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Abstract 

 

Purpose: Inflammatory markers, such as Lymphocyte-to-Monocyte Ratio (LMR), Neutrophil-

to-Lymphocyte Ratio (NLR), and Platelet-to-Lymphocyte Ratio (PLR), have been shown to hold 

significant prognostic value in the context of head and neck cancer (HNC). Recently, delta 

inflammatory markers, the difference between pre and post- treatment inflammatory marker 

ratios, have been suggested as potentially significant values in predicting cancer prognosis. Our 

objective was to evaluate the prognostic utility of delta LMR, NLR, and PLR in head and neck 

squamous cell carcinoma (HNSCC).  

Methods: Retrospective cohort study in a tertiary academic hospital setting. Patients diagnosed 

with HNSCC in the oral cavity, larynx, and oropharynx treated with curative intent treatment 

were included. The variables collected were age, sex, BMI, alcohol/tobacco exposure, 

performance scores, ACE-27, tumor characteristics, adjuvant treatment, ECOG score, and lab 

values. Overall Survival (OS) and Event-Free Survival (EFS) were chosen as endpoints. OS was 

defined as time from date of treatment to date of last follow-up or death from any cause, and EFS 

was defined as the start of treatment to any progression, recurrence, or death from any cause. 

Univariate and multivariate analyses were performed on the primary endpoints. 

Results:  A total of 89 patients were included from 2010 to 2017.  In multivariate analysis, EFS 

was found to be significantly associated with an N stage of 3 (p=0.0005) and delta LMR > -1.48 

(p=0.0241). No significant relationships were uncovered with OS in multivariate analysis. 

Conclusion: A higher delta LMR value (>-1.48) was associated with poorer EFS, but was not 

associated with OS.  
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Introduction 

Squamous Cell Carcinoma of the Head and Neck (HNSCC) is the largest and most 

commonly occurring subset of Head and Neck Cancer (HNC), appearing in the squamous 

epithelium of the oral cavity, larynx, and oropharynx [1, 2]. Treatment indication is based on 

diagnostic workup, which ultimately depends on several factors that are widely accepted as 

indicators of prognosis in patients with HNSCC. The classic prognostic factors include tumor 

differentiation, site, size, nodal involvement, metastasis, tumor grading, in addition to age and 

various comorbidities [3–6]. Smoking and alcohol usage status have also classically been useful 

in indicating tumor prognosis. More recently, HPV status has become an important factor to 

consider in HNSCC prognosis, playing a significant role in tumor growth via subsequent 

degradation of the p53 tumor suppressor gene [7, 8]. Lately, there has also been increased 

interest in the use of inflammatory biomarkers as prognostic indicators for HNC. 

 

The neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio (NLR), lymphocyte-to-monocyte ratio (LMR), and 

platelet-to-lymphocyte ratio (PLR) have all been shown to be potentially reliable values in the 

prediction of HNC outcomes [9–15]. Markers of systemic inflammation have been shown to be 

associated with tumor stage and progression, likely due to inflammatory reactions throughout 

tumor development [16]. For example, a recent observational study showed that elevated NLR 

and PLR in HNC patients treated with chemoradiotherapy or surgery significantly correlated 

with poor overall survival [17]. In addition, the monitoring of NLR values in patients with 

recurrent or metastatic HNSCC undergoing chemotherapy with nivolumab can be a significant 

predictor of treatment failure [18]. In laryngeal cancer patients treated with induction 
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chemotherapy, a high pre-treatment NLR was shown to be associated with poorer survival, 

independent of the response to chemotherapy [19]. 

 

These findings have shown the predictive significance of the monitoring of inflammatory 

values throughout the course of treatment, pointing to the use of the delta (Δ) ratio (pre-treatment 

subtracted from post-treatment value) as a potential prognostic indicator. In the past, the delta 

ratio has been used in other cancers such as colon cancer and has shown delta NLR to be an 

independent prognostic indicator of overall survival [20]. In addition, delta NLR has been shown 

to be an independent predictor of overall survival in patients with advanced non-small cell lung 

cancer [21]. Delta NLR has also proven itself to be a strong predictor in breast cancer. 

Delta NLR, rather than solely pre-treatment or post-treatment values, was associated with 

pathological complete response to neoadjuvant chemotherapy in breast cancer patients [22]. In 

glioblastoma patients undergoing laser interstitial thermal therapy, larger delta NLR were 

associated with greater overall survival [23]. However, there are fewer studies that focus on the 

use of such values in patients with HNSCC. Therefore, the aim of our study was to look at the 

delta NLR, delta PLR, and delta LMR in patients that have undergone treatment for HNSCC. 

