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Abstract

Objective: To compare the effects of hyperbaric oxygen (HBO) at 0.16 MPa and 0.20 MPa pressure
on coma patients after severe traumatic brain injury. Methods: This is a retrospective analysis. A
total of 78 coma patients with severe traumatic brain injury were treated with 0.16 MPa hyper-
baric oxygen therapy and 41 patients were treated with 0.20 MPa hyperbaric oxygen therapy. We
compared the changes in GCS score, ADL score and GOS score before and after treatment between
the two groups. Results: The GCS scores of the two groups increased to varying degrees after
treatment, and the curative effect of the 0.16 MPa treatment group was better than that of the 0.20
MPa treatment group in the very severe patients with GCS scores of 3~4 (P < 0.05). Conclusion:
0.16 MPa hyperbaric oxygen therapy can improve the efficacy of coma patients after severe trau-
matic brain injury, especially for very severe patients.
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1. 518

G145 14 i 45244 (Traumatic brain injury, TBI)&—FhlG R L& WHIAMHE ERE, ERIRFR. BURE L
R R, HAMEE R R0, 2338 — R 54k R YR 3 A BRAR 40 [1] [2] [3] [4] [5], e
P A R B K R ) Bk, Sema TS (6], (HE AT Z A iEIT i e mIERIBIT
(Hyperbaric oxygen therapy, HBOT) & £ i —AMFR i R T W N 40 A8 B ik B2 28 LLVR T T (1) 7 %,
RETER A I F) PO SR 78 AL /R, I o A A AR AN LRk AR ThRE, el fil i s, RBRIRI T, FER R IE
B HENFIG7], RAEVUAZ R AR BEIIE LR, AT EFRYRRIG ke SRR 8.
EETFIEH[9], AREIIT HBO A7 Mk SR G SR, BAartE WM T m R AR IT A
PR ST R To G — IFRHE[10]o  RUASHIE T H ) A SUEE TARDEAN R 77 HBOT X TBI Bk &3
MRIT 25, NI RPR ALK E o

2. BRFNTE
2.1. IRIR

A B BPERF A 5ok H T 2020 4F 1 H~2022 4 12 A /E 2 BUERNR S 8 A JE B B 1 f0 v 14 )5 $%
ZEERIRIT R RREE . IR © BB AT A s, REAE AR RO s @ RIRHT R
WG @ JRITHT GCS WA/ N T 85T 8 45, H BRI AT 6 /M @ JF HBOT S % ; ® 18~80
% AR AE: O ABEBTXUUEEFL O HOR. BE B @ ABTh CAFRE™ 5.0 il T A Fa s A (5%)
JHE R @ RITITREARIAE] 28 RIVEE . KERF A 9N bR i =5 8L G 0045 5 Bk R 44 R
FE52 15 AR TT I 143 9P 4H., 0.16 MPa [ 140 A ME B G IT J7 S8t 7 LA 0.16 MPa & ) M7 & &
FAIBITINESE, 0.20 MPa & JJ4UNTE IR YT 77 80t 17 L 0.20 MPa J£ 71 AT B R8T IR # . A
T RS SRR NEIT IR R R, T AR EEM:, AFHER .
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22. H5AE

2.2.1. {XFEMT5E

P B N BE RS8R 8 A T 7 & kil WK BRAUER . DU TR RO B IR
ME6TT, A arARE I A TR 5 AT AR ShRE I 25 R E0AIT: T m R e T H7E 30 AR =fit
+17150 GY3600 KA H = SMEAM N AT, BHEBIT 1K, 10 KON—I7 2, E8RIT 397HE. BT
12H: TEFRUAYT BN 14T 0.16 Mpa R/ e RE0AYT, I J128 0.16 MPa, B & HIEYT—Ik, N
JEIEFE 15 3, A2 B TI3ETE 60 08, ISR B E AL B A A, IR R, 10 40 ed, dEUE
FEIRN 15 4380, SIRITIIHE 100 4080, J097 2 4 729 G YT 2Rl B4T 0.20 MPa &) F i AR YT
097K 7179 0.20 MPa, B#FAEHIRST — Ik, IIEIHE 20 7080, Fa il dLat 60 7o, (il s A Uik 2 ek
EWA S IR A, HHIARE 10 3B, ORI FEIRY 20 43E, RBITENK 110 2 Bh. LA 1.
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Figure 1. Two different treatment pressure maps of hyperbaric oxygen
1. SEERMAERETTEAE

