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Abstract : Objective To explore the correlation of body mass index, urinary protein and tumor necrosis
factor-like weak inducer of apoptosis (sTWEAK) during pregnancy with the severity of preeclampsia and
pregnancy outcome. Methods A total of 63 patients with preeclampsia who were examined in Xingtai People’
s Hospital from April 2022 to April 2023 were enrolled in the study,33 patients with mild preeclampsia were
included in the mild group and 30 patients with severe preeclampsia were included in the severe group. Physi-
cal characteristics, urinary protein and sTWEAK levels between the groups were recorded, and the patients
were followed up to explore the correlation with pregnancy outcome. Results The systolic and diastolic blood
pressure of patients in the mild group were lower than those in the severe group,and the plasma albumin was
higher than that in the severe group (P<C0. 05). There was no statistically significant difference in pre preg-
nancy weight and pre pregnancy body mass index between the mild and severe groups of patients (P>>0.05).
The delivery weight and weight gain during pregnancy in the mild group were lower than those in the severe

group (P<C0.05). The 24-hour urinary protein quantification in the mild group was lower than that in the se-

*  BEETB 2024 I8 & T REHL R IH (2024ZC183)
EERN AR =5 T, B HIT, TS0 AR A 56 O w5 .



+ 1078 - ERRBESFZE 202545 A% 46 5% 98 Int J Lab Med,May 2025, Vol. 46,No. 9

vere group,and the sSTWEAK expression level was higher than that in the severe group (P<C0. 05). The pre
pregnancy weight, pre pregnancy body mass index, delivery weight, and weight gain during pregnancy in the
good pregnancy outcome group were all lower than those in the adverse pregnancy outcome group (P <<
0. 05). The 24-hour urinary protein quantification in the good pregnancy outcome group was lower than that in
the adverse pregnancy outcome group,and the sSTWEAK expression level was higher than that in the adverse
pregnancy outcome group (P <C0. 05). Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) curve analysis revealed that
the area under the curve (AUC) of pre pregnancy body mass index, pre pregnancy weight, delivery weight,
gestational weight gain,24-hour urinary protein quantification,and sTWEAK expression levels for predicting
adverse pregnancy outcomes in patients were 0. 906,0. 690,0. 919,0. 664,0. 908,and 0. 793, respectively. The
AUC for predicting adverse pregnancy outcomes in patients by combining pre pregnancy body mass index, de-
livery weight, 24-hour urinary protein quantification, and STWEAK expression level was 0. 932. Conclusion Body
mass index, urinary protein and sTWEAK levels during pregnancy are closely associated with the severity of pre-

eclampsia and pregnancy outcomes,and these indicators may help identify high-risk pregnant women early and

take appropriate interventions to improve pregnancy outcomes,
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Predictive value of hemoglobin/red blood cell distribution width ratio for chemosensitivity
and prognosis of oral squamous cell carcinoma”
XU Xiaobing . ZHANG Hongying .FAN Xinde
Department of Clinical Laboratory ,Guangyuan Traditional Chinese Medicine Hospital ,
Guangyuan ,Sichuan 628000,China
Abstract : Objective To explore the relationship between hemoglobin/red blood cell distribution width ra-
tio (Hb/RDW) and chemotherapy sensitivity and prognosis in patients with oral squamous cell carcinoma
(OSCC). Methods A total of 150 patients with advanced OSCC admitted to the hospital from January 2017 to
January 2021 were selected into the study group. 150 patients with other oral diseases who were diagnosed and
treated for non-OSCC in the hospital during the same period were selected into the control group. Another 100
healthy subjects who underwent physical examination in the hospital during the same period were selected into
the healthy group. Patients with OSCC were treated with chemotherapy,and blood routine indexes were detec-
ted by automatic blood analyzer,and Hb/RDW ratio was calculated. Hb,RDW and Hb/RDW ratio were com-
pared between the two groups and the relationship between Hb/RDW ratio and the sensitivity and prognosis
of OSCC patients with chemotherapy were analyzed. The factors affecting the sensitivity of OSCC patients to
chemotherapy were explored by multivariate Logistic regression. Results Hb and Hb/RDW in the study

group were significantly lower than those in the control group and the healthy group,and RDW levels were
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significantly higher than those in the control group and the healthy group (P <C0. 05). The patients with OS-
CC were divided into high Hb/RDW group and low Hb/RDW group using the median Hb/RDW ratio (8. 16)
as the cut off value. The total effective rate of chemotherapy in Hb/RDW high ratio group was 70. 67 % , which
was higher than that in Hb/RDW low ratio group 53.33% (P <C0.05). According to the sensitivity of chemo-
radiotherapy,the study group was divided into sensitive group (n =103) and resistant group (n =47). The
proportion of patients with stage [V, low differentiation and lymph node metastasis in resistance group was
higher than that in sensitive group (P <C0. 05). Multivariate Logistic regression analysis shows that TNM
stage IV (OR =2.512,95%CI:1. 588 —3.973), low tumor differentiation (OR = 2. 237,95% CI ;1. 427 —
3.938),lymph node metastasis (OR =2. 821,95%CI:1. 607 —4. 951), Hb/RDW<{8. 16 (OR =3. 540,95%
CI:2.001—6.261) were risk factors for chemotherapy sensitivity in cases with OSCC (P <C0. 05). The 3-year
survival rate of OSCC cases in the high Hb/RDW group was 74. 67% (56/75) and that in the low Hb/RDW
group was 58. 67% (44/75) , There was a statistically significant difference in the 3-year survival rate between
two groups(X*=4.320,P =0. 038). Conclusion

lated to the sensitivity and prognosis of patients with chemotherapy,which is expected to be a potential mark-

Hb/RDW is low expression in patients with OSCC,and is re-

er for predicting the sensitivity and prognosis of OSCC.
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