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Abstract: Background/Objectives: Acute pancreatitis (AP) is characterized by pancreatic gland
inflammation, and its clinical course ranges from mild to severe. Predicting the severity of AP early
and reliably is important. In this study, we investigate the potential use of the Controlling Nutritional
Status (CONUT) score as a prognostic marker in acute pancreatitis. Methods: We examined 336
patients who had been hospitalized with an AP diagnosis in the internal medicine clinic. The patients
included in the study were followed up for 5 years. The study analyzed the specific variables of age,
gender, and AP etiology as recorded biochemical parameters for all study participants and calculated
the effects of age, sex, Bedside Index of Severity in AP (BISAP), the revised Atlanta classification, and
the CONUT score on mortality. Results: When compared with surviving patients, non-surviving
patients had higher scores for BISAP, CONUT, and the Atlanta Classification (p < 0.001). In the
non-surviving group, hemoglobin, lymphocyte, and albumin levels were significantly lower and
creatinine, uric acid, and procalcitonin levels were significantly higher compared to the surviving
group (p < 0.001, 0.003, <0.001, <0.001, 0.005, <0.001, respectively). The multivariate analysis showed
a significant association of mortality with age, CONUT, and BISAP scores (p < 0.003, 0.001, 0.012
respectively). The CONUT score was separated into two groups based on the median value. The
predicted survival time in the group with a CONUT score > 2 (53.8 months) was significantly lower
than in the group with a CONUT score < 2 (63.8 months). The cumulative incidence of all-cause
mortality was significantly higher in the patients with higher CONUT scores. Conclusions: This
study has assigned the CONUT score as an independent risk factor for mortality in AP.

Keywords: CONUT score; prognostic value; mortality; acute pancreatitis

1. Introduction

Acute pancreatitis (AP) is characterized by pancreatic gland inflammation. Its clin-
ical course ranges from mild to severe, and its incidence is gradually increasing. AP is
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a condition characterized by elevated pancreatic enzymes in the blood and urine as lab-
oratory findings and as abdominal pain on physical examination. The etiology of AP is
multifactorial, with gallstones and alcohol being the most common causes. Its etiology
also includes hypertriglyceridemia, hypercalcemia, infection, trauma, and autoimmune
diseases [1,2]. Acute pancreatitis may progress with recurrent attacks. This condition can
cause permanent damage to the pancreas, resulting in chronic pancreatitis or pancreatic
insufficiency [3,4]. Although no specific treatment exists for acute pancreatitis, its course
can be fatal or morbid.

Predicting the severity of AP early and reliably is important [5]. Many multifactorial
scoring systems have been developed since the 1979s to predict the severity and prognosis
of AP. The Bedside Index for Severity in Acute Pancreatitis (BISAP) scoring system is
applied within the first 24 h after admission and evaluates five parameters (blood urea
nitrogen [BUN], mental status impairment, systemic inflammatory response syndrome
[SIRS], age, and pleural effusion), each worth one point [6]. The most important feature
of the BISAP scoring system is its early and easy applicability. According to the revised
Atlanta Classification, patients with AP are considered to have mild AP if no organ failure
and no local or systemic complications have occurred. Those with transient organ failure
and/or local or systemic complications that resolve within 48 h are considered to have
moderate AP, while those with ongoing organ failure that does not resolve within 48 h are
considered to have severe AP [7].

Nutritional support for patients with acute pancreatitis varies in accordance with the
disease severity. Mild and moderate pancreatitis has little impact on nutritional status and
metabolism. These patients can generally return to their normal nutrition within 3-7 days.
In severe AP, a negative nitrogen balance may occur due to a protein energy deficit and
increased protein catabolism [8,9]. This may adversely affect the patient’s nutritional status
and disease progression. Studies have shown that patients with a negative nitrogen balance
have mortality rates 10 times higher than those with a normal nitrogen balance [10,11].

Recently, inflammatory and nutritional status markers measured using parameters,
such as the Controlled Nutritional Status (CONUT) score, have been shown to be successful
in predicting poor prognosis in various diseases [12,13]. These inflammatory and nutritional
status parameters are based on serum and/or peripheral blood counts and are easily
measured in daily clinical practice [14,15].

In this study, we investigate the potential use of the CONUT score as a prognostic
marker in AP.

