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Definitions, incidence, classification of severity, and stages of recovery of Acquired Brain 
Injury among young individuals between 4 and 25 years old

Definitions

Acquired Brain Injury (ABI) is a collective term for brain injury that occurs after birth and 
leads to a disruption in the developmental (life) line.1 ABI encompasses both traumatic 
brain injury (TBI) and non-traumatic brain injury (nTBI). TBI is caused by external trauma, 
such as traffic and sports accidents, or violence, while nTBI refers to brain injuries caused 
by internal factors like brain tumors, stroke, or meningitis.1

Incidence

ABI has a substantial global incidence, with an estimated 54-60 million cases of TBI and 
15 million cases of nTBI occurring annually.2 The global incidence rate of TBI in children 
and adolescents aged 0 to 18 years is estimated to range from 47 to 280 per 100,000 
individuals per year, but the rates vary across countries.3 No global annual incidence rates 
for nTBI are available, likely due to the diverse range of causes and different registration 
systems. For stroke specifically a systematic review and meta-analysis on pediatric stroke 
in hospitals found an estimated global pooled incidence rate for all ischemic strokes in 
children up to 18 years old of 5.6 per 100,000.4 Regarding ABI in general, studies conducted 
in the United States and Finland have shown an increasing incidence and prevalence of ABI 
among young individuals over the past years.3,5,6

In the Netherlands in 2013 the estimated yearly incidence of ABI among young individuals 
under the age of 25 was 586 per 100,000 citizens for TBI and 191 for nTBI.7 Consistent with 
international literature,3,5,6 a Dutch monitor on national child safety indicated a rise in the 
incidence of TBI cases due to increasing traffic incidents.8

Classification of severity and stages of recovery

The severity of TBI is typically determined by means of the Glasgow Coma Scale9 and the 
duration of Post Traumatic Amnesia,10 which are both generally determined at hospital 
admission. In case of nTBI, the modified Rankin Scale is often used in pediatric stroke.11 
However, there is currently no severity classification available for other specific nTBI 
subtypes, such as brain tumors. It is important to note that these severity classifications 
are only applicable to young individuals with TBI or nTBI who were admitted to or were 
assessed in the hospital so that they are not available for the whole ABI population.    

With respect to recovery after TBI and some forms of nTBI such as stroke, three general 
stages can be identified.7,12,13 The acute phase, the first hours to weeks after onset, during 
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which young individuals with ABI may be either hospitalized or not, depending on the cause, 
origin, and timing of the injury. The second stage is the subacute or recovery period, during 
which patients may be treated either at home, with or without primary care treatment like 
physical therapy, or in a hospital or rehabilitation center. Finally, for TBI and some forms of 
nTBI, the participation or chronic phase is when most individuals are returning to 
participation in society and in the community, such as in school, work, and sports. Treatment 
may still be necessary during this stage. The duration of these stages can vary widely among 
individuals due to potential relapses and differences regarding specific consequences.12-17 
Approximately 70% of young individuals with ABI recover within the first six months to one 
year following the injury, while the remaining 30% experiences persistent daily-life 
consequences.7,12-20 Notably, the severity of the brain injury was found to only have a weak 
relation with the persistence of these consequences.7,18-21 

Consequences of ABI in young individuals with ABI (4-25 years old).

The consequences of ABI can be classified according to the World Health Organization 
(WHO) International Classification of Functioning, Disability, and Health (ICF). This 
classification system describes the consequences of a health condition across various 
domains: body functions and structures, activities and participation, and environmental 
and personal factors (Figure 1).22 In research cohorts, the ICF offers the potential to be used 
as a framework to systematically select assessments and interventions for children, 
adolescents and young adults covering the age range of 4-25 years with a specific health 
condition.25,26 

Apart from a description of the consequences of a health condition per domain, the overall 
health status of an individual including his/her/x physical, emotional, cognitive and social 

