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Table 1. Annual distribution of dermatophytosis

Total No. of
Year No. of dermatophytosis %
outpatients | patients
86.7—87.6 3682 193 5.24
87.7—88.6 3422 189 4.96
88.7—89.6 2896 170 587
89.7—90.6 2538 143 5.63
90.7—91.6 1586 152 9.58
91.7—-92.7 1435 157 10.94
Total 15,559 1,004 6.45
Table 2. Age and sex distribution of patients
Sex Male Female Total(%)
Age

0— 9 98 40 138(13.7)

10—19 79 29 108(10.8)

20—29 111 77 188(18.7)

30—39 111 69 180(17.9)

40—49 80 64 144(14.3)

50—59 73 72 145(14.4)

60— 47 54 101(10.1)
Total(%) 599(59.7) 405(40.3) | 1,004(100.0)
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Table 3. Dermatophytoses according to age and sex
iseases Tinea Tinea Tinea Tinea Tinea Tinea Tinea Candidi-
pedis cruris corporis  unguim  manus capitis faciale diasis Total(%)
Age * M F M F M F M F M F M F M F M F
0—10 2 2 5 1 10 1 0 1 0 24 12 9 6 46 14 138(13.7)
11-20 6 7 39 1 13 7 5 2 1 3 3 3 6 8 3 108(10.8)
21-30 13 29 47 2 26 12 3 17 4 6 0 0 6 2 12 9  188(18.7)
31—-40 25 27 45 2 21 7 5 13 4 5 0 0 0 1 11 13 180(17.9)
41-50 18 21 28 5 11 8 7 8 7 4 1 1 4 3 4 14 144(14.3)
51—60 13 33 26 6 12 12 5 8 6 4 0 1 1 4 10 5  145(144)
61— 13 17 9 2 7 9 10 10 2 4 0 3 2 1 4 8  101(10.1)
90 136 199 19 100 60 36 57 26 24 28 20 20 23 95 66
Total(%) 1004(100)
226(22.5) 218(21.7) 160(15.9)  93(9.3) 50(5.0) 48(4.9) 48(4.9)  161(16.0)
Table 4. Comparison of KOH examination with culture in each dermatophytoses
No. of Positive KOH examination Negative KOH No. of positive No. of
Diseases patients and positive ~KOH examination positive
Positive culture. Negative Culture culture (%) culture(%)
T. pedis 226 100 109 17 209(92.5) 117(51.8)
T. cruris 218 98 118 2 216(99.9) 100(45.9)
T. corporis 160 86 69 155(96.9) 91(56.9)
T. unguim 93 27 51 15 78(83.9) 42(45.2)
T. manus 50 20 26 46(92.0) 24(48.0)
T. capitis 48 26 14 40(83.3) 34(70.8)
T. faciale 48 23 19 6 42(87.5) 29(60.4)
Candidiasis 161 81 35 45 116(72.0) 126(78.2)
Total(%) 1004(100) 461(45.9) 441(43.9) 102(10.2) 902(89.8) 563(56.1)
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Table 5. Correlation between dermatophytoses and its causative organism

pecies Trubrum M.canis T.menta- Mferr-  T.verr- M. E. C.

graphytes ugineum ucosum  gypseum floccosum albicans Total(%)

oS "M F M F M F M F M F M F M F M F
T. pedis 4 64 0 0 2 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 117(20.8)
T. cruris 87 6 0 1 2 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 100017.8)
T. corporis 41 26 7 7 5 3 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 91(16.2)
T. ungium 13 17 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 42( 7.5)
T. manus 1 11 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 24( 4.3)
T. capitis 0 0 15 1 2 4 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 34( 6.0)
T. faciale 8 3 5 9 1 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 29( 5.2)
Candidiasis 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 75 51 126(22.4)

204 127 27 28 14 14 1 0 2 1 1 1 1 0 79 63
Total(%) 563(100)

331(59.0)  55(9.8) 28(5.0) 1(0.02) 3(0.02) 2(0.03) 100.02)  142(25.2)
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= Abstract=

Clinical and Mycological Studies on Dermatophytosis during a 6-year-period

Jae Bong Jung, MD; Young Wook Ryoo, MD; Kwang Youl Oh, MD;
Eui Soo Park, MD; Kyu Suk Lee, MD; Joon Young Song, MD

Department of Dermatology, Keimyung University,
School of Medicine, Taegu, Korea

This clinical and mycological investigation was made with 1004 outpatients of clinical dermatophytosis
who have visited the dermatological clinic of Keimyung university medical school from July, 1986 to Se-
ptember, 1992.

The results are as follows:

The incidence of superficial fungal infection was 6.5% of total 15,559 cases of outpatients.

The ratio of male to female patients was 1.5 : 1 and showed more prevalence in male.

Among the age groups, the incidence rate was highest in 3rd decade.

Common fungal diseases were tinea pedis(22.5%), T. cruris(21.7%), and C. albicans(16.0%).

In KOH preparation of 1004 scrapings, the positive rate was 89.8%.

In cultrual survey of 1004 scrapings, the postitive rate was 56.9%. In 45.9% of scrapings, both culture
and KOH mount were positive and the negative KOH scrapings showed 10.2% positive rate. Trichopyhton
rubrum was the commonest causative organism of superficial dermatophytosis(59.0%), and others in de-
creasing frequency were Microsporum canis(9.8%), Trichophyton mentagraphytes(5.0%), Trichophyton verru-
cosum(0.5%) Microsporum gypseum(0.35%) Microsporum ferrugineum(0.17%).

Key Wards: Clinical dermatophytosis



