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ABSTRACT 

Background: Ocular injury is a clinically significant complication of facial trauma, yet its burden and predictors in polytrauma remain 

undercharacterized. Understanding these associations is essential for optimizing early ophthalmic assessment, particularly in settings 

with high rates of road traffic injuries. 

Methods: This retrospective cross-sectional study included polytrauma patients (injury severity score [ISS] >15) admitted to a tertiary 

trauma center over a five-year period. Eligible patients sustained blunt injuries and underwent standardized craniofacial CT and 

ophthalmic assessment. Facial trauma was identified using International Classification of Diseases, Tenth Revision (ICD-10) codes and 

radiologic confirmation. Ocular injuries were classified according to Birmingham Eye Trauma Terminology System criteria. Data on 

demographics, injury mechanisms, and clinical findings were extracted for analysis.  

Results: Among 7456 polytrauma patients (mean age 38.7 years), 68.2% (5085) were male and 1491 (20.0%) had blunt facial trauma. 

Ocular injury occurred in 20.9% (n = 312) of patients with facial trauma versus 4.2% (n = 251) without. Midface fractures were strongly 

associated with orbital injury, whereas mandibular fractures were associated with ocular adnexal trauma (both P < 0.001). The most 

frequent ocular findings were orbital fracture (n = 312/142, 45.5%), subconjunctival hemorrhage (n = 312/88, 28.2%), hyphema (n = 

312/46, 14.7%), and globe rupture (n = 312/12, 3.8%). Subgroup analyses further demonstrated that road traffic accidents (RTAs) 

mechanism conferred more than twice the risk of ocular injury compared with other mechanisms. Multivariate logistic regression 

analysis identified blunt facial trauma (adjusted odds ratio [OR], 3.82; 95% confidence interval [CI], 2.91–5.02; P < 0.001), RTAs 

(adjusted OR, 2.14; 95% CI, 1.67–2.75; P < 0.001), male sex (adjusted OR, 1.45; 95% CI, 1.12–1.88; P = 0.005), higher ISS (adjusted OR, 

1.06 per point; CI, 95%, 1.03–1.09; P < 0.001), and increasing age (adjusted OR, 1.02 per year; 95% CI, 1.00–1.04; P < 0.005) as independent 

predictors of ocular injury. Baseline visual impairment (VA < 20/40) was present in 38.2% of affected patients. The incidence of facial 

trauma showed a slight upward trend from 2021 to 2025, albeit not statistically significant (P > 0.05). 

Conclusions: Ocular injury represents a substantial and clinically important component of polytrauma involving the face. Patients 

with blunt facial trauma, particularly those with RTAs mechanisms, are at markedly elevated risk of ocular injury. Age, sex, fracture 

pattern, injury mechanism, and overall trauma severity are key determinants of ocular morbidity, underscoring the need for integrated 

maxillofacial-ophthalmic management strategies within trauma care systems. 
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INTRODUCTION 

High-energy trauma due to motor vehicle collisions commonly affects the head and face, with facial trauma seen in 15%–24% of 

polytrauma patients [1-3]. Ocular injury is common after facial trauma because the close orbital-facial anatomy makes upper-

face and forehead injuries particularly liable to cause damage ranging from minor soft-tissue laceration to globe rupture [4-6].  

In Iran, where road accident trauma admissions are a leading cause of injury [7, 8], ocular and facial trauma is a heavy 

clinical burden. There is a frequent association of eye injuries with facial trauma, varying in severity, mechanism of injury, and 

thoroughness of examination [9-11]. 

Limited studies report links between facial trauma and eye injury in patients suffering polytrauma, revealing a high risk 

for sight-threatening injuries [12, 13]. Orbital fractures are common and potentially impact vision in polytrauma patients [12]. 

Greater elucidation of these patterns may maximize our management of the trauma patient, particularly in regions where road 

traffic injury is prevalent and socioeconomic issues further increase burden of injury [14-16]. 

We sought to establish the incidence of blunt facial injury among polytrauma patients in Sina Hospital, a major trauma 

center in Tehran, and to determine whether facial injury was independently associated with ocular trauma. We aimed to 

characterize injury patterns and identify risk factors relevant to clinical practice. Where available, we reported initial visual 

acuity to indicate early functional impact. 
 

