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ABSTRACT

Background: Low-and middle-income countries (LMICs) contribute about 93 per cent of road
traffic injuries (RTIs) and deaths worldwide with a significant proportion of pedestrians (22 per
cent). Various scales are used to assess the pattern of injury severity, which are useful in
predicting the outcomes of RTIs. We conducted this systematic review to determine the pattern
of RTI severity among pedestriansin LMICs.

Methods: We searched the electronic databases PubMed, CINHAL, CENTRAL, Web of
Science, Scopus, EMBASE, ProQuest and SciELO, and examined the references of the selected
studies. Original research articles published on the RTI severity among pedestrians in LMICs
during 1997-2016 were €ligible for this review. Quality of publications was assessed using an
adapted Newcastle-Ottawa Scale of observational studies. Findings of this study were presented

as ameta-summary.

Results: Five articles from 3 LMICs were eligible for the systematic review. Abbreviated Injury
Score, Glasgow Coma Scale and Maxillofacial Injury Severity Score were used to assess the
injury severity in the selected studies. In a multicentric study from China (2013), 21, 38 and 19
per cent pedestrians with head injuries had AlS scores 1-2, 3-4 and 5-6, respectively. In another
study from China (2010), the proportion of AlS score 1-2 and AlS score 3 and above (serious to
un-survivable) injuries occurred due to crash with sedan cars were 65 and 35 per cent,
respectively. Such injuries due to minivan crashes were 49.5 per cent and 50.5 per cent,
respectively. Two studies Ikga, Nigeria (2014) and Elazig, Turkey (2009) presented, 24.5 and
32.5 per cent injured had a severe head injury (GCS < 8), respectively. In another study from
Ibadan, Nigeria (2014), the severe maxillofacial injuries were seen in the victims of car/minibus
pedestrian crashes 46 per cent, and 17 per cent had afatal outcome.

Conclusion: A varied percent of pedestrians (24.5 to 57 percent) had road traffic injuries of
serious to fatal nature, depending on type of collision and injury severity scale. This study
pressed the need to conduct studies with a robust methodology on the pattern of RTI severity
among pedestrians to guide the programme managers, researchers and policymakersin LMICsto

formulate the policies and programmes to save the pedestrian lives.
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African relevance

e Prior RTI research reveals that pedestrians and cyclists were at the highest risk of fatality
of in Sub-Saharan Africa, whereas motorcyclists had significantly higher fatality rates in
Asian countries such asMalaysia and Thailand (1-3).

e Fifty-seven type of injury severity scoring systems have been developed to assess the
injury severity for triage and timely decision making for patient trestment need, outcome
prediction, quality of trauma care, and epidemiological research and evaluation (4,5).

e We found two studies from sub-Saharan Africa in this review which showed that severe
pedestrian injuries ranged from 24.5 to 46 per cent of total pedestrian RTIs.

e Degspite the findings of review affected by limited and variegated sample, it could be

useful to guide for future research.
BACKGROUND

Road traffic injury (RTI) is a neglected and challenging global health issue especialy among
low- and middle- income countries (LMICs). Globally, RTIs resulted in 1.35 million deaths in
2018 and LMICs contributed about 93 per cent of total RTI deaths, although, having only 60 per
cent of the total registered vehicles (6). RTI is a leading cause of disease burden in one of the
most productive age group of 15-29 years (6,7). In LMICs, the estimated cost of RTIs peaked up
to 3 per cent of total GDP (1), and RTI has emerged in an epidemic proportion (8).

About half of RTI deaths are among the vulnerable road users, namely, pedestrians, cyclists, and
motorcyclists; predominantly due to pedestrian-vehicle collisions (1). In 2015, pedestrian road
injuries contributed to about 24.5 million DALY s globally among all age groups (7). Pedestrians
contributed to a large share (39 per cent) among RTI deaths in 2017 (9). In pedestrian-vehicle
collisions, the traumatic brain injuries were the commonest cause of death (2). Pedestrians and
cyclists were at the highest risk of death in Sub-Saharan Africa, whereas motorcyclists had
significantly higher fatality rates in Asian countries such as Malaysia and Thailand (2).
Industrialization, economic growth, and subsequently, increased numbers and speed of vehicles
may have an impact on the pattern of the RTI severity among pedestrians (3,10).
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Fifty-seven type of injury severity scoring systems have been developed and used for triage and
timely decision making for patient trestment need, outcome prediction, quality of trauma care
and epidemiological research and evaluation (4,5). Some commonly used injury severity scoring
systems are (@) Anatomical scoring systems [Abbreviated injury scale (AlS), Injury severity
score (ISS), International Classification of Diseases 9 based injury severity score (ICISS), New
injury severity score (NISS), Anatomical Profile, Anatomical Index]; (b) Physiological scoring
systems [Glasgow coma scale (GCS), Trauma score, Revised trauma score, Prognostic Index,
Acute Trauma Index, Triage Index]; and (c) Combined scoring systems [A severity
characteristics of trauma (ASCOT), Trauma and injury severity score (TRISS), Harborview
Assessment of Risk of Mortality] (11,12).