2. Materials and Methods
2.1. Patients

A total of 456 patients diagnosed with acute pancreatitis (AP) were included. The
inclusion criteria required patients to meet at least two of the three diagnostic criteria for
AP: abdominal pain, serum lipase or amylase levels at least three times the upper normal
limit, and characteristic imaging findings. Exclusion criteria included patients under 18
(number of cases = 2), pregnant women (number of cases = 1), patients with delayed
hospital admission (>24 h) (number of cases = 10), those with solid or hematological
malignancies (number of cases = 10), readmissions (number of cases = 69), cases with
insufficient data (number of cases = 12), and those diagnosed with chronic pancreatitis
(number of cases = 16). The patients were followed for an average of 34 months (range:
0-66 months). Patients for whom primary endpoints and all-cause mortalities apart from
unnatural deaths (e.g., accident, suicide, murder) fell within the five-year follow-up period
were also excluded. The patients’ post-discharge mortality data were obtained. Patients’
demographic information, past medical history, mortality data, and laboratory examination
were taken for the study from the electronic hospital management system dispensing
records and databases of the Haseki Training and Research Hospital.
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2.2. Ethical Aspects

This study was conducted with the approval of the local Ethics Committee of the
Haseki Training and Research Hospital, University of Health Sciences, Istanbul, Turkey
(Approval No. 66-2023-Approval Date 23 March 2023), in accordance with the principles of
the Declaration of Helsinki and good clinical practice guidelines.. Informed consent was
obtained from all patients during hospitalization. Data on patient demographics, medical
history, laboratory results, and follow-up information were collected from the hospital’s
electronic management system and the Turkish National Mortality Registry.

2.3. Study Outcome

The primary outcome was to evaluate the prognostic value of the Controlling Nu-
tritional Status (CONUT) score in predicting mortality in patients with AP. Secondary
outcomes included comparing the CONUT score with the Bedside Index for Severity in
Acute Pancreatitis (BISAP) score and the Revised Atlanta Classification.

2.4. Study Design

This retrospective cohort study analyzed patients hospitalized with an AP diagnosis
from 1 January 2018 to 1 January 2023. All patients were assessed using CONUT, BISAP,
and Revised Atlanta Classification scores. Laboratory parameters, including hemoglobin,
white blood cell count, neutrophils, lymphocytes, creatinine, uric acid, glucose, AST, ALT,
triglycerides, cholesterol, albumin, and procalcitonin levels, as well as age, gender, and AP
etiology, were recorded. Blood samples were taken after a 12 h fasting period on the first
day of hospitalization. All patients performed a zero diet after hospitalization and returned
to their normal nutrition in 3-7 days. BISAP scores were calculated for all participants, and
each criterion was worth one point: BUN > 25 mg/dL (8.92 mmol/L), impaired mental
status (defined as disorientation, lethargy, somnolence, coma, or stupor), >2 SIRS criterion,
age > 60 years, pleural effusion present). The patients were evaluated according to the
Revised Atlanta Classification for AP, after which the severity of AP was determined [7,16].
Mild acute pancreatitis is characterized by the absence of organ failure and the presence
of few or no local or systemic complications. Moderately severe acute pancreatitis is
characterized by transient organ failure, which typically resolves within 48 h, and/or local
or systemic complications without persistent organ failure (>48 h). Severe acute pancreatitis
is characterized by persistent organ failure that may involve one or multiple organs. Local
complications of acute pancreatitis include acute peripancreatic fluid collection, pancreatic
pseudocyst, acute necrotic collection, and walled-off necrosis. Organ failure is defined as
a score of two or more for any one of three organ systems (respiratory, cardiovascular, or
renal) using the modified Marshall scoring system. Systemic complications were identified
using the definition of exacerbation of existing chronic diseases due to AP as defined in the
Revised Atlanta Classification. CONUT scores were formulated for all participants as the
sum of the scores based on the serum albumin (0, 2, 4, 6), total cholesterol concentration,
and total lymphocyte count (0, 1, 2, or 3 for each) and classified as normal, mild, moderate,
or severe for the respective scores of 0-1, 2—4, 5-8, and 9-12. The effects of age, sex, BISAP
score, Atlanta Classification, CONUT score, and biochemical parameters were compared
over the surviving and non-surviving groups.

