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Abstract

Fifty-one patients with mild (n = 14), moderate (n = 10) and severe traumatic brain injury (n = 27)
received early rehabilitation. Level of consciousness was evaluated using the Glasgow Coma Score.
Functional level was determined using the Glasgow Outcome Score, whilst mobility was evaluated
using the Mobility Scale for Acute Stroke. Activities of daily living were assessed using the Barthel
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Index. Following Bobath neurodevelopmental therapy, the level of consciousness was significantly
improved in patients with moderate and severe traumatic brain injury, but was not greatly influenced
in patients with mild traumatic brain injury. Mobility and functional level were significantly improved
in patients with mild, moderate and severe traumatic brain injury. Gait recovery was more obvious in
patients with mild traumatic brain injury than in patients with moderate and severe traumatic brain
injury. Activities of daily living showed an improvement but this was insignificant except for patients
with severe traumatic brain injury. Nevertheless, complete recovery was not acquired at discharge.
Multiple regression analysis showed that gait and Glasgow Coma Scale scores can be considered
predictors of functional outcomes following traumatic brain injury.

Key Words
brain injury; traumatic brain injury; rehabilitation; early rehabilitation; function; prognosis; Glasgow
Coma Scale; Glasgow Outcome Scale; functional level; neural regeneration

Research Highlights

(1) Mild, moderate or severe traumatic brain injury patients received acute rehabilitation in the
Neurosurgery Department.

(2) An acute rehabilitation program did not result in complete recovery at discharge in all patients
except in one with mild traumatic brain injury.

(3) Level of consciousness and mobility at admission to rehabilitation could be considered as
predictors of functional level at discharge.

Abbreviations
GCS, Glasgow Coma Scale; GOS, Glasgow Outcome Score; Bl: Barthel Index; LOS: length of stay;
MSAS, Mobility Scale for Acute Stroke
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INTRODUCTION

Traumatic brain injury is the most common cause of
death and disability amongst all neurological diseases.
Impairment of an individual’s physical, cognitive, and
psychosocial functioning can cause permanent disability
throughout life, an extreme loss of income earning
potential, and a profound disruption to the family unit™".
Hence, rehabilitation research has become a most
important area of investigation. For such patients,
rehabilitation aims to improve their neurological function,
provide as much patient independence as possible,
prevent complications, and provide an acceptable
environment to the patient’®. Rehabilitation starts in the
intensive care unit and can last a lifetime in some cases.
During the acute period, the purpose is to prevent
complications that may cause later disability. Appropriate
positioning and passive range of motion exercises can
prevent complications like contracture development,
pressure wounds or deep venous thrombosis. During this
period, it is also important to know the outcomes at
discharge for planning further management and services.
Some significant factors have been reported to
contribute to the outcome after traumatic brain injury.
Demographic parameters such as gender, age or clinical
parameters, initial Glasgow Coma Scale (GCS), duration
of coma, posttraumatic amnesia, Glasgow Outcome
Score (GOS) and the degree of disability at discharge,
for example, are considered to be strong predictors in
patients with traumatic brain injury®. Only a few studies
have focused on the prediction of functional level at
discharge in the phase of rehabilitation*®.. In these
studies, patients were not classified according to the
severity of traumatic brain injury. Therefore, this study
was specifically designed to describe the functional
outcomes after acute rehabilitation in patients with mild,
moderate or severe traumatic brain injury, as well as to
determine predictors of effectiveness of acute
rehabilitation on functional outcome at discharge.

RESULTS

Demographic data and clinical features of patients
As shown in Tables 1 and 2, age and gender were similar
among mild, moderate, and severe traumatic brain injury
patients (P > 0.05). Traffic accidents accounted for 71 %
of injuries, 14 % occurred from falls and 16 % for other
reasons. The percentage of traffic accidents in the severe
group was higher. The average length of stay (LOS) in
hospital and LOS in rehabilitation of patients with severe

traumatic brain injury were significantly longer than those
of patients with moderate and mild traumatic brain injury
(P < 0.05; Table 2).

