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1. INTRODUCTION

An open globe injury (OGI) is defined as a full thickness wound of the eyeball and it is
the most important cause of permanent visual impairment worldwide. It has a negative
psychological impact on the patient and also on the healthcare system. OGI has a global
incidence rate of 3.5 per 100,000 persons per year, which corresponds to 203,000 OGI per

year worldwide. [1]

Ocular trauma has been categorized by Dr. Ferenc Kuhn into two major types:

- Closed globe
- Open globe [2].

Birmingham Eye Trauma Terminology ( BETT classification):

Term
Eyewall

Closed globe injury
Open globe injury
Contusion

Lamellar laceration

Rupture

Definition/interpretation
Sclera and cornea

No full-thickness wound of eyewall
Full-thickness wound of the eyewall
No wound

Partial-thickness wound of the eyewall

Full-thickness wound of the eyewall
caused by a blunt object

Explanation
Though technically the eyewall
has three coats posterior to the
limbus, for clinical and practical
purposes, violation of only the
most external structure is taken
into consideration.

The injury results from direct
energy delivery by the object (e.g.
choroidal rupture) or from the
changes in the shape of the globe.
The wound of the eyewall is not
“through” but “into”.

Because the eye is filled with
incompressible liquid, the impact
results in momentary increase of
the intraocular pressure. The
eyewall yields at its weakest point
(at the impact site or elsewhere
e.g. an old cataract wound
dehisces even though the impact
occurred elsewhere). The actual
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wound is produced by an inside-
out mechanism.

Laceration Full-thickness wound of the eyewall The wound occurs at the impact
caused by a sharp object site by an outside-in mechanism
Penetrating injury | Entrance wound If more than one wound is

present, each must have been
caused by a different agent

Intraocular foreign = Retained foreign object(s)

body

Perforating injury | Entrance and exit wounds Both wounds are caused by the
same agent

[4]

The surgical repair of an open globe injury should be performed urgently, ideally within
24 hours of injury. Some recent studies have showed that each day of delay in surgical repair
may lead to a reduced visual prognosis. The aim is to restore the normal anatomy with
minimal intraoperative manipulation. [6].

An open globe injury has to be considered as a tetanus prone wound. For patients who
have been vaccinated previously but who are not up to date, there is little benefit in
administering human tetanus immune globuline more than one week after the injury. For
patients completely unvaccinated, human tetanus immune globulin should be given up to 21
days after the injury. [7]

Due to the high risk of endophthalmitis, patients with open globe injuries need
prophylactic antibiotic treatment with Vancomycin (15 mg/kg, maximum dose 1,5 g) and
Ceftazidime ( 50 mg/kg, maximum dose 2g) . For those allergic to penicillin can benefit from
fluoroquinolone instead of ceftazidime. The organisms which are frequently associated with
posttraumatic endophthalmitis are Bacillus species, coagulase-negative Staphylococcus,
Streptococcal species, Staphylococcus aureus and gram negative organisms. [7]

The primary repair has to follow some important steps in order to achieve the best visual
outcome:

Minimal manipulation of the wound

Reposit or remove the exposed intraocular tissues
Explore the globe for unrecognized injuries

Reduce the risk of endophthtalmitis at minimum. [7], [8]
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2. HYPOTHESIS:

Open globe injury is a significant cause of permanent visual impairment and blindness
worldwide. It is associated with significant morbidity and loss of productivity. A proper
evaluation of the injury and a good management strategy are extremely important in order to
obtain the best visual outcome.
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3. THE AIM OF THE STUDY':

The aim of this paper is to highlight the best approach to a patient with an open globe
injury and the appropriate management which is necessary to restore the anatomy and best
visual function. Also, we studied the prognostic factors for predicting final visual outcome
and the factors which have a negative impact on visual outcome in open globe injuries (OGI).

4. MATERIAL AND METHOD:

This study is a retrospective study and the patient data was taken from the
observational sheets between December 2011 and December 2017. All patients included in
this study were admitted at Ophthalmology Department in Sibiu with open globe injuries and
lid lacerations. This study included 191 traumatized eyes of 190 patients, only 1 patient was
with bilateral open globe injury.