2.5. Follow-Up

Patients were followed for a mean of 34 months, with the minimum follow-up being
0 months and the maximum being 66 months. Post-discharge mortality data were ob-
tained from the hospital data processing system and verified through the Turkish National
Mortality Registry.

2.6. Radiological Evaluation

Abdominal CT scans were performed using a 64-detector Philips CT device (Brilliance,
Philips Medical Systems, Cleveland, OH, USA). Abdominal CT scans were conducted
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according to the routine intravenous contrast-enhanced protocol, which includes upper
abdominal CT without axial contrast and whole abdominal CT taken in the portal venous
phase at 60 s. Abdominal ultrasonography was performed as the first assessment for all
study patients with acute pancreatitis, followed by abdominal CT. The abdominal CT was
performed 6-72 h after the patients were admitted to the hospital. Abdominal CT images
were reviewed retrospectively and obtained from pre-contrast axial sections using the
INFINITT PACS version 3.0.11.4 (INFINITT Healthcare Co. Ltd., Seoul, Republic of Korea)
by two expert radiologists with five years of experience. The radiologists were blinded to
the patients’ clinical data. Attenuation measurements of the pancreas at the caput, corpus,
and cauda were recorded.

2.7. Statistical Analysis

Means, standard deviations, medians, minima, and maxima values, frequencies, and
percentages were used for the descriptive statistics. The distributions of the variables
were checked using the Kolmogorov-Smirnov test. The independent samples ¢-test and
Mann-Whitney U test were used to compare the quantitative data. The chi-squared test
was used to compare the qualitative data. Receiver operating characteristic (ROC) analysis
was used to show the effect level. The effect level was also investigated using univariate
and multivariate logistic regressions. The Kaplan—Meier estimator was used regarding the
survival analysis. SPSS 28.0 was used for the statistical analyses.

3. Results

We retrospectively analyzed a total of 336 patients. Table 1 shows the patients” baseline
characteristics. The age, CONUT score, Atlanta Classification, and BISAP score were
significantly higher in the non-surviving group than in the surviving group (p < 0.001). In
the non-surviving group, hemoglobin, lymphocyte, and albumin levels were significantly
lower and creatinine, uric acid, and procalcitonin levels were significantly higher compared
to the surviving group (Table 1). With regard to the AP etiologies, 127 were biliary, 19 were
alcoholism, 28 were hypertriglyceridemia, 8 were autoimmune, 4 were viral infections, and
149 were other etiological factors (e.g., post ERCP, drugs; see Table 2).

Table 1. Patients’ baseline characteristics.

Survival Non-Survival p Value
Gender Females, 1 (%) 150 (50.3%) 14 (36.8%) 0117
Males, 11 (%) 148 (49.7%) 24 (63.2%) :
Age (year) 51.5(39-63.3) 2 73 (23-91) 2 <0.001
CONUT Score 2(1.0-3.3) 2 4(3.0-6.3) <0.001
Atlanta Classification: Mild 251 (84.2%) 21 (55.3%) 0.001
Moderate-Severe 47 (15.8%) 17 (44.7%) <0
BISAP 0 147 (49.3%) 3(7.9%)
1 99 (33.2%) 11 (28.9%)
2 32 (10.7%) 9 (23.7%) <0.001
3 14 (4.7%) 9 (23.7%)
4 6 (2.0%) 6 (15.8%)
Hemoglobin (g/dL) 12.8 (11.6-14.0) @ 11.7 (9.9-12.7) 2 0.001
White blood cell (x10°/L) 9.4 (7-12)2 10.6 (7.2-14.8) @ 0.211
Neutrophil (x 10%/L) 6.8 (4.3-94)2 8 (4.5-12.7)2 0.116
Lymphocyte (x10°/L) 1.6 (1.19-2.09) @ 1.3 (0.76-1.78) @ 0.003
Creatinine (mg/dL) 0.7 (0.58-0.82) @ 1(0.7-1.75) 2 <0.001
Uric Acid (mg/dL) 44 (3.6-5.5)2 5.7 (4.1-6.6) @ 0.005
Glucose (mg/dL) 106 (89-145) @ 127.5(91.3-173) @ 0.083