Table 1 Pre-analysis of patient characteristics in relation
to Barthel Index post-rehabilitation

Median dis-
Predictor n (%) charge Barthel Correlation* I
Index (IQR)
Grol Ta]
Severe 27 (53) 25 (0-45) 0.000
Moderate 10 (20) 45 (38.8-56.3)
Mild 14 (27) 80 (55-100)
Gender
Male 40 (78) 45 (6.2-82.5) 0.186
Female 11 (22) 25 (0-55)
Age (year) 51 (100) 0.005 0.974
Injury mechanism
Traffic accidents 36 (71) 40 (0-58.8) 0.155
Falling 7 (14) 45 (0-45.0)
Others 8 (16) 80 (13.8-100)
LOS hospital 51 (100) -0.382  0.006
LOS rehab 51 (100) -0.341 0.014
GCS at hospital 51 (100) 0.691  0.000
admission
Pre-rehabilitation
GCS 51 (100) 0.663  0.000
Sitting up from lying 51 (100) 0.859  0.000
Balanced sitting 51 (100) 0.832 0.000
Gait 51 (100) 0.800 0.000
GOs 51 (100) 0.488  0.000
BI 51 (100) 0.938  0.000

LOS hospital: Length of stay in hospital; LOS rehab: length of stay
in rehabilitation; GCS: Glasgow Coma Scale; GOS: Glasgow
Outcome Scale; IQR: Interquartile Range. “*” indicates Spearman’s
Rank Order Correlation.

Table 2 Clinical and demographic data in patients with
mild, moderate and severe TBI admitted to the rehabilita-
tion program

Mild TBI Moderate TBI Severe TBI

Variable (n=14) (n=10) (n=27) P value

Age (year) 40.4 (17.1) 42.4 (15.8)  41.0 (13.5) 0.949°
Gender (M/F, n) 12/2 8/2 20/7 0.685°

GCS score at 15 (14-15) 10.5(10-12) 7 (5-9) <0.001°
admission

LOS hospital  14.5 25.5 36 <0.001°
(day) (11.8-22.5) (19-32.2) (25-54)

LOS rehab 8.5 (5-19) 15 (12.8-25.5) 23 (10-40) 0.001°
(day)

GCS score pre- 14 (14-15) 10 (9.8-11.0) 6 (5-7) 0.018°
rehabilitation

GOS score pre- 3 (3-4.2)
rehabilitation

3(2-3) 2(2-2) <0.001°

Data are expressed as mean (SD) or median [IQR]. TBI: Traumatic
brain injury; M: male; F: female; GCS: Glasgow Coma Scale; LOS
hospital: length of stay in hospital; LOS rehab: length of stay in
rehabilitation; GOS: Glasgow Outcome Scale. ?0One-way analysis
of variance. °chi-square test; °Kruskal Wallis Test. Age was
expressed as mean (SD).
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Outcome measures of patients

The outcome measures of mild, moderate and severe
traumatic brain injury patients are shown in Table 3. The
GCS scores improved drastically in the severe and
moderate traumatic brain injury groups (P < 0.05) and
the improvement was more significant in the severe
traumatic brain injury group than in the moderate
traumatic brain injury group (P < 0.05). There was no
measurable improvement in GCS of mild traumatic brain
injury patients (P > 0.05).

Barthel Index (BI) score showed a substantial
improvement in all study groups, but this was statistically

important only for severe traumatic brain injury (P < 0.05).

The Mobility Scale for Acute Stroke (MSAS) subscale
(sitting up from lying, balanced sitting and gait subscales)
scores improved dramatically following early
rehabilitation in all study groups (P < 0.05). This recovery
was similar in rolling and sitting activities among the
study groups (P > 0.05). The gait score of the mild
traumatic brain injury group was significantly higher
compared with the moderate and severe traumatic brain
injury groups (P < 0.05).

The GOS also increased significantly in all three groups
(P < 0.05). This improvement was similar in mild,
moderate and severe traumatic brain injury groups (P >
0.05). At discharge, 85% of patients with severe
traumatic brain injury still had a severe disability (Bl < 5;

GOS, 2-3), but the moderate disability level was found
only in four patients (BI, 55-90; GOS, 4). Sixty percent of
patients with moderate traumatic brain injury had a
severe disability, but three patients had moderate
disability (BI, 55-90; GOS, 4) and one patient had mild
disability (Bl > 90; GOS, 5). Seventy-one percent of the
mild traumatic brain injury patients had a moderate
disability (BI, 55-90; GOS, 4), but only four patients had
full independence (BI, 100; GOS, 5).