METHODS 

This retrospective cross-sectional study analyzed de-identified electronic health records of consecutive polytrauma patients 

(injury severity score [ISS] >15 [17]) admitted to Sina Hospital, a tertiary educational trauma center affiliated with Tehran 

University of Medical Sciences, between March 2021 and March 2025. The study protocol was approved by the Institutional 

Review Board of Tehran University of Medical Sciences (IR.TUMS.SINAHOSPITAL.REC.1401.118). All procedures conformed 

to the tenets of the Declaration of Helsinki. At hospital admission, all patients provided written informed consent for clinical 

evaluation and treatment as part of routine care. In accordance with institutional policy at educational hospitals, patients also 

signed a general consent permitting the use of de-identified medical information for educational and research publication 

purposes. 

Inclusion criteria comprised polytrauma patients aged 18–65 years who sustained blunt injuries—such as those resulting 

from road traffic accidents (RTAs), falls, assaults, or other blunt mechanisms—with complete medical records available for 

review. Exclusion criteria included penetrating trauma, isolated head injury, incomplete or poor-quality documentation, and 

absence of craniofacial computed tomography (CT) imaging. All eligible patients underwent standardized initial assessment in 

accordance with institutional trauma management protocols. 

Facial trauma was classified according to the International Classification of Diseases, Tenth Revision (ICD-10) diagnosis 

code for maxillofacial fracture (S02.0–S02.9), soft-tissue injuries of the head such as face and scalp (S00.0–S00.9), or orbital fracture 

(S05.1–S05.9) [18]. Diagnoses were verified on craniofacial CT scans. 

Polytrauma patients with clinical or paraclinical evidence suggestive of ocular involvement, including findings on 

craniofacial CT or other imaging studies, or clinical suspicion of ocular injury, were referred to the ocular emergency service for 

comprehensive ophthalmic evaluation. Anterior segment examination was performed using a slit-lamp biomicroscope (Haag-

Streit BM 900; Haag-Streit AG, Bern, Switzerland). Fundus evaluation was conducted with a slit-lamp and a noncontact +90 D 

or +78 D Volk lens (Volk Optical, Inc., Mentor, OH, USA). When feasible, baseline visual acuity was assessed using a Snellen 

chart (Nidek Co., Ltd., Gamagori, Aichi, Japan), and intraocular pressure was measured with a Goldmann applanation 

tonometer (AT-900; Haag-Streit AG, Bern, Switzerland). The final diagnosis and etiology of ocular injury were retrieved from 

emergency department ophthalmology consultation notes completed by the on-call physician resident. In cases of diagnostic 

uncertainty, clinical findings were reviewed and verified by a senior faculty ophthalmologist, who confirmed the final diagnosis 

and cause of injury. Ocular trauma was staged according to the Birmingham Eye Trauma Terminology System into closed-globe 

trauma (contusion, lamellar laceration), open-globe trauma (rupture, penetration) [19, 20], and adnexal trauma [21, 22]. Staging 

was based on documented ophthalmologic consultation, slit-lamp examination, fundoscopy, and imaging when available.  

Demographic characteristics (age, sex), mechanism of injury, ISS, Glasgow Coma Scale (GCS) score [23], and ocular findings 

on initial examination—such as orbital fractures, subconjunctival hemorrhage, hyphema, and globe rupture—were extracted. 

When available, baseline visual acuity was recorded to evaluate immediate functional impact.  

All data were entered into and analyzed using SPSS version 25.0 (IBM Corp., Armonk, NY, USA). Continuous variables 

were summarized as means with standard deviations (SDs), and categorical variables as frequencies and percentages. Normality 

was assessed using the Shapiro-Wilk test. Between-group comparisons used independent t-tests for continuous variables and 

chi-square tests for categorical variables. Multivariate logistic regression was employed to examine the association between facial 

trauma and ocular injury, adjusting for age, sex, mechanism of injury, ISS, and GCS; adjusted odds ratios (ORs) with 95% 

confidence intervals (CIs) were reported. Model fit was evaluated using the Hosmer-Lemeshow test (P > 0.05 indicating 

acceptable fit), and multicollinearity was assessed using variance inflation factors (VIF < 5 considered acceptable). Subgroup 

analyses were stratified by fracture location (mandibular vs. midface) and injury mechanism (road traffic accidents [RTAs], falls, 

assaults, or other blunt mechanisms). A sensitivity analysis excluding 428 patients (5.7%) with incomplete ophthalmologic 
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records addressed potential bias from underreporting of minor injuries. Temporal trends in the yearly incidence of facial trauma 

among polytrauma admissions were evaluated using the Cochran-Armitage trend test. Statistical significance was set at P < 0.05. 
 