J. Clin. Med. 2024, 13, 3416 5 of 10
Table 1. Cont.

Survival Non-Survival p Value
AST (U/L) 26.5 (17-81.5) 2 37.5(24.8-93.3) 2 0.170
ALT (U/L) 30.5 (15-121.3) 2 33(19.5-80.5) 2 0.950
Triglyceride (mg/dL) 112 (75-179.5) @ 102 (74-150) @ 0.407
Cholesterol (mg/dL) 167 (135-201) 2 175 (134.5-206) @ 0.869

Albumin (g/dL) 37 (33-39) 2 31(12.5-35.5) 2 <0.001

Procalcitonin (ug/L) 0.1 (0.1-0.6) @ 0.6 (0.3-1.6) @ <0.001

Note: Statistical significance is shown in bold-faced type (p < 0.05). #: Median (25th-75th percentile). Abbreviations:
CONUT= Controlling Nutritional Status; BISAP = Bedside Index for Severity in Acute Pancreatitis; AST = aspartate
transferase; ALT = alanine aminotransferase.

Table 2. Etiology of acute pancreatitis.

Disease Number
Alcoholism 19 (5.6%)
Gallstone 127 (37.7%)
Hypertriglyceridemia 28 (8.3%)
Hypercalcemia 1 (0.2%)
Autoimmune 8 (2.4%)
Viral Infections 4 (1.2%)
Other (post ERCP, drugs, etc.) 149 (44.8%)

Abbreviations: ERCP = Endoscopic retrograde cholangiopancreatography.

The univariate analysis associated mortality with the age, CONUT score, Atlanta
Classification, BISAP score, and hemoglobin, lymphocyte, creatinine, and albumin levels.
The multivariate analysis showed a significant association of mortality with the CONUT
score, BISAP score, and age (Table 3), with a higher CONUT score, BISAP score, and age
showing a very close relationship in terms of mortality risk in AP patients (age: M = 1.045,
95% CI[1.015, 1.076], p = 0.003; CONUT score: M = 1.344, 95% CI [1.131, 1.598], p = 0.001;
BISAP score: M = 1.622, 95% CI [1.114, 2.363], p = 0.012).

Table 3. Univariate and multivariate analysis of the variables associated with mortality.

Univariate Model Multivariate Model
M 950/0 CI p M 950/0 CI p

Age 1.077 1.050 — 1.105 0.000 1.045 1.015 — 1.076  0.003

CONUT Score 1.541 1.324 — 1.794 0.000 1.344 1.131 — 1.598 0.001
Atlanta Score 4.323 2.123 — 8.805 0.000

BISAP 2.584 1.917 — 3.483 0.000 1.622 1.114 — 2.363  0.012
HGB 0.762 0.638 — 0.910 0.003
Lymphocyte 0.446 0.251 — 0.792 0.006
Creatinine 1.537 1.179 — 2.004 0.002
Albumin 0.968 0.946 — 0.990 0.005
Procalcitonin 1.029 0.988 - 1.070 0.167

Note: Statistical significance is shown in bold-faced type (p < 0.05). Abbreviations: CONUT = Controlling
Nutritional Status; BISAP = Bedside Index for Severity in Acute Pancreatitis; HGB = hemoglobin.

A ROC curve was drawn among the CONUT score, BISAP score, and Atlanta Classifi-
cation as shown in Figure 1. The area under the curve (AUC) for the CONUT score was
0.762 (95% CI [0.685, 0.840]). The AUC for the BISAP score was 0.801 (95% CI [0.728, 0.875]).
The AUC for the Atlanta Classification was 0.645 (95% CI [0.543, 0.747]).
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Figure 1. ROC curve for CONUT scores, Atlanta classifications, and BISAP scores based on mortality.
Negative predictive value (NPV) and positive predictive value (PPV) for varying prevalence values.
The NPV and PPV were calculated, based on the observed sensitivity and specificity in the blinded
validation set, for varying prevalence values. Red line: the entire validation set for BISAP scores
(sensitivity: 92.1%, specificity: 84.2%), calculated NPV: 98.8%; calculated PPV: 42.7%. Orange line:
the entire validation set for CONUT scores (sensitivity: 81.6%, specificity: 61.1%), calculated NPV:
96.3%,; calculated PPV: 21.1%. Blue line: the entire validation set for Atlanta scores (sensitivity: 44.7%,
specificity: 50.3%), calculated NPV: 87.7%; calculated PPV: 10.3%.