These values are easily obtainable and affordable, further adding to their potential utility as 

prognostic factors.  

 

Materials and Methods 

Study Design  

This retrospective cohort study included patients with HNC treated at the Northwell 

Health System from 2010 to 2017. This study was approved by the Institutional Review Board of 

the Northwell Health System (IRB#19-0336). The inclusion criteria for the study was (a) 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 5 

histologically confirmed Squamous Cell Carcinoma of the Head and Neck (HNSCC), (b) 

documentation of curative intent treatment with surgery as the primary modality of treatment, 

with or without adjuvant therapy, (c) availability of complete clinical data and disease records 

(pre-operative and post-operative data), and (d) a location in the oral cavity, larynx (including 

supra/subglottis and all sites associated with larynx), and oropharynx. 

  

The exclusion criteria was (a) an incomplete documentation of curative treatment, (b) 

lack of treatment or palliative treatment, (c) biopsies or non-curative intent procedures, (d) 

metastatic disease at time of presentation, (e) presence of tumor in nasopharynx, nasal cavity, 

paranasal sinus, (f) an unknown primary tumor (T0), (g) presence of carcinoma-in-situ (cis), and 

(h) a histology other than HNSCC. Patients were screened using pre-defined ICD-9/10 codes. All 

patients were treated according to plans that were consistent with contemporary treatment 

paradigms [24]. 

  

Variable Selection 

Established prognostic factors for HNC were included in the data collection process: sex, 

age ethnicity, BMI, tumor site, tumor differentiation, tumor stage according to the 8th Edition of 

the American Joint Committee on Cancer (AJCC), Eastern Cooperative Oncology Group 

(ECOG) score, smoking history, alcohol history, and comorbidities based upon Adult 

Comorbidity Evaluation Score- 27 (ACE-27) [25]. Both pre-treatment, defined as anywhere 

within a month before treatment, and post-treatment, defined as within one to three months after 

treatment, were obtained. The pre-treatment and post-treatment NLR were defined as the 

neutrophil count divided by the lymphocyte count. The pre-treatment and post-treatment LMR 
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count was defined as the lymphocyte count divided by the monocyte count. The pre-treatment 

and post-treatment PLR were defined as the platelet count divided by the lymphocyte count. The 

delta (Δ) ratio was defined as the pre-treatment ratio subtracted from the post-treatment ratio. For 

example, the Δ LMR was defined as pre-treatment lymphocyte count divided by pre-treatment 

monocyte count subtracted from post-treatment lymphocyte count divided by the post-treatment 

monocyte count. The electronic healthcare records of patients were reviewed and stored in a 

REDCap database [26]. Clinical information was retrieved from the patient’s scanned notes and 

relevant clinical, pathological, or laboratory reports. 

 

Endpoint 

Overall Survival (OS) and Event-Free Survival (EFS) were chosen as endpoints. OS was 

defined as time from date of treatment to date of last follow-up or death from any cause. Patients 

who did not experience the event of interest (death) were censored. EFS was defined as the start 

of treatment to the last follow-up or ‘event’. An ‘event’ was defined as any progression, local or 

distant recurrence, or death from any cause. Patients who did not experience any ‘event’ were 

censored. 

  

Statistical Analysis 

To find the optimal cutoff points for the continuous variables NLR, LMR, PLR, and their 

delta values, we used the construction of a receiver operator characteristic curve (ROC plot) which 

is a plot of the sensitivity against 1-specificity, of the detection of the endpoint (EFS). After the 

ROC curve is constructed, the discrimination threshold of the continuous variable is identified 

using the Youden index, which is the level at which the continuous variable maximizes both 

sensitivity and specificity. Using this method, separate cutoff estimates were obtained for all 
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continuous variables of interest (NLR, LMR, PLR, and their delta values) for EFS. For example, 

an ROC curve for delta LMR can be seen in Figure 1. The Kaplan–Meier curve (KM) was used to 

estimate survival endpoints, and the logrank test was used to find survival differences between 

KM curves. Additionally, we used the Cox proportional hazards model (CPH) to determine the 

hazard ratio (HR) of the variables listed above. Univariate and multivariate analyses were 

performed for EFS. If a variable was significant on univariable analysis, it was selected for the 

multivariable model. In generating the multivariate CPH model, backwards variable selection was 

used. The threshold for removing a variable from the backwards selection multivariate model was 

set to p=0.1. Univariate p values are reported, and multivariate p values>0.1 are reported as ‘ns’ 