RESULTS 

The study included 7456 polytrauma patients with a mean (SD) age of 38.7 (12.4) years; 68.2% (5085) were male. Facial trauma 

occurred in 1491 patients (20.0%). RTAs were the predominant mechanism (n = 4652, 62.4%), followed by falls (n = 1364, 18.3%), 

assault (n = 902, 12.1%), and other causes (n = 538, 7.2%). Baseline demographic characteristics for all participants and for those 

with and without facial trauma are shown in Table 1. 

Patients with facial trauma were more often male (70.8% [n = 1056] vs 67.5% [n = 4029], P < 0.005) and had a higher mean 

(SD) ISS (24.6 [8.1] vs 19.3 [7.2], P < 0.001) and lower GCS scores (11.2 [3.4] vs. 13.5 [2.9], P < 0.001) compared with those without 

facial trauma (Table 1). Ocular injury was also significantly more prevalent in the facial trauma group than in the non-facial 

trauma group (312/1491 [20.9%] vs 251/5965 [4.2%], P < 0.001) (Table 1). 

In the facial trauma group, the most frequent ocular injuries were orbital fractures (n = 312/142, 45.5%), subconjunctival 

hemorrhage (n = 312/88, 28.2%), hyphema (n = 312/46, 14.7%), and globe rupture (n = 312/12, 3.8%). In the subgroup analysis 

restricted to polytrauma patients with blunt facial trauma, midface fractures were significantly associated with orbital injury (P 

< 0.001), whereas mandibular fractures were significantly associated with ocular adnexal injury (P < 0.001). Patients injured in 

RTAs had more than twice the risk of ocular injury compared with those injured by other mechanisms (OR, 2.31; 95% CI, 1.78–

2.99; P < 0.001). 

Among the 563 patients with ocular trauma, baseline visual acuity data were available for 482 (85.6%). Vision impairment 

(baseline visual acuity worse than 20/40) was observed in 184 patients (38.2%), indicating substantial functional deficit. 

Multivariate logistic regression analysis showed that blunt facial trauma independently predicted ocular injury (adjusted 

OR, 3.82; 95% CI, 2.91–5.02; P < 0.001). Additional independent predictors included increasing age (adjusted OR, 1.02 per year; 

95% CI, 1.00–1.04; P < 0.005), male sex (adjusted OR, 1.45; 95% CI, 1.12–1.88; P = 0.005), RTA injury mechanism (adjusted OR, 

2.14; 95% CI, 1.67–2.75; P < 0.001), and higher ISS (adjusted OR, 1.06 per point; 95% CI, 1.03–1.09; P < 0.001). The model 

demonstrated good fit (Hosmer-Lemeshow P = 0.214) and no concerning multicollinearity (all VIFs < 3.2). 

Sensitivity analysis showed that excluding the 428 patients (5.7%) with missing ophthalmologic data did not materially 

alter the results (adjusted OR, 3.78; 95% CI, 2.85–4.99; P < 0.001), thereby strengthening the robustness of our preliminary 

findings. The yearly incidence proportion of facial trauma among polytrauma admissions rose slightly from 18.6% in 2021 to 

21.3% in 2025, with an overall incidence proportion of 20.0% across the five-year period. (Table 3), although this trend did not 

reach statistical significance (P = 0.078). 
 

Table 1. Demographic and clinical characteristics of study participants 

Variable Total (n = 7456) Facial Trauma (n = 1491) Non-Facial Trauma (n = 5965) P-value 

Age (y), Mean ± SD 38.7 ± 12.4 39.1 ± 12.7 38.6 ± 12.3 0.124 

Sex (Male / Female), n (%) 5085 (68.2) / 2371 (31.8) 1056 (70.8) / 435 (29.2) 4029 (67.5) / 1936 (32.5) 0.008 

ISS (score), Mean ± SD 20.8 ± 7.8 24.6 ± 8.1 19.3 ± 7.2 < 0.001 

GCS (score), Mean ± SD 12.8 ± 3.2 11.2 ± 3.4 13.5 ± 2.9 < 0.001 

Ocular injury, n (%) 563 (7.5) 312 (20.9) 251 (4.2) < 0.001 

Injury mechanism, n (%) < 0.001 

RTAs 4652 (62.4) 1042 (69.9) 3610 (60.5) 

Fall 1364 (18.3) 233 (15.6) 1131 (19.0) 

Assault 902 (12.1) 151 (10.1) 751 (12.6) 

Other 538 (7.2) 65 (4.4) 473 (7.9) 

Abbreviations: n, number of participants; y, years; SD, standard deviation; ISS, Injury Severity Score [17]; GCS, Glasgow 

Coma Scale [23]; RTAs, road traffic accidents. 