The CONUT scores were divided into two groups according to the median value.
Kaplan-Meier curves illustrate the incidence of all-cause death categorized based on
CONUT < 2 and CONUT > 2 in AP patients. The predicted survival time in the group
with CONUT scores > 2 (53.8 months) was significantly lower (p < 0.05) than in the group
with CONUT scores < 2 (63.8 months). The cumulative incidence of all-cause mortality
was significantly higher in the patients with higher CONUT scores (Figure 2).
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Figure 2. Kaplan-Meier survival plots compared using the log-rank test (p < 0.0001).

4. Discussion

In this study, we have investigated the utility and predictive power of the CONUT
score for evaluating mortality in AP patients. We showed CONUT scores to be significantly
higher in patients from the non-surviving group. Moreover, a higher CONUT score was an
independent risk factor for mortality in AP patients.

Few studies have been conducted on the relationship between the CONUT score and
mortality in AP patients. Lvyuan Shi et al. found the CONUT score to be an independent
predictor of short-term prognosis in patients with severe AP [17,18]. In our current study,
the CONUT score was related to mortality in AP patients. Liu C et al. assigned the CONUT
score as a predictive marker of in-hospital mortality in older patients [19]. Unlike other
studies, we found a CONUT score greater than 2 to be an independent predictor of mortality
in young patients.

The Atlanta Classification and BISAP score have long been used safely to determine
the prognosis of AP. The BISAP score and Atlanta Classification are based on a variety of
patient clinical findings, while the CONUT score is based on serum albumin levels, the
total cholesterol (TC) concentration, and total lymphocyte count (TLC) [20]. CONUT is
a nutrition-related tool that is easy, low cost, and simple to evaluate; it is also calculated
using objective parameters. Recent studies have determined the three components of the
CONUT score that are associated with prognosis and mortality [20,21].

Low serum albumin levels are known to be associated with increased mortality in
hospitalized patients. As a component of the CONUT score, serum albumin levels are
an important determinant of mortality and in-hospital complications in hospitalized pa-
tients [22]. Two main mechanisms are said to be associated with serum albumin levels
and increased mortality. First, albumin exhibits structurally specific antioxidant properties,
and hypoalbuminemia can accordingly cause cellular oxidative damage and apoptosis [23].
Second, serum albumin levels provide information about the status of systemic protein
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metabolism and inflammation [24]. Although whether or not serum albumin levels directly
specify malnutrition is unclear, studies have shown low serum albumin levels to serve as
a marker of inflammation associated with the nutritional status and risk of developing
mortality [25]. In our study, low serum albumin levels were related to high mortality, which
is consistent with the literature.

Total cholesterol (TC) is one of the constituent parameters of the CONUT score. Studies
have shown low TC to be associated with a higher risk of death in patients. Low TC levels
represent a poor nutritional status and increased inflammation in inpatients [26,27].

The last parameter of the CONUT score is the total lymphocyte count (TLC). Low TLC
levels are also known to be associated with a reduced immune status and inflammatory
state and are also known to be associated with higher mortality in inpatients and to be
a prognostic indicator [28]. A similar study concluded a TLC less than 0.8 G/L to be
associated with an increased risk of death, readmission, and length of stay in hospitalized
patients [29]. This study similarly found that CONUT score, as a combination of these three
parameters, to be a good marker for predicting mortality.

Recent studies have determined the CONUT score to have a predictive effect on mor-
tality in various diseases This study found the CONUT score to be effective in determining
mortality in AP patients. Additionally, our study found the CONUT score to be as effective
as BISAP scores and the Atlanta Classification in predicting mortality.

This study has several strengths. To our knowledge, it is the first to investigate
the short- and long-term prognostic value of the CONUT score in hospitalized patients
with a diagnosis of AP in comparison to the BISAP score and Atlanta Classification. The
significance of the CONUT score at admission is an important finding that helps clinicians
identify patients who are at an increased risk of mortality and who may benefit from
interventions, such as early nutritional support.

Research on this subject is quite new and limited. When evaluating the literature,
studies were observed to involve chronic diseases and malignancies. The feature that
distinguishes our study from others is the high number of cases and long follow-up period.

Our study has some limitations. First, our study is retrospective and it was performed
in a single center. Secondly, a limited number of hematological and biochemical markers
have been studied, which may limit the implications of the findings.

