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Key points

Question: Does early EMDR in the emergency room reduce the incidence of PCLS at 3

months after care?

Findings: In patients admitted to the ER, a single EMDR R-TEP session did not reduce the
incidence of PCLS at 3 months, especially among patients who reported a high level of stress

at admission.

Meaning: The present results suggest that more data will be necessary to determine the
available treatment options for patients attending the ER and the role that psychologist skill

playsin this process.
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Abstract

Importance: After atraumatic event, 10-20% of injured patients will suffer for several months
from various symptoms, collectively termed post-concussion-like symptoms (PCLS), which
can lead to adecline in quality of life. Moreover, recent findings suggested that this condition
may also apply to patients with an acute medical condition. A preliminary randomized
controlled trial suggested that this condition may be prevented by a single early short Eye
Movement Desensitization and Reprocessing (EMDR) psychotherapeutic session delivered at
the ER.

Objective: The present study was designed to compare the impact of the early EMDR
intervention versus usua care on 3-month PCLS in patients presenting at the ER.
Design, Setting, and Participants: This study was an open-label two-center comparative
randomized controlled trial with phone follow-up assessments at 3 months. Eligible
participants included adults (=18 years old) presenting at the ER who have a high risk of
PCL S using a 3-item scoring scale.

Interventions. The randomization groups were as follows. (i) EMDR Recent Traumatic
Episode Protocol (R-TEP) intervention performed during the ER stay and (ii) usual care.
Main Outcomes and Measures. The primary and secondary outcomes were respectively the
frequency of PCLS and PTSD at 3 months after the ER visit.

Results: This study included 313 patients with a high risk of PCLS who were randomized
into two groups; of these patients, 219 were contacted by phone a 3 months. There was no
difference in the primary outcome (EMDR: 53.8% vs. Control: 49.6%), but for the secondary
outcome, the occurrence of PTSD was greater in the intervention group (9.4% vs. 2.7%, p =
0.04). In the EMDR group, a high level of self-assessed stress at admission (>6) was strongly

associated with persistent PCLS (76.9% vs. 40.9%, p = 0.04).
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Conclusion and Relevance: The present results showed that a single EMDR R-TEP session
did not reduce the incidence of PCLS at 3 months in patients admitted to the ER. However,
the rate of PTSD was higher in the EMDR group. These results suggest that more data should
be collected to define which treatment options may be offered to patients attending the ER
and the role that psychologist skill plays in this process.

Trial registration: Clinical Trials.gov identifier NCT03400813.

Keywords: Stress; emergency room; Eye Movement Desensitization and Reprocessing; post-

concussion-like symptoms; post-traumatic stress disorder; clinical trial
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Background

In 2012, the most recent national survey in France revealed that 10.6 million people came or
were taken to the emergency room (ER), sometimes on several occasions, as 18 million visits
were recorded that year. Although more than 80% of individuals attending the ER leave
within a few hours without hospitalization,™? recent studies*® have consistently documented
that 10-20% of injured patients will suffer for several months from very diverse symptoms
after the event and that this may lead to a potentially significant decline in their quality of life.
This decline could delay or prevent the resumption of school or work activities and also
change social and family relationships. Each year in France, approximately 2 million people
are confronted by difficulties of varying degrees, but the causes are often unidentified and
may be unrelated to the traumatic event. This relationship remains difficult to understand
because these symptoms, including headaches, concentration disorders, memory problems,
stress intolerance, personality change, and irritability, appear to be non-specific. Such
symptoms have been described for more than 50 years in association with head trauma, and in
this context, are referred to as post-concussion syndrome (PCS). However, it is now accepted
that these symptoms are not specific to head injuries and can also occur in other patients who
visit the ER,>"® which greatly expands the size of the affected population. In a cross-sectional
observational study of 31,958 high school athletes, Iverson et al.® found that 19% of uninjured
boys and 28% of uninjured girls reported having a symptom burden that resembled a
diagnosis of PCS based on the International Classification of Diseases, 10th Revision (ICD-
10);° subsequently, this diagnosis has frequently been described as post-concussion-like

