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SUMMARY STATEMENT 23 

Pyrexia is a severe side effect of BRAF/MEK-inhibitor therapy of malignant melanoma. An 24 

algorithm based on the four laboratory values, leukocyte and thrombocyte counts, CRP and 25 

LDH, was designed for detecting pyrexia. The used heuristic approach might serve as a 26 

blueprint for analysing unevenly sampled or even incomplete clinical data. 27 

 28 
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ABSTRACT 30 

Pyrexia is a frequent adverse event of BRAF/MEK-inhibitor combination therapy in patients with 31 

metastasized malignant melanoma (MM). The study's objective was to identify laboratory 32 

changes which might correlate with the appearance of pyrexia. Initially, data of 38 MM (14 with 33 

pyrexia) patients treated with dabrafenib plus trametinib were analysed retrospectively. 34 

Graphical visualization of time series of laboratory values suggested that a rise in C-reactive-35 

protein, in parallel with a fall of leukocytes and thrombocytes, were indicative of pyrexia. 36 

Additionally, statistical analysis showed a significant correlation between lactate dehydrogenase 37 

(LDH) and pyrexia. An algorithm based on these observations was designed using a deductive 38 

approach in order to calculate a pyrexia score (PS) for each laboratory assessment in treated 39 

patients. A second independent data set with 28 MM patients (8 with pyrexia) was used for the 40 

validation of the algorithm. PS based on the four parameters CRP, LDH, leukocyte and 41 

thrombocyte numbers, were statistically significantly higher in pyrexia patients, differentiated 42 

between groups (F=20,8; p=<0,0001) and showed a significant predictive value for the 43 

development of pyrexia (F=6,24; p=0,013). We provide first evidence that pyrexia in patients 44 

treated with BRAF/MEK-blockade can be identified and predicted by an algorithm that calculates 45 

a score.  46 

 47 

KEY WORDS: Melanoma; Pyrexia; BRAF-inhibitor; MEK-inhibitor; targeted therapy; 48 

Algorithm; Score; Clinical decision support system 49 

 50 

INTRODUCTION 51 

Within the last decade, cutaneous melanoma incidence has been rising steadily worldwide 52 

(Karimkhani et al., 2017; Michielin et al., 2019). 40-60% of all patients with malignant melanoma 53 

show an activating mutation of the serine-threonine kinase B-RAF (BRAF) (Davies et al., 2002; 54 

Hamid et al., 2017), the most common BRAF mutation being the V600E point mutation (T→ A 55 

nucleotide change). Activating mutations at BRAF V600 lead to a constitutive activation of the 56 

MAP kinase signaling pathway (RAS-RAF-MEK-ERK), making these proteins an attractive 57 

target for therapies (Davies et al., 2002). 58 

Patients treated with the combination of the selective BRAF inhibitor dabrafenib and the 59 

MEK inhibitor trametinib show a longer progression-free survival (11 months vs 8,8 months), 60 

and an improvement of the overall survival (25,1 months vs 18,7 months), as compared to a 61 

monotherapy with a BRAF inhibitor (Flaherty et al., 2012; Long et al., 2014; Michielin et al., 62 

2019). In the US and in Europe, combination therapy with a BRAF-inhibitor and a MEK-inhibitor 63 

is approved for patients with unresectable BRAF-V600-mutated melanoma as well as for 64 

adjuvant treatment in stage III melanoma (Flaherty et al., 2012; Long et al., 2014, Long et al., 65 
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2017; Michielin et al., 2019). Other combinations of approved BRAF/MEK inhibitors such as 66 

vemurafenib and cobimetinib or encorafenib and binimetinib have demonstrated similar 67 

efficacies (Hamid et al., 2019) 68 

Mostly similar negative side effects can be observed in mono- and combination therapies 69 

with BRAF/MEK inhibitors, but pyrexia seems to be particularly frequent when using the 70 

combination of dabrafenib and trametinib. Considering all grades, it has been reported in up to 71 

59% of patients treated with dabrafenib and trametinib (Lee et al., 2014, Gogas et al., 2019). 72 

Despite these pioneering efforts to develop a therapy for melanoma patients, pyrexia is one of 73 

the most common reasons, not only for dose reduction and interruption, but also for a complete 74 

therapy discontinuation (Long et al., 2014, Robert et al., 2015). Furthermore, under BRAF/MEK 75 

inhibition, myelosuppression has been observed (Menzies et al., 2015; Akino et al., 2019; 76 

Maeda et al., 2019). Some patients may also experience more than one pyrexia episode and 77 

the episodes might be accompanied by hypotension or complicated by neutropenic sepsis 78 

(Welsh et al., 2015). 79 

 The mechanisms inducing pyrexia under BRAF/MEK-inhibition are not fully understood yet 80 

and no clinical marker seems to be available which reliably predicts which patients will develop 81 

pyrexia (Kim et al. 2019). Still, in previous publications it could be demonstrated that pyrexia 82 

under BRAF/MEK inhibition is associated with an increase of acute phase proteins such as CRP 83 

and procalcitonin, with an increase of proinflammatory cytokines such as interleukin-1beta (IL-84 

1beta) and interleukin-6, a decrease of leukocytes and granulocytes and with aberrations of the 85 

coagulation system (Menzies et al., 2015; Clay et al., 2018; Hajek et al., 2018; Maeda et al., 86 

2019; Akino et al., 2019).  87 

In several patients treated at the Skin Cancer Center at the University Hospital of the RWTH 88 

Aachen, Germany, we observed an increase of C-reactive protein (CRP) in parallel with a 89 

decrease of leukocyte and thrombocyte counts at the time of pyrexia and sometimes already 90 

before pyrexia. Starting from this observation which suggested that the synchrony of observed 91 

laboratory value changes might be predictive as well, we initiated a retrospective study to identify 92 

pattern changes within routine laboratory values which could diagnose as well as predict the 93 

onset of pyrexia in order to improve management of melanoma patients. Besides traditional 94 

statistics used for detecting associations between laboratory values before pyrexia and at the 95 

time around pyrexia, an algorithm-based approach was developed for the detection of pyrexia 96 

and its results were compared to the statistical analysis of individual laboratory values. 97 

 98 

 99 

RESULTS 100 

 101 

Descriptive statistics, first data set 102 

We conducted a retrospective analysis of medical records of 38 patients (27-84 years) including 103 

24 (65 %) non-pyrexic (17 male & 7 female) and 14 pyrexic patients (8 male & 6 female), who 104 
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received combination therapy with dabrafenib plus trametinib at the Skin Cancer Center at the 105 