The inclusion criterias for the study were:

- the moment of ocular trauma has to be between December 2011 and December
2017.

- patients to be admitted at Ophthalmology Clinic of the Academic Emergency
Hospital of Sibiu with open globe injuries and lid lacerations.

- patient’s clinical sheet to have all the parameters followed in this study as age,
sex, home address, visual acuity, intraocular pressure, anterior globe examination,
posterior globe examination, management, surgical repair of the wound.

The exclusion criterias were:

- patients with closed globe injuries;

- chemical or thermal burns;

- incomplete patient’s clinical sheets

- ocular trauma done in any other period than December 2011- December 2017.
- non-surgical eye trauma.

Depending on the affected area, we used a 3-zone classification:
o Zone 1: globe opening isolated to cornea or limbus;
O Zone 2: globe opening involving anterior 5 mm of sclera;
o Zone 3: globe opening posterior to anterior 5 mm of of sclera.
In case of multiple openings, zone is defined as that of the most posterior opening.

In intraocular foreign body, entry site defines the zone.
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In case of perforating injuries, zone is defined as the most posterior defect ( mostly the exit
site).

Open globe injury was divided into five types:

Rupture

Penetrating injury
Intraocular foreign body
Perforating injury

5. Mixed

HowdeE

In order to be able to statistically process the data we categorized the visual acuity in the
following groups:

Visual acuity Tabel corespondent
>0.5 (1/2) 1
0.3-0.2 (1/3 —1/5 including) 2
0.16 — 0.025 (1/6 — 1/40) 3
0.02 (1/50), counting fingers, hand 4

movements, light perception

No light perception 5

For each patient, the intraocular tension was recorded and included in one of the following
situations:

- low intraocular pressure <9 mmHg

- normal intraocular pressure: 10-21 mmHg

- high intraocular pressure > 22 mmHg

The OTS score was calculated in gross value for every patient according to its visual acuity
and slit lamp exam (anterior and posterior pole). Every patient was assigned to its
corresponding score class.

Variables Number of points
No light perception 60
Light perception or hand movements 70
1/200 — 19/200 0,005 -0,95 80
20/200 — 20/50 0,1-04 90
>20/40 >0,5 100
Rupture -23

Endophthalmitis -17
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Perforating injury -14
Retinal detachment -11
RAPD -10

From the obtained value, we substracted the number of points for each lesion in the table. |
have recorded the gross number of points for each patient and assigned them to a score class.
Then I have compared the visual acuity on discharge with the probability calculated from the
table.

Total number  OTS NPL LP/HM 1/200 -19/200 20/200-20/50 = >20/40
of points 0.005-0,095 0,01-0,4
0-44 1 74% 15% 7% 3% 1%
45-65 2 27% 26% 18% 15% 15%
66-80 3 2% 11% 15% 31% 41%
81-91 4 1% 2% 3% 22% 73%
92-100 5 0% 1% 1% 5% 94%
[9].

For preprocessing data and analysis | have used Microsoft Excel and SPSS (IBM).

The descriptive analysis in case of categorical variables (environment, gender, traumatized
eye (OT), type of trauma, area, mechanism, visual acuity at admission and discharge (AVI,
AVE), intraocular pressure at admission and discharge (IT, TE)) consisted of numerical and
percentage determinations, and in the case of the continuous variables median, interquartile
interval (IQR).

For the comparative study we used Chi-Square or Fisher tests. To analyse the corelations
between initial and final visual acuity and OTS score we used Spearman correlation
coefficient. The significance level considered was 0.05.

For CART model we used Chi-squared Automatic Interection Detector.

5. RESULTS:

One hundred and ninety patients were studied with an average age of 43.85 years
(SD=20.22). There were more male patients (81.58%) than females (18.42%), more patients
from rural areas (54.21%) than urban areas ( 45.79%).

Occupational injury was the first cause of injuries (22.26%), followed by home accident
(20%), falls (19,47%), violent behavior (7,89%), car accident ( 2.63%).

All patients were not wearing spectacles at the time of the injury.

Left eye was the most affected eye by the injury no matter which area patient comes from
( Chi-square test, p=0.170).

Most patients were admitted with open globe injuries ( 64.74%).