symptoms (PCLYS).
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The symptoms of PCLS are very similar to, and sometimes exactly the same as, two
previously published dimensions of post-traumatic stress disorder (PTSD), i.e,
hyperactivation of the nervous system and cognitive and emotional numbing. Thus, most
researchers have hypothesized that PCLS and PTSD share, at least in part, the same causal
pathway in which stress plays a key role®** This would be particularly relevant for
prevention because only studies that have specificaly investigated PTSD are sufficient in
number and quality to identify credible modes of intervention.*? This led our research group
to consider using stress management interventions in the ER in the hope of improving
outcomes for traumatized patients. To date, the psychotherapeutic intervention that has proven
superior to all other methods for the prevention and treatment of PTSD is Eye Movement
Desensitization and Reprocessing (EMDR)."*™" In particular, a brief single trauma-focused
EMDR protocol, the Recent Traumatic Episode Protocol (R-TEP) method,*® was developed
and can be used in the context of the ER. EMDR is based on alternated bilateral stimulation

that could be conducted using visual (eyes movements) or sensitive (taping) stimulation.

Our research group tested this method in a randomized open-label single-center pilot study of
130 patients with a high risk of PCLS that was conducted in the ER of Bordeaux University
Hospital. The patients were randomized into three groups: a 15-minute reassurance session, a
60-minute session of EMDR, and usual care. The proportions of patients with PCLS at 3
months were 18%, 37%, and 65% in the EMDR, reassurance, and control groups,
respectively.® The present study was designed to replicate this trial with greater statistical

power using patients from two sites.

M ethods

Sudy Design
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The study population and design of the SymptOms Following Trauma Emergency Response 3
(SOFTER 3) trial have been previously published.” Briefly, this was a two-center open-label
randomized controlled trial designed to assess the effects of an early EMDR R-TEP session
on PCLS at 3 months compared with those of usual care in patients who presented to the ER.
The secondary objectives included comparisons between the EMDR R-TEP and control
groups regarding PTSD at 3 months, self-reported stress at ER discharge, self-assessed
recovery expectations at discharge and 3 months, and self-reported pain levels at discharge

and 3 months.

Sites and Patients

All patients who came or were brought to the adult ER at one of the study sites following an
event that led to an injury or with a new acute medical condition were included in the present
study. The inclusion criteria were as follows: >18 years of age, conscious, able to provide
informed consent, affiliated with social security, and able to understand the study procedures
and to comply with them for the entire length of the study; only French speakers were
enrolled in the study. Whatever the cause of injury, the event must have occurred in the past
24 hours. Patients who attended the ER for medical reasons were eligible if their condition
was acute and if they were presenting to the ER for this reason for the first time. To select the
patient most at risk for PCLS at 3 months we used a risk score derived from the results of our
previous studies that assessed the determinant of PCLS. This score was computed as follows:
female gender, +1; current use of anxiolytics/antidepressant, +1; and perceived health status
prior to admission: excellent or very good (0), good (+1), poor (+2), and bad (+3). To be
eligible for enrollment in the study, a patient needed to score above the pre-defined threshold
of 1 on the 3-item assessment procedure; this was designed to select patients at risk for PCLS.
This score was developed using data from previous studies conducted in the ER setting of the

Bordeaux Teaching Hospital.>®*° Patients who were unable to provide written informed
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consent, unwilling to be contacted a 3 months, and/or under the influence of acute drug or
alcohol use or dependence that, in the opinion of the site investigator, could interfere with

adherence to study requirements were excluded from the study.

Participants were recruited from among patients who presented to the ERs of the University
Hospitals of Bordeaux (Groupe Hospitalier Pellegrin) and Lyon (Groupement Hospitalier
Edouard Herriot) and who were determined to have a high risk of PCLS. The identification
and recruitment of potential study participants was carried out by emergency personnel under
supervision of the project manager. Priority was given to the clinical evauation and care of
each patient, and the recruitment procedure was only initiated when the patient's condition
allowed it. First, oral consent for participation was sought during the risk assessment stage.
Then, patients who fulfilled the inclusion criteria and were assessed as having a high risk for
PCLS were presented with the objectives and procedures of the study and invited to sign an

informed consent form.
Data collected

For all patients, we recorded demographic information and the reason for their visit to the ED.
Patients were also asked to report their level of stress, recovery expectation and acute pain

using anumeric ten-level Likert scale.

