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Abstract

Objective: To assess the utility of aminotransferase-platelet ratio index (APRI) score in

prognosticating post-surgical outcomes in cholangiocarcinoma patients.

Methods. 152 cholangiocarcinoma patients at the Mayo Clinic that underwent surgical resection
were retrospectively analyzed. Statistical analyses were done to determine the relationship
between APRI score and demographic factors, laboratory values, pathological features, and

outcomes data.

Results: No relationship between APRI score and demographic factors was identified. There was
a correlation between APRI score and AL T, albumin, and bilirubin, but the remaining laboratory
parameters showed no correlation. APRI score did not prove to be useful as a prognostic tool as
it did not correlate with tumor pathology features and did not correlate with post-surgical

recurrence and mortality.

Conclusion: We found that APRI score was not a prognostic tool for post-surgical outcomes in

cholangiocarcinoma patients.
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I ntroduction

Cholangiocarcinoma is the second most common primary liver cancer. Tumors can arise
at different sites (intrahepatic, extrahepatic, perihilar), from different cells of origin, and are
genomically and histologically heterogeneous.” ? The pathogenesis of cholangiocarcinomais felt
to largely be driven by chronic inflammation, and cholestasis which subsequently results in
cellular proliferation, genetic and epigenetic changes, and eventually carcinoma.® Conditions that
increase inflammation like hepatitis B, hepatitis C, liver cirrhosi's, primary sclerosing cholangitis
(PSC), non-alcoholic fatty liver disease (NAFLD), non-alcoholic steatohepatitis (NASH) and

liver flukes are well known risk factors for cholangiocarcinoma.® °

As with many malignancies, treatment options for cholangiocarcinoma include surgical
resection, chemotherapy, targeted therapies, immunotherapy, and radiation therapy, with
surgery/transplant being the only curative option.? * However, surgical resection outcomes still
leave much to be desired. Five-year survival rates remain around 20-40%.% * ™ Liver transplant
is only an option with selected cases of perihilar disease or early intrahepatic disease and can
achieve five-year survival rates of around 65-70%.% * Factors that are related to 5-year
mortality/survival include lymph node status, margins status, histological grade, vascular
invasion, and tumor size® > " ® However, these prognostic indicators are only known after
surgical resection. Unfortunately, although the utility of CEA and CA19-9 levels have been
studied, studies have yielded mixed results and there are no definitive pre-operative prognostic
implications.> ° A reliable pre-surgical prognostic indicator for post-resection outcomes could
be extremely valuable in surgical decision making and post-operative prognostic guidance for

these patients.
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Given that the underlying disease processes of cholangiocarcinoma are related to chronic
inflammation of the liver and biliary tree, indicators of liver inflammation and fibrosis could be
useful in assessing cholangiocarcinoma outcomes.®> The APRI score, calculated as the ratio of
serum AST to platelet count, has shown to be a useful marker for liver fibrosis.™ It was first
implemented as a smple, non-invasive indicator of liver fibrosis and cirrhosis in chronic
hepatitis C patients.® However, its utility has subsequently expanded beyond hepatitis C
patients.*! For example, as aresult of its utility as a useful marker for fibrosis, APRI scores have
shown to correlate with post-surgical liver failure and mortality in patients undergoing resection
for hepatocellular carcinoma (HCC) and for mixed HCC-cholangiocarcinoma tumors.™® Given
these findings, we hypothesized that APRI score could potentially be a useful marker for
measuring disease severity and prognosticating disease in cholangiocarcinoma patients.
Therefore, we performed a retrospective analysis of 152 cholangiocarcinoma patients at the
Mayo Clinic who underwent surgical resection to determine whether an array of patient and
tumor characteristics correlated with APRI score and whether pre-operative APRI scores could

be used to predict post-surgical outcomes in cholangiocarcinoma patients.
M ethods
Data Collection