Lid laceration was found at 30.53% of patients.
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Penetrating and perforating injuries were found at 22.63% of patients and intraocular
foreign body was found at 12.11% of patients. 5.79% presented ocular rupture. Corneal
lacerations with prolapsed tissue were found at 10.53% of patients.

34.6% presented VA >= 0.5 at admission, 5.9% had initial VA = 0.3=0.2, 5.4% 0.16-0.025,
47% 0.02 and 7% were admitted with no perception of light . All patients with visual acuity
>=0.5 had the same visual acuity at the discharge time without any visual deteriorations.
Only few patients with no perception of light (7.7%) at admission got better visual acuity
being discharged with 0.02 VA, but more that 90% of them still remained with no perception
of light at the discharge time.

More than half of the patients with VA >= 0.5 at admission presented lid lacerations. Most
patients with VA less than 0.2 were found with open globe injuries.

More than 90% of patients with conjunctival lacerations had VA >=0.5. Most patients with
corneal wounds without prolapsed tissue had an intial VA = 0.16-0.025 ( 19.2%). By
contrast, the majority of patients admitted with corneal wound with prolapsed tissue had VA
less than 0.02.

Most patients with scleral rupture had VA = 0.02 at the admission.

None of the patients with perforating wounds had a visual acuity better than 0.5 at the
admission time.

Most patients with retained intraocular foreign body had VA = 0.02 (28.6%) at the admission
time and more the half of them got the best visual outcome ( VA >= 0.5). Half of the patients
with RAPD had no perception of light at the admission and most of them were discharged
with no perception of light. More than 80% of those with traumatic cataract were admitted
with VA= 0.02, but after the surgical removal of the lens they gained perfect vision being
discharged with VA>=0.5.

The CART analysis in this study was retrospectively conducted with the information
collected from medical records and the prediction was then compared with actual outcome to
evaluate the prediction of CART system. The clinical signs were classified in CART form.
The initial visual acuity was defined as the visual acuity of the injured eye at presentation to
hospital and was divided into 1) 20/20 to hand movement (HM); 2) light perception (LP); 3)
no light perception (NLP). The CART prognosis showed a certain agreement to the actual
visual outcome (Chi-square test p=0.00) with 59.58% sensitivity to predict visual survival
correctly and 80.19% specificity to predict no vision correctly.

According to this study, the manipulation of CART analysis is quite feasible for clinical
application. First of all, the signs of CART are all ordinary clinical signs which are generally
available from medical records and easy to get in emergency. Secondly, the CART prognosis
presented a certain agreement to the actual visual outcome in this study. The prediction of
vision survival or no vision may help to indicate different further treatments. However, when
assessing the signs respectively, we found that the initial vision of NLP was a strong
indication to no vision outcome, whereas the presence of lid laceration made no difference.

Patients with a wound that was smaller than 5 mm had a statistically significant better
prognosis than patients with wounds that were larger than 5 mm (p=0.00). Han and Yu
established that a larger wound (> 10 mm) was related to a poorer final visual acuity. These
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findings suggested that the size of the laceration had both therapeutic and prognostic
implications, with an increase in the laceration length significantly correlated to a worse
visual outcome (p =0.000). Our results also demonstrated that the zone of the injury was
associated with the visual outcome. Wounds involving zone 111 had significantly poorer
visual outcomes versus those involving zones | or Il. This result is supported by previous
studies, which reported a significant association between the posterior extension of the
wound and a worse final VA. Madhusudhan et al. reported that subjects with a wound
extending posterior to the equator had 20 times the risk of having a final visual acuity less
than 3/60 as compared to patients whose wounds were anterior to the recti insertions or
restricted to the cornea.

Our study showed that a poor VA at the first visit was an important prognostic factor (p =
0.000). A good initial VA was the strongest prognostic factor of a favorable final VA, similar
to that reported by other numerous studies.

Our current study showed that both RD and VVH were significantly poor prognostic factors for
visual outcomes. These findings are in agreement with previous studies that also reported RD
to be a poor prognostic factor for visual outcome.