2.2.2. MEBIBHFR

s i 7 BT Bk 2 2 43 (Glasgow coma scale, GCS): GCS ¥/ A 3HIHIR K2 S vE4 1~4 73 (H ZhiR 4
gy, WPRREEER 3 4y, FPRHRAR 2 4y, ANERER 1 73); 1EE RBOES 15 o (EIZIER 5 4, I HER 4 ),
REEULIE 3 78, RAEEKE 24y, LiBE 140): BB 1~6 (WM 3hiE 6 45, HPEEAL 5 47,
JHREE 4 7y, RPFE N 3 4, FPRSRE 2 4y, TCRAL 1 47) [11]. PEArVEHDN 0~15 43, 15 43 BUEE;
12~14 4y BRFEERINRERS; 9~114r: FREERINFENG; 8 /0 KULR: BRRIRAS[12], 20 H A = R pns bk
#H,

H & 4= 3% it 1 5L % (Activity of daily living, ADL): 3% Barthel 5% (Barthel index, BI){F4/ &4 H % 4E
TEAE/I[13], ADL $F433E N 0~100 73, R4k H & AR % R ikt .

i 3 2] B9k 2> 24 1F 2> (Glasgow outcome scale, GOS): VAYT J& 28 KiEAT GOS /G iFsr, TEhniE:
TN 2 435 MEWIAEAF N 2 455 BEFERIAR, BUNERAEEARR B BN 3 7 R, ARTEREE N
45y WHE R, EWEGREGREMEEENS /5. GOS<3 S NHEAR, >3 /5 ATE RIF[14].
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2.3. Gt RE

Gt K 2 ] SPSS (26.0). Graphpad prism 9 {4847, X5 347 AL BE & G5 i+ b, SRk
Bl R B FNE . 2 EAEANEAT A . SR B el T IRV, & RS E TR
KA XtsFoR, MARIECRAMSIAEA t K5, HI70E EIZ RO FEAR 1850 EIES AT &%
BLEA M (Pos, Prs) %, 4LIA HLA# F] Mann-Whitey U 165, 697 1 J5 Eb#tia ] Wilcoxon 7455 Rk A4S 56 ;
TR LR () Fom, AIALECRH K% . P <0.05 R RH L2 .

3. &R
3.1 MRFRB—RIER

AT 119 1], B4E 81, Lotk 38 4, “FIYAERS 55 %5 Hoh ZeAnds 81 £1(68.1%), 1T EH
MEREAR 70 41(58.8%). MRIEIEST T RIIAR, FKIHpJy 2 MEITH, BITATMABRE N ke, 2
IR FARTTA BIRE N GCS 1ok B 2 R o4t ih243 (P > 0.05), BAF k. WEWE 1.
Table 1. Comparison of general information between two groups of patients before hyperbaric oxygen therapy under differ-

ent pressures

1. AREHNBEEATHAASEN—RAR LR

1697 L 4(n=78) 1697 2 4(n = 41) t/zl? P
PE5 1.637 0.201
5 50 (64.1%) 31 (75.6%)
s 28 (35.9%) 10 (24.4%)
R (D) 57 (48, 68.25) 56 (47.5, 65) -0.551 0.582
4 IR R (%) 0.204 0.651
IR 52 (66.7%) 29 (70.7%)
AR 10 (12.8%) 5 (12.2%)
HoAtn 16 (20.5%) 7 (17.1%)
FARF R 0.216 0.898
7 20 (25.6%) 12 (29.3%%)
Mg AR 11 (14.1%) 6 (14.6%)
MmERAR + ZEWRFER 47 (60.3%) 23 (56.1%)
BPRE 3.405 0.182
Bk 59 (75.6%) 25 (61.0%)
TR 12 (15.4%) 12 (29.3%)
KB 7 (9.0%) 4 (9.7%)
GCS 74 7 (6.75, 8) 7 (5.5, 8) -1.624 0.104

H: GCS ¥E4r: Mhiial BekiErik; to MorPEAR t I SHE; z: Mann-Whitney KI8%GiiHE: »°: EHKRIRS
iHE; P<0.05 NARGFEER.

3.2. FRIENSESATTIR GCS. ADL, GOS W4yt

L6975 2 40 GCS. ADL J GOS P73 #4)oKk ILE. 3% 2% (P > 0.05). ¥ L% 2.
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Table 2. Comparison of GCS, ADL, and GOS scores between two groups of patients after treatment
2. FAEEIRITE GCS. ADL, GOS T4tk

BT 14 BT 24 t P
GCS ¥4 9.24 +2.48 8.63+2.97 1.189 0.237
ADL #-455 14.42 + 20.92 10.73 £ 18.96 0.944 0.347
GOS W41 2.64+0.81 2.51+0.81 0.744 0.485

VE: GCS iF4r: MPrirar SRk o JAL/BCFEAR t IS A THE; P <0.05 NAHRITFAEER.

