&

A

CHRIW&AAI 2001 = 31(1) : 63-69

S1201 401 YR 74 2 Thel
FES0 &t A4
‘iq ‘303 }1‘:]_1) . 7]3] XH _—E_Z) . 71:11 % %3)
2 Y AL T oo RelolA] A4 AR B e A PoR 44 A8 Huo o7 43

R ERLREE
A7 o) Ago] 2t

shiel ofobgel ael Qoo sl Gt
A7k Bastele ARHH, UL Fed 2 )
UTFL AR A, old] B ARl E 85

@ 97 52

g
T

4 o

LY

shepshe o] ashh aeu, 7129 S0 LUE
e FAET AMLE D TR FUE AR BR

Aol Aol A Fod 2 FAE Fatel] gt T"rﬁé%‘fﬂr o]
A8 &L ZAI DAL 19989 & HEA AW AR 2 19790 o] A8 AmS AFgiaez st AL S
o, FAake) Aol Jhxb 2183229 o tha) 3¢tkAl AALE AT &

34 A7 BEAA
7ol olel g3 9= oAl e)

= =
ﬂT/‘é )

@ W4 o) sfetel ARl Hebd, Badlelqel AR 0 F

g oA o wy g £3 H=E AFd oyl

= g 2%

T,

g3 22 d3E A

119799 A @= ARldAelA 7od 9 7L Bxbe] /82 100092 0653 o]&’iv}

2. AFLA Aol whe} 1000813 27ke) B ES Fedo] 0267, FaE77HEc] 0369, /il 00371 T
T FEPNEL MR P FHES ﬁ.%lovr TAEL ol Ha| v %Hé%% 42

3. 3H Axd w} 10008 2tztel FES 35 o] 0359, 5 o] 0.16%, 5 o] 0128l
5 I e ¢35 AL vig] vif FElA B2 R ES Bgov], $5 HEL 0S5 Ao vla WA e

=

4 Ted R ARG &3 T AddAA Y g W ag AR FEES %L, P, -TL7H% ToTHE
EO.R 8%, 29%, 61%ATE. Fegold TALT Lol WE WY A9un) fde A8} 4@ TETADe
A5elM wgx g FEEe] EA desich

( FREO - 22 NG, P=0E, |RE8)

.M 8
" MR AITfckE) mAS DA, MlAOiS BK21 2instAIg L,
, 26 o Ao 9 2 AL FA okl 2elN 71 A
¥ oixchstm X|DiCHEH AT HEo| N N -
AT =5 EeH o AE = A 713 o A A O Bl x

* 2 0T 1008HS AR A{Tjhat sist | AlRloR 0]20f T adae 484 7jges dif Hest A 9A
A 2 s BAEE A8ty o] A& T2
= B AdxAe] AEor A% A 2% A 7]
MESEA| NHET HEE 134817 AL AAME B Ao, Az Aol A8 2%, A
CIHEYEHT Ay - =
T e 2 o) 5ol BAYE Y 5 Lom, Al

S Ao el FH At EFle FFE v

63



1z
og
X
oy
=
o
oy
Ol
HA

Table 1. The Prevalence of CLP

unit : /1000 persons

Seoul 93,086 65 0.70

Pusan 45428 29 0.64
Daegu 46,158 30 0.65
Kwangju 33,650 19 0.56
Sum 218,322 143 0.65

* CLP : cleft lip and palate
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Table 2. The Prevalence of CLP in the anteropo-
sterior aspect

unit : /1000 persons

patients(N) 7 57 79
prevalence(%) 0.03 0.26 0.36
rate 100 814 11.29
cleftlip & palate C@gm
55%
cleft lip
40%

Fig. 1. The Prevalence of CLP in the transverse
aspect
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Table 3. The prevalence of CLP in the transverse aspect cleft palate

bilateral clefl
unit : /1000 persons 5% Left cleft

8% :
ﬂ 53%

1t Cleft nghtcleft ,Bﬂateréi":d Ccleft Palate

Patients(N) 76 34 26 7 Right cleft
4%

Prevalence(%) 0.35 0.16 012 0.03

Fig. 2. The prevalence in the anteroposterior
aspect

Table 4. The Orthodontic treatment rate

Table 5. The orthodontic treatment rate in the
severity of CLP

Seoul 65 30 46

cleft lip - cleft palate
Taegu 30 5 17 . -
Kwangju 9 A o1 Patients(N) 57
Treated Pts(N) 16 2 53
Pusan & " ® Orthodontic
Sum 143 50 35 treatment rate(%4) = 2 o7
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- ABSTRACT -

THE PREVALENCE OF CLEFT LIP AND/OR CLEFT PALATE
IN KOREAN MALE ADULT

Hyoung-Seon Baik, Jae-Hoon Keem, Dong-Jun Kim

Department of Orthodontics, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University

Cleft lip and/or palate(CLP) is the most common congenital deformity in the craniofacial region. For a practical public
health system for these patients it is necessary to have an understanding on the prevalence of CLP. However, it was
difficult to estimate the exact number of CLP patients due to problems in sample selection, higher miscarriage and still
birth rate, difficulty in classification, and adoptions to foreign countries. Therefore this study was to estimate the
prevalence of CLP and the rate of orthodontic treatment, which is usually necessary in cleft lip and/or palate patients.
The samples consisted of 218,322 Korean male adults from Seoul, Kwangju, Taegu and Pusan, all born in 1979. The
screening method for recognizing the CLP patients was proceeded in steps and the results are as follows.

1. The prevalence of cleft lip and/or palate in Korean male adults born in 1979 was 0.65 out of the 1000 samples.

2. In the anteroposterior aspect of the 1000 samples, the prevalence of cleft lip, cleft lip and palate, and cleft palate was
0.26, 0.36 and 0.03 respectively.

3. In the transverse aspect of the 1000 samples, the prevalence of left, right and bilateral cleft was 0.35, 0.16, 0.12
respectively. The cleft in the left showed a much higher prevalence than in the right, while bilateral cleft showed a
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lower prevalence than unilateral cleft.
4. The orthodontic treatment rate of Korean male adults among cleft lip and/or palate patients was 35%, and it was in
the order of cleft lip and palate, cleft lip, and cleft palate, being 67%, 29% and 29% respectively. The orthodontic

treatment rate in patients with the more severe cleft lip and palate was higher than in patients solely having cleft
lip or cleft palate.
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