Health condition

Body functions 
and structures

Activities Participation

World Health Organization (WHO), 2012

Environmental 
factors

Personal
factors

Figure 1. The International Classification of Functioning, Disability, and Health (ICF) framework.
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functioning is commonly defined as Health-Related Quality of Life (HRQoL).22,27 In children, 
adolescents, and young adults with ABI the consequences may persist and negatively affect 
the totality of physical, mental, cognitive, and social-emotional skills and 
competencies.7,19,21,28-30 The negative effects of ABI on HRQoL have been demonstrated in 
pediatric TBI,28 pediatric stroke, and brain tumor populations.29,30 Diminished HRQoL may 
persist for years after the brain injury onset and may influence various transition moments 
from childhood to adulthood.25,26,31

Body functions and structures: Fatigue

In terms of the ICF domain body functions and structures, the potential consequences of 
ABI involve physical problems such as motor impairments, and pain.32,33 Moreover, one of 
the most frequently reported consequences of ABI is fatigue.7,18,19,34 Fatigue is defined as 
‘the experience of exhaustion and a decreased capacity for physical or mental activity 
because of an imbalance in the availability, use or restoration of resources needed to 
perform the activity’.35 Fatigue after ABI was found to have a negative impact on physical, 
cognitive, and social functioning.34,36 Young patients must adjust their lives to manage ABI-
related fatigue, often resulting in reduced participation, for example by discontinued sports 
activities and limited school attendance. Fatigue is particularly prevalent during the 
transitions from childhood to adulthood.34 Factors associated with being more tired include 
nTBI and older age i.e., adolescence or young adulthood.36   

To date, the occurrence of fatigue and its multidirectional influence on participation 
restrictions have been explored among young patients with ABI, both cross-sectionally and 
longitudinally.36-39 However, it is not known how severely fatigued young individuals (4-25 
years old) with ABI referred to rehabilitation are, and there is a lack of knowledge regarding 
the persistence of fatigue over time after referral to rehabilitation and its longitudinal 
relationship with participation.

Activities and participation

According to the ICF, activities refer to the performance of tasks or actions by young 
individuals.22 Limitations in mobility (walking, cycling) and self-care are commonly reported 
consequences of ABI in young individuals.22,40-42 The ICF defines participation as ‘involvement 
in a life situation’.22 Participation can be operationalized using two key elements: attendance 
i.e., ‘being present’ and involvement i.e., ‘active engagement’.43 The ability to participate in 
valued life situations at home, school, work, and in the community is crucial for healthy 
development during the transitions from childhood to adulthood.43 ABI in children, 
adolescents, and young adults can lead to significant participation restrictions, which are 
substantially higher compared to their healthy peers.40,43 Studies on participation restrictions 
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in (Dutch) children and adolescents with disabilities, including TBI, have identified many 
limitations in social and educational activities.40,44-46 Factors associated with greater 
participation restrictions include impaired motor, cognitive, behavioral, and sensory 
functioning.40,45,46 With the exploration of participation, it is important to realize that 
perspectives on participation between young individuals and their parents may differ.44

Similar to the consequences on the level of body functions and structures, most studies 
on the impact of ABI on activities and participation have not encompassed the entire 
population of young patients (4-25 years old) with ABI in a rehabilitation cohort. Additionally, 
potential differences in perspectives on participation between patients and their parents 
have often not been considered. Therefore, knowledge regarding participation restrictions 
in young individuals with ABI referred to rehabilitation remains an under-researched topic.

Environmental factors: Impact on the family

The consequences of ABI among young individuals often have a significant impact on their 
families as well. This impact can be of emotional, social, or practical nature, e.g., consisting 
of increased stress, worries, or changes in family routines, roles, and responsibilities.18,45,47,48 

Previous cross-sectional studies have emphasized the existence of family impact 
throughout all stages of recovery of young patients with both TBI and nTBI.48-53 Its occurrence 
was found to be influenced by, among other aspects, the unexpected onset, the less visible 
consequences and the uncertain prognosis.54-57 The full extent of the impact on the family 
often appears only in the phase of everyday life at home and community reintegration. 
Longitudinal studies among families of young individuals with TBI have found that 
significant family burden and stress, regardless of the cause or severity of the brain injury, 
may persist longer than 12 months after the onset of ABI.54-58 However, these studies have 
mostly included patients with TBI,54-57 or patients with more severe injuries,54,56,58 or they 
have focused only on limited aspects of family functioning.54,56 

Overall, research into the extent and course of the impact on the family and its determinants 
are scarce, in particular for the group of young individuals referred to rehabilitation after 
ABI. 