Department of Dermatology of the University Hospital of the RWTH Aachen, from 02/2015 until 106 

04/2020.  107 

During the observation period, 17 pyrexic events occurred in total. One patient developed 108 

two independent pyrexia episodes at intervals of 2 years, both of which were included in the 109 

statistics, because they had no causal connection and were regarded as independent events. 110 

One patient developed 3 pyrexic events, but episodes correlated with each other and were not 111 

independent, therefore only the first episode was included in the statistics. 86 % (12 patients) of 112 

all pyrexic patients had only one event, 7 % (1 patient) had 2 events and 7 % (1 patient) had 3 113 

events of pyrexia (Table 1). The mean time from the beginning of therapy to onset of the first 114 

pyrexic event was 31 days (range 5 days - 79 days) and the mean time of duration of the pyrexic 115 

event was 2 days (range 1 day - 4 days). Pyrexic events led to either temporary dose reduction 116 

or complete therapy interruption within the first 2 months of combination therapy. When pyrexia 117 

had subsided, combi-DT therapy was either re-introduced or, in severe cases of recurrent 118 

pyrexia, therapy was finally discontinued. 8 out of 13 pyrexia patients (57 %) with severe 119 

symptoms were treated with glucocorticoids. 120 

The median age of all patients was 63 years. Patients who developed pyrexia were slightly 121 

older (median: 64 years) than those without any pyrexic event (median: 62 years). 28 patients 122 

(74 %) had a stage IV MM, when starting therapy, 7 patients (18 %) stage IIIC MM, 2 patients 123 

(5 %) stage IIIB MM and 1 patient (3 %) stage IIIA MM. The study was not intended to evaluate 124 

the impact of pyrexia on the outcome of BRAF/MEK inhibitor combination therapy as BRAF/MEK 125 

inhibitor therapy was performed in most patients in a therapeutic setting, in a few patients in an 126 

adjuvant setting and, in many patients, as first line treatment while in other patients as second 127 

line treatment.  128 

 129 

Laboratory parameters 130 

Since it was a retrospective study, the laboratory data were determined irregularly and with 131 

varying frequency for each patient. To avoid the problem of heterogeneous observation units 132 

and to create a better comparability within the cohort, time clusters consisting of four individual 133 

data points were created. They were then treated as a time dependent covariates in the 134 

statistical analyses of the laboratory data.  135 

Every cluster included exactly one data point for every patient, in order to have four different 136 

data values at comparable time points to include in our statistics. The four time clusters covered 137 

data points within the time phases, i.e., last laboratory evaluation before the start of therapy (1st 138 

cluster: pre-T), first data after the start of therapy (2nd cluster: post-T), last laboratory evaluation 139 

before the onset of pyrexia (3rd cluster: pre- P) and first laboratory values after the onset of 140 

pyrexia (4th cluster: post-P). Laboratory values of patients who did not develop pyrexia were as 141 

well assigned to the four time clusters based on the determination of the mean time value of the 142 
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occurrence of pyrexia in our data set, thereby assuming a time at which pyrexia might have 143 

occurred in these patients. 144 

Laboratory values for cluster 1 were missing in 4 patients, laboratory values for cluster 2 145 

were missing in 4 patients, laboratory values for cluster 3 missing in 3 patients and laboratory 146 

values for cluster 4 in 2 patients. Using mixed model analysis, we developed a stepwise model 147 

for statistical analysis of the data. Model 1 was adjusted for time cluster, sex, and age. Model 2 148 

(M2) was then adjusted only for time cluster and age and showed results that were statistically 149 

more significant. Model 3 (M3) contained the same covariates as model 2, but an additional term 150 

for the interaction between time clusters and the quartiles of the laboratory values was added 151 

to the equation. The results of the M3 analysis reached significance and showed also that the 152 

laboratory values have a time-dependent influence (Table 2). The interaction analysis of M3 153 

then further showed the strength and significance of interaction between laboratory values and 154 

time cluster. These model analyses served to identify the parameters relevant for a pyrexia 155 

score, which were conspicuous in addition to the clinical experience. 156 

When testing the quartiles of laboratory parameters (adjusted for time cluster and age) for 157 

significance, using mixed model analysis, the following results were obtained (Table 2). The 158 

analysis revealed a significant effect for elevated LDH (Model 1: F=14.38; p< 0.0001; Model 2: 159 

F=16.32; p < 0.0001; Model 3: F=10.05; p=0.002; Interaction M3: F=4.96; P=0.003). This effect 160 

was statistically significant for all 3 models, regardless of the time cluster. Furthermore, reduced 161 

leukocyte counts exerted an increasing influence as well (Model 1: F=4.08; p=0.045; Model 2: 162 

F=5.74; p= 0.018; Model 3: F = 5.27; p = 0.033). For an elevated CRP, only the interaction 163 

between the quartiles of CRP and the fourth time cluster reached significance in the course of 164 

time (Interaction M3: F=4.11; p=0.008). A reduction of erythrocyte counts (Model 2: F=4.88; 165 

p=0.029) as well as reduced thrombocytes counts (Model 2: F=11.96; p=0.0007) demonstrated 166 

significance only in the model with adjustment for time cluster and age. Analysis of Y-GT, AST, 167 

ALT, and S100 did not reveal statistically significant results.  168 

 169 

Pyrexia scores determined by the algorithm approach 5.0 170 

The starting point of the presented retrospective study was the observation in single patients of 171 

an increase in C-reactive protein (CRP) in parallel with a decrease of leukocyte and thrombocyte 172 

counts at the time of pyrexia and sometimes already before pyrexia.  173 

An algorithm is a process or set of rules that need to be followed in calculations or other 174 

problem-solving operations. In medicine, algorithms are widely used to define calculations of 175 

scores that may then be used for diagnosis, for objective evaluation of disease severity or for 176 

risk prediction. While some scores may be directly derived from statistical data, many scores in 177 

medicine have been developed following heuristic techniques. 178 

We have adopted the idea of calculating a score by an algorithm for detection and prediction 179 

of pyrexia based on the following heuristic assumptions: 180 
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● The data describe clinical time-series, but uneven temporal spacing of blood sampling in 181 

patients as well as missing values will probably limit the use of traditional mathematical methods 182 

for analysis of time series data (Mills, 2019). 183 

● The visualization of laboratory data suggested that parallel changes of laboratory values 184 

during pyrexia were more important than single absolute values. 185 

● From a clinician’s point of view, laboratory values that demonstrate a trend like a continuous 186 

rise or fall over subsequent samplings, are considered more reliable than changes observed at 187 

a single time point.  188 

● An algorithm may be optimized by an iterative and incremental optimization process, which 189 

by itself constitutes an algorithmic approach. 190 

● An algorithm can integrate different values as well as temporal changes of values into one 191 

single decision or value.  A single value, such as a score, may be subsequently analysed 192 

independently by traditional statistical methods. 193 

Based on the results obtained by our statistical analysis, lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) 194 