Predictors of functional level at discharge

The influences of factors identified as significant in
pre-analyses (Table 1) and those analyzed by multiple
regression analysis are shown in Table 4.

The results are presented as adjusted R2 and
coefficients with 95% CI. The expected direction of the 8
coefficient was positive for GCS and gait scores
pre-rehabilitation, meaning that less severe injury and
higher mobility status (gait ability) equated to better
functional level at discharge from rehabilitation. GCS and
gait scores pre-rehabilitation explained 69% of variance
of Bl scores post-rehabilitation. Gait score
pre-rehabilitation had the largest influence on functional
level (8 = 16.173), followed by GCS score (8 = 3.368).
LOS in rehabilitation (8 = 0.068) was included as a
predictor in the model, but was not statistically significant
(P =0.591).

Table 3 Outcome measures pre- and post-rehabilitation
Severe (n = 27) Moderate (n = 10) Mild (n = 14)
Variable P value'
Median IQR Median IQOR Median IQR
GCS Pre-rehabil 7 (5-9) 10.5 (10.00-12.00) 15.0 (14.00-15.00)
Post-rehabil 11 (9-14) 135  (12.00-14.25) 15.0  (14.00-15.00)
AGCS 3 (1-6) 2.0 (0.00-4.25) 0.0 (0.00-0.25)  0.000%
MSAS 5.0
Sitting up from lying Pre-rehabil 1 (1-1) 3.0 (1.00-5.25) (4.00-5.25)
Post-rehabil 1 (1-4) 45 (2.75-5.25) 6.0 (5.00-6.00)
A Sitting up from lying 0 (0-1) 1.0 (0.00-2.00) 05 (0.00-1.00)  0.486
Balanced sitting Pre-rehabil 1 (1-1) 25 (1.00-4.25) 4.0 (3.00-5.25)
Post-rehabil 1 (1-2) 35 (2.00-5.00) 5.0 (4.00-6.00)
A Balanced sitting 0 (0-1) 1.0 (0.00-1.00) 1.0 (0.00-1.00)  0.473
Gait Pre-rehabil 1 (1-1) 1.0 (1.00-2.25) 3.0 (2.00-4.00)
Post-rehabil 1 (1-2) 25 (1.00-3.25) 4.0 (2.00-5.00)
AGait 0 (0-1) 05 (0.00-1.00) 1.0 (1.00-1.00)  0.002°
GOS Pre-rehabil 2 25 (2.00-3.00) 3.0 (3.00-4.25)
Post-rehabil 3 (2-3) 3.0 (2.75-3.25) 4.0 (3.00-5.00)
AGOS 0 (0-1) 0.0° (0.00-1.25) 0.0° (0.00-0.00)  0.494
BI Pre-rehabil 0 (0-25) 25.0  (25.00-45.00) 67.5  (43.75-85.00)
Post-rehabil 25 (0-45) 450  (38.75-56.25) 80.0  (55.00-100.0)
ABI 0 (0-25) 12.5 (7.50-22.50) 15.0 (10.00-20.00) 0.330
GCS: Glasgow Coma Scale; MSAS: Mobility Scale for Acute Stroke; GOS: Glasgow Outcome Scale; Bl: Barthel Index; IQR: Interquartile Range;
A indicates absolute amount of change between pre-rehabilitation and post-rehabilitation; * indicates that amount of change is significant
(P < 0.05) within the group. Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test was used. The superscript “a” indicates significant difference between mild, moderate and
severe traumatic brain injury; the superscript “b” indicates significant difference between severe and mild traumatic brain injury; ¥ indicates
Kruskal-Wallis test.
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Table 4 Result of multiple regression analysis (n = 51)

Variable B coefficient (95% CI) P value
Constant —21.196 (—42.123 to —0.268) 0.047
GCS 3.368 (1.600- 5.136) < 0.001
pre-rehabilitation

Gait score 16.173 (11.404-20.941) < 0.001
pre-rehabilitation

LOS rehabilitation 0.068 (-0.184-0.320) 0.591

Adjusted R? for the model: 0.687. GCS: Glasgow Coma Scale; GOS:
Glasgow Outcome Score; Bl: Barthel Index; LOS: length of stay:

DISCUSSION

This study includes analyses of demographics, injury
characteristics, functional outcomes and predictors of
51 patients with mild, moderate and severe traumatic
brain injury admitted to an acute rehabilitation program.
In this study, 71% of traumatic brain injury resulted from
traffic accidents. The majority of patients were old and
male, and most of them had severe traumatic brain
injury. These findings are consistent with recent studies
that report a rise in the mean/median age of the
traumatic brain injury population due to increased
frequency of injury related to traffic accidents®”.
Scholars agree that early rehabilitation intervention for
traumatic brain injury patients generally produces a
positive outcome®*%. In the present study, mild,
moderate and severe traumatic brain injury patients
showed an improvement in functional outcomes at the
end of primary treatment (surgery and medical)
combined with an acute rehabilitation program, but the
expected recovery level was not reached due to a
shortened rehabilitation. The majority of severe and
moderate traumatic brain injury patients were severely
disabled at admission to rehabilitation. At discharge,
severe disability still continued. No obvious response

was observed in patients with mild traumatic brain injury.

Only one patient showed a complete recovery. A similar
trend in functional improvement at discharge has been
reported®. This study examined acute outcomes of
patients with severe traumatic brain injury admitted to
acute inpatient rehabilitation. Patients showed a
gradual functional improvement, but they were still
severely disabled at discharge. Sandhaug et al " also
described the functional level of severe and moderate
traumatic brain injury patients after acute rehabilitation.
But they reported that more than half the severe
traumatic brain injury and 95% moderate traumatic
brain injury patients were discharged with a mild
disability. This higher functional level than in the

Nakase-Richardson and our study may be explained by
longer LOS in rehabilitation (32 days) and higher
cognitive level at admission. Longer LOS in
rehabilitation provides time for functional gains
Cognitive function is an important determinant of clinical
recovery. Less cognitive impairment provides better
functional level.

In the present study, the predictors of recovery following
traumatic brain injury rehabilitation were also
investigated. After traumatic brain injury, cognitive and
behavioral impairments have an impact on
independence, particularly, when the subject turned
his/her back to his/her social environment. By contrast,
mobility status is a good predictor soon after injury.
Therefore, in the regression model, total Bl score at
discharge was used as the figure of merit*®. The
strongest predictor, as evidenced by B coefficient, was
the level of consciousness (GCS) and mobility (gait
score) pre-rehabilitation. LOS in rehabilitation (8 =
0.068) was also analyzed as a predictor, but weak
correlation was found in the model. A longer LOS in
rehabilitation was associated with a better functional
level at discharge. These findings are consistent with
reports from Cowen et al ** and Sandhaug et al ** who
found that a longer LOS in rehabilitation was associated
with significantly higher gains.

However, lower motor and cognitive scores
(slow-to-recover patients) at admission were associated
with extended LOS in rehabilitation.

Eames et al ™ found that prolonged (11 months)
rehabilitation time was associated with a significant
increase in functional independence. Willer et al *®
showed that a rehabilitation program of 8 months was
associated with improved function. In this study,
patients achieved a lower functional level, possibly
because rehabilitation time for a functional recovery
was not sufficient enough.

The GCS at admission to hospital was not a predictor of
outcome in this study. This result correlates well with
previous literature. Marion et al ™" showed that in the
first 24 hours after trauma, aggressive treatments,
involving early sedation and intubation, were factors of
preventing real GCS assessment. This problem may
have affected the relevance of the GCS on results.
Zafonte et al ™ concluded that GCS may be a valuable
tool in the prediction of mortality, but suggested that its
usefulness in predicting functional and cognitive level in
traumatic brain injury patients who were admitted to an
inpatient rehabilitation setting is limited. Balestreri et al *°
suggested that the predictive value of acute GCS
should be carefully reconsidered when building
prognostic models. Similarly, Sandhaug et al ! found

[12]
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that the GCS at admission to hospital was a weaker
predictor of outcome. The GOS, before rehabilitation,
was not a significant predictor of the functional outcome
in this study. This result is consistent with Miller et al .
They examined whether an early GOS assessment
provides a reliable indicator of later outcome in patients
with traumatic brain injury. They indicated that baseline
(within 3 months of injury) GOS score was a reliable
predictor of outcome in patients with an initial score of 5
(no disability) or 4 (mild disability), but not in patients
with an initial score of 3 (severe disability). An updated
evaluation conducted after the early phase of treatment
is needed to provide a realistic prognosis of severe
traumatic brain injury. In the present study, the mean
GOS score was 3 before rehabilitation and therefore
GOS score did not seem to be a significant predictor.
The present results suggest that the predictive value of
the GOS should be carefully reconsidered.