These injury severity scores had been used for decades to estimate the injury severity and for the
prediction of outcomes among victims of RTIs in LMICs (4). Evidence on the pattern of injury
severity among pedestrians will be useful for better prediction and subsequently planning of
trauma care and improving the quality of care. Hence, this review was conducted to synthesize

the evidence on the pattern of RTI severity among pedestriansin LMICs.
METHODS

Protocol and Registration

This systematic review is reported in accordance with the Meta-analysis of Observational Studies
in Epidemiology (MOOSE) (Additional File — 1) checklist and retrospectively registered after
preliminary searches completed in the International Prospective Register of Systematic Reviews
(PROSPERO - CRD42017073853). Available from:
http://www.crd.york.ac.uk/PROSPERO/display_record.php?2D=CRD42017073853

I nfor mation Sour ces

We searched PubMed, Web of Science, Scopus, EMBASE, ProQuest, CINHAL, CENTRAL,
and SciELO databases for relevant studies. Initial 20 pages of Google Scholar were also
reviewed to supplement the search results. We contacted the authors for further information on
injury severity scale and pedestrian injuries data which were not available in the selected articles,
however, no author has responded to the queries sent through emails.
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Sear ch strategy

We listed indexing terms and other keywords to describe concept clusters. The searches were
performed on the titles and abstracts. The initial search covered the keywords ‘Road Traffic
Accident/Injury/Crash’ AND ‘Low and Middle-Income Countries’. Then, the search was
restricted for the duration from 1 January 1997 to 31 December 2016. The final search was
conducted on 1% September 2017. This search strategy was modified according to the need of
search engines (Additional file —2).

We used the World Bank list of low and middle-income countries to identify and shortlist the
publications of LMICs (13) (Additional file — 3). Rayyan software® was used to remove
duplication among search records based on titles and abstracts (14). Reference lists of selected

articles were examined for additional data sources; however, it did not provide new article.

Inclusion and exclusion criteria

Study design: All original studies were included providing data on the pattern of injury severity.

Study population and outcome: The population of interest was pedestrians from all age groups
those who were affected by road traffic injuries. The outcome of interest was the pattern of the

severity of road traffic injuries.

Report characteristics. Eligible studies were limited to peer-reviewed articles in all languages
from LMICs only. Editorials, letter to the editor, errata, book chapter, commentaries and study

protocols were excluded.
Data management and extraction

We imported all identified references to Rayyan software® and combined them into a single
library to remove the duplicate records. Then first author (NS) screened all the articles by titles
and abstracts for inclusion or exclusion of the articles. Second author-verified all the search
results and screened the studies. A PRISMA flow diagram of the article’s selection procedure

was prepared (Figure 1).

In next step, the first authors (NS) performed the full-text review of all shortlisted studies and
extracted the relevant data from all finally included studies (Additional file —4). This was cross-
checked by the second reviewer (MB) to assess and ensure the correctness of data extraction.

5|Page


https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.13.21251689
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc-nd/4.0/

medRXxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2021.02.13.21251689; this version posted February 16, 2021. The copyright holder for this preprint
(which was not certified by peer review) is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.
It is made available under a CC-BY-NC-ND 4.0 International license .

Any inconsistencies between the reviewers were sorted out by consensus, or arbitration by the
review team (DKM and SDG). The data extraction from the eligible studies included the name of
the author(s), year of publication, study location, study setting, study design, sampling method,

severity scale, participants characteristics, sample size, and key findings.
Quality assessment

The quality of studies was assessed using an adapted version of the Newcastle-Ottawa Scale
(Additional file —5). In this scale, 4 criteria are related to selection (maximum 5 points), 1
criteria for comparability (maximum 2 points), and 2 criteria related to outcome (maximum 3
points). All seven criteria of the scale in studies with primary data (cross-sectional studies) and
six criteria in studies with secondary data (retrospective studies) were identified. A maximum of
10 scores (ranged 1 to 10) were assigned to the studies conducted on the primary data. While a
maximum 9 scores (ranged 1 to 9) were assigned studies with secondary data analysis. Non-

response criteriawere not assessed in the studies based on secondary data.
Data synthesis

We were unable to conduct a meta-analysis due to high methodological variability, hence, meta-

summary (15) was used to aggregate the findings from all the studies.
RESULTS

Five studies met the digibility criteria in this systematic review. A summary of the
characteristics of the selected articles is shown in Additional file - 6. All included studies were
cross-sectional. Three studies were based on primary data (16-18) and two were based on
secondary data sources (19,20). Of the total, 2 studies were carried out in Nigeria (16,17), 2 in
China (18,20) and 1 in Turkey (19). Three studies included pedestrian from all the age groups
(16,19,20) and two studies had specific age groups — 15 years and below (17) and 16 years and
above (18). Three studies were population-based (17,18,20) and two were hospital-based (16,19).
These studies used following injury severity scales: Al S (18,20), GCS (17,19) and MFI SS (16).