Management of ABI in young individuals: the role of medical specialist rehabilitation

Regardless of the stage of recovery, the ultimate goal of rehabilitation is to enable the 
patient to fully participate in society.22,59 When daily-life consequences persist after ABI in 
a young person between 4 and 25 years old, general practitioners or medical specialists 
often assess if there is an indication for medical specialist rehabilitation treatment. In the 
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Netherlands, most of the 16 specialized medical rehabilitation facilities (Medical Specialist 
Rehabilitation Centers, further designated as rehabilitation centers) provide inpatient or 
outpatient treatment for patients with ABI. In most cases patients are referred to outpatient 
rehabilitation care. Rehabilitation care in the Netherlands is typically delivered by 
professionals working in multidisciplinary teams.12 The care is, apart from the nature and 
severity of the consequences of the ABI, tailored to the life stage of the young person and 
the family, considering their wishes and needs.60 

In most rehabilitation centers in the Netherlands, the Dutch Care Standard for TBI in children 
and youth (Zorgstandaard traumatisch hersenletsel kinderen & jongeren, 2016) is used.12 
This standard is generally considered to be applicable to young individuals with nTBI as 
well.12 In this standard,12 it is described that young individuals between 4 and 25 years old 
with persisting daily life consequences after ABI could benefit from primary care or medical 
specialist rehabilitation care. Knowledge regarding the nature and severity of persisting 
daily-life consequences after ABI in young patients and their families at the time of referral 
to outpatient rehabilitation in the Netherlands is however limited. Research is needed to 
address this knowledge gap and further optimize rehabilitation treatment for this group.

Medical specialist rehabilitation aligns with the principles of value-based healthcare 
(VBHC).61 VBHC states that the value in healthcare is the measured improvement in patient 
health outcomes relative to the costs, in order to optimize the value of care for patients and 
their families. One of the VBHC principles underlines the importance of providing outcomes 
that matter to all patients, putting patients at the center of healthcare and care standards 
are an operationalization of that statement.61,62 The organization of care within 
multidisciplinary care pathways and the delivery of care across facilities are fundamental 
components of VBHC as well.61,62 Therefore, it is crucial to ensure that prioritization extends 
beyond optimal care within the rehabilitation center itself, encompassing the seamless 
alignment of the referral process and potential follow-up treatments in primary care.

Regarding the delivery of rehabilitative care for young persons with ABI, age-appropriate 
care and the specific needs during transition moments of an individual are considered 
important elements.25,26,31 The duration of rehabilitation can vary greatly, depending on the 
type and severity of the brain injury, as well as other factors such as the individual’s age, 
overall health, and personal rehabilitation goals.12,60 

A cohort of young patients and their families referred to outpatient rehabilitation: research 
project “Participate?!”
To gain more insight into the daily-life consequences of ABI for young patients who are 
referred to medical specialist rehabilitation and their families, the “Participate?!” project (in 
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Dutch: “Meedoen?!”) was initiated. The project was approved by the Medical Ethical 
Committee of the Leiden University Medical Center (LUMC) (P15.165) and started in 2015 
with funding from the Dutch Brain Foundation (Hersenstichting). The goals were to gain 
more insight into the consequences of ABI over the various domains of the ICF (body 
functions/structures, activities/participation, and environmental factors including HRQoL, 
fatigue, participation, and family impact) in a cohort of young patients with ABI between 4 
and 25 years old and their families referred to an outpatient rehabilitation center in the 
Netherlands. This research project was conducted in collaboration with a Dutch national 
consortium, called “Brain Injury and Youth” (in Dutch: Hersenletsel en Jeugd, HeJ), which 
consisted of pediatric rehabilitation physicians. 

