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3 Hemifacial microsomia

Human_%gnomg analysis of hemifacial microsomia from three-dimensional case
classification.
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The mandibular volume and length of the left and right mandibular canals of
23 Hemifacial microsomia patients were measured and subsequently statistically analyzed. The results
showed a significant association between mandibular volume and mandibular canal length in
Hemifacial microsomia type Il patients, and the results were submitted for publication.
Although we were unable to analyze the results up to genetic analysis within the time frame of this
study, we plan to continue this research project.
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(A) Pruzansky grade I, (B) Pruzansky grade II
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Grade Table1 Results of Pearson’s correlation coefficient (r) within the same grade
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0 volume ratios ramus volume ratios
r ’ p-value r p-value
’ Pruzansky grade I 0.36 0.48 0.37 0.48
Pruzansky grade II 0.71 0.02 0.10 0.78
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All data are presented as mean + standard deviation.
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