This study entailed a retrospective analysis of 152 patients at the Mayo Clinic who had
cholangiocarcinoma and underwent surgical resection between 2010 and 2020. Patient
demographic data, laboratory parameters prior to surgery, tumor pathology, and outcome data
were obtained. Demographic data included date of age, sex, race, tumor type, and fibrosis

etiology. Laboratory data included CA19-9, albumin, bilirubin, international normalized ratio
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88 (INR), akaline phosphatase, alanine aminotransferase (ALT), aspartate aminotransferase (AST),
89 and Patelet Count. Child Pugh and APRI scores were calculated using the laboratory parameters
90 listed and clinical data for ascites and encephalopathy for Child Pugh score. Pathology data
91 included tumor size, status of vascular and/or perineural invasion, tumor grade, tumor stage,
92 tumor margin status, and margin width. Outcome data included recurrence status, time to
93  recurrence, vital status, and survival from time of surgery. The data was subsequently analyzed
94  to determine if there was a relationship between APRI score and the demographic, laboratory,
95 pathology, and outcome data, respectively. Approval from the Mayo Clinic institutional review

96 board was obtained prior to data collection for this study.
97 Data Analysis

98 The data was analyzed using the SciPy stats package and figures were generated using
99  the MatPlotLib package for Python.** > To determine the relationship between quantitative
100 laboratory, pathology, and outcome data, datapoints for each measure and the associated APRI
101  score were plotted on a scatter plot. Then, using the SciPy stats package, the Pearson correlation
102  coefficient, p-value (with p < 0.05 being considered as statistically significant), line of best fit,

103  and slope were determined.

104 For qualitative demographic and pathology data, box plots were generated to illustrate
105 how APRI score varied in each category. Then, depending on the number of variables, a 2-
106  sample t-test or a onee-way ANOVA test were done using the SciPy package to determine
107  whether APRI score is significantly different among the different variables (p < 0.05 being

108  statistically significant).
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109 During the analysis, if certain data was not available for a particular patient, that patient
110  was excluded from that specific group analysis. For example, if tumor grade was unavailable for
111  apatient, that patient was not included when analyzing the relationship between tumor grade and
112 APRI score. However, that patient was still included in the analysis of the remaining variables.
113  Also, outliers were excluded from the analysis in of the laboratory parameters akaline
114  phosphatase, bilirubin, CA19-9, and INR with 5 times above the median being considered an
115  outlier for alkaline phosphatase, CA19-9, and INR and 30 times above the median being
116  considered an outlier for bilirubin. This led to exclusion of 5 values for akaline phosphatase, 1

117  vauefor bilirubin, 16 values for CA19-9, and 1 value for INR.

118 Reaults

119  Demographic Data and APRI Score

120 In this study, the association between APRI score and age, sex, race, tumor type, and
121 fibrosis etiology were determined. When looking at age, APRI score decreased at a rate of 0.01
122 with each additional year in age (r = -0.19, p = 0.02) (Figure 1A). However, given the small rate

123 of change, thisrelationship between APRI score and age is not clinically significant.

124 When looking at sex, there was no relationship between sex and APRI score. The median
125  APRI score for males was 0.41 and for females was 0.38 with a 2-sample t test p-value of 0.16
126  (Figure 1B) (Table 1). There was also no relationship between race and APRI score. The
127  median APRI score for white patients was 0.40, for African American patients was 0.43, for
128  Asian patients was 0.20, for Hispanic patients was 0.90, and patients in the other category was -

129  0.29 with an ANOVA-test p-value of 0.81 (Figure 1C) (Table 1). It should be noted however
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130 that most of the patients in our study were white, and as such broader conclusions regarding

131 impact of race on APRI score are not feasible from this dataset.