The consortium initiated several projects to improve and monitor the current care and 
education for young patients with ABI and their parents, focusing on cognitive, physical, 
and emotional consequences.7,19,36,63 In this project, a questionnaire was developed in 
consensus with the Brain Injury and Youth consortium. The questionnaire included parent 
and patient-reported outcome measures (PROMs) to assess HRQoL, fatigue, participation, 
and family impact. 

The use of PROMs in (pediatric) rehabilitation practice is recommended to assess well-
being and disability levels.12,64-66 Additionally, the use of health outcomes data is promoted 
in line with VBHC principles to improve outcomes that are important to patients.62 Similarly, 
outcome measurement for the patients’ families, such as family impact, is crucial for VBHC 
as well.62  

The road towards a national rehabilitation framework for young individuals with ABI: 
The research project “Participate?! Next Step”

As a follow-up to a successful collaboration between rehabilitation centers in the 
“Participate?!” project, rehabilitation professionals, including rehabilitation physicians, 
psychologists, physical therapists, occupational therapists, speech therapists, and social 
workers, showed a growing interest to identify potential variations in practice among 
rehabilitation centers and harmonizing the delivery of care for the population. This interest 
aligned with the principles of VBHC where the development of care pathways is advocated 
and was recommended in the literature on pediatric rehabilitation care.12,25,62,66 

To take the “next step”, the Participate?! project needed to continue, identifying differences, 
and strengthening collaborations among rehabilitation centers to further optimize care for 
young patients with ABI and their families. Consequently, in 2020, the “Participate?! Next 
Step” research project was initiated. This project was approved by the Medical Ethical 
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Committee of the LUMC (P15.165-addendum-1.0) and received funding from the Dutch 
Brain Foundation. A group of lead experts from participating rehabilitation centers was 
selected to support the project and strengthen collaboration. These lead experts represented 
their respective rehabilitation centers throughout the project and played a role in executing 
various parts of the project. Fourteen rehabilitation centers (Figure 2) committed to the 
project with the aim of strengthening collaborations and collectively optimizing the delivery 
of care for young individuals with ABI referred to medical specialist rehabilitation and their 
families. 

The extent of potential variations among Dutch rehabilitation centers in the structure of 
care for young individuals with ABI, such as admission and discharge criteria, care 
organization, and aftercare, is currently unknown. Furthermore, as the commonly used 
standard of care does not specify exact structures and rehabilitation content,12 it is expected 
that each rehabilitation center has its own approach to treating young individuals with ABI.
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Revalidatie 
Friesland 9

Klimmendaal* 12

Roessingh* 11

Libra* 13

Adelante 14

Vogellanden 10

UMCG/Beatrix-
oord 8

Heliomare 1

Reade 2

Basalt* 5

Revant* 7

Merem 3

Rijndam* 6

de Hoogstraat 4

Figure 2. Participating rehabilitation centers that provide outpatient rehabilitation for young patients with 
ABI in the Netherlands.

Participating Rehabilitation Centers: 1 Heliomare, Wijk aan Zee; 2 Reade, Amsterdam; 3 Merem, Hilversum; 
4 de Hoogstraat, Utrecht; 5 Basalt, The Hague; 6 Rijndam, Rotterdam; 7 Revant, Breda; 8 UMCG/Beatrixoord, 
Groningen; 9 Revalidatie Friesland, Beetsterzwaag; 10 Vogellanden, Zwolle; 11 Roessingh, Enschede; 12 
Klimmendaal, Arnhem; 13 Libra, Eindhoven; 14 Adelante, Valkenburg. 
* Centers with multiple locations: Only the primary/largest location is shown.
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AIMS OF THIS THESIS

Section 1 presents the results of the “Participate?!” project regarding persisting 
consequences of ABI in young individuals and families referred to outpatient rehabilitation 
in the Netherlands. The aim of this section was to describe the course and/or severity of 
HRQoL, fatigue, participation, and family impact in young people with ABI and their families 
referred to outpatient medical specialist rehabilitation. 