STVAITRT GCS P HEAT /040, 7 A ER(GCS = 3~4 7). ¥ EM(GCS = 5~6 7). HEM(GCS = 7~8
SN, AT AT, B IRIATT T S GCS WA AR . W15 3 Fi: MR E AR S GCS YEAE
0.16 MPa HBOT J& 2.3 7= (P < 0.05), 17E 0.20 MPa HBOT J& B 2281k (P > 0.05), 4344 57y 7 F AU i
HHEMHIRITHTE GCS Wor ¥ W3 s (P < 0.05). 1 I3 3.

Table 3. Comparison of GCS scores before and after treatment between two groups of patients after grouping
= 3. MAEEIATTAIE GCS 1N mARMIELE

o BT 1A HIT 2 M
YBITHT 4(3,4) 4(4,4)
NVAY
b BIT R 8 (5, 10) 4 (4, 4.5)
z -2.207 -1.000
P 0.027 0.317
YBITHT 5.5 (5, 7.5) 6 (5, 6)
BT )E 7.5(5.5,9) 8(7,9)
R
z -2.687 -2.714
P 0.007 0.007
YBITHT 8(7,8) 7(7,8)
- BT )E 9(8, 10) 9 (8, 13)
- z ~6.079 ~3.755
P <0.001 <0.001

VE: GCS #E4r: A&Hi el Sk iE/%: 22 Wilcoxon 5 SRRAIKG U6 it : P < 0.05 NALNAEAEZE R,

33. FEENSERATRMASERTUENLLE

MRS H R R PR RG T AT I SR AR FE 73 W R R PR ASAE FE AT kR 2 2L UL B5E2R) . AR (=
RS FE BT ke 1 AN 40) S TE 8 (R R B i R FE LT TR k) o« PR ZELEE 3 VBT 6 A3 53 1) 84.6%
70.7%; 0.16 MPa HBOT 41 %411 & # % 0.20 MPa HBOT 40% 19.6%, %R HA G it2¢% X (P < 0.05),
PRARLTANG T A RO G R4 B A5l JE W . 22 53 (P > 0.05) . 1 L35 4.

Table 4. Comparison of treatment effectiveness between two groups of patients

4. MERE BT AYEINL

H AR FEE
2H 5] n N N N NN
B B TRk BARE
VRIT 14 78 40 (51.3%) 26 (33.3%) 12 (15.4%) 66 (84.60%)
BIF 2 A 41 13 (31.7%) 16 (39.0%) 12 (29.3%) 29 (70.70%)
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XZ 4.169 0.381 3.217 0.164
P 0.041 0.537 0.073 0.073
W A FTRRSHHE; P <0.05 NULRTEAE LR
4. Wi

WA TN 0.16 MPa F10.20 MPa A yG Y7 He 77 %) 55 8 p i 451 477 By 1R KB 197 ot 7, 45
RI, BEIRWANIRT HEA R E R AR T 76 GCS W4+ ADL 4 ) GOS 4 L ER LG5
(P >0.05) (W% 2), (HZPAEESIRITARES 7N 84.6%. 70.7% (W35 4), UiMHEEAEMH TIRIT
I P B Bk R A DT R W TR ANIRITALE GCS WAy BB E R, WAL A A4
HEERZEEIATEVIFAR, S GCS P s 5 RV IR A, WAl R4k 3 1)
GCS Vo i ik 1M ADL $F43 J2 GOS PFor il N 755 T- i 5, B = Wdahs, AN A4 F o £l
IR, SRR PIANR YT 4H7E ADL VP4 & GOS P4y 2 R T4t 2% (P > 0.05).

I GCS 14t 55 AL oG 1145 56 3 4 o A E AL (GCS = 3~4). FFER(GCS = 5~6). HAY(GCS =
7~8) =41, HHATLIAIHT, FATIE &I 0.16 MPa HBO A7 B A Hi i 6115 f5 Bk i, JoH R AHR PG A
FERLEL(GCS 1P 3~4 43) i Hi3 ml LLT R 3 (P < 0.05), 4 0.16 MPa HBO 497 i 2 AR B 2 5T 0.20
MPa HBO (P < 0.05), #fifi$&7~ 0.16 MPa y&J7 & 77 ] BEXy BAE 3 AE AL it i o i S+ & Th e Ik 52 7 T
SRR, IR S S R R AR . X 55575 N[15]UE] T 7E 0.16 MPa HBO it} TBI JG 4 1))
R S IAE LT 0.22 MPa HBO FTIMWT 45 R — 3, Wt R4 i G aMidiek ], HBO +in]
W TBI SR HL. H2A. H4 [Kik, 0.16 MPa 41%; 0.22 MPa 41 FF&EA S, JTLHZEE6h AN, 1
H B AP THRE B R0 3 25 T - W)AEESE 0.16 MPa HBO T fig bt 0.22 MPa HBO B4 Rt i 4H &
P, ATk TBI 4k R MR . X AT RE S B T A AR K 71 HBO B ks> 7 i M 45 (Reactive
oxygen species, ROS)[1)=4z, #il [ 24HEE FBMFN ) 32 (L 000 KUk AR, B Z&4Mili) 1 418 R CE 40 i
Ghasla), FHWT A A5 TLRA AT EA/ER, i MyD88 155 Si@#t, MMMk NF-«B p65 [IFRIEK
S, AT U 4k R AR £ 3 A 2 28 A PR R - A s oRT e 2 2 P O T2 [ 16]

