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Clinical Profiles of children born with Orofacial Clefts: Results from Fourteen 
East African Countries   

Abstract 
Background 
More than 100,000 cleft lip and palate patients have benefited from reconstructive surgeries in 

Africa because of surgical support from non-governmental organizations such as Smile Train. The 

Smile Train Express is the largest cleft-centered patient registry with over a million records of 

clinical records, globally. In this study, we reviewed data from the east African patient registry to 

analyze and understand the clinical profiles of cleft lip and palate patients operated at Smile Train 

partner hospitals in East Africa.

Method 
A retrospective database review was conducted in all East African cleft lip and palate surgeries 

documented in the Smile Train database from November 2001 to November 2019.

Results 

86,683 patient records from 14 East African countries were included in this study. The mean age 

was 9.1 years, the mean weight was 20.2kg and 19kg for males and females, respectively, and 

61.8% of the surgeries were performed on male patients. Left cleft lip only (n=22,548, 28.4 %) 

and right cleft lip only (n=17862, 22.5%) were the most common types of clefts, with bilateral 

cleft lip only (n= 5712, 7.2%) being the least frequent. Complete right cleft lip with complete right 

alveolus was the most frequent cleft combination observed (n = 16,385) and Cleft lip to cleft lip 

and palate to cleft palate ratio (CL:CLP: CP) was 6.7:3.3:1. Unilateral primary lip-nose repairs 

were the most common surgeries (69%). General anesthesia was used for 74.6 % (52847) of the 

procedures.

Conclusion 

Most children with cleft lip and/or palate were underweight, possibly due to malnutrition or related 

to socioeconomic status. There were more male patients compared to females, which could be 

related to gender disparities. Access to surgical care for children born with congenital defects needs 

to be improved, and inequities need to be addressed via more evidence-based collaborative 

intervention strategies.
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Highlights 

- More than 80,000 patient records from fourteen East African countries were analyzed 

in this study to describe orofacial clefts.

- Orofacial clefts were found most commonly in males, accounting for over 62% of all 

cases.

- To improve cleft care in East Africa, there is a greater need for evidence-based 

implementation of programs, research collaboration, and data-centric advocacy efforts. 
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Background 
Globally, 313 million major surgical procedures are performed each year. (1) Yet, unmet surgical 

needs persist in low- and middle-income settings such as Sub-Saharan Africa (SSA) (1). In this 

region, a great majority of the population is in the pediatric age group with 43 percent of the 

population being under the age of fifteen. The rate of surgical disease among the pediatric 

population is high, with the incidence of surgical disease accounting for 6-12 percent of pediatric 

admissions in SSA, and overall mortality of 12 percent (2). Existing evidence shows there is an 

association between unmet pediatric surgical needs and high rates of morbidity and mortality (3).

The Lancet Commission on Global Surgery, 2015 has collated compelling evidence on the state 

of surgery and strategies for improving access (4) The Commission had called for an increase in 

‘‘demand-driven international surgical support aimed to address the unmet burden of surgical 

disease.’ In that regard, international non-governmental organizations (NGOs) have been playing 

a significant role in the delivery of surgical care in low and middle-income countries (LMICs), 

where there are huge disparities in access to timely surgical care. (5,6). 

As part of its global efforts to improve access to pediatric surgical treatment, Smile Train (7), has 

made dedicated efforts in the last two decades toward improving access to cleft surgeries in 

LMICs. Cleft lip and palate (CLP) deformities have widely been neglected, despite having a 

significant impact on the lives of patients and their families. This is of particular concern in the 

SSA setup where the disease is associated with spiritual wrath and societal stigmas (8). The Smile 

Train and other collaborators' initiative is bringing children out of the perceived veil of suppressed 

seclusion and educating communities that this is not a spiritual problem, but a correctable defect 

requiring surgical intervention. 

Since its founding in 1999, Smile Train has been developing and implementing new, innovative 

approaches to delivering comprehensive cleft care (CCC) with the aim of enabling every child 

born with a cleft to live a full, productive life (9).  To date, it has operated on more than 1.8 million 

cleft lip and palate patients in over 100 countries across the globe (10). This has resulted in 

possibly, the genesis of the world’s largest web-based data repository, the Smile Train Express 

(STX) with over a million patient records. These records have been made accessible to the 

organization’s partner hospitals for research and quality improvement initiatives (11). 

 . CC-BY 4.0 International licenseIt is made available under a 

 is the author/funder, who has granted medRxiv a license to display the preprint in perpetuity.(which was not certified by peer review)preprint 
The copyright holder for thisthis version posted November 11, 2022. ; https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.09.22282144doi: medRxiv preprint 

https://doi.org/10.1101/2022.11.09.22282144
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/


Despite the open access to data, the clinical profile of patients undergoing cleft lip or palate surgery 

in SSA, particularly in East Africa, is poorly understood.  In this study, our aim was to better 

understand the regional distribution of cleft surgeries, sociodemographic and clinical profiles of 

patients, surgical and anaesthesia techniques used, identify gaps, and recommend areas of 

improvement.