Chapter 2 introduces a new way to categorize and interpret fatigue severity levels among 
young patients with ABI based on scores from healthy age-matched peers. Chapter 3 
presents the results of a two-year follow-up study on fatigue and participation in children 
and young adults with ABI in the outpatient rehabilitation setting. Chapter 4 comprises a 
study on participation restrictions in an outpatient rehabilitation cohort and explores the 
differences in participation perspectives between patients with ABI and their parents. 
Chapter 5 describes parent-reported family impact at the time of referral to outpatient 
rehabilitation among families with a child with ABI and identifies factors that negatively 
influence family impact. Chapter 6 focuses on the course of family impact and quality of 
life over a two-year period among parents of young patients with ABI. For the purpose of 
this thesis, patients’ caregivers are also referred to as ‘parents’.

Section 2 of this thesis presents the results of the “Participate?! Next Step” project 
concerning joint collaborations between rehabilitation centers to optimize care for young 
individuals with ABI. This section aims to describe and compare the structure and process 
of rehabilitation for young patients with ABI across Dutch rehabilitation centers. Furthermore, 
it aims to describe the development a national consensus-based framework for clinical 
practice, including preferred assessments, interventions, and psychoeducation, for young 
people with ABI across Dutch rehabilitation centers. Chapter 7 describes potential variations 
among Dutch Rehabilitation Centers in the structure of rehabilitation care i.e., admission 
and discharge criteria, the organization of care, and the aftercare for young patients with 
ABI. Chapter 8 concerns a Delphi study among healthcare professionals from 14 
rehabilitation centers to reach a consensus on the content (assessments, interventions, 
and psychoeducational materials) of a national framework based on current practices for 
young people (4-25 years old) with ABI and their families in the Netherlands. 

In Chapter 9, the findings of the studies in Sections 1 and 2 are summarized and discussed.



GENERAL INTRODUCTION

19

1
REFERENCES

1. Greenwald BD, Burnett DM, Miller MA. Congenital and acquired brain injury. 1. Brain injury: epidemiology 
and pathophysiology. Arch Phys Med Rehabil 2003; 84(3 Suppl 1): S3-7.

2. Dewan MC, Rattani A, Gupta S, et al. Estimating the global incidence of traumatic brain injury. J 
Neurosurg 2018: 1-18.

3. Dewan MC, Mummareddy N, Wellons JC, 3rd, Bonfield CM. Epidemiology of Global Pediatric Traumatic 
Brain Injury: Qualitative Review. World Neurosurg 2016; 91: 497-509 e1.

4. Oleske DM, Cheng X, Jeong A, Arndt TJ. Pediatric Acute Ischemic Stroke by Age-Group: A Systematic 
Review and Meta-Analysis of Published Studies and Hospitalization Records. Neuroepidemiology 
2021; 55(5): 331-41.

5. Kuitunen I, Ponkilainen VT, Iverson GL, Isokuortti H, Luoto TM, Mattila VM. Increasing incidence of 
pediatric mild traumatic brain injury in Finland - a nationwide register study from 1998 to 2018. Injury 
2022.

6. Schneier AJ, Shields BJ, Hostetler SG, Xiang H, Smith GA. Incidence of pediatric traumatic brain injury 
and associated hospital resource utilization in the United States. Pediatrics 2006; 118(2): 483-92.

7. de Kloet AJ, Hilberink SR, Roebroeck ME, et al. Youth with acquired brain injury in The Netherlands: a 
multi-centre study. Brain Inj 2013; 27(7-8): 843-9.

8. Krul IvW, I. Rapportage Kinderveiligheid 2021: Onderzoek naar SEH-bezoeken onder kinderen en 
jongeren (0-18 jaar). Kenniscentrum Veiligheid.nl, 2021.

9. Jain S, Iverson LM. Glasgow Coma Scale. StatPearls. Treasure Island (FL); 2020.
10. Eastvold AD, Walker WC, Curtiss G, Schwab K, Vanderploeg RD. The differential contributions of 

posttraumatic amnesia duration and time since injury in prediction of functional outcomes following 
moderate-to-severe traumatic brain injury. J Head Trauma Rehabil 2013; 28(1): 48-58.