Intervention

At both sites, patients were alocated to one of the two arms of the study using block
randomization. Patients in the EMDR group received a 1-hour psychotherapeutic intervention
based on the R-TEP protocol,?* which incorporates and extends Shapiro’s early EMDR
intervention protocols™ into an integrative and comprehensive intervention that accounts for
the fragmented and unconsolidated nature of recent traumatic memories as well as the need

for safety and containment; these sessions were carried out by trained psychologists. Following
8
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the eight phases of the standard EMDR protocol it introduces four new procedural concepts
(Traumatic Episode, Episode Narrative, “Google Search/ Scan” for identifying disturbing fragments

and Current Trauma Focused processing strategies).

All psychologists involved in the study received a one-day specific training for the R-TEP protocol
together with a continuous remote mentoring. A standardized questionnaire was completed by the
psychologists at the beginning and end of the EMDR session to record the level of disturbance using a
Likert scale (0-10) on the Subjective Unit of Disturbance (SUD) scale,?** and free text commentary

was provided to record the details of the session.

In a post-hoc analysis, the skill level of each psychologist was evaluated by an EMDR
supervisor blind to the intervention content as well as the 3-month outcomes. Skill level was
defined based on professional background, level of formation in EMDR practice (1 or 2),
EMDR certification, and experience in the R-TEP protocol prior to the training delivered for

the purpose of the study. Fidelity to the protocol was not assessed.

Patients in the usual care group were medically and psychologically managed by the ER staff
without the intervention of a study psychologist. Inclusion in the study was only possible on

days when psychologists were deployed in the ER.

Follow-up Assessments

Patients were contacted by phone 3 months after their ER visit using the phone number
provided at the time of ER recruitment. Although several attempts were made to contact
patients when necessary, the attempts were stopped when the delay exceeded 4 months after
ER discharge. Symptoms were assessed using a standardized questionnaire administered by a

research assistant blind to the randomization group.

Outcomes
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The primary outcome was the proportion of patients with PCLS at 3 months as measured
using the Rivermead Post-Concussion Symptoms Questionnaire.* The definition of PCS in
the Rivermead Questionnaire includes the following symptoms: headache, feelings of
dizziness, nausea/lvomiting, sleep disturbances, fatigue, irritability, noise sensitivity,
depression, frustration, poor memory, poor concentration, taking longer to think, blurred
vision, light sensitivity, double vision, and restlessness. All variables were measured using a
Likert scale that ranged from O (not experienced at all) to 4 (a severe problem). Consistent
with the PCS definition in the context of mild head injury, patients were defined as having

PCLSIif they reported at least three symptoms of moderate to high severity.

The secondary outcomes included the presence of PTSD (defined using the PTSD Checklist,
5™ version),? self-assessed recovery expectation at discharge, self-reported chronic pain at 3
months, and self-reported acute pain at discharge. All variables were assessed during the 3-

month follow-up phone interview.

Sample Sze and Satistical Analysis

Based on previous pilot studies,™ this protocol shows a PCLS incidence of 47% in patients
with a score >2. The goal of the present study was to document a decrease of 15% in PCLS
prevalence in the EMDR group. Thus, based on a 5% type | error rate and a power level of
80%, the required sample size was 169 patients in each group. Further considerations for 20%
of participants lost to follow-up and 5% lost due to missing data for the main variables

resulted in an expected number of 223 patients in each group.

The analyses for the primary and secondary outcomes were conducted on al patients who
completed follow-up at 3 months. The prespecified stratified analysis was carried out with
considerations for study center, stress level, and individual PCLS risk score. An additional

post hoc analysis was conducted in the intervention group to assess the potential impact of

10
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psychologist skill level. Differences between patients who completed the study and those who
were lost to follow-up were assessed for all variables. All statistical analyses were performed

blind to arm allocation.

Ethics, Confidentiality of Data, and Data and Safety Monitoring Board guidelines

This research project received a positive endorsement from the French Comité de Protection
de Personnes (CPP), Ouest 11-Angers-N° RCB = 2017-A01462-51-N° CPP = 2017/36. The

study was registered on Clinical Trial.gov (NCT03400813).