(non-significant). HRs with 95% confidence intervals (95% CI) are presented, with two-sided p 

values. The alpha level was set to 0.05, and p values less than 0.05 were considered statistically 

significant. All statistical analyses were performed using MedCalc for Windows, version 15.0 

(MedCalc Software, Ostend, Belgium).                                                                 

                                                                                                                                                  

Results 

 

A total of 89 patients were enrolled in this study, including 58 males and 31 females. The 

primary tumor sites of the squamous cell carcinoma were: oropharynx (26), oral cavity (45), 

hypopharynx (2), and larynx (16). Among the tumor cases, 24 were poorly differentiated, 42 

were moderately differentiated, 11 were well differentiated; the remaining cases were not 

reported. Treatment with radiotherapy was used in 66 of the patients, chemotherapy was used in 

49 patients, and surgery was used in 59 patients. The clinical characteristics of the cohort can be 

found in Table 1.  
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Univariate analysis of OS showed significant correlation with BMI (p=0.0082, HR= 0.84, 

95% CI, 0.74 to 0.96), a primary tumor location of the hypopharynx (p=0.0118, HR= 37.85, 95% 

CI, 2.24 to 640.94), advanced T stage (T4) (p=0.024, HR= 6.71, 95% CI, 1.29 to 35.01), 

unknown history of alcohol use (p=0.0005, HR= 22.79, 95% CI, 3.90 to 133.15), and ECOG 

score (p=0.0334, HR= 3.61, 95% CI, 1.11 to 11.75). Inflammatory markers were not statistically 

significant towards differences in OS, so multivariate analysis was not performed for the 

significant variables. 

 

Univariate analysis of EFS revealed significant correlation with BMI (p=0.0254, 

HR=0.92, 95% CI, 0.85 to 0.99), an N stage of 3 (p=0.0003, HR= 7.29, 95% CI, 2.48 to 21.40), 

pre-treatment LMR (p=0.0169, HR= 3.11, 95% CI, 1.23 to 7.90), delta LMR > -1.48 (p=0.0125, 

HR=4.75, 95% CI, 1.40 to 16.15), delta NLR < 0.18 (p=0.0119, HR= 3.05, 95% CI, 1.28 to 

7.28), an ECOG score of 1 (p= 0.0260, HR= 2.32, 95% CI, 1.11 to 4.86), and unknown history 

of alcohol use (p=0.0002, HR= 23.85, 95% CI, 4.48 to 126.82). Univariate and multivariate 

results are illustrated in Table 2. In order to control for covariates, multivariate analysis was 

performed. The following variables were found to be significantly associated with EFS in the 

multivariate model: an N stage of 3 (p=0.0005, HR= 7.36, 95% CI, 2.39 to 22.70) and delta 

LMR > -1.48 (p=0.0241, HR= 4.17, 95% CI, 1.21 to 14.41). A Kaplan-Meier curve was 

constructed and a log rank test showed a significant difference between delta LMR values above 

and below -1.48 (p=0.0058, Figure 2).  

 

Discussion 

It has long been known that inflammation plays an important role in tumor progression 

through various pathways and mechanisms [27]. The tumor micro-environment of HNSSC 
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involves a diverse array of cells, including neutrophils, monocytes, and platelets, among many 

others. Neutrophils appear early in the immune response, acting as a primary defense. T-

lymphocytes act as a key component of antitumor activity; however, as oncogenesis continues, 

this lymphocytic response is suppressed and apoptosis increases, leading to rapid turnover [28]. 

In the meantime, tumor associated macrophages (TAMs) are a major part of the infiltrating 

leukocyte response. The macrophages arrive at the site of the neoplasm in large amounts and 

play a significant role in tumor growth and lymph node metastasis, secreting factors that 

encourage angiogenesis and tumor aggressiveness, and evasion of immune surveillance [29]. The 

macrophages produce IL-8, for example, which further signals an inflow of inflammatory cells. 

In addition, cancer is associated with a prothrombotic state, due to procoagulant factors being 

expressed by tumor cells. Platelet count and turnover resultantly increases [30]. The tumor 

micro-environment includes numerous interactions between various factors and cells, leading to 

a complex response that is still not fully understood. The development of a neoplasm begins with 

an acute inflammatory response, and proceeds to a state of chronic inflammation as the 

oncogenesis is unable to be halted. Thus, the cells involved in the inflammatory process 

potentially hold significant value in the determination of the prognosis of a tumor. 