 
Table 2. Multivariate logistic regression for predictors of ocular injury 

Variable Adjusted OR (95% CI) P-value B SE Wald Statistic 

Blunt facial trauma 3.82 (2.91–5.02) < 0.001 1.340 0.139 92.81 

Age (per year) 1.02 (1.00–1.04) 0.032 0.020 0.009 4.58 

Male sex 1.45 (1.12–1.88) 0.005 0.372 0.132 7.92 

RTA mechanism 2.14 (1.67–2.75) < 0.001 0.762 0.127 35.92 

ISS (per unit) 1.06 (1.03–1.09) < 0.001 0.058 0.015 15.01 

GCS (per unit) 0.97 (0.94–1.00) 0.054 -0.030 0.016 3.70 

Abbreviations: OR, odds ratio; CI, confidence interval; B, coefficient; SE, standard error; RTA, road traffic accident; ISS, 

Injury Severity Score [17]; GCS, Glasgow Coma Scale [23]. * Reference categories: Non-facial trauma, Female sex, Non-RTA 

mechanism. 
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Table 3. Annual incidence proportion of facial trauma among polytrauma patients (2021–2025) 

Year Total polytrauma patients (n) polytrauma patients with facial trauma (n) Incidence (%) 

2021 1499 279 18.6 

2022 1463 283 19.3 

2023 1478 295 20.0 

2024 1474 305 20.7 

2025 1542 329 21.3 

Total 7456 1491 20.0 

Abbreviations: n, number of participants; %, percentage. 
 

DISSCUSSION 
 

The present study demonstrates that ocular injury is a substantial and clinically significant component of polytrauma involving 

the face. Among 7456 polytrauma patients, 20.0% sustained blunt facial trauma, and ocular injury occurred in 20.9% of these 

cases—fivefold higher than in those without facial trauma. Midface fractures were strongly associated with orbital injury, 

whereas mandibular fractures predominantly involved ocular adnexal injury. RTAs emerged as the leading mechanism and an 

independent predictor of ocular trauma, alongside blunt facial trauma, increasing age, male sex, and greater injury severity. 

Baseline visual impairment was present in 38.2% of patients with ocular injury, underscoring the functional burden and the need 

for routine ophthalmic evaluation in polytrauma patients with concomitant facial injury. 

Guly et al. [13] analyzed 39073 patients with major trauma (ISS > 15) in the UK over a 15-year period, 4082 (10.4%) of them 

with facial fractures; in the present 5-year study of 7456 polytrauma patients, 1491 (20.0%) sustained blunt facial trauma. 

Although the overall incidence of ocular injury in their cohort was lower (905/39073; 2.3%) than in ours (563/7456; 7.5%), both 

studies demonstrated a strong association between facial trauma and ocular injury. They reported that patients with facial 

fractures were 6.7 times more likely to sustain ocular injury than those without fractures (95% CI, 5.9–7.6), consistent with our 

finding that ocular injury is markedly more common among patients with facial trauma (20.9% [n = 312] vs 4.2% [n = 251]) and 

with our identification of blunt facial trauma as an independent predictor (adjusted OR, 3.82; 95% CI, 2.91–5.02). Comparable 

demographic patterns were observed in both datasets, with RTAs constituting the leading mechanism of ocular trauma (Guly 

et al.: 57.3% [n = 519]; current study: 62.4% [n = 4652]). Together, these findings highlight the consistent and clinically significant 

association between facial injury and ocular morbidity across large trauma populations, underscoring the importance of detailed 

ocular assessment in polytrauma care. 

Our findings align with several key observations reported by Zhou et al. [24], who examined ocular trauma in 1131 patients 

with maxillofacial fractures over a 10-year period. The rate of ocular injury in our facial-trauma cohort (20.9%; 312/1491) was 

comparable to their reported 18.5% (209/1131), despite substantial differences in population structure and injury severity. 