20 cases of pediatric ocular trauma were reported. Ocular trauma was unilateral in all
reported cases. There were more male patients than females (65%). Left eye was the most
affected eye (70%). Falls were the first cause of injury ( 65%). More than half of the
pediactric patients were admitted with open globe injuries and 40% presented lid lacerations.
Regarding open globe injuries, 25% of pediatric patients were reported with corneal
lacerations with prolapsed tissue. Most pediatric patients had an initial visual acuity >=0.5.

Almost all patients included in the study presented to hospital eye service within 24 hours of
the injury, all of them received antibiotherapy and all of them had the primary repair within
24 hours of the injury.

6. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, improvements in our knowledge of the pathophysiology of eye trauma and
its prognostic factors, as well as advances in diagnostic and therapeutic techniques, have
greatly improved the success rates for managing open-globe injuries. A better understanding
of these prognostic factors may help provide our patients with better and more realistic
expectations of their final VA. This study demonstrated that a poor VA at the first visit, a
ruptured globe, zone 111 injuries, retinal detachment, vitreous haemorrhage, the presence of
RAPD and prolapsed tissues are considered to be poor prognostic factors for open-globe
injuries. Patients with a wound smaller than 5 mm had a significantly bettter VA than the
other groups with wounds larger than 5 mm. When patients with open-globe injuries had
posterior segment involvement, vitrectomy proved to be a good prognostic factor.



THE MANAGEMENT OF OPEN GLOBE INJURIES — SUMMARY

Bibliography

[1] Soner Guven, Ali Hakan Durukan, Cuneyt Erdurman , Murat Kucukevcilioglu,
Prognostic factors for open-globe injuries: variables for poor visual outcome, The Royal
College of Ophthalmologists 2018, 33:392—-397.

[2] DK Menta, Ocular trauma, A comprehensive text, CBS Publishers & Distributors Pvt Ltd
2015, p 7-12.

9 A
1

[3] M. Dumitrache, ,,Contuzii oculare,” in Tratat de oftalmologie, vol. 3, Bucuresti, Editura
Universitard Carol Davila, 2012, pp. 1411-1412.

[4] James T. Banta, Ocular Trauma, Saunders Elsevier 2007, p.41
[5] D.Chiselita, ghid practic de urgente in oftalmologie, Editura Ganesha 2018, p.51

[6] M. Dumitrache, Tratat de Oftalmologie vol. I11, Editura Universitara “Carol Davila”
Bucuresti 2012, p. 1455-1500

[7]1 A. HANCU, L. Kiss, Emergency evaluation and management of open globe injuries,
Acta Medica Transilvanica, vol. 24, no. 1, 2019, p.74- 76

[8] James T. Banta, Ocular Trauma, Saunders Elsevier 2007, p.163-178
[9] D.Chiselita, ghid practic de urgente in oftalmologie, Editura Ganesha 2018, p.19-66.

[10] A. HANCU, S. Suciu, L. Kiss, The management of traumatic iris injuries, Acta Medica
Transilvanica, no.2, 2016

[11] James T. Banta, Ocular Trauma, Saunders Elsevier 2007, p.48

[12] Mocan 1. SPSS Introducere n analiza datelor, Ed. Univ. Lucian Blaga Sibiu, ISBN 973 —
739 — 189 - 6, 2005

[13] Maniu I. Tehnici de analiza a datelor: statistica, Ed. Univ. Lucian Blaga Sibiu, ISBN 978
— 606 - 12 -0891 - 3, 2014

[14] Maniu I, Maniu G. Analiza datelor: arbori de decizie, Ed. Univ. ,,Lucian Blaga” Sibiu,
ISBN 978-606-12-1418-1, pg. 205 , 2016

[15] Neamtu BM, Visa G, Maniu I, Ognean ML, Pérez-Elvira R, Dragomir A, Agudo M,
Sofariu CR, Gheonea M, Pitic A, Brad R, Matei C, Teodoru M, Bacila C. A Decision-Tree
Approach to Assist in Forecasting the Outcomes of the Neonatal Brain Injury. International
Journal of Environmental Research and Public Health. 2021; 18(9):4807.
https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18094807

[16] M. M. Solliman si M. A. Tamer, ,,Pattern of ocular trauma in Egypt,” Graefe's Archive
for Clinical and Experimental Ophthalmology, vol. 246, nr. 2, pp. 205-212, February 2008.