  

In the present study, a noteworthy finding was that delta LMR was significantly 

associated with EFS, but not OS. Patients with a lower delta LMR (delta LMR< -1.48) 

maintained a better prognosis than those with a higher delta LMR (delta LMR >-1.48) 

(p=0.0241, HR= 4.17, 95% CI, 1.21 to 14.41), as can be seen in Figure 2.  This finding supports 

current available literature.  In a large study by Lin et al., longitudinal analysis of inflammatory 

markers throughout radiotherapy treatment in 1,431 patients with HNC showed a significant 
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association between delta LMR and overall survival (OS) and freedom from metastasis (FFM), 

with improved survival amongst patients with lower delta LMR [5]. Unlike the study by Lin and 

colleagues, in which only radiotherapy treatment was evaluated, our study evaluated delta 

prognostic factors with several different treatment modalities, including radiotherapy. Although 

we did not identify a significant relationship between OS and delta LMR in our analysis, this 

study provides supporting evidence of a relationship between survival and delta LMR. This 

relationship is potentially due to lymphocyte and macrophage roles within the tumor 

microenvironment. Lymphocyte presence has been associated with favorable outcomes, while 

macrophages have been associated with tumor progression [31, 32]. Therefore, a ratio presents 

the ability to evaluate their relationship. The use of serial LMR can also explain treatment- 

induced changes in immune function by capturing changes in immune status due to radiotherapy, 

for example [33]. The high predictive value of delta LMR over static inflammatory markers 

suggests its potential use as a useful prognostic factor. 

  

According to univariate analysis, we found that delta NLR less than 0.18 had a 

significantly worse prognosis of EFS (p=0.0119, HR= 3.05, 95% CI, 1.28 to 7.28), in addition to 

pre-LMR also maintaining a significant relationship with EFS (p=0.0169, HR= 3.11, 95% CI, 

1.23 to 7.90).  Although these results did not prove to be significant in multivariate analysis, they 

are supported by current literature studying the use of delta inflammatory biomarkers in non-

small-cell lung cancer (NSCLC) [34]. Delta NLR and pre-LMR were significantly associated 

with OS and progression-free survival (PFS), in both univariate and multivariate analysis in 

patients with NSCLC undergoing concurrent chemoradiotherapy. While delta inflammatory 

biomarkers did not prove to be significant in OS in our findings, the slight differences in results 
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can be explained by several reasons. First, our study incorporated several treatment modalities, 

including chemotherapy, radiotherapy, or surgery, rather than a single modality. Second of all, 

our study specifically evaluated HNSCC, rather than NSCLC, and the varying immune response 

to different tumors may explain the subsequent differences in findings.     

  

In addition to inflammatory markers, other clinical characteristics were found to be 

significant predictors of HNSCC prognosis. An N stage of 3, according to the TNM 

classification model, was found to be highly correlated with poor EFS upon multivariate 

analysis. Univariate analysis showed several independent relationships among BMI, ECOG 

score, unknown alcohol use history, advanced T stage (T4), tumor location within the 

hypopharynx, and OS. BMI, advanced N stage (N3), ECOG score, and unknown alcohol history 

were independent predictors of EFS. These findings are supported by current literature. 

Advanced N and T stages have both been shown to significantly worsen prognosis, due to the 

nature of tumor invasion and metastasis in late stages [35, 36]. Higher BMI, for example, was 

found to have a survival advantage in our study, in terms of OS (p=0.0082, HR= 0.84) and EFS 

(p=0.0254, HR=0.92). These patients are thought to have an increased capacity in tolerating 

cancer treatments, resulting in improved prognosis [37, 38]. Alcohol use has also been found to 

negatively affect HNC development and prognosis, supporting our findings as well [39]. 

  

Despite developing novel findings in our study, we would also like to acknowledge its 

shortcomings. First, this was a single center study which was conducted as a retrospective cohort 

study. As a result, it may have been subject to retrospective bias. In addition, although data 

collection points were limited, they were not standardized, potentially altering results (i.e., post-
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treatment data was collected anytime from one to three months post-treatment). Furthermore, as 

a result of the specificity of the inclusion and exclusion criteria, our sample size was relatively 

small. Because our sample size was small, we were also unable to stratify according to HNC 

subsite, however we were able to control for subsite in the multivariate analysis. In addition, 

previous studies have found that the effect of inflammatory markers is consistent across separate 

HNC sites [40].  