Age and gender were not significant predictors of the
functional outcome in this study. As suggested by
Zafonte et al ?!, neurological status may have a more
profound impact on functional level in earlier phases
after injury, while pre-injury variables may have greater
influence in the later recovery phases. Schénberger

et al ®? also predicted the functional and employment
outcome 1 year after traumatic brain injury. In their
study, age predicted post-injury 1 year employment.
Since age was not related to post-traumatic amnesia
and reported cognitive change, poorer recovery in older
individuals is likely not the reason for this age effect.
Felmingham et al ® also found that age significantly
predicted work status at 2 years after traumatic brain
injury.

Prediction of outcome after traumatic brain injury is a
problem for all health professionals working in this area.
The most frequently asked questions by patients and/or
families within the first days after a traumatic event
surround mortality, morbidity, and prospects for short-
and long-term recovery. Most health care professionals
are unable to predict prognosis accurately since patient
recovery is quite variable. These results may be used to
evaluate the chance of recovery and to guide an
appropriate care plan.

The small sample size and the lack of a control group
(due to ethical reasons) are major limitations in this
study.

In conclusion, results from this study demonstrate that
acute rehabilitation did not provide a complete recovery
at discharge in all patients except in one with mild
traumatic brain injury. Level of consciousness and
mobility at admission to rehabilitation can be taken as
predictors of functional level at discharge.

1982

SUBJECTS AND METHODS

Design
A retrospective review of medical records.

Time and setting

This study was performed at the Department of
Neurosurgery, Hacettepe University, Ankara, Turkey from
January 2008 to November 2010.

Subjects

Fifty-one patients with mild (n =14), moderate (n = 10)
and severe (n = 27) traumatic brain injury who received
treatment at the Department of Neurosurgery, Hacettepe
University were included in this study. Patients with
traumatic brain injury confirmed on brain CT scans were
included in the study whilst subjects younger than 16
years of age or in a vegetative state at admission were
excluded. The mechanisms of injury (traffic accident, falls
and others) were recorded. The severity of injury at
admission was determined based on the GCS®.
Patients with GCS score of 13 or higher were classified
as mild, GCS of 9 to 12 were classified as moderate and
those with GCS of 8 or lower were classified as severe
head injury. Forty (78%) of fifty-one patients were male
and eleven (22%) were female, with a mean age of 40.4 +
15.3 years.

Methods

Acute rehabilitation

The Bobath Neurodevelopmental Therapy approach®®
was performed in all patients by an experienced
physiotherapist who had at least 10 years of professional
experience in treating patients with traumatic brain injury.
The exercise program was applied for at least 30
minutes a day, 5 days a week until hospital discharge.
This program was composed of passive stretching, static
weight-bearing, muscle strengthening, functional
exercises and electrical stimulation.

Evaluation of outcome measures

The measurements used at the beginning and the end of
rehabilitation program were the GCS, GOS, MSAS sitting
up from lying, balanced sitting and gait subscales, Bl and
LOS hospital and LOS rehabilitation. GCS was used to
evaluate the level of consciousness and degree of brain
injury®®. This score evaluates visual, motor and verbal
responses to stimuli. GCS scores range from 3 to 15,
with a lower score indicating more severe damage and a
poorer prognosis.

The GOS is a commonly used scale to assess the
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outcome in traumatic brain injury patients. This scale
ranks the outcome from 1 (dead) to 5 (good recovery)
Mobility was assessed using the MSAS. This scale
consists of six activities (bridging, sitting from supine,
sitting balance, getting up from a chair, standing balance
and gait) and rates performance from 1 (patient makes
no contribution to the activity) to 6 (unassisted) with a
maximum total score of 361",

The Bl is a 10-item instrument measuring functional
independence in personal activities of daily life. Higher
scores indicate functional performance and more
independence®.