Consistent with their results, we identified male sex as an independent predictor of ocular injury (Zhou et al.: OR, 1.542; 95% CI, 

1.019–2.334; P = 0.041; current study: OR, 1.45; 95% CI, 1.12–1.88; P = 0.005), as well as motor vehicle-related mechanisms (Zhou 

et al.: OR, 2.243; 95% CI, 1.131–4.450; P = 0.021; current study: OR, 2.14; 95% CI, 1.67–2.75; P < 0.001), with both datasets 

demonstrating a similar twofold increase in risk. Zhou et al. [24] also reported the highest risk among individuals aged 30–39 

years (OR, 1.852; P < 0.001), whereas our study found increasing age to be an independent predictor (OR, 1.02 per year). Both 

studies demonstrated a consistent anatomic patterning of risk: midfacial fractures were strongly associated with orbital injury. 

Odd ratios reported by Zhou et al. were 10.232 and 12.389 for midfacial and multiple midfacial fractures, respectively (both P < 

0.001) [24], while mandibular fractures carried a markedly lower risk of 0.151 and 0.035 for single mandibular and 

multimandibular fractures, respectively (both P < 0.001) [24]. In our subgroup analysis restricted to polytrauma patients with 

blunt facial trauma, midface fractures were significantly associated with orbital injury, whereas mandibular fractures were more 

often associated with ocular adnexal trauma. 

Eng et al. [25] aimed to characterize ocular injuries associated with midface fractures and evaluated 773 such patients at a 

Level I trauma center [25]. In contrast, the present study examined a broader polytrauma population (n = 7456), 1491 (20.0%) of 

whom sustained blunt facial trauma involving both midface and mandibular injuries. Despite substantial differences in study 

populations and scope, both investigations evidence a high burden of ocular morbidity associated with facial trauma. Eng et al. 

[25]reported that 36% of patients had minor ocular injuries and 10.5% had major injuries, whereas in our cohort 20.9% of patients 

with facial trauma had ocular involvement, including hyphema (14.7%) and globe rupture (3.8%)—injuries consistent with the 

“major injury” category defined by Eng et al. [25] Mechanisms of injury also differed markedly, whereby Eng et al. [25] observed 

assault as the predominant etiology (63.8%) while RTAs were the leading mechanism in our population (62.4%). Nonetheless, 

both studies found mechanism to be a significant determinant of ocular injury risk. Eng et al. [25] reported ocular involvement 

in 52.6% of gunshot wounds, 28.8% of assaults, and 16.7% of motor vehicle collisions, and our study identified RTAs as an 

independent predictor (adjusted OR, 2.14; 95% CI, 1.67–2.75). They also highlighted the high frequency of ocular injury in orbital 

floor and zygomaticomaxillary complex fractures. Our findings indicated that midface fractures were strongly associated with 

orbital injury, whereas mandibular fractures were predominantly linked to ocular adnexal trauma. Together, these findings 
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highlight the need for routine ophthalmologic assessment in patients with facial trauma and support the broader conclusion that 

injury mechanism and fracture pattern are determinants of ocular morbidity across diverse trauma settings. 

Panshak et al. [26] conducted a hospital-based, cross-sectional study of 67 patients with maxillofacial trauma in North 

Central Nigeria, aiming to determine the prevalence, patterns, and risk factors of ophthalmic injury. In contrast, the present 

study examined a substantially larger polytrauma population (n = 7456), 1491 (20.0%) of whom sustained blunt facial trauma. 

Despite differences in sample size, study design, and injury severity, both investigations demonstrate a strong association 

between facial trauma and ocular involvement. Panshak et al. [26] reported an ophthalmic injury prevalence of 77.6%, 

considerably higher than the 20.9% observed among patients with facial trauma in the current study; however, their cohort 

consisted exclusively of maxillofacial trauma patients, whereas our study included a heterogeneous polytrauma population. In 

both studies, young adult males constituted the majority of affected patients (Panshak et al.: 79.1%, mean age 31.9 years; current 

study: 68.2%, mean age 38.7 years). Differences in reported severity reflect variations in case mix: Panshak et al. [26] noted globe 

rupture as the leading cause of visual impairment, whereas our cohort showed broader injury distributions with orbital fractures 

in 45.5%, subconjunctival hemorrhage in 28.2%, hyphema in 14.7%, and globe rupture in 3.8% of patients. Collectively, both 

studies emphasize the high burden of ocular injury in facial trauma and underscore the necessity of routine ophthalmologic 

evaluation across diverse trauma populations. 