Results

Figure 1. Study Flow Chart

Table 1. Patient characteristics

Between January and July of 2018, 1,855 patients were admitted to the ER at times when
psychologists were available; of these patients, 313 (200 at Bordeaux and 113 a Lyon) were
eligible for the study and were randomized into one of the two groups (156 in the intervention
group and 157 in the control group). Of these 313 patients, 94 were lost to follow-up; thus,
219 patients were ultimately included in the final analysis (Fig. 1). Independent of follow-up,
the patient characteristics at inclusion were similar between the intervention and control

groups (Table 1). The proportion of patients lost to follow-up in the two groups did not differ.

Delivery of the Intervention

A total of 31 psychologists participated in the study, representing a total of 984 hours of time
present in the ER. All of the psychologists had been previously trained in EMDR® (Level 1:
9; Level 2: 22), 8 had practiced the R-TEP protocol prior to the training delivered for the
present study, and 4 were certified in EMDR practice. The median number of interventions
performed by each psychologist was three (inter-quartile range: 1.75-4.5). Of the 106 EMDR

11


https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.11.23289838
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

medRxiv preprint doi: https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.05.11.23289838; this version posted May 16, 2023. 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 4.0 International license .

sessions performed for patients who completed the follow-up assessment, 66 were completed.
The median duration of the EMDR sessions was 50 minutes (interquartile range: 30-90); we
did not observe any difference according to whether or not a PCLS was present at 3 months.
SUD scores decreased between the beginning and end of the EMDR sessions (difference: -

3.9, 95% confidence interval [1C95%)]: -4.5 to -3.3).

Effectiveness

There was no difference between the groups in terms of the primary outcome, i.e., the rate of
PCLS (EMDR: 53.8% vs. Control: 49.6%). However, among the secondary outcomes, more
cases of PTSD were observed in the intervention group than the control group (9.4% vs.
2.7%, p = 0.04). The occurrence of chronic pain was similar between the two groups (41% vs.
39%, p = 0.78), and the levels of acute pain at discharge did not differ (median [inter-quartile

range]: 9 [7-10] vs. 9 [6-10], p = 0.89).

Table 2. Primary and secondary outcomes.

Table 3. Presentation of the impact of psychologist skill level on PCLS occurrence at 3

months.
Figure 2. Subgroup analysis: Relative Risk of post-concussion like symptoms occurrence
after stratification on different factors.

Post hoc Analyses

The analysis of PCLS according to psychologist skill level indicated that the qualifications of
the practitioner may have influenced the outcome because the incidence of PCLS at 3 months
was lower among patients who were seen by the most qualified and skilled psychologists
(Table 2). There was no association between an incomplete session and an increased risk of
PCLS. However, a high self-assessed stress level at admission (>6) was strongly associated

with an increased risk of PCLS in the EMDR group (76.9% vs. 40.9%; Table 3 and Fig. 2).
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The overall incidence of PCLS did not differ between the two study centers (Bordeaux:
50.7%, 1C95%: 41.4-57.4; Lyon: 54.2%, 1C95%: 32.9-59.2). However, the incidence of
PCLS in the EMDR group was 48.8% (IC95%: 37.5-60.1) at Bordeaux and 69.2% (IC95%:
48.1-84.9) at Lyon. Figure 2 presented Relatives Risks of post-concussion like symptoms
occurrence after stratification on different factors. The difference in PCLS incidence between
the intervention and control groups according was not related to patients’ reasons for

attending the ER.

Discussion

The results of the present trial revealed that an early EMDR R-TEP session performed during
the ER stay did not reduce the incidence of PCLS at 3 months compared to usua ER care.
Moreover, there was a higher incidence of PTSD in the intervention group, and the
intervention resulted in an increased incidence of PCLS at 3 months among patients in the
highest quartile of self-assessed stress at admission. Finally, there was an association between

psychologist qualification level and success of the intervention.

The present study failed to confirm the results obtained during the SOFTER 2 tria.* In that
study, there was a substantially lower rate of PCLS among patients treated by a psychologist
in an EMDR session compared to those treated with usual care in the ER. More specifically, 6
of 34 patients in the EMDR group had PCLS at 3 months compared with 24 of 37 patientsin
the control group. There are several possible reasons for this discrepancy between the studies.
Only two experienced psychologists were involved in the previous pilot study, whereas 31
psychologists with heterogeneous levels of experience were recruited for the present trial. Of
these 31 psychologists, only 8 had previous experience with the R-TEP protocol. The present
study found clear positive associations between the outcome of the intervention and the

various indicators used to assess the psychologists’ experience and skill. Although it is
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possible that this can explain the present results, the assessment of the psychologists
competencies was not planned in the initial protocol and was only conducted after the
effectiveness results were known. Therefore, this should remain a hypothesis, but it is also
indicative of the need to carefully control the level of training provided to EMDR therapists
because the short training period may have been insufficient.’” Having less experienced
and/or trained psychologists might also have reduced patient adherence to the protocol and
increased the number of refusals. Thus, future studies should evaluate fidelity to the

intervention protocol.