132 When looking at tumor type, 140 out of the 152 patients analyzed had intrahepatic
133  cholangiocarcinoma and had a median APRI score of 0.38 (Figure 1D) (Tablel). The remaining
134  tumor types had no more than 3 patients in each category and thus meaningful conclusions could
135  not be made regarding how tumor type affects APRI score. Regarding fibrosis etiology, the 20
136  patients with inflammatory bowel disease (ulcerative colitis or Crohn’s disease) or primary
137  sclerosing cholangitis had a higher APRI score, with a median APRI score of 0.65, when
138  compared to patients with other or no underlying etiologies. When looking at the remaining
139  etiologies, the 14 patients with hepatitis (alcoholic, nonalcoholic, or vira) or steatosis had a
140 median APRI score of 0.51, the 5 patients with liver cirrhosis or focal nodular hyperplasia had a
141 median APRI score of 0.27, and the 12 patients with other causes of fibrosis had a median APRI
142  scoreof 0.37 (Figure 1E) (Table 1). Most patients analyzed (100 out of 152) had no underlying

143  fibrosis etiology and these patients had a median APRI score of 0.38.

144  Laboratory Data and APRI Score

145 The relationship between APRI score and laboratory parameters including albumin,

146  bilirubin, ALT, alkaline phosphatase, CA19-9, and INR were also determined.

147 After excluding outliers, when assessing the 144 patients with a recorded albumin leve,
148  the APRI score decreased at a rate of 0.35 for every 1 unit increase in Albumin (r = -0.35, p <
149  0.01) (Figure 2A). Among the 145 patients with a recorded bilirubin level, APRI score went up
150 by 0.13 for every 1 unit increase in bilirubin (r = 0.23, p = 0.01) (Figure 2B). For the 129

151  patients with a recorded ALT, we found that APRI score went up by 0.1 for every 10 unit
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152  increase in ALT (r = 0.47, p < 0.01) (Figure 2C). Among the 145 patients with a recorded
153  akaline phosphatase level, there was a 0.18 increase in APRI score for every 100 unit increase in

154  akaline phosphatase (r = 0.41, p < 0.01).

155 A total of 134 patients had a recorded CA19-9 level from which 16 outliers were
156  excluded. From the remaining patients, CA19-9 did not correlate with APRI score in patients (m
157 <0.01, r =0.01, p = 0.90). Smilarly, there was no significant relationship between APRI score
158  and INR among the 148 patients with a recorded INR (m = 0.17, r = 0.06, p = 0.46) (Figure 2D

159  and 2E).

160 We also analyzed the relationship between APRI score with AST and platelet count. As
161 would be expected, there was a strong correlation between AST and APRI (m = 0.013, r = 0.77,
162 p < 0.01) and platelet count and APRI (m = - 0.002, r = -0.46, p < 0.01) (Figure 2F and 2G).
163 These findings provide internal confirmation for validity of the APRI score given that platelet

164  count and AST are components of APRI score determination.

165  Tumor Pathology and APRI Score

166 The relationship between APRI score and tumor grade, N stage, T stage, presence of
167  vascular invasion, presence of perineural invasion, tumor size, margin status, and margin width

168  were also assessed.

169 When looking at tumor grade, the median APRI score for patients with grade G1 or G2
170  was 0.36 and for those G3 or G4 was 0.40 with a 2-sample t-test p = 0.86, meaning there was no
171  relationship between APRI score and grade (Figure 3A). Regarding T stage, T3 and T4 had a
172 dlightly higher median APRI score of 0.52 when compared to the median APRI score for T1 and
173 T2, which was 0.38 (2 sample t-test p = 0.01) (Table 2) (Figure 3B). However, only 19 patients

8
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174  inthe cohort had either T3 or T4 stage compared to the 122 patients with either aT1 or T2 stage.
175 Thus, a larger sample size for T3 and T4 stage would be needed to make more definitive
176 ~ conclusions about the relationship between T stage and APRI score. For N stage, the patient
177 cohort consisted of tumors with either NX, NO or N1. The median APRI score for NX was 0.36,

178  for NO was 0.38, and for N1 was 0.40 (one-way ANOV A p = 0.94) (Figure 3C).