5. Conclusions

Our study indicates the clinical importance of the CONUT score as a novel marker
for predicting mortality in AP patients. We found the CONUT score to be an independent
risk factor for mortality, similar to the BISAP score and Atlanta Classification. The CONUT
score has been identified as a novel prognostic marker for all-cause mortality in AP and
may serve as a helpful, inexpensive, and noninvasive prognostic mortality marker for AP
patients. Further studies are needed to confirm our findings.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization: H.E.A.; Methodology: E.K.; Software: H.E.A.; Validation:
E.H.; Formal analysis: M.B.; Investigation: E.C.O. and H.O.; Resources: B.C.T, E.H. and E.K.; Data
curation: A.O.U.; Writing (original draft preparation): ET., S.A. and O.Y.; Writing (review and
editing): A.CK,, 0O.Y. and A.O.U.; Visualization: S.A Supervision: A.C.K.; Project administration:
B.C.T. and ET,; Funding acquisition: N.K. All authors have read and agreed to the published version
of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Institutional Review Board Statement: The study was conducted according to the guidelines of the
Declaration of Helsinki and was approved on 23 March 2023 by the Research Ethics Committee of
Haseki Training and Research Hospital (Approval No. 66-2023-23 March 2023).

Informed Consent Statement: Informed consent was routinely obtained from each patient during
their hospitalization.



J. Clin. Med. 2024, 13, 3416 9 of 10

Data Availability Statement: While some or all datasets generated and/or analyzed during the
current study are not publicly available, they can be made available from the Ethics Committee of the
Haseki Training and Research Hospital upon reasonable request.

Acknowledgments: We would like to thank the editorial team and the participants who contributed
to our study.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors report no conflicts of interest in this work.

References

1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

Boxhoorn, L.; Voermans, R.P,; Bouwense, S.A.; Bruno, M.].; Verdonk, R.C.; Boermeester, M.A.; van Santvoort, H.C.; Besselink,
M.G. Acute pancreatitis. Lancet 2020, 396, 726-734. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cappell, M.S. Acute pancreatitis: Etiology, clinical presentation, diagnosis, and therapy. Med. Clin. North. Am. 2008, 92, 889-923.
[CrossRef]

Schifer, C.; Tietz, A.B.; Goke, B. Pathophysiology of acute experimental pancreatitis: Lessons from genetically engineered animal
models and new molecular approaches. Digestion 2005, 71, 162-172. [CrossRef]

Mastracci, T.L.; Apte, M.; Amundadottir, L.T.; Alvarsson, A.; Artandi, S.; Bellin, M.D.; Bernal-Mizrachi, E.; Caicedo, A.; Campbell-
Thompson, M.; Cruz-Monserrate, Z.; et al. Integrated Physiology of the Exocrine and Endocrine Compartments in Pancreatic
Diseases: Workshop Proceedings. Pancreas 2022, 51, 1061-1073. [CrossRef]

Cho, J.H.; Kim, T.N.; Chung, H.H.; Kim, K.H. Comparison of scoring systems in predicting the severity of acute pancreatitis.
World . Gastroenterol. 2015, 21, 2387-2394. [CrossRef]

Wu, B.U,; Johannes, R.S.; Sun, X,; Tabak, Y.; Conwell, D.L.; Banks, P.A. The early prediction of mortality in acute pancreatitis: A
large population-based study. Guf 2008, 57, 1698-1703. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Banks, PA.; Bollen, T.L.; Dervenis, C.; Gooszen, H.G.; Johnson, C.D.; Sarr, M.G.; Tsiotos, G.G.; Vege, S.S. Classification of acute
pancreatitis—2012: Revision of the Atlanta classification and definitions by international consensus. Gut 2013, 62, 102-111.
[CrossRef]

Meier, R.; Ockenga, ].; Pertkiewicz, M.; Pap, A.; Milinic, N.; Macfie, J.; DGEM (German Society for Nutritional Medicine); Loser,
C.; Keim, V.; ESPEN (European Society for Parenteral and Enteral Nutrition). ESPEN Guidelines on Enteral Nutrition: Pancreas.
Clin. Nutr. 2006, 25, 275-284. [CrossRef]