The current study benefits from a large, well-defined polytrauma cohort, standardized imaging and ophthalmic evaluation, 

and robust multivariable modeling with sensitivity analyses that strengthen confidence in the findings. The integration of 

fracture patterns, injury mechanisms, and visual outcomes provides clinically actionable detail rarely captured in polytrauma 

research. Limitations include the retrospective design, potential underdocumentation of minor ocular injuries, incomplete 

baseline visual acuity data, lack of follow-up to determine final visual outcomes or complications, and the single-center setting, 

which may limit generalizability. Future work should incorporate prospective, protocol-driven ophthalmic assessments, include 

long-term visual and quality-of-life measures, and evaluate decision-support tools to improve triage and early ophthalmology 

consultation in polytrauma care. 
 

CONCLUSIONS 

The findings of this study demonstrate that ocular injury is a frequent and clinically significant component of polytrauma 

involving the face. Blunt facial trauma independently conferred a markedly elevated risk of ocular injury and remained a strong 

predictor alongside RTAs, increasing age, male sex, and greater injury severity. Midface fractures showed a strong association 

with orbital involvement, whereas mandibular fractures were more often linked to ocular adnexal trauma, underscoring the 

importance of fracture pattern in predicting ocular morbidity. The high rate of early visual impairment further highlights the 

need for systematic ophthalmic assessment in all polytrauma patients with facial injury. These results support the integration of 

early ophthalmologic evaluation into trauma pathways to prevent missed injuries and optimize visual outcomes. 
 

ETHICAL DECLARATIONS 

Ethical approval: The study protocol was approved by the Institutional Review Board of Tehran University of Medical Sciences 

(IR.TUMS.SINAHOSPITAL.REC.1401.118). All procedures conformed to the tenets of the Declaration of Helsinki. At hospital 

admission, all patients provided written informed consent for clinical evaluation and treatment as part of routine care. In accordance 

with institutional policy at educational hospitals, patients also signed a general consent permitting the use of de-identified medical 

information for educational and research publication purposes. 

Conflict of interests: None. 
 

FUNDING 

None. 
 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

None. 

REFERENCES 

1. Ghosh R, Gopalkrishnan K. Associated Injuries Related to Patients With Facial Fractures. Craniomaxillofac Trauma Reconstr. 2023 

Mar;16(1):10-14. doi: 10.1177/19433875211069024. Epub 2022 Jan 3. PMID: 36824190; PMCID: PMC9941296. 

2. Lupascu IT, Hostiuc S, Minoiu CA, Hostiuc M, Popa BV. Comparison of Traumatic Brain Injury in Adult Patients with and without Facial 

Fractures. Tomography. 2024 Sep 24;10(10):1534-1546. doi: 10.3390/tomography10100113. PMID: 39453030; PMCID: PMC11511231.  

3. Bocchialini G, Castellani A. Facial Trauma: A Retrospective Study of 1262 Patients. Ann Maxillofac Surg. 2019 Jan-Jun;9(1):135-139. doi: 

10.4103/ams.ams_51_19. PMID: 31293942; PMCID: PMC6585199. 

4. Perry M, Dancey A, Mireskandari K, Oakley P, Davies S, Cameron M. Emergency care in facial trauma--a maxillofacial and ophthalmic 

perspective. Injury. 2005 Aug;36(8):875-96. doi: 10.1016/j.injury.2004.09.018. Epub 2005 Mar 24. PMID: 16023907.  

5. Brandt MT, Haug RH. Traumatic hyphema: a comprehensive review. J Oral Maxillofac Surg. 2001 Dec;59(12):1462-70. doi: 

10.1053/joms.2001.28284. PMID: 11732035.  

https://www.mdpi.com/1943-3883/16/1/3
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36824190/
https://www.mdpi.com/2379-139X/10/10/113
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/39453030/
https://journals.lww.com/aoms/fulltext/2019/09010/facial_trauma__a_retrospective_study_of_1262.22.aspx
https://journals.lww.com/aoms/fulltext/2019/09010/facial_trauma__a_retrospective_study_of_1262.22.aspx
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31293942/
https://www.injuryjournal.com/article/S0020-1383(04)00367-5/abstract
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/16023907/
https://www.joms.org/article/S0278-2391(01)08200-3/abstract
https://www.joms.org/article/S0278-2391(01)08200-3/abstract
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/11732035/


Blunt facial trauma as a predictor of ocular injury 

 
 

6. Balla SC, Jha KN, Ramanujam S, Srikanth K, Rajalakshmi AR. Maxillofacial trauma and ocular injuries: reports from a prospective study 

from Pondicherry, India. Orbit. 2022 Aug;41(4):457-463. doi: 10.1080/01676830.2021.1939727. Epub 2021 Jul 12. PMID: 34253120.  

