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Comparison between standard hemicraniectomy and conventional craniotomy for severe brain injury MA Yi-
ming , JIANG Dong-lin. Depariment of Neurosurgery, the Second People's Hospital of Neijiang ,Sichuan 641000, China
[ Abstract] Objective To compare the clinical efficacy between the standard hemicraniectomy and the con-
ventional craniotomy for severe brain injury. Methods The clinical data of 60 cases with severe brain injury were re-
spectively analyzed. Thirty cases were treated with the standard hemicraniectomy ( standard group) , and the other 30
cases were treated with the conventional craniotomy ( convention group). The clinical efficacy was compared between
the two groups. Results The clinical efficacy of the standard group was better than that of the convention group( P <
0.05). After a follow-up of 6 months, NIHSS scores in both of the groups were significantly lower, and ADL scores
were significantly higher than those before the operation( P <0.01) ; NIHSS scores was significantly lower, and ADL
scores was significantly higher in the standard group than those in the convention group (P <0.01). Conclusion
Standard hemicraniectomy is more effective than conventional craniotomy in the treatment of severe brain injury.
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