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[ Abstract] Objective To investigate the related factors of disability evaluation of maxillofacial injury in road
traffic accidents, and provide a scientific data and evidence for the improvement of the current disability evaluation.
Methods 154 cases of maxillofacial injury caused by traffic accidents in Kunming from June 2013 to July 2014 were
collected for systemic analysis study. Results In the disability evaluation 154 cases with maxillofacial injury, the
handicapped higher level occurred in the driver and copilot. The greatest number of cases of disability evaluation were
3—4 months after injuries. Scar type had statistical difference between the different disability grades. Scar location had
statistical difference between the different disability grades. Conclusion Disability evaluation has certain correlation
with different traffic patterns, the types of scar, and the scar location, etc.
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