(=V1) was added to the other three laboratory values: C-reactive protein CRP (=V2), leukocyte 195 

count (=V3) and thrombocyte count (=V4). The above described heuristic assumptions were 196 

integrated into a computational algorithm that can be used to assess mixed data. Figure 1 197 

describes the general structure of the algorithm developed for the calculation of the pyrexia 198 

score. The material and methods section provides a more detailed explanation of the used 199 

algorithm. 200 

Figure 2 demonstrates graphically the transformation of normalized patient’s laboratory 201 

values into the pyrexia score for patient no. 26. For this patient, laboratory values were 202 

determined at three clinical visits after start of therapy and till development of pyrexia. In the 203 

logarithmic display, CRP and LDH values rise nearly linearly with time suggesting an exponential 204 

increase (Fig. 2A). Likewise, in this patient leukocyte counts seem to fall exponentially as well. 205 

After diagnosis of pyrexia and treatment interruption, values returned to normal range within 10 206 

days in patient 26. The pyrexia score primarily assesses changes of analysed laboratory values 207 

only in the expected direction, i.e., rise of CRP and LDH and fall of thrombocytes and leukocytes. 208 

Absolute values are only used for defining thresholds (See materials and methods section). In 209 

patient 26, the calculated pyrexia scores rise and obtain a maximum value at the onset of pyrexia 210 

(Fig. 2B). Although CRP and LDH levels remain elevated and leukocyte and thrombocyte counts 211 

remain depressed shortly after the onset of pyrexia, the pyrexia score returns to low values 212 

immediately after the maximum as no further increase of CRP or LDH and no further decrease 213 

of leukocytes and thrombocytes occur in the patient after the onset of pyrexia. 214 

Figure 3 A,B shows the graphic display of pyrexia score time series using algorithm version 215 

5.0 for all patients at all available data points. For patients with pyrexia, day 0 indicates the start 216 

of pyrexia symptoms while for patients without pyrexia, day 0 indicates the start of BRAF/MEK-217 

inhibitor therapy. The graphic display demonstrates that in most pyrexia patients, maximum 218 

pyrexia scores are obtained around the onset of pyrexia while most patients without pyrexia only 219 
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show low score values at laboratory assessment dates. The observation that maximum PS 220 

score values in most pyrexia patients are found around the documented date of pyrexia and not 221 

at the exact date of pyrexia can be explained by both, the retrospective nature of the study and 222 

the calculation of the pyrexia score. The retrospective nature of the study implies that laboratory 223 

values most often were obtained after the onset of pyrexia while some laboratory assessments 224 

were obtained some days before the onset of pyrexia. Moreover, as the pyrexia score is based 225 

on changes of laboratory values in the expected direction, scores determined during pyrexia 226 

symptoms but after interruption of treatment may be lower than scores obtained shortly before 227 

onset of symptoms. 228 

As described by material and methods, the pyrexia score algorithm was optimized through 229 

an iterative approach by calculation of ratios MWP/(M0P+MWP) and MWP14/(M0P+ MWP) and 230 

by visualization of all pyrexia scores as depicted by figure 3. The algorithm is based on heuristic 231 

assumptions and the optimization process can only be considered approximative. The resulting 232 

normalized values of variables for algorithm 5.0 are shown by table 3. It is of note that variables 233 

FS which denote a weighting parameter for laboratory values at t0 and t-1 display highest values 234 

for the thrombocyte count, followed by values for LDH. Both laboratory values have also 235 

demonstrated highest F-values and highest levels of significance in the mixed model analysis 236 

using time clusters. Variables OA for simultaneous change demonstrated the highest value for 237 

simultaneous reduction of thrombocyte and leukocyte counts. The addition of additive factors 238 

OA in version 4.0 adds a stronger spread between patients with and without pyrexia in the 239 

graphic display but has limited effect on the statistical significance of the pyrexia score (data not 240 

shown). Addition of a CRP threshold and introduction of an infection signature into the algorithm 241 

(see materials and methods section) did not have an effect on the pyrexia score values during 242 

pyrexia but led to a smoothing of pyrexia scores not associated with pyrexia in the graphic 243 

display (data not shown). The intention of the pyrexia score algorithm was not only to provide 244 

an additional approach for statistical validation of the putative laboratory signature but also to 245 

provide a tool for visualization of laboratory changes associated with pyrexia for the treating 246 

clinician as a clinical decision support system. In this regard, version 5.0 demonstrated best 247 

graphical visualization and was further analysed with binary logistic regression. 248 

 249 

Association of pyrexia-score and pyrexia 250 

ANOVA analysis showed that there was a significant difference between the two groups 251 

(pyrexia/no pyrexia) regarding the pyrexia-score (Table 4). The pyrexia-score differentiated well 252 

between patients with and without pyrexia (F=20,8; p=<0,0001) and was significantly higher in 253 

patients with pyrexia. In this regard, the pyrexia score outpaced single laboratory values. The 254 

pyrexia-score displays a better variance clarification than the single-value analysis and has, 255 

therefore, a significantly better predictive power than individual values, due to the specific 256 

weighting of the individual elements through the algorithm. 257 
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Scores were divided into quartiles and the odds ratio was determined using logistic 258 

regression. When comparing the 4. Quartile of P5.0 of patients with pyrexia, with patients who 259 

had no pyrexia, an odds-ratio of 3.446 (95% CI: 1.907-6.227) was determined (Table 6). Binary 260 

logistic regression analysis (generalized, mixed model) showed a significant predictive value of 261 

the pyrexia-score on the development of pyrexia (fixed effects pyrexia-score: F=6.24; p=0.013). 262 

ROC analysis showed a good relationship between sensitivity and specificity of the pyrexia-263 

score (AUC ROC-curve=0.9480). Through threshold analysis for each score of each patient, it 264 

could be predicted when there was a significant increase in the risk of developing pyrexia and 265 

by how much the risk increased compared to patients with a lower score than the respective 266 

threshold. 267 

 268 

Validation of the pyrexia score algorithm with an independent data set 269 

We tested the predictive power of the pyrexia score on an additional data set from the University 270 