7. Kolivand P, Saberian P, Namdar P, Karimi F, Rajaie S, Raadabadi M, Azari S. Economic Burden of Trauma-Related Injuries in Iran in 2019. 

Bull Emerg Trauma. 2024;12(2):67-72. doi: 10.30476/beat.2024.102266.1507. PMID: 39224469; PMCID: PMC11366267.  

8. Haji Aghajani M, Haddadi M, Saadat S. Epidemiological Pattern of Injuries in Iran; a Nationwide Review of Seven Million Emergency 

Department Admissions. Emerg (Tehran). 2017;5(1):e10. Epub 2017 Jan 8. PMID: 28286817; PMCID: PMC5325878.  

9. Jain SM, Gehlot N, Kv A, Prasad P, Mehta P, Paul TR, Dupare A, Cvns CS, Rahman S. Ophthalmic Complications in Maxillofacial Trauma: 

A Prospective Study. Cureus. 2022 Aug 2;14(8):e27608. doi: 10.7759/cureus.27608. PMID: 36059327; PMCID: PMC9433813.  

10. Septa D, Newaskar VP, Agrawal D, Tibra S. Etiology, incidence and patterns of mid-face fractures and associated ocular injuries. J Maxillofac 

Oral Surg. 2014 Jun;13(2):115-9. doi: 10.1007/s12663-012-0452-9. Epub 2012 Dec 6. PMID: 24822001; PMCID: PMC4016399.  

11. Mir A, Baseri MM, Farmanfarma KK. Factors affecting ocular trauma in Iran: A systematic review study. Health Sci Rep. 2024 Aug 

30;7(9):e2281. doi: 10.1002/hsr2.2281. PMID: 39221056; PMCID: PMC11362837. 

12. Georgouli T, Pountos I, Chang BY, Giannoudis PV. Prevalence of ocular and orbital injuries in polytrauma patients. Eur J Trauma Emerg 

Surg. 2011 Apr;37(2):135-40. doi: 10.1007/s00068-010-0029-6. Epub 2010 Jun 12. PMID: 26814952.  

13. Guly CM, Guly HR, Bouamra O, Gray RH, Lecky FE. Ocular injuries in patients with major trauma. Emerg Med J. 2006 Dec;23(12):915-7. 

doi: 10.1136/emj.2006.038562. PMID: 17130597; PMCID: PMC2564251. 

14. Seif M, Edalat S, Majidpour Azad Shirazi A, Alipouri S, Bayati M. Prediction of the burden of road traffic injuries in Iran by 2030: Prevalence, 

death, and disability-adjusted life years. Chin J Traumatol. 2024 Jul;27(4):242-248. doi: 10.1016/j.cjtee.2024.02.004. Epub 2024 Feb 24. PMID: 

38503589; PMCID: PMC11357753.  

15. Shahbazi F, Hashemi Nazari SS, Soori H, Khodakarim S. Socioeconomic Inequality in Mortality from Road Traffic Accident in Iran. J Res 

Health Sci. 2019 Jan 9;19(1):e00437. PMID: 31133631; PMCID: PMC6941628.  

16. Roshanfekr P, Khodaie-Ardakani MR, Malek Afzali Ardakani H, Sajjadi H. Prevalence and Socio-Economic Determinants of Disabilities 

Caused by Road Traffic Accidents in Iran; A National Survey. Bull Emerg Trauma. 2019 Jan;7(1):60-66. doi: 10.29252/beat-070109. PMID: 

30719468; PMCID: PMC6360010. 

17. Hildebrand F, Lefering R, Andruszkow H, Zelle BA, Barkatali BM, Pape HC. Development of a scoring system based on conventional 

parameters to assess polytrauma patients: PolyTrauma Grading Score (PTGS). Injury. 2015 Oct;46 Suppl 4:S93-8. doi: 10.1016/S0020-

1383(15)30025-5. PMID: 26542873. 

18. World Health Organization (2022). ‘ICD-10 Version:2019: Superficial injury of head, Fracture of skull and facial bones, and Injury of eye and 

orbit’. Available at: https://icd.who.int/browse10/2019/en#S00.1 (Accessed: August 10, 2025) 

19. Kuhn F, Morris R, Witherspoon CD, Mester V. The Birmingham Eye Trauma Terminology system (BETT). J Fr Ophtalmol. 2004 

Feb;27(2):206-10. doi: 10.1016/s0181-5512(04)96122-0. PMID: 15029055. 