Method
A retrospective descriptive study was conducted to analyze the clinical data in STX. Ethical 

approval was obtained from the Institutional Review Board (IRB) of Yekatit 12 Hospital Medical 

College in Addis Ababa under protocol number 60/20. Data was requested from the East African 

countries under study through a formal data-sharing agreement. 86,683 records spanning 20 years 

(November 2001 - November 2019). 

East Africa is among the most populous subregions of Africa, with a population of approximately 

455 million people across 18 countries. Most of this population lives in rural areas. In this region, 

Smile Train has long-standing surgical collaborations in 14 countries, operating in more than 40 

hospitals. These countries, whose data are included in this study, include: Burundi, Djibouti, 

Ethiopia, Kenya, Madagascar, Malawi, Mozambique, Rwanda, Somalia, South Sudan, Tanzania, 

Uganda, Zambia, and Zimbabwe. 

Once the data was obtained, it was exported into Stata version 16 statistical software (Stata Corp, 

College Station, TX, USA) for analysis. We used a visual and statistical approach to inspect for 

possible data encoding errors and data cleaning. We used descriptive and analytical methods to 

analyze the observed responses. For descriptive measures, we used frequency and percentage, 

while for categorical variables, we used the chi-square test of independence to evaluate any 

possible associations. A single sample proportion test was also utilized to see if the proportion of 

different types of clefts differed significantly from the prior trends. We used a p-value of 0.05 as 

significance for statistical decisions.
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Results 
Sociodemographic characteristics 

A total of 86,683 patient records were included in this study from the Smile train East African 

partner countries. Ethiopia (41.8%, n= 36,253), Uganda (13.4%, n= 11,626), Kenya (13 %, n= 

11,318), Tanzania (11.6%, n= 10,119), and Somalia (5.8%, n= 5,069) were the top five countries 

with the highest number of surgeries, with South Sudan (n=0.3%, 268) contributing the least to the 

regional pool of surgeries. 49,206 (61.8 %) of surgical patients were males and 30,306 (38.2 %) 

were females, while the remaining 1,171 were not clearly defined and stated with other unknown 

terminologies.

Age distribution of study participants

As described in Table 1, 17451 (27.4%) of patients were aged less than or equal to one, and 63693 

(39.3%) of patients were greater than seven years of age. The median and the interquartile range 

were 4 and 12, respectively, and the average age at presentation is 9.1 years. 

Type and distribution of cleft lips 

The different types of orofacial clefts and their clinical and epidemiologic context were classified 

into the following: cleft lips (right and left), hard palate clefts (right and left), soft palate clefts, 

and alveolar clefts (right and left). These were further subclassified into "complete", "incomplete", 

"submucous" or "not applicable". A significant number of responses (8.4 %, n = 7410) were not 

fit for analysis, referring to an error in the encoding or faulty entry of primary data, and so were 

excluded. As a result, the total (n) responses will vary for different variables in our reports.  

The different types of clefts are listed in Table 2 below using the "LAHSHAL" phenotypic 

notation, due to its comprehensiveness and relatively high implementation rate globally. It makes 

use of mutually exclusive and inclusive categories - solitary cleft or in combination with other 

clefts in each category. With this analysis, the most frequent orofacial cleft is a unilateral cleft lip 

only, with a left cleft lip only (LCLO) incidence of 28.4% (n=22,548), followed by a right cleft lip 

only (RCLO) 22.5% (n=17,862), Bilateral Cleft Lip Only (BCLO) was found to account for the 

least occurrence in this regard at 7.2 % (5712). The most common combination of the cleft was 

found to be a complete right cleft lip with a right alveolus (n= 16,385) followed by a left lip with 
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a left alveolar cleft (n=14,445). The least common occurrence in this category was an incomplete 

left cleft lip with an incomplete soft palate (n=160). 

Laterality  
Furthermore, we used the above phenotypic description (listed in Table 2) of the clefts to 

summarize the various orofacial clefts accounting for laterality. Table 3 shows the counts of the 

various cleft types under each gender group as well as a p-value from the chi-square test of 

independence between the male and female sex. 

The laterality of the orofacial clefts in 87.7 % (n=75,724) of patients was assessed by looking at 

the descriptions presented in Table 3.  A 4.4:1 ratio laterality was found, with unilateral cleft 

patterns (n=61,261) outnumbering bilateral cleft (n=14,037). 

A chi-square test of independence was used to determine the gender distribution of clefts. The test 

showed that the observed differences in the frequencies of clefts between males and females are 

statistically significant with a P-value of <0.001, except for patterns of the bilateral cleft lip only 

(P=0.426) only and the left cleft lip only (p=0.277). 

A one-sided t-test revealed that females have a lower body weight (19kg) than males (20.2kg). 

Furthermore, a two-sample t-test indicated a statistical significance (p-value of 0.001) in gender 

differences in mean weight. When leveled in accordance using a simple age-based weight 

estimation method using the mean age of presentation (9.1 years), the estimated weight will be 

36.4kgs. This shows a 16 kg difference, likely due to malnutrition considering the existing 

malnutrition burden in the region, and the feeding problems posed by the CLP anomaly itself. 