179 APRI score also did not have a relationship with vascular invasion and perineural
180 invason. The median APRI score for patients with vascular invasion was 0.44 and for those
181  without vascular invasion was 0.36 (2-sample t-test p = 0.59) (Figure 3D). Similarly, the median
182  APRI score for patients with perineural invasion was 0.47 and for those without it was 0.36 (2-
183  sample t-test p = 0.14) (Figure 3E). There was also no relationship between margin status and
184  APRI score. 126 out of the 152 patients with a margin status of RO had a median APRI score of
185  0.37 and the 18 patients with a margin status of R1 had an APRI score of 0.53 (2 sample t-test p

186  =0.17). The remaining 8 patients did not have a reported margin status.

187 Pathological tumor size and margin width were also not related to APRI score. Pathology
188 size witham = -0.01, r = 0.12, and p = 0.61 when correlated with APRI score (Figure 4A).
189  Similarly, margin width with am = 0.01, r = 0.12, p = 0.16 when correlated with APRI score

190  (Figure4B).

191  Post-Surgical Outcomes and APRI Score

192 Post-surgical outcomes that were analyzed included post-surgical recurrence and post-
193  surgical death. The corresponding APRI scores were subsequently used to assess whether thereis

194  arelationship with these outcomes.
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195 When looking at tumor recurrence, the median APRI score for patients with recurrent
196  disease within 5 years was 0.39 and the median APRI score for those without recurrence was
197  0.38 (2-samplet-test p = 0.22) (Figure 5A). Among patients with recurrent disease, there was no
198  correlation between days to recurrence and APRI score (m < 0.01, r = 0.05, p = 0.67) (Figure

199  5B).

200 When looking at deceased status, the median APRI score for patients deceased within 5
201 years of surgery was 0.39 and the median APRI score for patients who were not deceased was
202  also 0.39 (2-samplet-test p = 0.39) (Figure 5C). Among patients who were deceased, there was
203  no correlation between days to death and APRI score (m < -0.01, r = -0.04, p = 0.80) (Figure

204  5D).
205 Discussion

206 Given that one of the most common drivers of cholangiocarcinoma pathogenesis is
207  chronic inflammation of the liver and biliary tree, we hypothesized that a marker of liver fibrosis,
208  such as the APRI score, could have been a useful marker for prognosticating post-surgical

209  outcomes.® However, the results of our study illustrate this to not be the case.

210 In our analysis, we found no relationship between an array of demographic factors
211 including age, sex, race, tumor type and APRI score. However, this may be due to the lack of
212 diversity in our patient cohort. This is especialy true for races as most of the patients in our
213 study were white. However, when looking at underlying fibrosis etiologies, patients with IBD or
214  PSC had ahigher APRI score when compared to other etiologies. Thisis likely because IBD and
215  PSC areinflammatory processes leading to increased liver fibrosis and thus a higher APRI score.

216  However, it should be noted that only 26 out of the 152 patient we analyzed had an IBD or PSC

10
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217  and so no meaningful conclusons can be made due to the limited sample size. We did find a
218  relationship between laboratory parameters including ALT, bilirubin, and alkaline phosphatase
219 and APRI score. However, although these findings may suggest a relationship between APRI
220  score and liver function/inflammation, it does not make the case for its use as a prognostic tool in

221 cholangiocarcinoma patients.

222 We ascertained that APRI score did not correlate with tumor pathology and post-surgical
223 outcomes. We found no relationship between APRI score and tumor grade, stage, presence of
224  vascular invasion, and presence of perineural invasion—all characteristics that have shown to be
225  related to patient outcomes.® > " Moreover, we aso found that APRI score was not related to
226 post-surgical disease recurrence nor mortality. There can be several reasons for this discrepancy.
227  Although chronic inflammation is thought to be a potential underlying driver of the development
228  of cholangiocarcinoma, it may not be the sole driver of disease.® *° Other factors, like genetic,
229  epigenetic, and aberrant signaling pathways may play a larger role disease pathogenesis
230  compared to chronic inflanmation.’ Thus, if chronic inflammation is not the primary driver of
231  disease, then measures like APRI score would not be effective in prognosticating disease, as we

232 havenoted in our study.