Hsieh, PH.; Yang, T.C.; Kang, E.Y.; Lee, P.C.; Luo, ].C.; Huang, Y.H.; Hou, M.C.; Huang, S.P. Impact of nutritional support routes
on mortality in acute pancreatitis: A network meta-analysis of randomized controlled trials. J. Intern. Med. 2024, 295, 759-773.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Jenkins, A.; Shapiro, J. Clinical Guideline Highlights for the Hospitalist: Initial Management of Acute Pancreatitis in the
Hospitalized Adult. J. Hosp. Med. 2019, 14, 764-765. [CrossRef]

Doley, R.P; Yadav, T.D.; Wig, ].D.; Kochhar, R.; Singh, G.; Bharathy, K.G.; Kudari, A.; Gupta, R.; Gupta, V.; Poornachandra, K.S.;
et al. Enteral nutrition in severe acute pancreatitis. JOP 2009, 10, 157-162. [PubMed]

Tokunaga, R.; Sakamoto, Y.; Nakagawa, S.; Miyamoto, Y.; Yoshida, N.; Oki, E.; Watanabe, M.; Baba, H. Prognostic Nutritional
Index Predicts Severe Complications, Recurrence, and Poor Prognosis in Patients with Colorectal Cancer Undergoing Primary
Tumor Resection. Dis. Colon. Rectum 2015, 58, 1048-1057. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Toyokawa, T.; Kubo, N.; Tamura, T.; Sakurai, K.; Amano, R.; Tanaka, H.; Muguruma, K.; Yashiro, M.; Hirakawa, K.; Ohira, M.
The pretreatment Controlling Nutritional Status (CONUT) score is an independent prognostic factor in patients with resectable
thoracic esophageal squamous cell carcinoma: Results from a retrospective study. BMC Cancer 2016, 16, 722. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Toyokawa, T.; Muguruma, K.; Tamura, T.; Sakurai, K.; Amano, R.; Kubo, N.; Tanaka, H.; Yashiro, M.; Hirakawa, K.; Ohira,
M. Comparison of the prognostic impact and combination of preoperative inflammation-based and/or nutritional markers in
patients with stage II gastric cancer. Oncotarget 2018, 9, 29351-29364. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Long, Z.D.; Lu, C.; Xia, X.G.; Chen, B.; Xing, Z.X.; Bie, L.; Zhou, P; Ma, Z.L.; Wang, R. Personal predictive model based on
systemic inflammation markers for estimation of postoperative pancreatic fistula following pancreaticoduodenectomy. World J.
Gastrointest. Surg. 2022, 14, 963-975. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Manizhashvili, Z.; Lomidze, N. The current state of treatment of acute pancreatitis (review). Georgian Med. News 2020, 303, 12-21.
[PubMed]

Shi, L.; Li, P.; Wang, L.; Wan, D.; Wang, D.; Yan, X.; He, M.; Zhang, Z. CONUT score is associated with short-term prognosis in
patients with severe acute pancreatitis: A propensity score matching cohort study. Front. Nutr. 2023, 10, 1115026. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Akkuzu, M.Z.; Altintas, E.; Yaras, S.; Sezgin, O.; Ates, F; Ucbilek, E.; Ozdogan, O. Controlling Nutritional Status (CONUT) Score
and Prognostic Nutritional Index (PNI) Are Good Candidates for Prognostic Markers for Acute Pancreatitis. Medicina 2023, 59, 70.
[CrossRef] [PubMed]

Liu, C.; Zhu, M,; Yang, X.; Cui, H.; Li, Z.; Wei, J. Controlling Nutritional Status Score as a Predictive Marker of In-hospital
Mortality in Older Adult Patients. Front. Nutr. 2021, 8, 738045. [CrossRef]

Ignacio de Ulibarri, J.; Gonzalez-Madrotio, A.; de Villar, N.G.; Gonzélez, P.; Gonzalez, B.; Mancha, A.; Rodriguez, E; Fernandez,
G. CONUT a tool for controlling nutritional status First validation in a hospital population. Nutr. Hosp. 2005, 20, 38—45.