Hospital of Cologne (Fig. 3 C,D). Of the 28 cases, the pyrexia score algorithm 5.0 correctly 271 

diagnosed the development of pyrexia or no pyrexia in 21 cases. In 7 cases, the score led to a 272 

prediction that did not match the clinical course. In the sensitivity/specificity analysis (ROC), the 273 

score reached an area under curve (AUC) of 0.83. In 16 cases the absence of pyrexia and in 5 274 

cases the occurrence of pyrexia were correctly predicted. 3 cases of pyrexia could not be 275 

predicted by the score and in 4 cases the score indicated the development of pyrexia, which 276 

then did not occur. Thus, the number of cases needed to screen (NNS) to detect one case of 277 

pyrexia is 6/28 = 4.7. 278 

 279 

 280 

DISCUSSION 281 

 282 

Pyrexia is by far the most common of all adverse events in patients with malignant melanoma 283 

who receive combination treatment with the BRAF-inhibitor dabrafenib and the MEK-inhibitor 284 

trametinib (Flaherty et al., 2012; Menzies et al., 2015). Pyrexia may also occur during treatment 285 

with BRAF/MEK combinations vemurafenib/cobimetinib as well as encorafenib/binimetinib, 286 

albeit at a considerably lower frequency. Median time of onset is 19 days (range 1–82 days), 287 

and median duration is 9 days (Menzies et al., 2015). In multiple studies, combination therapy 288 

with dabrafenib and trametinib has shown improved survival rates and progression-free survival 289 

for patients afflicted with BRAF-V600 mutant metastatic malignant melanoma (Long et al., 2015, 290 

2017; Menzies et al., 2015) as well as for other patients with non-melanoma cancers (Cocoran 291 

et al., 2015; Planchard et al., 2016). 292 

Although life-threatening toxicities associated with BRAFi and MEKi toxicities are rare and 293 

uninterrupted treatment is advised in case of mild toxicities, in case of moderate to severe side 294 

effects, treatment interruption is advised. Till date, early management of pyrexia has been 295 

performed by patient education for the prodromes as well as by interruption or dose reduction 296 
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of BRAF/MEK inhibitors at the very first symptoms (Menzies et al. 2015). Recent studies 297 

demonstrated that the incidence of pyrexia is particularly high in the early stages of therapy and 298 

that temporary interruption of dabrafenib or trametinib is the most effective way to manage 299 

pyrexia (Schadendorf et al., 2021; Thawer et al., 2021; Atkinson et al., 2022). Adapted pyrexia 300 

management seems to reduce the severity of pyrexia and to enhance treatment adherence 301 

(Atkinson et al., 2022). Early and precise confirmation of pyrexia and differentiation of pyrexia 302 

from other febrile conditions is, therefore, mandatory. 303 

By visual analysis of routine laboratory values of melanoma patients developing pyrexia 304 

under BRAF/MEK inhibition, we observed that CRP rises and leukocyte as well as thrombocyte 305 

counts drop simultaneously before and during pyrexia. Our retrospective statistical analysis of 306 

a cohort with and without pyrexia under BRAF/MEK-inhibition therapy using time clusters further 307 

revealed that elevated LDH levels were also associated with pyrexia. In order to further prove 308 

whether a putative four laboratory value signature of pyrexia, i.e., the simultaneous rise of CRP 309 

and LDH as well as drop of leukocyte and thrombocyte counts, correlated with the development 310 

of pyrexia, we designed an algorithmic approach that calculates a pyrexia score based on the 311 

predicted laboratory value changes. The algorithm itself was designed by a heuristic approach 312 

combined with an iterative optimization procedure (Senpathi et al., 2017).  313 

Statistical analysis demonstrated that the individual parameters by themselves displayed 314 

only modest significance and had low predictive power compared to the pyrexia scores 315 

calculated by the proposed algorithm. This underlines the importance of the interaction between 316 

the laboratory values as well as of the time-dependent changes. The score’s predictive 317 

performance derives from the specific weighting of the individual elements through the algorithm 318 

and its course over time. Maximum pyrexia score values in patients correlated with pyrexia and 319 

statistical analysis demonstrated that the score outplays each single laboratory value with 320 

regards to its diagnostic and predictive performance. 321 

Until now the exact cause of pyrexia development is still unclear but the release of 322 

proinflammatory proteins and cytokines seem to play a central role as it has been noted before 323 

(Menzies et al., 2015; Clay et al., 2018; Hajek et al., 2018; Maeda et al., 2019; Akino et al., 324 

2019, Kim et al. 2019). In patients under therapy with BRAF/MEK inhibitors but also by in-vitro 325 

experiments it could be demonstrated that the BRAF inhibitor dabrafenib induces IL-1beta (IL-326 

1β) to a greater extent than the other BRAF inhibitors which are associated less frequently with 327 

pyrexia. Moreover, it could be demonstrated that the degree of IL-1beta release under 328 

dabrafenib displays individual variability which might explain why only a subset of patients 329 

develop pyrexia (Hajek et al., 2018; Kim et al., 2019). Other side effects of BRAF inhibition 330 

include conditions with hyperproliferation of keratinocytes leading to the development of a 331 

spectrum of hyperkeratotic conditions including actinic keratosis, Grover’s disease, cutaneous 332 

squamous cell carcinoma and acneiform eruptions. A peak in these conditions is seen between 333 

weeks 8 and 36 of treatment (Anforth et al., 2013). A paradoxical activation of the MAPK 334 

pathway by BRAF inhibitors was proposed as a causative factor. It was hypothesized that in 335 
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BRAF wild-type myeloid cells, paradoxical MAPK signaling activation might be induced by 336 

BRAF-inhibitors and that this mechanism might cause pyrexic events (Vera et al., 2019). 337 

Although it has been shown that the BRAF-inhibitor dabrafenib induces inflammasome 338 

activation and IL-1beta release (Hajek et al. 2018), the role of MAPK signaling in inflammasome 339 

activation is not clear. The addition of a MEK-inhibitor to BRAF inhibition does not seem to 340 

reduce the frequency of pyrexia which might suggest additional molecular mechanisms linking 341 

BRAF inhibition to immune cell activation. It has been demonstrated that KRAS overexpression 342 

may induce inflammasome activation in myeloid cells by the KRAS/RAC1/ROS/NLRP3/IL-1β-343 

axis (Hamarsheh et al., 2020) which might suggest a MEK-independent pathway. 344 

Although the observed laboratory signature of pyrexia is not able to identify the cause of 345 

treatment-induced pyrexia by itself, the presented data and the analysis by the pyrexia score 346 

algorithm suggest that thrombocytes might play an additional role during pyrexia and that the 347 

induction of pyrexia might follow a self-amplifying process leading to a near exponential increase 348 

of proinflammatory factors. It could be shown that thrombocytes are able to boost IL-1beta 349 

production in inflammasome-activated monocytes and that platelets are an additional source of 350 