Surgical procedures 

71% (n=61559) of patients in our sample pool had only one surgical procedure. It was difficult to 

confirm the type of surgery for 18% of the total sample, as the findings in the records were not 

valid. The remaining had multiple surgeries (two or more) and for purposes of simplicity, we did 

not list them in tabular format. Table 4 shows the surgical procedures and their distribution among 

male and female patients, indicating an obvious gender disparity in surgical interventions. 

General anesthesia was used for 74.6 % (52847) of the procedures, and local anesthesia for 15.3 

% (10843). For 10.2 % (7171) of the procedures, the type of anesthesia was not registered.
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Discussion 

With an analysis of more than 80,000 patient records, this study is one of the largest in not only 

the East African region but the continent at large. Our study revealed a mean age of 9.1 years at 

the first presentation for surgical intervention. This finding is consistent with earlier African 

studies, the cause of which has been described as a lack of community awareness, advocacy 

work/mobilization efforts, and poor birth defect detection and registry practices (12,13). This 

shows that whilst cleft is detectable in utero and at the time of birth, presentation for correction is 

still delayed on average to the age of 9 years in African communities. Though access to surgical 

care is rising, there is still a need for parental and caregiver education and health promotion 

programs outlining the benefits of early intervention (14–16). 

The study has also revealed that a high number of patients were underweight at primary 

intervention, which could indicate an additional malnutrition burden. Although this finding may 

need to be supported by additional data and analysis, existing data indicate that CLP patients 

typically present with lower-than-expected weight, possibly owing largely due to feeding 

difficulties posed by the defect itself (18–21). As malnutrition is a bottleneck to timely surgical 

intervention, it is crucial to study its prevalence in such patients, and associated factors therein, to 

further support research-based efforts. In addition, poverty is a social determinant of health which 

may be linked to malnutrition, and poor access to surgical care.

A peculiar finding of this study is that a large majority of surgical treatments are performed on 

males (61.8%), and the cleft incidence is highly associated with males (p=0.001) - particularly 

cleft palate (CP) incidence (p=0.000). This finding supports the global data while at the same time 

differing from it and most other studies (13, 16, 22, 23). The gender disparities in the number of 

surgeries can be attributed to the gender preference exhibited by parents and or caretakers in 

bringing forth male children for treatment, as in many other developing countries (24,25). 

In our use of phenotypic description (26), the LCLO (28.4%) and RCLO (22.5%) distributions go 

in line with earlier studies in Africa (22,27–29). Furthermore, the finding that complete cleft lips 

are more frequently associated with an alveolus cleft, is consistent with a previously acclaimed 

description (30).
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The finding that BCLO as the least common orofacial (7.2%), differs significantly from earlier 

research conducted across Africa using Smile Train data (2007 - 2013), where cleft palate only 

(CPO) was the least prevalent type of orofacial cleft (16). On a related note, the CL:CLP:CP ratio 

in this study is 6.7:3.3:1. The cleft palate ratio is even lower than that of a previous study conducted 

in Africa, which indicated a ratio of 5.1:8.8:1 (13). This can be explained in light of the reality that 

the patients have higher rates of morbidity and mortality from poor feeding, and increased 

susceptibility to infectious diseases due to malnutrition, as described by other studies (13,31–33).

Most patients (69%) had a unilateral cleft lip repair, and the remaining procedures were performed 

in less than 12.2% of patients. This finding is consistent with the other study conducted on African 

content (13,34). The most frequently used anesthetic technique was general anesthesia (74.6%), a 

finding that goes in line with earlier research (34). General anesthesia has been previously proven 

to be the best mode of anesthesia for cleft lip surgery (35). However, recent trends indicate that 

the presence of underlying congenital anomalies in these patient groups, the risks associated with 

general anesthesia, and the anatomical challenges, local anesthetics were found to bring better 

perioperative outcomes (19,36–38). While the ultimate decision lies on the anesthesia care 

provider, the findings of this study, in correlation with existing data, are inclined towards the use 

of all practical anesthetic techniques and call for more research in this regard. Our findings further 

extend attention to the proper registration of anesthesia techniques, as a significant proportion of 

anesthesia provided to patients goes undocumented (10.2 %).

The findings of this study must be translated in light of the following limitations: it describes the 

patients at the time of admission to surgery and doesn't include their postoperative clinical 

outcomes. As the postoperative period is critical in holistic clinical profiling, the authors concur 

with the notion that should data be available, it must be integrated in future analyses to devise 

comprehensive programs in the region. 

Conclusion and Recommendation 
The key findings of the study are that children born with cleft lip and/or palate, present for primary 

correction at the mean age of 9 years, in addition, the majority of the children were underweighted 

possibly due to malnutrition, which could either be associated with feeding difficulties or related 

to their socioeconomic status. There were more male patients compared to females, which could 
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be related to gender disparities and the social standing of girls in African communities. Health 

promotion and education in community programs can lead to earlier detection and intervention. 

Access to surgical care for babies born with congenital defects needs to be improved, and inequities 

need to be addressed via more evidence-based collaborative approaches.  Furthermore, 

incorporating postoperative variables into the STX database is also important for having complete 

perioperative information on patients and for generating outcome data.  
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