H A7 5% B R Rl R B 5E SR A 8 22 1) v R 0T 97 1 77 M 0.15~0.25 MPa 3445 [17] [18] [19]; 2021 4,
HEREEESREE T T RS RAA T RN aI R AR T 5 Z R [20], 1230 N S G147 P P 451
5 B3 10 v R 48R 9T T R RN 0.15~0.25 MPa. 30 scindiki&[21], 7E—@ ik /iyuE M E%E HBO iR
I7E S EI3E N, HBO MG /B W 10, #83d 0.20 MPa () J5 /7 Ul AT A5 ke i dei % % 3 HBO IR YT
JE 18, RITRNEERAS, T IR A AR R AN 52, AR E S, A, AR
PN N BE AR B RE[22] [23] [24] [25]. F-7E 1977 45, Holbach 25 A [2615% 6145 14 i i 45147 56 3 AN
[F] 4 77(0.15/0.20 MPa)= R8T, 45 F I Uik 197 38 %5 0.20 MPa & R 20697 AN BeY 52 JF H. 10~15
S Re s LA EE, 1M 0.15 MPa 1 e s S80E I7 AU AT DU S8 i 52 30~40 434, 34 R A 148 fii 1 5 B
AR FIRE AR . Harch S8 A[27]E8 1 11 IGUAS [R] s 79 A0 F2 00 i 1 8000 T 6 B Q0 403 P o 437 £ S8 3 ) I
PRAJEFE 5 SLBEAT 7 b, 45 AR IUAE 2 T BEALXS BEAIF 7 b, o R B4 1k i 453495 ) R 6 Mk i 72 9% 48
IR E4T 40 VX 0.15 MPa & R R T R T BA Guit 2 = SCRIA RIS R A A A e, 76— 101 0.24
MPa & EEIRIT AR T IIMESE R, 45 U BB ) B R AR T AT BE L e 0 v R AR T R
SO A A 0 R B TG o 2R B [2818R I T AR 5 )5 S VERE SRR 4 T AN A R /3(0.175 MPa Al 0.20
MPa) i1 e AT I RYT RSB T R, 46 S v T S8 7 AR A ) HE A mT DA B 4 v BB 3 (1 7
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J7 SRABRE 5 (Western aphasia battery, WAB) 1215 (AQ 1F4) J7 Rk RiE-FIME N A ), HA
) 5 1697 2 TREAT 2 5 LU B R I E e vt 3, AR 6T 0,175 MPa ¥R T H 1B L T I IR 6
T ZLL T 0.20 MPa. X 5HARMITETT HEJ1(/M T 0.20 MPa), 1 LL4R B TR R fE v AR N e )
Bk, B AR R TV I R A, R AR BRI T AR, X B S IR RS SR IE AT A
1M 53 A WNIHFEER ST S5 2 I, 0.16 MPa ¥ 97 H /7% 0.20 MPa 1697 & 71, ZEF+ A I A%ty #E i [A]
R, THRERIET R IR (LA 1),

2k LRTR, AT DU T E A ) £ B A R T B R BT, I RE SR T Bk AR A 1 GCS VA
ADL P53 )2 GOS VF4r, JuH % TR AL DL b i )45 Bk 3%, i%#% 0.16 MPa J& 71 F HBO JGITIT
SCATREFEAL(P < 0.05) (WL 3 Jeik 4), watesm, v LLAJEIIRIRIGST R g B iis %,

AT RYE: 1) ABFAR T RO, AR T2 2 BUIE RIS M 8 S IR B R ) 3, TEJE4E
(IR FE A, N K FCIER, SR Z 0T . 2) ABF RN R RN BRI T, TRES XA
WEFLah RISk — @ MW 2, TEES FIAT KRB BE L 7.

5. &hig

AWEFEHIHG T4 0.16 MPa [5 /)T HBO iy S AL i ) 17 )5 Bk i, JUHOR RS RE AL B (GCS
PEIY 3~4 ), BB T RTREEM, S JEIRIK HBO iRyT Ik Ik e it 5% .

EHEWHE

LRI B AR E S0 H (KJ2020A0216)
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