Approximately 30% of patients included in the present trial were lost to follow-up, but the
characteristics of the patients who answered the 3-month questionnaire did not differ from
those who did not. The proportion of refusals in the SOFTER 3 trial (~40%) was significantly
higher than that in the SOFTER 2 trial (~20%). There is no clear explanation for this
difference, and it may have influenced the results. In fact, it is possible that the patients who
agreed to participate in the study differed from those who did not, which might explain why

the expected number of patients was not achieved.

Further analysis of the discrepancies between the present trial and the previous pilot study,
which produced more encouraging results, revealed differences in the psychologists' reports
about the nature of the points of disturbance in the EMDR sessions. In the pilot study, the
psychologists primarily addressed issues that were not directly related to the event that led a
patient to the ER, whereas in the present study, a majority of the intervention reports
mentioned disturbance points that were directly related to the event. It was also noted that
patients with 3-month PCLS exhibited a significant decrease in SUD scores between the

beginning and end of the EMDR session.
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The present findings also differed from those of some studies in the literature.r*%%® A study
conducted in Israel reported very promising results following a single session of early
modified EMDR provided in a general hospital setting by psychologists who were
experienced in EMDR practice.”® In that study, patients reported the presence of acute stress
syndrome and suffered from intrusion distress following accidents and terrorist bombing
attacks. However, at the 4-week and 6-month follow-up assessments, the immediate

respondersin the terror victims group remained symptom free.

The second key finding of the present study concerned the high level of adverse effects
associated with the intervention in patients who described themselves as experiencing high
levels of stress. When EMDR is performed by an unqualified practitioner, insufficient
attention may be paid to the importance of initially establishing sufficient stabilization and
calming, which should be part of the protocol when applied correctly. Importantly, the issue
of managing patients with high levels of stress or dissociation remains. In response to this
challenge, modified and adapted EMDR-type early intervention protocols have been

developed to assist victims.?+#

Additionally, in the present study, perceived stress was evaluated using a 10-point Likert scale
that had never been validated for stress assessment in the ER. Nonetheless, this scale provided
a method with which to measure variations in subjective stress between admission and
discharge, and a similar 5-point Likert scale for acute stress (“not at all” to “strongly”) had
previously been validated.* The use of a 10-point scale likely did not influence the validity of
the acute stress measure, especially because this variable was a secondary outcome and was
assessed in a post hoc analysis. However, patients in the EMDR group who were experiencing
high stress, defined as a numeric score >6, reported many more symptoms than did those in

the control group.
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Conclusions

Among patients admitted to the ER in the present study, a single EMDR R-TEP session did
not reduce the incidence of PCLS at 3 months, particularly among patients who reported high
levels of stress at admission. The present results suggest that it will be necessary to collect
more data to determine the available treatment options that can be offered to patients
attending the ER. Furthermore, the present results must be applied with caution, particularly
due to the large degree of heterogeneity in the skill level of the psychologists employed in this
study. Regardless of this issue, clinicians should continue attempts to identify the best care

options for traumatized patients who present to the ER.
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Table 1 : Patient characteristics