IL-1beta (Rolfes et al., 2020). The simultaneous drop of leukocytes and thrombocytes might be 351 

induced by aggregation of thrombocytes and granulocytes followed by sequestration in the liver 352 

and spleen as described in virus-induced hemorrhagic fever (Zapata et al., 2014; Hottz et al., 353 

2022). Interestingly in hemorrhagic fever, LDH serum levels seem to correlate with severity of 354 

disease (Sirikutt and Kalayanarooj, 2014). 355 

Limitations of the presented study are the small number of patients involved and the 356 

inhomogeneous times of laboratory data assessments, which have to be attributed to the 357 

retrospective nature of the study. In many pyrexic patients, CRP values were only determined 358 

after pyrexia had occurred, so we often lacked data points for the pre-pyrexic time cluster.  Our 359 

study did not identify a laboratory value which could predict pyrexia before treatment start as no 360 

predictive laboratory value or combination of values were identified for the 1st time cluster. In 361 

order to address this important issue which would greatly impact on treatment decisions in 362 

melanoma patients, it might be necessary to focus more on cytokines and on polymorphisms of 363 

cytokines associated with the inflammasome function. 364 

The structure of the data only allows a prediction regarding the development of pyrexia but 365 

does not allow a more precise temporal differentiation of the exact time of onset of pyrexia in 366 

individual patients. We recommend performing a prospective study with a larger number of 367 

patients using fixed time clusters that can be set based on our preliminary results. The analysis 368 

of inflammatory parameters should also be expanded including IL-1β. Furthermore, as the 369 

biomarker LDH correlates with the tumor burden in melanoma patients, it might be necessary 370 

quantifying tumor burden independently by quantitative liquid biopsy based on the BRAF 371 

mutation. This would help identifying response to the treatment as a confounding factor on LDH 372 

levels. 373 
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Still, by opting for an algorithmic approach based on heuristic assumptions we were able to 374 

demonstrate the statistical significance of the observed and postulated four-value laboratory 375 

signature of pyrexia. From a methodological standpoint, defining algorithms based on heuristic 376 

assumptions may be very useful to assess clinical hypotheses with real world patient data which, 377 

unfortunately, are often incomplete and inhomogeneous. Moreover, laboratory values of 378 

patients in the routine practice will be influenced by many factors that treating physicians 379 

normally take into account when assessing the patient’s laboratory results, but which might 380 

reduce the validity of any traditional statistical evaluation. An algorithm may integrate information 381 

from different sources, thus offering a much-needed standardized metric. To the best of our 382 

knowledge, this work is the first study proposing a pyrexia score for diagnosis of pyrexia. 383 

The proposed algorithm, possibly in a more elaborate version, may help clinicians monitor 384 

BRAF/MEK-inhibitor treatment more efficiently and thus optimize treatment outcome and 385 

increase patients’ quality of life. 386 

 387 

 388 

MATERIALS ANS METHODS 389 

 390 

Study population 391 

We conducted a retrospective analysis of medical records of 38 patients (27-84 years) including 392 

24 (65 %) non-pyrexic (17 male & 7 female) and 14 pyrexic patients (8 male & 6 female), who 393 

received combination therapy with dabrafenib plus trametinib at the Department of Dermatology 394 

of the University Hospital of the RWTH Aachen (from 02/2015 until 04/2020). Consent of the 395 

local ethics committee of the University Hospital of the RWTH Aachen (ethic vote 257/19) was 396 

obtained. Due to the retrospective nature of using the patient´s routine laboratory assessments 397 

and standard clinical data without impact on treatment or treatment monitoring and without 398 

contacting the patients, the local ethics committee did not detect any ethical or professional 399 

objections to the research project. 400 

Therapy consisted of oral dabrafenib (150 mg twice daily (BID)) and oral trametinib (2mg 401 

once a day (QD)). In some patients, the initial dabrafenib dose was reduced to 150 mg per day 402 

during the first three days of treatment followed by an evaluation of serum amylase and/or lipase 403 

in order to avoid severe pancreatitis which can be associated with this treatment. Start of 404 

trametinib treatment was delayed by up to one week in some patients when cardiologic 405 

evaluations were not available but inhibition therapy with dabrafenib could not be postponed. In 406 

all patients, pyrexia developed under combination therapy. Data from this study population was 407 

used for statistical analysis and the development of the pyrexia score algorithm.  408 

A second independent data set was generated from a retrospective analysis of 28 patients 409 

including 8 additional patients with pyrexia and 20 additional patients without pyrexia from the 410 

Department of Dermatology of the University Hospital of the RWTH Aachen (n=1) and from the 411 

Department of Dermatology and Venereology, Cologne University Hospital, Germany (from 412 
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09/2015-09/2020) (n=27) who were treated with either dabrafenib and trametinib or encorafenib 413 

and binimetinib. This second data set was used to validate the pyrexia score algorithm 414 

developed by the above-described retrospective analysis and was therefore blinded and not 415 

adjusted for age or sex and consisted only of laboratory data. 416 

The patient’s case histories and laboratory values were obtained from the institution’s digital 417 

patient information system of the University Hospital of the RWTH Aachen and from the 418 

Department of Dermatology and Venereology, Cologne University Hospital, Germany. Data 419 

acquisition by the treating physician and statistical data analysis were strictly separated in order 420 

to ensure maximum patients’ data protection.  421 

Inclusion criteria for all patients were age (>18 years) and a confirmed diagnosis of 422 

metastatic cutaneous melanoma (stage III or stage IV) treated with either dabrafenib and 423 

trametinib or encorafenib and binimetinib. Pyrexia was defined as an oral temperature of 38.5°C 424 

(≥101.3°F) or higher or clinical symptoms of an inflammatory reaction without fever, in the 425 

absence of any clinical or microbiological evidence of infection. A pyrexic event was deemed to 426 

have resolved after a 24h period of temperature of 37.5°C or less. Patients who had missing 427 

data in our institution’s records regarding their treatment regimen and/or side effects were 428 

excluded from the statistical analysis. The focus was primarily on the occurrence of inflammatory 429 

side effects (pyrexia) and the patients´ laboratory values around this adverse event. 430 