 

In conclusion, using a multivariate prognostic model, delta LMR was found to be a 

significant prognostic factor of EFS.  In order to further validate the results this study presents, 

future high-quality prospective studies, with larger sample sizes, must be performed. The 

development of these novel prognostic factors might improve prognostic stratification in this era 

of individualized treatment planning.   

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 13 

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank Yuna Choi, Josue Minaya, Arif Mahmud, and 

Zachary Lowy for assistance in the data collection process. 

Conflicts of interest: The authors have no financial or personal disclosures, and no conflicts of 

interest to declare. 

Funding: No funding was received for this study. 

Ethics Approval: N/A 

Consent to participate: N/A 

Consent for publication: N/A 

Availability of data and material: N/A 

Code availability: N/A 

 

 

 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 14 

References 

   

1.  Nocini R, Molteni G, Mattiuzzi C, Lippi G (2020) Updates on larynx cancer 

epidemiology. Chinese J Cancer Res 32:18–25. https://doi.org/10.21147/j.issn.1000-

9604.2020.01.03 

2.  Ellington TD, Henley SJ, Senkomago V, et al (2020) Trends in Incidence of Cancers of 

the Oral Cavity and Pharynx — United States 2007–2016. MMWR Morb Mortal Wkly 

Rep 69:433–438. https://doi.org/10.15585/mmwr.mm6915a1 

3.  Ellis ER, Mendenhall WM, Rao P V., et al (1989) Does node location affect the incidence 

of distant metastases in head and neck squamous cell carcinoma? Int J Radiat Oncol Biol 

Phys 17:293–297. https://doi.org/10.1016/0360-3016(89)90442-2 

4.  Budach V, Tinhofer I (2019) Novel prognostic clinical factors and biomarkers for 

outcome prediction in head and neck cancer: a systematic review 

5.  Lin CH, Chou WC, Wu YY, et al (2021) Prognostic significance of dynamic changes in 

lymphocyte-to-monocyte ratio in patients with head and neck cancer treated with 

radiotherapy: results from a large cohort study. Radiother Oncol 154:76–86. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.radonc.2020.09.012 

6.  May ME, Cash ED, Silverman CL, et al (2019) Prognostic factors and selection criteria in 

the retreatment of head and neck cancers. Oral Oncol 88:85–90. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.oraloncology.2018.11.024 

7.  Seiwert TY, Zuo Z, Keck MK, et al (2015) Integrative and comparative genomic analysis 

of HPV-positive and HPV-negative head and neck squamous cell carcinomas. Clin Cancer 

Res 21:632–641. https://doi.org/10.1158/1078-0432.CCR-13-3310 

8.  Solomon B, Young RJ, Rischin D (2018) Head and neck squamous cell carcinoma: 

Genomics and emerging biomarkers for immunomodulatory cancer treatments. Semin. 

Cancer Biol. 52:228–240 

9.  Tham T, Bardash Y, Herman SW, Costantino PD (2018) Neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio 

as a prognostic indicator in head and neck cancer: A systematic review and meta-analysis. 

Head Neck 40:2546–2557 

10.  Tham T, Olson C, Khaymovich J, et al (2018) The lymphocyte-to-monocyte ratio as a 

prognostic indicator in head and neck cancer: a systematic review and meta-analysis. Eur. 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 15 

Arch. Oto-Rhino-Laryngology 275:1663–1670 

11.  Zhou S, Yuan H, Wang J, et al (2020) Prognostic value of systemic inflammatory marker 

in patients with head and neck squamous cell carcinoma undergoing surgical resection. 

Futur Oncol 16:559–571. https://doi.org/10.2217/fon-2020-0010 

12.  Bojaxhiu B, Templeton AJ, Elicin O, et al (2018) Relation of baseline neutrophil-to-

lymphocyte ratio to survival and toxicity in head and neck cancer patients treated with 

(chemo-) radiation. Radiat Oncol 13:. https://doi.org/10.1186/s13014-018-1159-y 

13.  Y B, C O, W H, et al (2019) Platelet-Lymphocyte Ratio as a Predictor of Prognosis in 

Head and Neck Cancer: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis. Oncol Res Treat 42:. 

https://doi.org/10.1159/000502750 

14.  Valero C, Pardo L, López M, et al (2017) Pretreatment count of peripheral neutrophils, 

monocytes, and lymphocytes as independent prognostic factor in patients with head and 

neck cancer. Head Neck 39:219–226. https://doi.org/10.1002/hed.24561 

15.  Tham T, Wotman M, Chung C, et al (2019) Systemic immune response in squamous cell 

carcinoma of the head and neck: a comparative concordance index analysis. Eur Arch 