11. Delsing BJ, Catsman-Berrevoets CE, Appel IM. Early prognostic indicators of outcome in ischemic 
childhood stroke. Pediatr Neurol 2001; 24(4): 283-9.

12. Hersenstichting. Zorgstandaard traumatisch hersenletsel kinderen & jongeren In: Gijzen RZ, J., editor.: 
Hersenalliantie; 2016 

13. Forsyth R. The difference rehabilitation can make after acquired brain injury. Dev Med Child Neurol 
2022; 64(1): 7.

14. Renaud MI, Lambregts SA, de Kloet AJ, Catsman-Berrevoets CE, van de Port IG, van Heugten CM. 
Activities and participation of children and adolescents after mild traumatic brain injury and the 
effectiveness of an early intervention (Brains Ahead!): study protocol for a cohort study with a nested 
randomised controlled trial. Trials 2016; 17(1): 236.

15. Reuter-Rice K, Eads JK, Berndt S, Doser K. The Initiation of Rehabilitation Therapies and Observed 
Outcomes in Pediatric Traumatic Brain Injury. Rehabil Nurs 2018; 43(6): 327-34.

16. Teasell R, Bayona N, Marshall S, et al. A systematic review of the rehabilitation of moderate to severe 
acquired brain injuries. Brain Inj 2007; 21(2): 107-12.

17. Feary N, McKinlay A. Impact of mild traumatic brain injury understanding on intended help-seeking 
behaviour. J Child Health Care 2020; 24(1): 78-91.

18. Camara-Costa H, Opatowski M, Francillette L, et al. Self- and parent-reported Quality of Life 7 years 
after severe childhood traumatic brain injury in the Traumatisme Grave de l’Enfant cohort: associations 
with objective and subjective factors and outcomes. Qual Life Res 2020; 29(2): 515-28.

19. Lambregts SAM, Van Markus-Doornbosch F, Catsman-Berrevoets CE, et al. Neurological outcome in 
children and youth with acquired brain injury 2-year post-injury. Dev Neurorehabil 2018; 21(7): 465-74.

20. van Markus-Doornbosch F, van der Holst M, de Kloet AJ, Vliet Vlieland TPM, Meesters JJL. Fatigue, 
Participation and Quality of Life in Adolescents and Young Adults with Acquired Brain Injury in an 
Outpatient Rehabilitation Cohort. Dev Neurorehabil 2020; 23(5): 328-35.

21. Bedell GM. Functional outcomes of school-age children with acquired brain injuries at discharge from 
inpatient rehabilitation. Brain Inj 2008; 22(4): 313-24.

22. World Health Organization. International classification of functioning, disability, and health: ICF. 2012.
23. Heerkens Y, de Weerd M, Huber M, et al. Reconsideration of the scheme of the international 

classification of functioning, disability and health: incentives from the Netherlands for a global debate. 
Disability and Rehabilitation 2017; 40: 1-9.



CHAPTER 1

20

24. Rosenbaum P, Gorter JW. The ‘F-words’ in childhood disability: I swear this is how we should think! 
Child Care Health Dev 2012; 38(4): 457-63.

25. Kingsnorth S, Lindsay S, Maxwell J, et al. Bridging Pediatric and Adult Rehabilitation Services for Young 
Adults With Childhood-Onset Disabilities: Evaluation of the LIFEspan Model of Transitional Care. Front 
Pediatr 2021; 9: 728640.

26. Nguyen T, Gorter JW. Use of the international classification of functioning, disability and health as a 
framework for transition from paediatric to adult healthcare. Child Care Health Dev 2014; 40(6): 759-
61.

27. Cella DF. Quality of life: concepts and definition. J Pain Symptom Manage 1994; 9(3): 186-92.
28. Krenz U, Timmermann D, Gorbunova A, Lendt M, Schmidt S, von Steinbuechel N. Health-related quality 

of life after pediatric traumatic brain injury: A qualitative comparison between children’s and parents’ 
perspectives. PLoS One 2021; 16(2): e0246514.

29. Gupta P, Jalali R. Long-term Survivors of Childhood Brain Tumors: Impact on General Health and 
Quality of Life. Curr Neurol Neurosci Rep 2017; 17(12): 99.