AIS: Studies by Nie Jin et a (2010) and Zhao et a (2013) used AIS to assess the severity of
injury in population-based settings in China. This scale was designed to classify the RTIs
affected persons. Although, it did not intend to provide an outcome prediction of RTIs. The latest
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version of AlS (AlIS-90) has 1312 codes of both blunt and penetrating injury types. It divides the
body into six regions (head/neck, face, chest, abdominal/pelvic contents, extremities/pelvic
girdle, external) and scores the severity of injuries for each region. The scores are classified into
six categories based on the severity level: AIS 1- Minor, AIS 2- Moderate, AIS 3- Serious, AIS
4- Severe, AIS 5- Critical, AIS 6- Unsurvivable (11,21,22).

GCS: Solagberu et a (2014) in Nigeria and Tokdemir et al (2009) in Turkey used GCS to assess
the severity of injury during the hospitalization (17,19). It is useful in predicting the outcomes
after head injury. The GCS scores are based on the motor, verbal, and eye-opening response;
each domain is scored independently within 1-5 points depends upon the victim’'s response.
Then, all three section’s individual scores were summed up to estimate the GCS score of the
injured (23,24). The GCS scores of 3-8, 9-12 and 13-15 denote severe, moderate, and mild head

injury, respectively.

MFISS: Aladelus et a (2014) used MFISS to assess the severity among pedestrian RTIs
involving maxillofacial injuries of all age groupsin ahospital setting in Nigeria (16). The MFISS
method includes the 3 highest AIS scores of the maxillofacial region, then it is combined with
the Injury Severity Scores (ISS) for 3 maxillofacial functional parameters, namely, malocclusion,
limited mouth opening, and facial deformity (25). The ISSis a sum of the squares of the highest
AlS score in each of the three most severely injured body regions (26).

Patter n of severity based on Injury Severity Scales

Included studies were of poor quality. The studies did not provide sufficient information on the
representativeness of the sample, adequacy of sample size and non-response. In addition, the
study participants varied by different characteristics, hence, we were unable to pool the available
data (Additional file—7).

Nie Jin et a (2010) analyzed the data of the pedestrians injured due to crashes with sedan and
minivans (20). The study found:

e The proportion of minor to moderate (AIS score 1 and 2) and serious to un-survivable
(AIS score 3 and above) injuries due to sedan cars were 65 and 35 per cent, respectively.
e Minor to moderate and serious to un-survivable injuries due to minivans crashes were

49.5 per cent and 50.5 per cent, respectively.
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Zhao et al (2013) analyzed data on all type of car crashes (18) and found:

e Pedestrians had 21, 38 and 19 per cent head injuries with AIS 1-2, 3-4 and 5-6 scores,
respectively. 42.5 per cent of pedestrians RTIs were fatal.

Assessment of severity based on AlS revealed that 35 to 57 per cent of pedestrian road traffic
injuries involving head were serious in nature. It may have been varied due to different age

groups, type of vehicular occupants, and body partsinvolved in the accidents.

Solagberu et al (2014) analyzed the data of 108 child-pedestrians aged < 15 years with head
injuries and found: About 37 per cent had a mild head injury (GCS >13); 30.5 per cent had a
moderate head injury (GCS 9-12), while 32.5 per cent had a severe head injury (GCS < 8) (17).

Tokdemir et a (2009) analyzed data on head injuries among all age groups and found: About 60
per cent had amild injury (GCS> 13); 15.8 per cent had a moderate injury (GCS 9-12), while
24.5 per cent had a severeinjury (GCS of < 8) (27).

However, this category belonged to head injuries only, 24.5 to 32.5 per cent affected by severe

injuries based on GCS. In children, higher proportion of head injuries were severe in nature.

Aladelusi et al (2014) analyzed the data on maxillo-facial injuries among pedestrians and found
(16) that the median MFISS score of victims of car/minibus was 9 and motorcycle collision was
4. The most severe maxillofacial injury was seen in the victim of car/minibus pedestrian crashes

46 per cent, and 17 per cent had afatal outcome.