Oto-Rhino-Laryngology 276:2913–2922. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00405-019-05554-x 

16.  Koontongkaew S (2013) The tumor microenvironment contribution to development, 

growth, invasion and metastasis of head and neck squamous cell carcinomas. J. Cancer 

4:66–83 

17.  Abelardo E, Davies G, Kamhieh Y, Prabhu V (2020) Are Inflammatory Markers 

Significant Prognostic Factors for Head and Neck Cancer Patients? ORL 82:. 

https://doi.org/10.1159/000507027 

18.  Yasumatsu R, Wakasaki T, Hashimoto K, et al (2019) Monitoring the neutrophil-to-

lymphocyte ratio may be useful for predicting the anticancer effect of nivolumab in 

recurrent or metastatic head and neck cancer. Head Neck 41:2610–2618. 

https://doi.org/10.1002/hed.25737 

19.  Gorphe P, Bouhir S, Garcia GCTE, et al (2020) Anemia and neutrophil‐to‐lymphocyte 

ratio in laryngeal cancer treated with induction chemotherapy. Laryngoscope 130:E144–

E150. https://doi.org/10.1002/lary.28021 

20.  Li Z, Zhao R, Cui Y, et al (2018) The dynamic change of neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio 

can predict clinical outcome in stage I-III colon cancer. Sci Rep 8:9453. 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 16 

https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-018-27896-y 

21.  Guo M, Li W, Li B, et al (2019) Prognostic value of delta inflammatory biomarker-based 

nomograms in patients with inoperable locally advanced NSCLC. Int Immunopharmacol 

72:395–401. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2019.04.032 

22.  Dan J, Tan J, Huang J, et al (2020) The dynamic change of neutrophil to lymphocyte ratio 

is predictive of pathological complete response after neoadjuvant chemotherapy in breast 

cancer patients. Breast Cancer 27:982–988. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12282-020-01096-x 

23.  Figueroa JM, Semonche A, Magoon S, et al The role of neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio in 

predicting overall survival in patients undergoing laser interstitial thermal therapy for 

glioblastoma. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jocn.2019.12.057 

24.  Pfister DG, Spencer S, Brizel DM, et al (2014) Head and neck cancers, version 2.2014. 

JNCCN J. Natl. Compr. Cancer Netw. 12:1454–1487 

25.  Amin MB, Edge SB, Greene FL, et al E (2017) AJCC Cancer Staging Manual. Springer 

8th ed: 

26.  Harris PA, Taylor R, Thielke R, et al (2009) Research electronic data capture (REDCap)-

A metadata-driven methodology and workflow process for providing translational 

research informatics support. J Biomed Inform 42:377–381. 

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jbi.2008.08.010 

27.  Korniluk A, Koper O, Kemona H, Dymicka-Piekarska V (2017) From inflammation to 

cancer. Ir. J. Med. Sci. 186:57–62 

28.  Hoffmann T, Dworacki G, Tsukihiro T, et al (2002) Spontaneous apoptosis of circulating 

T lymphocytes in patients with head and neck cancer and its clinical importance. In: Clin 

Cancer Res. https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/12171883/. Accessed 11 Nov 2020 

29.  Li C, Shintani S, Terakado N, et al (2002) Infiltration of tumor-associated macrophages in 

human oral squamous cell carcinoma. Oncol Rep 9:1219–1223. 

https://doi.org/10.3892/or.9.6.1219 

30.  Lip GYH, Chin BSP, Blann AD (2002) Cancer and the prothrombotic state. Lancet Oncol. 

3:27–34 

31.  Freiser ME, Serafini P, Weed DT (2013) The immune system and head and neck 

squamous cell carcinoma: From carcinogenesis to new therapeutic opportunities. Immunol 

Res 57:52–69. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12026-013-8462-3 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 17 

32.  Balermpas P, Michel Y, Wagenblast J, et al (2014) Tumour-infiltrating lymphocytes 

predict response to definitive chemoradiotherapy in head and neck cancer. Br J Cancer 

110:501–509. https://doi.org/10.1038/bjc.2013.640 

33.  Demaria S, Golden EB, Formenti SC (2015) Role of local radiation therapy in cancer 

immunotherapy. JAMA Oncol. 1:1325–1332 

34.  Guo M, Li W, Li B, et al (2019) Prognostic value of delta inflammatory biomarker-based 

nomograms in patients with inoperable locally advanced NSCLC. Int Immunopharmacol 