30. Neuner B, von Mackensen S, Krumpel A, et al. Health-related quality of life in children and adolescents 
with stroke, self-reports, and parent/proxies reports: cross-sectional investigation. Ann Neurol 2011; 
70(1): 70-8.

31. Rosema S, Muscara F, Anderson V, Godfrey C, Hearps S, Catroppa C. The Trajectory of Long-Term 
Psychosocial Development 16 Years following Childhood Traumatic Brain Injury. J Neurotrauma 2015; 
32(13): 976-83.

32. Kumar RG, Gao S, Juengst SB, Wagner AK, Fabio A. The effects of post-traumatic depression on 
cognition, pain, fatigue, and headache after moderate-to-severe traumatic brain injury: a thematic 
review. Brain Inj 2018; 32(4): 383-94.

33. Macartney G, Stacey D, Harrison MB, VanDenKerkhof E. Symptoms, coping, and quality of life in 
pediatric brain tumor survivors: a qualitative study. Oncol Nurs Forum 2014; 41(4): 390-8.

34. Wilkinson J, Marmol NL, Godfrey C, et al. Fatigue following Paediatric Acquired Brain Injury and its 
Impact on Functional Outcomes: A Systematic Review. Neuropsychol Rev 2018; 28(1): 73-87.

35. Aaronson LS, Teel CS, Cassmeyer V, et al. Defining and measuring fatigue. Image J Nurs Sch 1999; 
31(1): 45-50.

36. van Markus-Doornbosch F, de Kloet AJ, Berger MA, Lambregts SA, Wolterbeek R, Vliet Vlieland TP. 
Factors related to fatigue after paediatric acquired brain injury (ABI). Brain Inj 2016; 30(13-14): 1533-
41.

37. Crichton A, Anderson V, Oakley E, et al. Fatigue Following Traumatic Brain Injury in Children and 
Adolescents: A Longitudinal Follow-Up 6 to 12 Months After Injury. J Head Trauma Rehabil 2018; 
33(3): 200-9.

38. Oude Lansink ILB, McPhee PG, Brunton LK, Gorter JW. Fatigue in adults with cerebral palsy: A three-
year follow-up study. J Rehabil Med 2018; 50(10): 886-91.

39. Norup A, Svendsen SW, Doser K, et al. Prevalence and severity of fatigue in adolescents and young 
adults with acquired brain injury: A nationwide study. Neuropsychol Rehabil 2019; 29(7): 1113-28.

40. de Kloet AJ, Gijzen R, Braga LW, Meesters JJL, Schoones JW, Vliet Vlieland TPM. Determinants of 
participation of youth with acquired brain injury: A systematic review. Brain Inj 2015; 29(10): 1135-45.

41. Johnson P, Thomas-Stonell N, Rumney P, Oddson B. Long-term outcomes of pediatric acquired brain 
injury. Brain Cogn 2006; 60(2): 205-6.

42. Renaud MI, van de Port IGL, Catsman-Berrevoets CE, Jellema K, Lambregts SAM, van Heugten CM. 
Activities and Participation in the First 6 Months After Mild Traumatic Brain Injury in Children and 
Adolescents. J Head Trauma Rehabil 2020; 35(6): E501-E12.

43. van Tol E, Gorter JW, DeMatteo C, Meester-Delver A. Participation outcomes for children with acquired 
brain injury: a narrative review. Brain Inj 2011; 25(13-14): 1279-87.

44. Keetley R, Westwater-Wood S, Manning JC. Exploring participation after paediatric acquired brain 
injury. J Child Health Care 2020.

45. Camara-Costa H, Francillette L, Opatowski M, et al. Participation seven years after severe childhood 
traumatic brain injury. Disabil Rehabil 2019: 1-10.

46. Lambregts SAM, Smetsers JEM, Verhoeven I, et al. Cognitive function and participation in children and 
youth with mild traumatic brain injury two years after injury. Brain Inj 2018; 32(2): 230-41.