https://doi.org/10.1016/S0140-6736(20)31310-6
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32891214
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.mcna.2008.04.013
https://doi.org/10.1159/000086138
https://doi.org/10.1097/MPA.0000000000002170
https://doi.org/10.3748/wjg.v21.i8.2387
https://doi.org/10.1136/gut.2008.152702
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18519429
https://doi.org/10.1136/gutjnl-2012-302779
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.clnu.2006.01.019
https://doi.org/10.1111/joim.13782
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/38561603
https://doi.org/10.12788/jhm.3324
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19287109
https://doi.org/10.1097/DCR.0000000000000458
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26445177
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-016-2696-0
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27599460
https://doi.org/10.18632/oncotarget.25486
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30034622
https://doi.org/10.4240/wjgs.v14.i9.963
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36185559
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32841174
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnut.2023.1115026
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37168054
https://doi.org/10.3390/medicina59010070
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36676694
https://doi.org/10.3389/fnut.2021.738045

J. Clin. Med. 2024, 13, 3416 10 of 10

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

Lo Buglio, A.; Bellanti, F; Capurso, C.; Vendemiale, G. Controlling Nutritional Status (CONUT) Score as a Predictive Marker in
Hospitalized Frail Elderly Patients. J. Pers. Med. 2023, 13, 1119. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Akirov, A.; Masri-Iraqi, H.; Atamna, A.; Shimon, I. Low albumin levels are associated with mortality risk in hospitalized patients.
Am. ]. Med. 2017, 130, 1465-e11. [CrossRef]

Taverna, M.; Marie, A.; Mira, J.; Guidet, B. Specific antioxidant properties of human serum albumin. Ann. Intensive Care 2013, 3, 4.
[CrossRef]

Cabrerizo, S.; Cuadras, D.; Gomez-Busto, F.; Artaza-Artabe, I.; Marin-Ciancas, F.; Malafarina, V.; Gomez-Busto, F. Serum albumin
and health in older people: Review and meta analysis. Maturitas 2015, 81, 17-27. [CrossRef]

Evans, D.C.; Corkins, M.R.; Malone, A.; Miller, S.; Mogensen, K.M.; Guenter, P.; Jensen, G.L.; ASPEN Malnutrition Committee.
The use of visceral proteins as nutrition markers: An ASPEN position paper. Nutr. Clin. Pract. 2021, 36, 22-28. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Prospective Studies Collaboration; Lewington, S.; Whitlock, G.; Clarke, R.; Sherliker, P.; Emberson, J.; Halsey, J.; Qizilbash, N.;
Peto, R.; Collins, R. Blood cholesterol and vascular mortality by age, sex, and blood pressure: A meta-analysis of individual data
from 61 prospective studies with 55,000 vascular deaths. Lancet 2007, 370, 1829-1839.

Mahmoud, N.E; Allam, N.M.; Omara, LL; Fouda, H.A. Efficacy of Siwan Traditional Therapy on Erythrocyte Sedimentation Rate,
Lipid Profile, and Atherogenic Index as Cardiac Risk Factors Related to Rheumatoid Arthritis. Medicina 2023, 59, 54. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Liu, D.;; Huang, Y;; Li, L.; Song, J.; Zhang, L.; Li, W. High neutrophil-to-lymphocyte ratios confer poor prognoses in patients with
small cell lung cancer. BMC Cancer 2017, 17, 882. [CrossRef]

Tojek, K.; Banas, W.; Czerniak, B.; Kowalczyk, G.; Szukay, B.; Korzycka-Wiliiska, W.; Banaszkiewicz, Z.; Budzyriski, J. Total blood
lymphocyte count as a prognostic factor among unselected inpatients. Adv. Med. Sci. 2020, 65, 141-148. [CrossRef]

Disclaimer/Publisher’s Note: The statements, opinions and data contained in all publications are solely those of the individual
author(s) and contributor(s) and not of MDPI and/or the editor(s). MDPI and/or the editor(s) disclaim responsibility for any injury to
people or property resulting from any ideas, methods, instructions or products referred to in the content.


https://doi.org/10.3390/jpm13071119
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/37511732
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.amjmed.2017.07.020
https://doi.org/10.1186/2110-5820-3-4
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.maturitas.2015.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1002/ncp.10588
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/33125793
https://doi.org/10.3390/medicina59010054
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/36676677
https://doi.org/10.1186/s12885-017-3893-1
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.advms.2020.01.001

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Patients 
	Ethical Aspects 
	Study Outcome 
	Study Design 
	Follow-Up 
	Radiological Evaluation 
	Statistical Analysis 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