 431 

Laboratory parameters 432 

Biochemical and haematological parameters obtained from the routine laboratory evaluations 433 

of all 38 patients were examined for the initial statistical analysis and for the development of the 434 

pyrexia score algorithm. Parameters included differential blood count (leukocytes, neutrophils, 435 

basophils and eosinophils, lymphocytes, monocytes), erythrocytes, haemoglobin, haematocrit, 436 

mean corpuscular volume (MCV), mean corpuscular haemoglobin (MCH), mean corpuscular 437 

haemoglobin concentration (MCHC), thrombocytes, glucose, lipase, aspartate transaminase 438 

(AST)  (37 °C), alanine aminotransferase (ALT) (37 °C), gamma-glutamyl transferase (gamma-439 

GT) (37 °C), lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) (37 °C), creatine kinase (CK) (37 °C), uric acid, urea, 440 

urea-creatinine quotient, Creatinine, glomerular filtration rate (GFR), C-reactive protein (CRP), 441 

protein S100, interleukin 6 (IL6) and thyroid stimulating hormone (TSH). For the validation data 442 

set, only laboratory values for leukocyte and thrombocyte counts, LDH and CRP during 443 

BRAF/MEK-inhibitor treatment were obtained from 28 patients.  444 

For normalized data (percentages), the original laboratory data was divided by the sex-445 

specific mean value of the respective parameter and the result was multiplied by 100. 446 

 447 

Database 448 

Using Microsoft Excel (MS Excel 2016, Version 15.11), anonymized data sets were created. All 449 

data relating to the respective patient history were compiled in an anamnestic table. The 450 

extracted variables included age, sex, tumor stage (at time of initial diagnosis and initiation of 451 

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 April 2, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.29.22272913doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.29.22272913


13 
 

therapy), tumor classification (according to the TNM system), time of initial diagnosis and 452 

initiation of therapy, location of the primary tumor, metastases, secondary diagnoses, 453 

medication duration and side effects of therapy. Oncology progress notes were reviewed to 454 

identify any inflammatory side effects, time to their onset, and as-sociated management. 455 

The patient’s laboratory data were recorded in a different database and assigned to a time axis, 456 

starting from the first day of therapy initiation (T0=initiation of therapy). Each pyrexic event was 457 

retrospectively analysed and assigned to the start of treatment (or to the restart of treatment if 458 

it was discontinued). The total number of pyrexic events was recorded and each event was 459 

analysed separately. The result of the occurrence was binary dichotomized with regard to its 460 

expression whether there were inflammatory side effects (pyrexia) or they were absent (no 461 

pyrexia). In patients with recurrence of a certain side effect, time to the first presentation was 462 

used as time to side effect onset. 463 

 464 

Time cluster analysis 465 

Since it was a retrospective study, the laboratory data were determined irregularly and with 466 

varying frequency for each patient. To avoid the problem of heterogeneous observation units 467 

and to create a better comparability within the cohort, a time cluster consisting of four individual 468 

data points was created. The time clusters were then treated as a time dependent covariate in 469 

the statistical analyses of the laboratory data. Every cluster included exactly one data point for 470 

every patient, in order to have four different data values at comparable time points to include in 471 

our statistics.  472 

Laboratory values of patients who did not develop pyrexia were as well assigned to the four 473 

time clusters based on the determination of the mean time value of the occurrence of pyrexia in 474 

our data set, thereby assuming a time at which a pyrexia might have occurred in these patients. 475 

The four time clusters covered data points within the time phases, i.e., last laboratory 476 

evaluation before the start of therapy (1st cluster: pre-T), first data after the start of therapy (2nd 477 

cluster: post-T), last laboratory evaluation before the onset of pyrexia (3rd cluster: pre- P) and 478 

first laboratory values after the onset of pyrexia (4th cluster: post-P). Cluster 1 covered 33 days 479 

(from T-1 to T-33), cluster 2 covered 21 days (from T1-T21), cluster 3 covered 23 days (from P-480 

1 to P-23) and cluster 4 covered 28 days from (P0 to P28). Laboratory values for cluster 1 were 481 

missing in 4 patients, laboratory values for cluster 2 were missing in 4 patients, laboratory values 482 

for cluster 3 missing in 3 patients and laboratory values for cluster 4 in 2 patients.  483 

 484 

Statistical analysis 485 

All analyses were conducted with the program SAS (SAS 9.4, SAS Institute, Cary, N.C., USA). 486 

The distribution of the independent parameters was classified through histogram comparison. 487 

Due to the results, as a first step a non-parametric correlation analysis (Spearman) between the 488 

development of pyrexia and laboratory data was conducted. 489 
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Descriptive statistics included percentage, frequency, median, and standard deviation were 490 

evaluated. General characteristics and tests of between-group homogeneity of the variables 491 

were analyzed using the chi-square test, Wilcoxon test, ANOVA and t test. The limit of 492 

significance was set for α at p=0.05. 493 

The impact of the individual blood parameters on the development of pyrexia was tested 494 

using a nested generalized mixed effects model. Due to the fact that the blood parameters as 495 

continuous variables revealed no saturated models, we utilized the quartiles of the particular 496 

blood parameter as a predictor. The time cluster was set as a random factor and the individual 497 

patient's ID was set as a nesting variable in dependence of the time cluster. Sex, age and the 498 

time cluster were included as covariates in the model, and we applied a post hoc Tukey test to 499 

adjust for repeated measurements. Additionally, we ran all models once more, including a term 500 

for the interaction of the blood parameter and the time cluster to detect if the effect of the blood 501 

parameter was time dependent.  502 

The predictive value of the pyrexia score was also tested by a nested generalized linear 503 

mixed effects model. The individual patient’s ID was set as a nesting variable, and the time span 504 

from onset of therapy until the blood sample was obtained was set as a random factor. We 505 

established a binomial regression with the pyrexia score as predictor, the time span variable as 506 

covariate and the development of the pyrexia as a dichotomous outcome. We applied this model 507 

to the respective scores. 508 

To determine score thresholds for the development of a pyrexia, we ran a logistic regression 509 

model. We built a dummy variable and set this variable to zero for all participants without 510 

developing a pyrexia. The pyrexia score value of the other participants, who developed a 511 

pyrexia, was divided into quartiles and the particular number of the quartiles was applied for the 512 

dummy variable. The logistic regression model with developing pyrexia y/n as outcome and the 513 

dummy variable as predictor revealed the odds ratio and their confidence intervals for 514 

developing pyrexia in the particular quartiles of the score in comparison to the participants 515 

without developing pyrexia. The lower bounds were then adopted as thresholds, if the odds ratio 516 

was significantly increased.  The same procedure was applied to the external validation cohort 517 

after the respective pyrexia scores were calculated.  518 

 519 

Development of a pyrexia score algorithm 520 

Identification of previously unknown associations in medicine may be initiated by a single 521 

observation suggesting that a patient's characteristics, symptoms, clinical and laboratory data, 522 

side effects or treatment outcome in an individual patient or in a few treated patients could be 523 

correlated in a hitherto unreported fashion. 524 

The starting point of the presented retrospective study was the observation in single patients 525 

of an increase in C-reactive protein (CRP) in parallel with a decrease of leukocyte and 526 

thrombocyte counts at the time of pyrexia and sometimes already before pyrexia. Graphical 527 

time-series visualization also demonstrated that available clinical routine data were sampled at 528 

