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[Abstract] Objective

port-wine stains. Methods

To investigate the correlation of skin lesion thickness with age,location and gender in children with
The skin lesion thickness of 60 children with port-wine stains in our department was measured using
high frequency ultrasound (Dermal.ab Combo, Cortex, Denmark). And we compared the differences in skin lesion thickness among
different ages.locations and genders. Results In children with port-wine stains, there were statistical differences in skin lesion
thickness among different ages(P<C0. 01) ; the thickness of the infant group [ (885. 85496. 84) um |was the thinnest,and the school-
age group[ (1 100.5+153. 98) umJwas the thickest. There were statistical differences in skin lesion thickness among same locations
compared with the normal skin thickness(P<C0. 05) , the thickness of skin lesions was thicker than that of normal skin. There were
statistical differences in skin lesion thickness among different locations ( P <Z 0. 01); the thickness of the shoulder region
[ (1 222.25%110. 78)pum]was the thinnest,and the thickness of the neck [ (825.45+86.57)um]was the thickest. Conclusion The
skin lesion thickness in children with port-wine stains could be accurately measured by high frequency ultrasound, and the skin le-
sion thickness are correlated with location and age.but not gender.
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