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1. This multicenter, retrospective study aimed to assess the value of Controlling Nutritional Status (CONUT) scores in predicting prognosis in patients with lung cancer.
2. The results showed that overall survival was significantly worse in patients with high CONUT scores than those with low CONUT scores.
3. A CONUT-based nomogram was established and could predict prognosis better than TNM staging for predicting OS at 1, 2, and 3 years.
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May be slightly imbalanced: The article presents the information in a generally reliable way, but there are minor points of consideration that could be explored further or claims that are not fully backed by appropriate evidence. Some perspectives may also be omitted, and you are encouraged to use the research topics section to explore the topic further.
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The article is generally trustworthy and reliable as it provides a detailed description of the methods used in the study, including the sample size, data collection methods, and statistical analysis techniques employed. Furthermore, the authors have provided evidence to support their claims by citing relevant studies and providing statistical analyses of their results. However, there are some potential biases that should be noted. For example, the study is retrospective in nature which may lead to selection bias due to the fact that only certain types of patients were included in the study. Additionally, since this is a multicenter study involving multiple hospitals, there may be differences between hospitals in terms of patient care which could affect the results of the study. Finally, since this is a retrospective study it does not provide any insight into possible causes or mechanisms underlying the observed effects which limits its usefulness for making clinical recommendations or decisions.
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