[17] Alireza Keshtkar Jafari, Faramarz Anvari, Ahmad Ameri, Shima Bozorgui si Nooshin
Shahverdi, ,,Epidemiology and sociodemographic aspects of ocular traumatic injuries in Iran,”
International Ophthalmology, 6 Ocbober 2010.


https://doi.org/10.3390/ijerph18094807

THE MANAGEMENT OF OPEN GLOBE INJURIES — SUMMARY

[18] B. K. Indra , J. Ratnesh si Vivek Kumar Soni, ,,ROLE OF B SCAN IN OPHTHALMIC
TRAUMA,” Journal of Evolution of Medical and Dental Sciences, vol. 5, nr. 104, pp. 7623-
7632, december 2016

[19] Tien Yin Wong si James M Tielsch, ,,A population-based study on the incidence of severe
ocular trauma in Singapore,” American Journal of Ophthalmology, vol. 128, nr. 13, pp. 345-
351, 1999.

[20] Azusa Fujikawa, Yasser Helmy Mohamed , Hirofumi Kinoshita , Makiko Matsumoto ,
Masafumi Uematsu , Eiko Tsuiki , Kiyoshi Suzuma and Takashi Kitaoka, Visual outcomes and
prognostic factors in open-globe injuries, Fujikawa et al. BMC Ophthalmology (2018) 18:138

[21] Soner Guven, Ali Hakan Durukan, Cuneyt Erdurman, Murat Kucukevcilioglu, Prognostic
factors for open-globe injuries: variables for poor visual outcome, 6 September 2018 © The
Royal College of Ophthalmologists 2018

[22] Yong-Rong Ji, Dong-Qing Zhu, Hui-Fang Zhou, Xian, Epidemiologic characteristics and
outcomes of open globe injury in Shanghai, 2017

[23] Madhusudhan AL, Evelyn-Tai LM, Zamri N, Adil H, Wan-Hazabbah WH. Open globe
injury in Hospital Universiti Sains Malaysia - A 10-year review. Int J Ophthalmol.
2014;7(3):486-90

[24] Thevi T, Mimiwati Z, Reddy SC. Visual outcome in open globe injuries. Nepal J
Ophthalmol. 2012;4(2):263-70

[25] Yalcin Tok O, Tok L, Eraslan E, Ozkaya D, Ornek F, Bardak Y. Prognostic factors
influencing final visual acuity in open globe injuries. J Trauma. 2011;71(6):1794-800

[26] Altintas L, Altintas O, Yuksel N, Pirhan D, Ozkan B, Caglar Y. Pattern of open eye injuries
in Northwest Turkey: a retrospective study. Ulus Travma Acil Cerrahi Derg. 2011;17(4):334—
9.

[27] Han SB, Yu HG. Visual outcome after open globe injury and its predictive factors in
Korea. J Trauma. 2010;69(5):E66—-72

[28] Soni NG, Bauza AM, Son JH, Langer PD, Zarbin MA, Bhagat N. Open globe ocular
trauma: functional outcome of eyes with no light perception at initial presentation. Retina.
2013;33: 380-6.

[29] James T. Banta, Ocular Trauma, Saunders Elsevier 2007, p.46

[30] AJAY E. KURIYAN, MD ; ALEKSANDRA V. RACHITSKAYA, MD; Update on the
Management of Intraocular Foreign Bodies, 2017

[31] Loporchio D, Mukkamala L, Gorukanti K, Zarbin M, Langer P, Bhagat N. Intraocular
foreign bodies: a review. Surv Ophthalmol. 2016;61:582-596.

[32] Kuhn F, Morris R. Posterior segment intraocular foreign bodies: management in the
vitrectomy era. Ophthalmology. 2000;107:821-822.

[33] Fulcher TP, McNab AA, Sullivan TJ. Clinical features and management of intraorbital
foreign bodies. Ophthalmology. 2002;109:494-500



THE MANAGEMENT OF OPEN GLOBE INJURIES — SUMMARY

[34] Chaudhry IA, Shamsi FA, Al-Harthi E, Al-Theeb A, Elzaridi E, Riley FC. Incidence and
visual outcome of endophthalmitis associated with intraocular foreign bodies. Graefes Arch
Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 2008;246:181-186.