233 However, this understanding of the pathogenesis of cholangiocarcinoma does not rule out
234  theutility of APRI scorein other settings as has been shown in prior studies. Rather, APRI score
235 may still be useful in patients with underlying inflammatory etiologies of cholangiocarcinoma,
236 like PSC, hepatitis virus, and liver cirrhosis, especialy given that we found IBD and PSC
237  patients to have higher APRI scores when compared to other groups in our cohort. Moreover,
238  this has also been found to be the case in studies looking at the utility of APRI score in
239  prognosticating hepatocellular carcinoma.’” A study conducted by Mai et al showed that a

11
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240 combination of aminotransferase-platelet ratio index (APRI) and albumin-bilirubin (ALBI)
241  scores correlated with post-surgical liver failure in patients with hepatitis B virus related
242 hepatocellular carcinoma.’’ This would make sense given that APRI score has shown to be a
243 marker for liver fibrosis and since HBV mediated HCC is largely driven by inflammation, more

244  severefibrosis should relate to worse outcomes.

245 Epidemiologic factors also play a role when assessing the utility of APRI score. In Asian
246  countries, like China and South Korea, inflammatory etiologies of cholangiocarcinoma are more
247  prevalent due to the higher incidence of liver flukes, parasites, and HBV/HCV.'® On the other
248  hand, in Western countries, the prevalence of these inflammatory etiologies is much lower.'®
249  Since our study was conducted among patients in the United States, APRI score did not prove
250  useful as a prognostic tool as most patients did not have underlying inflammatory etiologies.
251  However, if the utility of APRI score was assessed among patients in high-risk regions where

252 inflammatory etiologies are more common, then APRI score may have proven useful.

253 Our study did have some limitations. This study was a retrospective anaysis and
254  therefore is associated with weaknesses related to such studies. This study was a single center
255  study and as such population bias and referral bias would be factors that would be associated
256 with this effort. Moreover, although we were able to discern underlying etiologies of disease in
257 some patients, most patients in our cohort had no identifiable underlying etiology of their
258  cholangiocarcinoma as the etiology of many cases are multifactorial and not readily discernable.
259  Thus, we were unable to make meaningful conclusions regarding the relationship of APRI score
260  on outcomes among the different subgroups of etiologies for cholangiocarcinoma in this study.
261  Future studies could look at the utility of APRI score in prognosticating disease in patients

262 within these subgroups.

12
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Conclusion

In conclusion, we found that APRI score was not useful to prognosticate post-surgical
outcomes in cholangiocarcinoma. These findings were contrary to our initial hypothesis that
chronic inflammation could be a key driver of outcomes in cholangiocarcinoma pathogenesis.’
However, these findings suggest that the pathogenesis of cholangiocarcinoma cannot be
explained by chronic inflammation alone. Rather, a combination of factors like genetic,

epigenetic, and epidemiological factors may all influence the pathogenesis of disease.™
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Table 1. Sex, Race, Tumor Type, Fibrosis Etiology, and relationship to APRI score

Demographic

Sex

Race

Tumor Type

Fibrosis
Etiologies

Male

(n=70)

Female

(n=81)

White

(n=138)

African American

(n=2)

Asian

(n=4)

Hispanic

(n=1)

Other

(n=6)

Intrahepatic

n =140

Extrahepatic

n=1

Perihilar

n=8

Not Specified

n=3

Chron’s, Ulcerative Colitis, and PSC
n = 20 (confirm)