20. Kuhn F, Morris R. A quarter of a century of the Birmingham Eye Trauma Terminology (BETT) system. Graefes Arch Clin Exp Ophthalmol. 

2021 Oct;259(10):2867-2868. doi: 10.1007/s00417-021-05407-6. Epub 2021 Sep 6. PMID: 34487225. 

21. Shukla B, Agrawal R, Shukla D, Seen S. Systematic analysis of ocular trauma by a new proposed ocular trauma classification. Indian J 

Ophthalmol. 2017 Aug;65(8):719-722. doi: 10.4103/ijo.IJO_241_17. PMID: 28820158; PMCID: PMC5598183. 

22. Xiao JH, Zhang MN, Li SY, Jiang CH, Jiang H, Zhang Y, Qiu HY. A new classification for epidemiological study of mechanical eye injuries. 

Chin J Traumatol. 2014;17(1):35-7. PMID: 24506921. 

23. Jain S, Margetis K, Iverson LM. Glasgow Coma Scale. 2025 Jun 23. In: StatPearls [Internet]. Treasure Island (FL): StatPearls Publishing; 2025 

Jan–. PMID: 30020670. 

24. Zhou HH, Liu Q, Yang RT, Li Z, Li ZB. Ocular trauma in patients with maxillofacial fractures. J Craniofac Surg. 2014 Mar;25(2):519-23. doi: 

10.1097/SCS.0000000000000683. PMID: 24561369. 

25. Eng JF, Younes S, Crovetti BR, Williams KJ, Haskins AD, Hernandez DJ, Yen MT, Olson KL, Allen RC, Sivam SK. Characteristics of Orbital 

Injuries Associated with Maxillofacial Trauma. Laryngoscope. 2023 Jul;133(7):1624-1629. doi: 10.1002/lary.30477. Epub 2022 Nov 3. PMID: 

36326100. 

26. Panshak TE, Akhiwu BI, Ramyil AV, Saleh N, Wade P, Ladeinde AL, Mpyet C. Ophthalmic Injuries in Patients with Maxillofacial Trauma 

Presenting to a Teaching Hospital in North Central Nigeria. J West Afr Coll Surg. 2022 Jul-Sep;12(3):17-23. doi: 10.4103/jwas.jwas_91_22. 

Epub 2022 Oct 6. PMID: 36388734; PMCID: PMC9641739.  

https://www.tandfonline.com/doi/10.1080/01676830.2021.1939727?url_ver=Z39.88-2003&rfr_id=ori:rid:crossref.org&rfr_dat=cr_pub%20%200pubmed
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34253120/
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC11366267/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/39224469/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28286817/
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC9433813/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36059327/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s12663-012-0452-9
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24822001/
https://onlinelibrary.wiley.com/doi/10.1002/hsr2.2281
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/39221056/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00068-010-0029-6
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26814952/
https://emj.bmj.com/content/23/12/915.long
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/17130597/
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC11357753/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/38503589/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/38503589/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/31133631/
https://pmc.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/articles/PMC6360010/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30719468/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30719468/
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0020-1383(15)30025-5
https://linkinghub.elsevier.com/retrieve/pii/S0020-1383(15)30025-5
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/26542873/
https://icd.who.int/browse10/2019/en#S00.1
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/abs/pii/S0181551204961220?via%3Dihub
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/15029055/
https://link.springer.com/article/10.1007/s00417-021-05407-6
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/34487225/
https://journals.lww.com/ijo/fulltext/2017/65080/systematic_analysis_of_ocular_trauma_by_a_new.13.aspx
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/28820158/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24506921/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/30020670/
https://journals.lww.com/jcraniofacialsurgery/abstract/2014/03000/ocular_trauma_in_patients_with_maxillofacial.50.aspx
https://journals.lww.com/jcraniofacialsurgery/abstract/2014/03000/ocular_trauma_in_patients_with_maxillofacial.50.aspx
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/24561369/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36326100/
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36326100/
https://journals.lww.com/jwas/fulltext/2022/12030/ophthalmic_injuries_in_patients_with_maxillofacial.4.aspx
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/36388734/

	ABSTRACT
	KEYWORDS
	INTRODUCTION
	METHODS
	RESULTS
	DISSCUSSION
	CONCLUSIONS
	ETHICAL DECLARATIONS
	Ethical approval
	Conflict of interests

	FUNDING
	ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	REFERENCES