[35] Modjtahedi BS, Rong A, Bobinski M, McGahan J, Morse LS. Imaging characteristics of
intraocular foreign bodies: a comparative study of plain film X-ray, computed tomography,
ultrasound, and magnetic resonance imaging. Retina. 2015;35:95-104.

[36] Pinto A, Brunese L, Daniele S, et al. Role of computed tomography in the assessment
of intraorbital foreign bodies. Semin Ultrasound CT MR. 2012;33:392-395.

[37] Deramo VA, Shah GK, Baumal CR, et al. Ultrasound biomicroscopy as a tool for
detecting and localizing occult foreign bodies after ocular trauma. Ophthalmology.
1999;106:301-305.

[38] Ehlers JP, Kunimoto DY, Ittoop S, Maguire JI, Ho AC, Regillo CD. Metallic
intraocular foreign bodies: characteristics, interventions, and prognostic factors for visual
outcome and globe survival. Am J Ophthalmol. 2008;146:427-433.

[39] Colyer MH, Weber ED, Weichel ED, et al. Delayed intraocular foreign body removal
without endophthalmitis during Operations Iragi Freedom and Enduring Freedom.
Ophthalmology. 2007;114:1439-1447.

[40] Scott IU, Mccabe CM, Flynn HW, et al. Local anesthesia with intravenous sedation for
surgical repair of selected open globe injuries. Am J Ophthalmol. 2002;134:707-711.

[41] Scott 1U, Gayer S, Voo I, Flynn HW Jr, Diniz JR, Venkatraman A. Regional anesthesia
with monitored anesthesia care for surgical repair of selected open globe injuries. Ophthalmic
Surg Lasers Imaging. 2005;36:122-128.

[42] Chao DL, Erickson BP, Rachitskaya AV. Penetrating ocular fishhook injury. JAMA
Ophthalmol. 2015;133:347-348. 15. Andreoli CM, Andreoli MT, Kloek CE, Ahuero AE,
Vavvas D, Durand ML. Low rate of endophthalmitis in a large series of open globe injuries.
Am J Ophthalmol. 2009;147:601-608.

[43] Azad RV, Kumar N, Sharma YR, Vohra R. Role of prophylactic scleral buckling in the
management of retained intraocular foreign bodies. Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 2004;32:58-61.

[44] Bali E, Huyghe PH, Caspers L, Libert J. Vitrectomy and silicone oil in the treatment of
acute endophthalmitis. Preliminary results. Bull Soc Belge Ophtalmol. 2003;288:9-18.

[45] Soheilian M, Rafati N, Mohebbi MR, et al. Prophylaxis of acute posttraumatic bacterial
endophthalmitis: a multicenter, randomized clinical trial of intraocular antibiotic injection,
report 2. Arch Ophthalmol. 2007;125:460-465.

[46] D.Chiselita, ghid practic de urgente in oftalmologie, Editura Ganesha 2018, p.19- 37

[47] A. HANCU, L. KISS, Scleral rupture with the prolapse of intraocular contents- case
report, Acta Medica Transilvanica vol.23, nr.4, December 2018, p.55-56.

[48] Robert J Barry, Freda Sii, Alice Bruynseels, Joseph Abbott, Richard J Blanch, Caroline
J MacEwen, Peter Shah, The UK Paediatric Ocular Trauma Study 3 (POTS3): clinical
features and initial management of injuries, 2019



THE MANAGEMENT OF OPEN GLOBE INJURIES — SUMMARY

[49] M. Dumitrache, Tratat de Oftalmologie vol. 111, Editura Universitara “Carol Davila”
Bucuresti 2012, p. 1611-1630

[50] Behrman, Klliegman, Jensen- Ch Examination of the eye, Ch injuries to the eye- Nelson,
Textbook of Pediatrics,ed18, WB Saunders 2008

[51] Brophy Megan, Sinclair A Sara, Hostetler Sarah Grim, Xiang Huiung, Pediatric Eye
Injury- Related Hopitalization in the United States, Pediatrics, vol 117, nr 6, iunie 20086,
www.pediatrics.org