Hepatitis (alcoholic, nonalcohalic,
and viral)/Steatosis

n=14

Liver Cirrhosis and Focal Nodular

Mean
APRI
0.64
0.52
0.58
0.20
0.42
0.87
0.57
0.52
2.32
111
1.24

0.83

0.71

0.48

Median
APRI
041
0.38
0.39
0.20
0.43
0.87
0.29
0.38
2.32
1.03
0.47

0.65

051

0.27

95% Confidence Statistical Test (2 sample t-

Interval
0.50-0.78

0.41-0.62

0.49-0.67

0.18-0.22

0.20-0.65

-0.006-1.147

0.44-0.59

0.54-1.70

-0.12-2.59

0.54-1.12

041-1.01

0.22-0.74

test or ANOVA)
2 samplet-test
p=0.16

ANOVA
p=0.81

ANOVA
p=0.16

ANOVA
p=0.04
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Hyperplasia
n=>5
Other* 0.75 0.37 0.23-1.27
n=12
No Etiology Identified 0.48 0.38 0.40-0.56
n =100
321
322  Legend: *Other: includes Chronic Inflammation, Hemochromatosis, iron overload, radiation, biliary impairment, pancreatic

323  pathologies, cholecystitis, alpha-1-antitrypsin, CREST, Ehrlichiosis.
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Table2: Tumor pathology and relationship to APRI score

Tumor Pathology Metric

Grade

T Stage

N Stage

Vascular Invasion

Perineural
Invasion

Margin Status

G1+G2
(n=94)
G3+G4
(n=47)
T1+T2
(n=122)
T3+T4
(n=19)
NX
(n=27)
NO
(n=78)
N1
(n=37)
Yes
(n=40)
No
(n=106)
Yes
(n=230)
No
(n=189)
RO

n =126
R1
n=18
Not
Specified

Mean APRI

0.51

0.59

0.51

0.82

0.54

0.56

0.53

0.58

0.53

0.68

0.50

0.52

0.70

1.15

Median APRI

0.36

0.40

0.38

0.52

0.36

0.38

0.40

0.44

0.36

0.47

0.36

0.37

0.53

1.08

95%
Interval
0.41-0.60
0.43-0.75
0.43-0.59
0.49-1.15
0.32-0.75
0.44-0.68
0.40-0.66
0.44-0.71
0.43-0.63
0.47-0.88
0.40-0.60
0.43-0.60

0.42-0.98

0.68-1.63

2 samplet-test
p =0.86

2 samplet-test
p=0.01

ANOVA
p=09

2 samplet-test
p=0.59

2 sample t-test
p=0.14

ROvsR1
2 sample t-test
p=0.17

Confidence Statistical Test (2 samplet-test or ANOVA)
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341

342  Figurel: Clinical Characteristicsand correlation with APRI score

343 A Age vs. APRI (m=-0.01, r=-0.19, p=0.07, n=151} B Se¥ s, APRI (Ftest p = DL16) C Race vs. APRI (ANOVA Test p = (LB06 156741 40556849)
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351

352  Figure 1: Legend: (A) Scatter plot with line of best fit illustrating relationship between Age and APRI Score. (B) Boxplot

353 illustrating variations in APRI score between sex (males vs. females). (C) Boxplot illustrating variations in APRI score in
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relation to Race. (D) Boxplot illustrating variations in APRI score among various tumor types. (E) Boxplot illustrating

variation in APRI score among variousfibross etiologies.

Figure 2: Laboratory Valuesand correlation with APRI Score
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Figure 2. Legend: (A) Albumin. (B) Bilirubin. (C) Alkaline Phosphatase. (D) CA19-9 (E) INR. (F) AST. (G) Platelet count.

Figure 3: Tumor Grade, Stage, Vascular Invasion, and Perineural Invasion related to APRI Score
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Figure 3. Legend: (A) Grade. (B) T Stage. (C) N Stage. (D) Vascular Invasion. (E) Perineural Invasion.

Figure 4: Pathology Size and Margin Width related to APRI Score
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Figure 5: Post-resection Tumor Recurrence, Death, and APRI Score
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Figure5. Legend: (A) Recurrence Status. (B) Daysto Recurrence. (C) Deceased Status. (D) Daysto Death
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