72:395–401. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.intimp.2019.04.032 

35.  Huang SH, O’Sullivan B (2017) Overview of the 8th Edition TNM Classification for 

Head and Neck Cancer. Curr. Treat. Options Oncol. 18:1–13 

36.  Li M, Trivedi N, Dai C, et al (2019) Does T stage affect prognosis in patients with stage 

IV B differentiated thyroid cancer? Endocr Pract 25:877–886. https://doi.org/10.4158/EP-

2019-0051 

37.  Van Bokhorst-De Van Der Schueren MAE, Van Leeuwen PAM, Kuik DJ, et al (1999) 

The impact of nutritional status on the prognoses of patients with advanced head and neck 

cancer. Cancer 86:519–527. https://doi.org/10.1002/(SICI)1097-

0142(19990801)86:3<519::AID-CNCR22>3.0.CO;2-S 

38.  Tham T, Olson C, Wotman M, et al (2018) Evaluation of the prognostic utility of the 

hemoglobin-to-red cell distribution width ratio in head and neck cancer. Eur Arch Oto-

Rhino-Laryngology 275:2869–2878. https://doi.org/10.1007/s00405-018-5144-8 

39.  Marziliano A, Teckie S, Diefenbach MA (2020) Alcohol-related head and neck cancer: 

Summary of the literature. Head Neck 42:732–738 

40. Charles KA, Harris BD, Haddad CR, et al. Systemic inflammation is an independent 

predictive marker of clinical outcomes in mucosal squamous cell carcinoma of the head 

and neck in oropharyngeal and non-oropharyngeal patients. BMC Cancer. 2016;16:124. 

Published 2016 Feb 18. doi:10.1186/s12885-016-2089-4 

 

  

 

 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


Table 1. Clinical features and characteristics of study population 
 

Variables Total (n=89) 

Sex  

 Male 58 

 Female 31 

BMI (kg/m2) 27.2 ± 5.6 

Alcohol history  

 None 34 

 Active 42 

 Active/Abuse 2 

 Quit 9 

 Unknown 2 

Smoking history  

 None 38 

 Active 10 

 Quit 40 

 Unknown 1 

ECOG score  

 0 44 

 1 35 

 2 2 

 3 0 

Karnofsky score (%) 86.3 ± 6.1 

ACE-27 score  

 0 16 

 1 50 

 . CC-BY-ND 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 
 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity. (which was not certified by peer review)

The copyright holder for this preprint this version posted May 3, 2021. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.04.29.21256130
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nd/4.0/


 2 14 

 3 9 

Tumor differentiation  

 Poor 24 

 Moderate 42 

 Well 11 

 Not reported 6 

Tumor site  

 Oropharynx 26 

 Oral Cavity 45 

 Larynx 
 
Hypopharynx 

16 
 
2 

T stage  

 T1, T2 50 

 T3, T4 39 

N stage  

 N0 36 

 N1+ 53 

HPV Status  

 Positive 25 

 Negative/Unknown 64 

Treatment modality  

 RT 66 

 CT 49 

 Surgery 59 

BMI: body mass index, ECOG: eastern cognitive group, ACE-27: adult comorbidity evaluation 
score 27, HPV: human papillomavirus, RT: radiation therapy, CT: chemotherapy 
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Table 2. Univariate and multivariate analysis of event-free survival (EFS) 
 