[52] Dumitrache Marieta, Oftalmologie pediatrica, Ed. Universitara Carol Davila, Bucuresti
2010

[53] Abbott J, Shah P, The epidemiology and etiology of pediatric ocular trauma. Surv
Ophthalmol. 2013;58:476-485. doi:10.1016/j. survophthal.2012.10.007

[54] May DR, Kuhn FP, Morris RE, et al. The epidemiology of serious eye injuries from the
United States Eye Injury Registry. Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 2000;238:153-157.
doi:10.1007/PL0O0007884

[55] 5. Agrawal R, Shah M, Mireskandari K, Yong GK. Controversies in ocular trauma
classification and management: review. Int Ophthalmol. 2013;33:435-445.
d0i:10.1007/s10792-012-9698-y

[56] Gupta A, Rahman I, Leatherbarrow B. Open globe injuries in children: factors predictive
of a poor final visual acuity. Eye (Lond). 2009;23:621-625. doi:10.1038/eye.2008.32

[57] Brophy M, Sinclair SA, Hostetler SG, Xiang H. Pediatric eye injury — related
hospitalizations in the United States. Paediatrics. 2006;117(6): e1263—e1271.
d0i:10.1542/peds.2005-1950

[58] MacEwen C, Baines P, Desai P. Eye injuries in children: the current picture. Br J
Ophthalmol. 1999;83:933-936. doi:10.1136/bjo0.83.8.933 Dovepress Barry et al Clinical
Ophthalmology 2019

[59] Sii F, Barry R, Blanch R, Abbott J, MacEwen CJ, Shah P. The UK Paediatric Ocular
Trauma Study 1 (POTS1): development of a global standardized protocol for prospective data
collection in pediatric ocular trauma. Clin Ophthalmol. 2017;11:449-452. doi:10.2147/
OPTH.S125160

[60] Sii F, Barry RJ, Abbott J, Blanch RJ, MacEwen CJ, Shah P. The UK Paediatric Ocular
Trauma Study 2 (POTS2): demographics and mechanisms of injuries. Clin Ophthalmol.
2018;12:105-111. d0i:10.2147/OPTH.S155611

[61] Royal College of Ophthalmologists UK ophthalmic services guidance: ophthalmic
services for children 2012. Available from: https://www.rcophth.ac.uk/wp-
content/uploads/2014/12/ 2012_PROF_182_Ophthalmic-Services-for-Children.pdf.

[62] M. Dumitrache, Tratat de Oftalmologie vol. Il1, Editura Universitara “Carol Davila”
Bucuresti 2012, p.1474-1479

[63] James T. Banta, Ocular trauma, Saunders Elsevier, 2007, p.4


http://www.pediatrics.org/

THE MANAGEMENT OF OPEN GLOBE INJURIES — SUMMARY

[64] Ferenc Kuhn, Robert Morris, Viktoria Mester, C. Douglas Whitherspoon, Loretta Mann,
Richard Maisiak, Epidemiology and socioeconomics, 2002, 15(2): 145-51

[65] Yu Wai Man C, Steel D, Visual outcome after open globe injury: a comparison of two
prognostic models- the ocular trauma score and the Classification and Regression Tree. Eye
(Lond) 2010; 24(1):84-89. [PubMed]

[66] Kuhn F, Maisiak R, et al. The Ocular Trauma Score (OTS). Ophthalmol Clin North Am
2002; 15(2): 163-165 [PubMed].

[67] Schmidt GW, Broman AT, Vision survival after open globe injury predicted by
classification and regression tree analysis. Ophthalmology 2008; 115(1):202-209 [PubMed].

[68] Ali Reza Dehghani, Leila Rezaei, Post Traumatic Endophtalmitis: Incidence and risk
factors, Glob J Health Sci. 2014 Nov; 6(6):68-72

[69] Neelakshi Bhagat, Marco Attillio Zarbin, Anna Murchison, Post-Traumatic
Endophthalmitis, Eye Wiki Ophthalmology, 16 June 2021



THE MANAGEMENT OF OPEN GLOBE INJURIES — SUMMARY




