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THE STRUCTURAL ANALISIS IN A SEVERE CRANIOCEREBRAL TRAUMA,
TACTICS IN OPERATIVE INTERVENTISION AND VARIANTS OF

CRANIOPLASTICS PERFORMANCE
L.A. Pavlova, A.V. Nesterov, E.N. Bokova, O.N. Nemykin, T.V. Pavlova

Belgorod State University, Belgorod

The craniocerebral trauma keeps the first place among damages of various anatomico-
physiological parts of the human body, thus it has huge socio-economic meaning, as the major-
ity of the injured are included into the number of the able-bodied population. The article sub-
mits the comparative analysis of the structure of craniocerebral traumatism of Belgorod popula-
tion in comparison with other regions of Russia, and the article also gives the parameters of the
death-rate from the received heavy craniocerebral trauma, kinds of the operative help and used
material for cranioplasty and a post trephine defect of a skull. The article provides opportunities
to use implants from nanomaterials.

http://www.gkb3.ru/
http://medi.ru/doc/310117.htm).