Use of different scales may also affected the range of severity of injuries in the study
participants, in addition to the factors described. Still, we could say that about one forth to more

than half of injuries were severe/ seriousin nature.
DISCUSSION

This systematic review assessed the pattern of the severity of pedestrian RTIs in LMICs, which
is a specific area of pedestrian RTI research. We found 5 studies from 3 LMICs in the last two
decades. These studies used only three injury severity assessment scales (AlS, GCS, and
MFISS). Serious/ severe injuries variably ranged from 24.5 per cent (head injuries of all type) to
57 per cent (car crashes involving head injuries) of the total injuries in the included studies. Fatal

injuries ranged from 17 per cent (maxillofacial injuries in crash with minibug/ cars) to 42.5 per
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cent (head injuriesin car crashes). We did not find any common pattern of the severity of injuries
among affected pedestrians across studies due to the heterogeneous nature of evidence available.
The reasons of heterogeneity were participant characteristics such as age groups, type of injuries,
different study settings, classification used to access the injury severity, and varying target

population which restricted us to combine the study findings.

Pedestrian injuries belong mainly to vulnerable sections of society including children, elderly,
poor, laborers etc. (28,29), which further increases their vulnerability due to poor health,
subsequently, disability and deaths. The injury severity scales significantly contributed to saving
the lives of injury victims (11,30). An abundance of literature is available on the use of injury
severity assessment scales among pedestrian RTIs in high-income countries (31-34). Their use
could help to save the loss of pedestrian lives due to RTIs and improve pedestrian RTI
management in LMICs. However, the applicability of these evidence from high-income
countries may need tailoring in LMICs because of differences in culture and education,
developmental stage, inadequate infrastructure, and poor implementation of road safety laws.
This possible gap could be filled in by well-designed research for utilization of injury severity
scores to improve treatment outcomes of pedestrian RTIs. Although, healthcare providers in
LMICs also face several constraints in the implementation of the injury severity scores, in terms
of inadequate infrastructure, manpower, poor training, and capacity building (11). This further
incapacitates them to deliver better quality trauma care to vulnerable road users such as
pedestrians. This is high time for researchers and policymakers in LMICs to increase the

research focus on the use of injury severity assessment scales among pedestrian RTIs.

Although, available studies suffered from poor quality and the reasons for poor quality including
but not limited to inadequate sample size, lack of details on non-response and insufficient
statistical analysis. This indicates the need to increase awareness, generate more evidence on the
utility of injury severity scales for prediction of the outcome and prognosis of the injuries, and
develop consensus for the use of injury severity scales specifically targeted to pedestrian RTIs
among program managers, healthcare providers and researchers. It may be helpful to provide a
sound body of evidence for use of the scales among pedestrian RTIs to improve trauma care. It

will enable healthcare providers to predict outcomes more judiciously and prioritize the care of
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injured persons, and program managers and policy planners to escalate and develop preventive
measures for pedestrian road traffic injuries.

The major limitation of this systematic review was the heterogeneity among the included studies,
for example, data sources (primary and secondary data), study settings (hospital-based, registry-
based, police record based, and population-based), outcomes measured, heterogenous participant
profiles, and most importantly different types of the injury severity scales. Although, this was the
first attempt in form of a systematic review to explore the pattern of the injury severity pattern of
RTI affected pedestrians among LMICs, which calls for more research and evidence to reduce

the disease burden of RTI among pedestriansin LMICs.
CONCLUSION

A variable segment of pedestrian RTIs (from 1/4™ to more than %) were of severel serious
nature. Results of the studies were variable; hence, we were unable to reach at a conclusion about
the pattern of the severity of injuries. Despite the pedestrians being the vulnerable road users,
there was a lack of depth on the assessment of the severity of road traffic injuries among
pedestrians. More research is required to assess and launch new initiatives on use of injury
severity scores for identifying the severity pattern and predicting the outcomes of care. Thiswill
help strengthen and formulate the policies and programmes to address this neglected area of the
RTI research in LMICs.

LIST OF ABBREVIATIONS

AIS: Abbreviated Injury Scale

ASCOT: A Severity Characteristics of Trauma

CINHAL: Cumulative Index to Nursing and Allied Health Literature
DALYs: Disability Adjusted Life Y ears
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GCS: Glasgow Coma Scale
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ISS: Injury Severity Score

LMICs: Low- and Middle- Income Countries
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MFISS: Maxillo-Facia Injury Severity Score

MOQOSE: Meta-analysis Of Observational Studiesin Epidemiology

NISS: New Injury Severity Score

PRISMA: Preferred Reporting Items for Systematic Reviews and Meta-Analyses
PROSPERQO: Prospective Register of Systematic Reviews

RTI: Road Traffic Injury

SciELO: Scientific Electronic Library Online

TRISS: Traumaand Injury Severity Score
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Figure 1: PRISMA Flow Diagram
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PRISMA 2009 Flow Diagram
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