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 April 2, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.29.22272913doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.03.29.22272913


15 
 

uneven intervals ranging from single days to several weeks. In general, blood was drawn more 529 

often at the beginning of the treatment in order to exclude side effects such as pancreatitis and 530 

at the time of pyrexia as a direct consequence of the need to differentiate pyrexia from infection. 531 

Figure 1 describes the general structure of the algorithm developed for the calculation of the 532 

pyrexia score. Based on the results obtained by our statistical analysis (see results section), 533 

lactate dehydrogenase (LDH) (=V1) was added to the other three laboratory values: C-reactive 534 

protein CRP (=V2), leukocyte count (=V3) and thrombocyte count (=V4).  535 

The key heuristic assumption, that changes of laboratory values are probably more 536 

important than absolute values, was integrated into the algorithm by calculating the score at t0 537 

by comparing an individual value (V1, V2, V3, V4) at t0 with the value of the previous blood 538 

sampling date at t-1. The initial algorithm also contained threshold variables for a minimum 539 

change (F1-F4). For each value (V1-4), the first calculation (S1-S4) equals either 1 or 0. This 540 

base algorithm was refined through a five-level iterative development following established Agile 541 

methodologies (Senpathi et al., 2017). The heuristic assumption, that a constant trend over 542 

subsequent blood samplings is a stronger indication than values determined at a single time 543 

point, was integrated into the algorithm by repeating the above calculations in version 2 of the 544 

algorithm for corresponding values V1-V4 at t-1. In versions 1-2 of the algorithm, the assumption 545 

that pyrexia is characterized by a parallel change of these four values is reflected by the simplest 546 

possible calculation which consists of building a sum out of the eight calculations regarding V1 547 

to V4 at t0 as well as at t-1, thus following Occam's Razor principle. In version 3, further threshold 548 

values for a minimal (T1, T2) or maximum (T3, T4) values were introduced. Moreover, as it was 549 

unknown a priori which laboratory value would prove most important, initial calculations S1-S8 550 

derived from values V1-V4 were multiplied by variables FS1-FS8 in version 3. 551 

In version 4 of the algorithm, in order to explore whether combination of individual laboratory 552 

changes might be more indicative of pyrexia, further variables OA1-OA6 were introduced. At t0, 553 

in case of simultaneous decrease of leukocytes and thrombocytes (OA1), simultaneous 554 

decrease of leukocytes and increase of LDH (OA2), simultaneous decrease of leukocytes and 555 

increase of CRP (OA3), simultaneous decrease of thrombocytes and increase of LDH (OA4), 556 

simultaneous decrease of thrombocytes and increase of CRP (OA5) and simultaneous increase 557 

of CRP and LDH (OA6), the respective variables were attributed a value and the sum obtained 558 

out of the eight calculations regarding V1 to V4 at t0 as well as at t-1 was multiplied by OA1-559 

OA6. 560 

Version 5 of the algorithm introduced two additional calculations, one for a bacterial infection 561 

signature and one for a CRP-threshold. It is assumed that bacterial infection is characterized by 562 

a simultaneous increase of CRP or LDH and an increase of leukocytes or thrombocytes. For 563 

each leukocyte, CRP, thrombocyte and LDH value at t0, threshold variables were added for a 564 

minimum change IC1-IC4, as well as further threshold variables (IM1-IM4) were introduced for 565 

minimal values of leukocytes, CRP, thrombocytes and LDH. In case of a positive infection 566 

signature, PS were multiplied with variable IS (<<1), thus reducing the pyrexia score. It is further 567 
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assumed that pyrexia is always associated with a CRP increase. If CRP at t0 does not exceed 568 

CRP value CT, PS is multiplied with variable GC (<<1), thus reducing pyrexia score. If CRP at 569 

t0 was equal or higher than CT or if no CRP value was recorded, this calculation reported 1. 570 

Supplementary file calculation-matrix-PS-5.0 contains an excel spreadsheet for calculation of 571 

PS-scores that also allows modification of variable values. 572 

In order to define the values of all the variables that would allow the strongest differentiation 573 

between patients not developing pyrexia and pyrexia patients (which would therefore also be 574 

able to best determine the onset of pyrexia), a heuristic, iterative and incremental optimization 575 

approach was chosen in versions 1.0-5.0 (Fig. 1). This approach consisted in calculating pyrexia 576 

scores (PS) for all patients at all time points. Mean values of PS were then determined for all 577 

patients without pyrexia at all time points = M0P, for all patients with pyrexia at all time points = 578 

MWP as well as for all patients with pyrexia at time points of +/- one week around pyrexia = 579 

MWP14. These values were used to calculate the ratios MWP/(M0P+MWP) and MWP14/(M0P+ 580 

MWP). Besides, graphic displays of time series of patients without and with pyrexia were used 581 

to visualize the discriminative potential of the PS-algorithm (Fig. 3). In an iterative process, one 582 

of the variables F1-8, T1-8, FS1-8, OA1-OA6, IS, CG, IC1-IC4, IM1-IM4 were increased or 583 

decreased by one increment and the above calculations were repeated. If ratios MWP/M0P and 584 

MWP14/M0P demonstrated an increase or graphic displays of time series demonstrated a better 585 

separation of patients without and with pyrexia, the same variable was altered by one additional 586 

increment and ratios and graphic displays were again determined. If the ratios decreased, the 587 

increment was reversed, and the procedure was repeated. The value of this variable was 588 

retained, and the next variable was chosen for the same procedure. Only one round of 589 

optimization was performed. Calculations and graphic display were conducted within an excel 590 

spreadsheet (see suppl. material).  591 

 592 

SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIALS Excel-file: Calculation-matrix-PS-5.0. 593 
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TABLES 704 

 705 

Table 1. Descriptive statistics of the first data set, including number and 706 
duration of patient´s pyrexic events, patient´s sex and age. 707 

