Background

There are several industry-based solutions for nerve gaps. Currently
avallable options include clinical standard autografting, the use of
biodegradable nerve conduits, and lastly, processed nerve allografts.

Methods

- QOur literature review covered years 2005-2022 using the search
terms: Peripheral nerve, nerve injury, nerve conduit, nerve graft, and
nerve repair.

- Clinical studies with detailed information were included.

- Information concerning Iinjury type, treatment modality, gap length,
and functional outcomes were collected.

- Lastly, each author’s Iindustry related payments were pooled from
Open Payments Database and payments made by nerve repair
companies were collected.
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*= Randomized Controlled Trial
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Conclusion

- All researchers received payments from the industry. The total
amounts varied significantly among groups and authors.

- There are no randomized controlled trials that compare autografts to
nerve conduits or processed nerve allografts.
- Largest studies lacked detailed follow up visits for most reported
patients.

- Overall, the current available literature supports the use of these
engineered devices.
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