Variable Univariate analysis p value Multivariate analysis p value 

  HR 95% CI   HR 95% CI   

Age 1.01 0.98 - 1.04 0.4844 
  

ns 

Sex 
      

Female Reference 
  

Reference 
  

Male 0.91 0.43 - 1.93 0.8061 
  

ns 

Ethnicity 
      

White Reference 
  

Reference 
  

Black 1.06 0.32 - 3.57 0.9194 
  

ns 

Asian 0.96 0.29 - 3.23 0.9518 
  

ns 

Unknown/Other 1.16 0.40 - 3.38 0.7856 
  

ns 

BMI 0.92 0.85 - 0.99 0.0254* 0.92 0.84 - 1.01 0.0805 

History of alcohol use 
     

Never Reference 
  

Reference 
  

Active 0.83 0.37 - 1.85 0.6475 
  

ns 

Active/Abuse 1.37 0.18 - 10.63 0.7655 
  

ns 

Quit 1.27 0.40 - 4.00 0.6835 
  

ns 

Unknown 23.85 4.48 - 126.82 0.0002* 
  

ns 

History of smoking 
     

Never Reference 
  

Reference 
  

Active 0.49 0.11 - 2.15 0.3442 
  

ns 

Quit 0.81 0.39 - 1.68 0.5718 
  

ns 

Unknown 0.00 0.00 - 0.00 0.9638 
  

ns 
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ECOG score 
      

0 Reference 
  

Reference 
  

1 2.32 1.11 - 4.86 0.0260* 
  

ns 

2 2.06 0.27 - 15.99 0.4884 
  

ns 

ACE-27 score 
      

0 Reference 
  

Reference 
  

1 1.61 0.55 - 4.74 0.3862 
  

ns 

2 1.34 0.36 - 4.99 0.6639 
  

ns 

3 1.23 0.37 - 5.48 0.7893 
  

ns 

Karnofsky score 1.41 0.81 - 2.44 0.2201 
  

ns 

p16 expression 
     

Negative Reference 
  

Reference 
  

Positive 0.40 0.07 - 2.19 0.2881 
  

ns 

Tumor location 
     

Oropharynx Reference 
  

Reference 
  

Oral cavity 1.90 0.74 - 4.87 0.1794 
  

ns 

Hypopharyngeal 3.63 0.43 - 30.46 0.2347 
  

ns 

Larynx 2.81 0.97 - 8.13 0.0564 
  

ns 

T stage 
      

T1 Reference 
  

Reference 
  

T2 0.63 0.20 - 1.92 0.4122 
  

ns 

T3 1.84 0.74 - 4.59 0.1932 
  

ns 

T4 2.68 0.96 - 7.45 0.0590 
  

ns 

N stage 
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N0 Reference 
  

Reference 
  

N1 0.20 0.03 - 1.49 0.1155 
  

ns 

N2 0.70 0.32 - 1.55 0.3808 
  

ns 

N3 7.29 2.48 - 21.40 0.0003* 7.36 2.39 - 22.70 0.0005* 

Treatment modality 
     

Radiation therapy 1.09 0.47 - 2.53 0.8388 
  

ns 

Chemotherapy 1.33 0.65 - 2.74 0.4392 
  

ns 

Surgery 1.19 0.56 - 2.53 0.6497 
  

ns 

Pre-treatment PLR 2.59 0.87 - 7.72 0.0869 
  

ns 

Pre-treatment NLR 0.45 0.17 - 1.24 0.1217 
  

ns 

Pre-treatment LMR 3.11 1.23 - 7.90 0.0169* 
  

ns 

Post-treatment PLR > 173.8 2.00 0.82 - 4.88 0.1271 
  

ns 

Post-treatment NLR > 3.3 N/A 
    

ns 

Post-treatment LMR <= 1.71 1.31 0.64 - 2.68 0.4536 
  

ns 

Delta PLR 1.00 1.00 - 1.00 0.9975 
  

ns 

Delta NLR 0.96 0.91 - 1.02 0.2275 
  

ns 

Delta LMR 1.18 0.93 - 1.50 1.688 
  

ns 

Delta PLR > 173.8 0.52 0.20 - 1.35 0.1779 
  

ns 

Delta NLR < 0.18 3.05 1.28 - 7.28 0.0119* 
  

ns 

Delta LMR > -1.48 4.75 1.40 - 16.15 0.0125* 4.17 1.21 - 14.41 0.0241* 

 

95% CI: 95 percent confidence interval, HR: hazard ratio, BMI: body mass index, ECOG: 
eastern cooperative group, ACE-27: adult comorbidity evaluation score 27,  PLR: platelet-to-
lymphocyte ratio, NLR: neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratio, LMR: lymphocyte-to-monocyte ratio, 
ns: not significant with p > 0.1, which led to removal from backwards regression multivariate 
model 
*p values < 0.05 are considered statistically significant 
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Figure 1. To find the optimal cutoff points for the continuous variables NLR, LMR, PLR, and 
their delta values, we used the construction of a receiver operator characteristic curve (ROC plot) 
which is a plot of the sensitivity against 1-specificity, of the detection of the endpoint (EFS). 
This figure shows the ROC curve for delta LMR.  
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Figure 2. Event Free Survival (EFS) in Patients Stratified by Δ LMR. Based on a log rank test, 
the difference in survival between groups was significant (p = 0.0058). Patients with lower delta 
LMR (blue) had better EFS outcomes than those with higher delta LMR (green). 
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