GENERAL INTRODUCTION

21

1
47. Rashid M, Goez HR, Mabood N, et al. The impact of pediatric traumatic brain injury (TBI) on family 

functioning: a systematic review. J Pediatr Rehabil Med 2014; 7(3): 241-54.
48. Grant CJ, Doig LF, Everson J, Foster N, Doig CJ. Impact of Patient and Family Involvement in Long-

Term Outcomes. Crit Care Nurs Clin North Am 2020; 32(2): 227-42.
49. Moscato E, Patronick J, Wade SL. Family functioning and adaptation following pediatric brain tumor: 

A systematic review. Pediatr Blood Cancer 2022; 69(2): e29470.
50. Hickey L, Anderson V, Jordan B. Australian parent and sibling perspectives on the impact of paediatric 

acquired brain injury on family relationships during the first 6 weeks at home. Health Soc Care 
Community 2022.

51. Brown FL, Whittingham K, Sofronoff K, Boyd RN. Parenting a child with a traumatic brain injury: 
experiences of parents and health professionals. Brain Inj 2013; 27(13-14): 1570-82.

52. de Kloet AJ, Lambregts SA, Berger MA, van Markus F, Wolterbeek R, Vliet Vlieland TP. Family impact of 
acquired brain injury in children and youth. J Dev Behav Pediatr 2015; 36(5): 342-51.

53. Jones S, Tyson S, Yorke J, Davis N. The impact of injury: The experiences of children and families after 
a child’s traumatic injury. Clin Rehabil 2021; 35(4): 614-25.

54. Micklewright JL, King TZ, O’Toole K, Henrich C, Floyd FJ. Parental distress, parenting practices, and 
child adaptive outcomes following traumatic brain injury. J Int Neuropsychol Soc 2012; 18(2): 343-50.

55. Yeates KO, Taylor HG, Rusin J, et al. Premorbid child and family functioning as predictors of post-
concussive symptoms in children with mild traumatic brain injuries. Int J Dev Neurosci 2012; 30(3): 
231-7.

56. Ponsford J, Schonberger M. Family functioning and emotional state two and five years after traumatic 
brain injury. J Int Neuropsychol Soc 2010; 16(2): 306-17.

57. Sady MD, Sander AM, Clark AN, Sherer M, Nakase-Richardson R, Malec JF. Relationship of preinjury 
caregiver and family functioning to community integration in adults with traumatic brain injury. Arch 
Phys Med Rehabil 2010; 91(10): 1542-50.

58. Wade SL, Gerry Taylor H, Yeates KO, et al. Long-term parental and family adaptation following pediatric 
brain injury. J Pediatr Psychol 2006; 31(10): 1072-83.

59. Imms C, Adair B, Keen D, Ullenhag A, Rosenbaum P, Granlund M. ‘Participation’: a systematic review of 
language, definitions, and constructs used in intervention research with children with disabilities. Dev 
Med Child Neurol 2016; 58(1): 29-38.

60. Nederland VRaV. Behandelkader kinderrevalidatie. 2012.
61. Teisberg E, Wallace S, O’Hara S. Defining and Implementing Value-Based Health Care: A Strategic 

Framework. Acad Med 2020; 95(5): 682-5.
62. Zwicker J. Value for Who? Value-Based Healthcare for Children and Families. Healthc Pap 2020; 19(1): 

48-58.
63. Renaud MI, Lambregts SAM, van de Port IGL, Catsman-Berrevoets CE, van Heugten CM. Predictors of 

activities and participation six months after mild traumatic brain injury in children and adolescents. 
Eur J Paediatr Neurol 2020; 25: 145-56.

64. Kaplan RM, Hays RD. Health-Related Quality of Life Measurement in Public Health. Annu Rev Public 
Health 2022; 43: 355-73.

65. Weldring T, Smith SMS. Article Commentary: Patient-Reported Outcomes (PROs) and Patient-Reported 
Outcome Measures (PROMs). Health Services Insights 2013; 6: HSI.S11093.

66. Majnemer A. Benefits of using outcome measures in pediatric rehabilitation. Phys Occup Ther Pediatr 
2010; 30(3): 165-7.






