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Abstract

Background: The purpose of this study is to explore the effect of the functions of GMFM and ICF-CY on
the activities and participation of ICF-CY sub-items. Design: Cross-sectional study. Method: This study com-
pared and analyzed 95 children with cerebral palsy [type of CP: spasticity 86 (90.5%), hypotonia 4 (4.2%),
mixed 5 (5.3%); type of palsy: quadriplegia 13 (13.7%), diplegia 71 (74.7%), hemiplegia 11 (11.6%)] using
sub-items of functions, activities and participation from GMFM and ICF-CY. Result: The results show that
the activities and participation of ICF-CY (9 sub-items) have significant effect on the functions of GMFM
and ICF-CY (8 sub-items) (p<0.05). Conclusion: It is intended to provide data to establish practical ther-
apeutic goals and interventions for functions, activities and participation, which are sub-categories of ICF-CY
in cerebral palsy.
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