 
Pyrexic 

events 

Duration 

of Pyrexia 

Time from 

therapy initiation 

to pyrexia 

Sex Age 

Values 

total of  

17 events 

Patients with  

1 event:  12 

2 events:  1 

3 events:  1 

14 events 

 

Duration: 

1 day:  4x 

2 days: 6x 

3 days: 3x 

4 days: 1x 

14 events 38 patients: 

Male  

pyrexia:  

8 patients 

no pyrexia:  

17 patients 

Female 

pyrexia:  

6 patients 

no pyrexia:  

7 patients 

38 patients: 

pyrexia: 

14 patients  

 

no pyrexia:  

24 patients 

Mean 1.21 events 2.07 days 31.43 days 

 

62.6 years  

pyrexia:      64.0 years 

no pyrexia: 61.8 years 

Median 1 event 2 days 26.5 days 

62.0 years  

pyrexia:      69.5 years 

no pyrexia: 58.5 years 

Range 1-3 events 1-4 days 5-79 days 

27-84 years  

pyrexia:      45-82 years 

no pyrexia: 27-84 years 

 708 

Table 2. Mixed model analysis of laboratory parameters: Model 1 with adjustment for time 709 
cluster, age and sex; Model 2 with adjustment for time cluster and age; Model 3 710 
with adjustment for time cluster, age and  interaction of laboratory value quartile 711 
with time cluster; Interaction term model M3 indicates strengths and 712 
significance of interaction between laboratory values and time cluster. 713 

Value 

Quartiles 

Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Interaction Term Model for Model 3 

F p F p F p F p 

Leukocytes↓ 4.08 0.045 5.74 0.018 5.27 0.023 0.15 0.927 

CRP↑ 2.90 0.091 1.43 0.234 0.24 0.624 4.11 0.008 

LDH↑ 14.38 < 0.001 16.32 < 0.001 10.05 0.002 4.96 0.003 

γ-GT↑ 0.91 0.342 0.01 0.939 0.11 0.742 1.18 0.320 

AST↑ 2.15 0.145 1.28 0.259 0.13 0.722 1.37 0.256 

ALT↑ 3.49 0.064 1.34 0.249 1.18 0.281 2.21 0.090 

S 100↑ 0.04 0.839 0.58 0.449 0.55 0.461 1.81 0.151 

Erythrocytes↓ 2.99 0.086 4.88 0.029 3.85 0.052 0.91 0.439 

Thrombocytes↓ 12.64 0.0005 11.96 0.0007 7.18 0.0085 2.33 0.061 

-- = model did not reach convergence; p= level of significance; F= test statistic of mixed models;  714 
↓ Decrease of absolute laboratory values; ↑ Increase of absolute laboratory values; 715 

 716 
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Table 3. Values of variables, normalized for pyrexia score algorithm 5.0. 717 

Values at t0 

Leukocytes Thrombocytes LDH CRP 

F1 

1.05 

T1 

100 

F2 

1.02 

T2 

90 

F3 

0.80 

T3 

80 

F4 

0.70 

T4 

800 

FS1 

1.69 
 

FS2 

3.24 
 

FS3 

2.25 
 

FS4 

2.25 
 

Values at t-1 

Leukocytes Thrombocytes LDH CRP 

F5 

1.10 

T5 

120 

F6 

1.10 

T6 

90 

F7 

0.80 

T7 

80 

F8 

0.70 

T8 

500 

FS5 

1.44 
 

FS6 

4.84 
 

FS7 

2.25 
 

FS8 

1.44 
 

Factors for simultaneous change 

Values at t0 

CRP-gate 

at t0 

Leu.- 

Thr.- 

Leu.- 

LDH+ 

Leu.- 

CRP+ 

Thr.- 

LDH+ 

Thr.- 

CRP+ 

LDH 

CRP 

 

CT 

300 

OA1 

2 

OA2 

1.4 

OA3 

1.2 

OA4 

1.4 

OA5 

1 

OA6 

1.1 

GC 

0.1 

Infection signature at t=0 

Leukocytes CRP Thrombocytes LDH 

IC1 

0.90 

IM1 

100 

IC2 

0.90 

IM2 

200 

IC3 

0.90 

IM3 

100 

IC4 

0.90 

IM4 

120 

 718 
 719 

Table 4. ANOVA-analysis of Pyrexia-score 5.0. 720 

Pyrexia score 5.0 Values Mean Median Min. Max. Sdt.error Sdt.dev. IQR 

Non-pyrexia patients 255 2.151 0.270 0,000 56.246 0,331 5.285 1.690 

Pyrexia patients 162 6.604 0.651 0.000 88.741 1.110 14.113 6.280 

 721 

Table 5. Odds-ratio of Pyrexia-score 5.0; P0= Patients without Pyrexia,  722 
Quartile = Quartile of Pyrexia score. 723 

Score Odds-ratio 95% Wald CI Pyrexia-score 

Quartile 1 vs P0 1.423 0.778 - 2.604 0.014 < 0.468 

Quartile 2 vs P0 1.324 0.709 - 2.469 0.468 < 1.440 

Quartile 3 vs P0 1.220 0.669 - 2.224 1.440 < 6.280 

Quartile 4 vs P0 3.446 1.907 - 6.227 >= 6.280 

 724 
 725 
  726 
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FIGURES AND FIGURE LEGENDS 727 
 728 

 729 

 730 

 731 

Fig 1. Design and optimization of the pyrexia score algorithm. 732 

 733 
 734 
 735 

 736 
 737 
 738 
Fig. 2.  Transformation of individual and normalized laboratory values (A) of one patient 739 

with pyrexia into pyrexia scores (B) by algorithm 5.0. Triangle indicates start of 740 
pyrexia. CRP was normalized to 100 = 2.5 mg/l (value CRP patient/2.5 * 100), LDH 741 
was normalized to 100 = 125 U/l, leukocyte count was normalized to 100 = 6.5 /nl (for 742 
male) & 6 /nl (for female), thrombocyte count was normalized to 100 = 275 /nl. 743 

 744 
 745 
 746 
 747 
 748 
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 749 
 750 

 751 
 752 
 753 
Fig. 3. Representative graphic displays of pyrexia scores by algorithm 5.0 of all analyzed 754 
patients over time. A,B: first data set, used for optimization of the pyrexia score algorithm. C,D: 755 
Second independent data set. A,C: all patients without pyrexia, day 0 indicates start of 756 
treatment. B,D: All patients with pyrexia, day 0 indicates start of pyrexia. 757 
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