showing probability values 

(P), proportional risk ratios (RR) with their 95% CI, and the MAPED risk points for each of 

the five independent predictors of MPE used to build the MAPED score. n, sample size; PE, 

pleural effusion; BPE, benign PE; MPE, malignant PE; PF, pleural fluid; RBC, red blood 

cells; NCC, nucleated cell counts; WBC, white blood cell counts; B, blood; NΦ, neutrophil; 

LΦ, lymphocyte; LDH, lactate dehydrogenase; LF, lung field; MAPED, malignancy of 

pleural effusion determined in the emergency department score. 
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Figure 5.The MAPED score and its components. (A)Schematic representation of the 

components and relative weight of the variables that comprise MAPED. (B) Heatmap of raw 

data used to compile the MAPED score. ID, identification number; PE, pleural effusion; 

PF, pleural fluid.  

  

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 3, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.31.20118307doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.31.20118307


0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Maximal MAPED score points
A

Age

Size

N
Protein

Side

Figure 5

B

 5-7

Malignant

> 55

Unilateral

> 50

> 10

> 3.5

 3-4

Malignant

Benign

≤ 55

Bilateral

≤ 50

≤ 10

≤ 3.5

 0-2

Benign

Patient ID

PE diagnosis

Age (years)

PE side

PE size (% of lung field)

PF neutrophils (%)

PF protein (g/dL)

MAPED score

Cytology

n = 145 n = 215

All rights reserved. No reuse allowed without permission. 
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. 

The copyright holder for this preprintthis version posted June 3, 2020. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.31.20118307doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2020.05.31.20118307


25 
 

Figure 6. Performance of the MAPED score in the discovery cohort. (A) Crosstabulation 

of MAPED score values by PE diagnosis. Shown are patient numbers (n) and percentages 

with Fischer’s exact probability (P). Colors indicate frequencies by diagnosis. (B) Receiver-

operator curve of MAPED targeting MPE diagnosis with area under curve (AUC), 95% 

confidence interval (95% CI), probability (P), and sensitivity and specificity values for two 

different MAPED cut-offs. (C) MAPED score patient distribution pie charts by diagnosis. 

(D) Probability of MPE by MAPED score. (E) MAPED score patient distribution violin plot 

by cytology result. P, probability for comparison of BPE-MPE distribution by Kolmogorov-

Smirnov test. (F) MAPED score patient distribution violin plot by final diagnosis. P, 

probability for comparison of BPE-MPE distribution by Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. Colored 

dashed lines indicate cut-offs corresponding to Figure 6B. (G) Receiver-operator curve of 

MAPED targeting cytology results with area under curve (AUC), 95% confidence interval 

(95% CI), and probability (P). n, sample size; MAPED, malignancy of pleural effusion 

determined in the emergency department score. 
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Figure 7. Comparison of the MAPED score with classical and modified Light’s criteria 

in the derivation cohort. (A,B) Crosstabulation of  MAPED score values by classical 

(LCCLASS; pleural fluid LDH > 230 U/L, pleural fluid/serum LDH ratio > 0.6, or pleural 

fluid/serum protein ratio > 0.5) and modified (LCMOD; pleural fluid LDH > 250 U/L, pleural 

fluid/serum LDH ratio > 0.9, or pleural fluid/serum protein ratio > 0.6) Light’s criteria. 

Shown are patient numbers (n) and percentages with Fischer’s exact probabilities (P) and 

kappa measures of agreement (κ). Colors indicate frequencies by no or any Light’s criterion 

present. (C) Heatmap of associations between MAPED score, Light’s criteria, and MPE 

diagnosis. Shown are color-coded Fischer’s exact probabilities (P) from crosstabulations. (D) 

Receiver-operator curves (ROC) of MAPED and Light’s criteria targeting MPE diagnosis 

with areas under curve (AUC), 95% confidence intervals (95% CI), and probabilities (P). n, 

sample size; MAPED, malignancy of pleural effusion determined in the emergency 

department score. 
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Figure 8. Performance of the MAPED score in the Oxford validation cohort. (A) 

Crosstabulation of MAPED score values by PE diagnosis. Shown are patient numbers (n) and 

percentages with Fischer’s exact probability (P). Colors indicate frequencies by diagnosis.(B) 

Receiver-operator curve of MAPED targeting MPE diagnosis with area under curve (AUC), 

95% confidence interval (95% CI), probability (P), and sensitivity and specificity values for 

two different MAPED cut-offs. (C) MAPED score patient distribution pie charts by 

diagnosis. (D) Probability of MPE by MAPED score, including probabilities of no difference 

by two-way ANOVA for comparison of MPE likelihoods by MAPED score in the Patras 

derivation and Oxford validation cohorts. PMAPED, probability of no difference by MAPED 

score and PSITE, probability of no difference by study site. n, sample size; MAPED, 

malignancy of pleural effusion determined in the emergency department score. 
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P = 0.0001 MAPED score

n(%) 1 2 3 4 5 6 7
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Figure 9. Cross-examination of MAPED with computationally-identified MAPED 

clusters. (A) Unsupervised hierarchical clustering of the MAPED cohort (n = 360) using 

ConsensusCluster (6), identifies two major patient groups defined by pleural effusion size 

and protein content on binary logistic regression. Shown are color-coded pivot tables of 

ConsensusCluster, MAPED score, and outcome data sorted automatically by 

ConsensusCluster (A) or MAPED score (B). Columns represent individual patients and rows 

variables entered. Shown are Fischer’sexact test probabilities (P) from crosstabulations of 

ConsensusCluster (A) or MAPED score (B) by diagnosis. n, sample size; PE, pleural 

effusion; PF, pleural fluid; LF, lung field; MAPED, malignancy of pleural effusion 

determined in the emergency department score. 
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TABLES 

Table 1.Summary of MAPED patient data at entry by primary outcome. 

Pleural effusion diagnosis Benign Malignant 

n 215 145 

Age [years; mean(95%CI)]*** 61(59–64) 68(67–70) 

Sex (female/male) 105/110 66/79 

Smoking (never/former/current) 70/51/94 42/37/66 

Pleural effusion side (right/left/bilateral)* 111/77/27 86/54/5 

Pleural effusion size score (0-10/11-25/26-

50/51-75/76-100 % of lung field)*** 

16/75/90/22/12 7/22/49/44/23 

Fulfilment of Light’s criteria of exudate 

(no/yes)§ 

29/182 0/142 

* and ***: P < 0.05 and P < 0.001, respectively, by Mann Whitney test or χ2 test, as 

appropriate. 

§: Note that 4 benign and 3 malignant PE could not be characterized according to Light 

because of missing data. 

MAPED, malignancy of pleural effusion determined in the emergency department score. 
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Table 2. MAPED score elements and score for each category. 

 

MAPED elements Risk points 

Age> 55 years 2 

Pleural Effusion Size> 50% of lung field 2 

Pleural Neutrophil percentage<10% 1 

Protein> 3.5 g/dL 1 

Unilateral Pleural Effusion 1 

 

MAPED, malignancy of pleural effusion determined in the emergency department score. 
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