Population Randomized Completed follow-up
EMDR Control EMDR Control
n % n % n % n %
156 157 106 113
Patients characteristics
Gender Female 121 77.5 114 72.6 81 76.4 82 72.6
Age * 45 [29-60] 46 [30-62] 50.0 [31-65] 46.0 [30-60]
Inclusion score =2 69 44.2 78 49.7 51 48.1 54 47.7
23 87 55.8 79 50.3 55 51.9 59 52.2
Presence of PCLS at admission 10.|‘n 6|7.3 98 62.4 70 66.0 72 63.7
Medical disease 55 35.3 57 36.3 43 40.6 44 38.9
Trauma condition 67 42.9 69 43.9 38 35.8 47 41.6
First ED consultation 142 94.0 139 90.3 96 92.3 103 92.0
Tobacco consumption 12 27.8 51 33.6 23 22.1 39 35.5
Alcohol consumption 92 60.9 95 61.7 63 60.6 72 64.4
Cannabis consumption 18 12.1 17 11.0 10 9.8 12 10.7
At ED admission
Reported pain 117 77.5 116 75.3 76 73.1 82 73.2
Self-assessed stress * 4.0 [1.0-6.0] 3.0[0.0-5.8] 4.5[1.0-6.3] 3.0[0.0-6.0]
Expectation for recovery * 9.0 [7.0-10.0] 9.0 [6.0-10.0] 9.0[7.5-10.0] 8.0[5.5-10.0]
ED evaluation
Chronic pain reported 79 53.7 69 46.3 55 54.5 53 48.6
Chronic pain followed 54 66.7 47 65.3 37 66.1 35 62.5
Current daily pain 52 41.6 64 54.7 41 47.1 47 51.6
Thinks having been evaluated by 154 98.7 13 8.3 105 99.0 12 10.6
psychologist in the ED
At ED discharge
Reported pain 72 61.5 72 63.1 51 61.4 50 61.0
Self-assessed stress * 2.0[0.0-5.0] 1.0 [0.0-5.0] 2.0[0.0-5.0] 2.0[0.0-5.0]
Expectation for recovery * 9.0 [7.0-10.0] 9.0 [5.25-10.0] 9.0[7.0-10.0] 9.0 [6.0-10.0]
Satisfaction for ED cares * 9.0 [7.0-10.0] 8.0[6.0-9.0] 9.0[7.0-10.0] 8.0[7.0-9.0]

* median [interquartile range] ;

Risk Score = Risk assessment score : Female gender +1; taking at least one anxiolytic
treatment +1; Perceived health status priori to admission Excellent. very good 0. Good : +1.
Poor : +2. Bad +3 ; PCLS : Post-concussion like symptoms ; Reported pain : “Do you have
pain ?” Yes/No ; Self-assessed stress : 10-level lickert scale from O (no pain) to 10 (worst pain
imaginable) ; Expectation for recovery: 10-level lickert scale from 0 (no recovery) to 10 (full
recovery)
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Table 2: Presentation of the impact of psychologist skill level on PCLS occurrence at 3

months
I . L
N % n % n %
Level of EMDR training
N1 34 33.3 17 89.5 17 85.0
N2 68 66.7 2 10.5 3 15.0
Certification
Yes 7 6.9 3 5.5 4 8.5
No 95 93.1 52 94.5 43 91.5

Experienced in R-TEP EMDR practice before study

Yes 15 14.7 6 10.9 9 19.1
No 87 85.3 49 89.1 38 80.9
Psychologist skill level
A 13 12.7 5 9.1 8 17.0
B 32 314 16 29.1 16 34.0
C 53 52.0 31 56.4 22 46.8
D 4 3.9 3 5.4 1 2.1

Skill level of the psychologist was evaluated by an EMDR supervisor blinded from both interventions delivery and 3-month outcomes
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Table 3 : Primary and secondary outcomes

Variable Population EMDR Control p-value
N N N
% [C1 95%)] % [C1 95%)] % [CI 95%]
Primary outcome
Number of patients 219 106 113
PCLS 53.5% 53.8% 49.6% 0.58
[43.9 to 63.4] [43.9% t0 63.4%]  [40.1% to 59.1%]
Secondary outcomes
Number of patients 219 106 113
PTSD 5.9% 9.4 2.7% 0.04
[3.3% to 10.2%] [4.8% to 17.1%] [0.7% to 8.1%)]
Number of patients 165 83 82
Acute pain at discharge 61.2% 61.4% 61.0% 1
[53.3% to 68.6%] [50.1% to 71.7%] | [49.5% to 71.4%]
Number of patients 218 106 112
Chronic pain at 3-months 39.4% 40.6% 38.6% 0.78
[33.0% to 46.3%] [31.3% to 50.6%] | [29.5% to 48.1%]
Number of patient 162 80 82
Expectation for recovery* 9[6-10] 9[7-10] 9[6-10] 0.89

PCLS: Post-concussion like symptoms
PTSD: Pot traumatic stress disorder
*median [inter-quatile range]
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