At discharge, the range of outcomes was described by
classifying the patients as having minimal or no disability
(Bl score, > 90; GOS, 5), moderate disability (Bl, 55-90;
GOS, 4), or severe disability (Bl, < 55; GOS, 3 or 2),
according to the criteria proposed by National Institute of
Neurological Disease and Stroke**3".

[26]

Statistical analysis

Data were presented as medians with inter-quartile
ranges for non-normally distributed variables and means
with standard deviation for normally distributed
continuous variables. Continuous variables in patients
with mild, moderate and severe traumatic brain injury
patients were compared statistically using one-way
analysis of variance or Kruskal-Wallis test. Wilcoxon
Signed Rank Test was used for comparison of individual
changes within mild, moderate and severe traumatic
brain injury patients between pre-rehabilitation and
post-rehabilitation. The chi-square test was used to
determine whether or not there was any association
between the categorical variables. Correlations were
studied using Spearman’s Rank Order Correlation. The
dependent variable in the regression analysis was Bl at
discharge from the rehabilitation unit. Independent
variables with P values < 0.05 in pre-analyses were then
entered into a backward stepwise multiple linear
regression model to quantify their predictive impact on Bl
at discharge. Variables that were strongly correlated to
another one (r > 0.7) were excluded from the analyses in
the regression model. All data were analyzed using
SPSS version 15.0 (SPSS, Chicago, IL, USA) and
results with P values < 0.05 were considered statistically
significant.

Author contributions: All authors participated in the study
design, conduction, and evaluation. All authors contributed to
preparation of the manuscript.

Conflicts of interest: No authors of the above manuscript have
any conflicts of interest, within the last three years, which may
arise from being named as an author on the manuscript.

Ethical approval: The study protocol was approved by

Hacettepe University Ethics Committee.

REFERENCES

(1]

(5]

(6]

(7]

(8]

[0

(20]

(11]

(12]

(13]

(14]

Dombovy ML. Traumatic brain injury. Continuum
(Minneapolis Minn). 2011;17(3 Neurorehabilitation):
584-605.

Wall G, Turner A, Clarke R. Evaluation of
neuropsychological rehabilitation following severe
traumatic brain injury: A case report. Neurocase. in press.
Kim YJ. A systematic review of factors contributing to
outcomes in patients with traumatic brain injury. J Clin
Nurs. 2011;20(11-12):1518-1532.

Cope DN. The effectiveness of traumatic brain injury
rehabilitation: a review. Brain Inj. 1995;9(7):649-670.
Whyte J, Gosseries O, Chervoneva |, et al. Predictors of
short-term outcome in brain-injured patients with disorders
of consciousness. Prog Brain Res. 2009;177:63-72.
Aygencel G, Karamercan M, Ergin M, et al. Review of
traffic accident cases presenting to an adult emergency
service in Turkey. J Forensic Leg Med. 2008;15(1):1-6.
Majdan M, Mauritz W, Wilbacher I, et al. Traumatic brain
injuries caused by traffic accidents in five European
countries: outcome and public health consequences. Eur
J Public Health. in press.

Nakase-Richardson R, Whyte J, Giacino J, et al.
Longitudinal outcome of patients with disordered
consciousness in the NIDRR TBI Model Systems
Programs. J Neurotrauma. 2012;29(1):59-65.

Andelic N, Bautz-Holter E, Ronning P, et al. Does an early
onset and continuous chain of rehabilitation improve the
long-term functional outcome of patients with severe
traumatic brain injury? J Neurotrauma. 2012;29(1):66-74.
Gupta A, Taly AB. Functional outcome following
rehabilitation in chronic severe traumatic brain injury
patients: A prospective study. Ann Indian Acad Neurol.
2012;15(2):120-124.

Sandhaug M, Andelic N, Vatne A, et al. Functional level
during sub-acute rehabilitation after traumatic brain injury:
Course and predictors of outcome. Brain Injury. 2010;
24(5):740-747.

Arango-Lasprilla JC, Ketchum JM, Cifu D, et al. Predictors
of extended rehabilitation length of stay after traumatic
brain injury. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 2010;91(10):
1495-1504.

Houlden H, Edwards M, McNeil J, et al. Use of the Barthel
Index and the Functional Independence Measure during
early inpatient rehabilitation after single incident brain
injury. Clin Rehabil. 2006;20(2):153-159.

Cowen TD, Meythaler JM, DeVivo MJ, et al. Influence of
early variables in traumatic brain injury on functional
independence measure scores and rehabilitation length of
stay and charges. Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 1995;76:
797-803.

1983


https://market.android.com/details?id=comm.app.medknow

[Downloaded free from http://www.nrronline.org on Friday, May 30, 2014, IP: 194.27.8.221] || Click here to download free Android application for this journal

Bilgin S, et al. / Neural Regeneration Research. 2012;7(25):1978-1984.

[15]

(16]

[17]

(18]

(29]

[20]

[21]

(22]

[23]

1984

Eames P, Cotterill G, Kneale TA, et al. Outcome of
intensive rehabilitation after severe brain injury: a
long-term follow-up study. Brain Inj. 1996;10(9):631-650.
Willer B, Button J, Rempel R. Residential and
home-based postacute rehabilitation of individuals with
traumatic brain injury: a case control study. Arch Phys
Med Rehabil. 1999;80(4):399-406.

Marion DW, Carlier PM. Problems with initial Glasgow
Coma Scale assessment caused by prehospital treatment
of patients with head injuries: results of a national survey.
J Trauma. 1994;36(1):89-95.

Zafonte RD, Hammond FM, Mann NR, et al. Relationship
between Glasgow coma scale and functional outcome.
Am J Phys Med Rehabil. 1996;75(5):364-369.

Balestreri M, Czosnyka M, Chatfield DA, et al. Predictive
value of Glasgow Coma Scale after brain trauma: change
in trend over the past ten years. J Neurol Neurosurg
Psychiatry. 2004;75(1):161-162.

Miller KJ, Schwab KA, Warden DL. Predictive value of an
early Glasgow Outcome Scale score: 15-month score
changes J Neurosurg. 2005;103(2):239-245.

Zafonte RD, Mann NR, Millis SR, et al. Posttraumatic
amnesia: Its relation to functional outcome. Arch Phys
Med Rehabil. 1997;78(10):1103-1106.

Schdénberger M, Ponsford J, Olver J, et al. Prediction of
functional and employment outcome 1 year after traumatic
brain injury: a structural equation modeling approach. J
Neurol Neurosurg Psychiatry. 2011;82(8):936-941.
Felmingham KL, Baguley IJ, Crooks J. A comparison of
acute and postdischarge predictors of employment 2
years after traumatic brain injury. Arch Phys Med Rehabil.
2001;82(4):435-439.

(24]

(25]

[26]

[27]

(28]

(29]

(30]

(31]

Chesnut RM. The management of severe traumatic brain
injury. Emerg Med Clin North Am. 1997;15(3):581-604.
Kollen BJ, Lennon S, Lyons B, et al. The effectiveness of
the Bobath concept in stroke rehabilitation: what is the
evidence? Stroke. 2009;40(4):e89-97.

Jennett B, Bond M. Assessment of outcome after severe
brain damage. Lancet. 1975;1:480-484.

llett PA, Brock KA, Graven CJ, et al. Selecting patients for
rehabilitation after acute stroke: are there variations in
practice? Arch Phys Med Rehabil. 2010;91(5):788-793.
Simondson JA, Goldie P, Greenwood KM. The Mobility
Scale for Acute Stroke Patients: concurrent validity. Clin
Rehabil. 2003;17(5):558-564.

Lippert-Gruner M. Early rehabilitation of comatose
patients after traumatic brain injury. Neurol Neurochir Pol.
2010;44(5):475-480.

Tissue plasminogen activator for acute ischemic stroke.
The National Institute of Neurological Disorders and
Stroke rt-PA Stroke Study Group. N Engl J Med. 1995;
333(24):1581-1587.

Navarrete-Navarro P, Rivera-Fernandez R,
Lépez-Mutuberria MT, et al. Outcome prediction in terms
of functional disability and mortality at 1 year among
ICU-admitted severe stroke patients: a prospective
epidemiological study in the south of the European Union
(Evascan Project, Andalusia, Spain). Intensive Care Med.
2003;29(8):1237-1244.

(Edited by Song LP)


https://market.android.com/details?id=comm.app.medknow
https://www.researchgate.net/publication/271594435

