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V. HE w2 BB B2 Eae Ax WEES B BERY o
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(1973)%, #&(1974)%, Z(1974)™% MK B Bxrs
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Table 1. Number and Age of Subjects

Family A 5 B ‘ c i D E F l. G } H
Sex | [
Father 1(62) 1 (38)j 1(39) 1(40) 1(41) 1(40)| 1(54) 1341
Mother 1(59) 1(34), 1637 1(36) 1(40) 1(36)| 1(53) 1(40)
Son 1(26) 1823} 1(10){ 0 0 1(10) 1(31) 0
Daughter 1(29) 3%! o | 1@ | o o 1@
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Fig. 1. Diagram of lateral cephalogram
showing 12 measuring points.

YA’X

Fig. 2. Diagram showing X and Y axis, 22 mea-
suring points on each depth and height,

5 angular measurements and profilogram. '

& PIRS Fie oAk R WERE X
stimplel et Tk 9 & W BHS e, BR
e HiEo 2 1 8Figol ™ WHE 168, Tih BF 5
F T THRoR #2848 #HRo R dY MnmgX
BRMEAS #BEdd 22 filmelgdel(Table 1 2
Y

2) \EAHE

(A) B8 9 ENA ER

KRB WBKRE wet@sld A Atz 3L Siem-
ens® cephalometer& st & AN ear rod
E BA, BEETL BLEKES A % HHNA &
LS BHAE ' '

B2 F.F.D. 150cm, ARE 70~85Kvp, %

B 15SmAd L “EIBRKSF  cassetted s
o 87/%x10774 Fuji filme @Az 1~1.2802 5%
We Fge
H¥D {ilm2 Sakura QXmatic S p# X film B
BREEAA 355 BE, TE, Kk BB AR
< AXA stdch. ERA filme g ke X&
film7p¥ike FAste 2% X8 film illuminator-
kol A tracing paperlel FHBEI: AR R MM
EE MR,

(B) st@iHE

# SRS BES URERXEREEE Sk
A= @l B @k, 129 piEse
E3FL Sella turcicas] duly S& F#eZE0o 2 3kw S
ol 4 Frankfort horizontal lines] KFEH< Zo] X
Bo® 3}3 Se A o) Xiigo) WHO) BT 29 Y
o7 34, »

i) Depth: 11{E9]  # FHuBCIA  Y#h7hao phg
E mme FRITL Na-Yo| e g3 mpze
K3t N-YzEolz} algict.

ii) Height: 11189 & W&ol 4 X@rhx o gigge
mme FoREI Na-Y& FHtEs) @ 5058 il
gkl

iii) £F ratio: £8-Na-Pog, £S$-Na-A, £Ba-S--
Na, ZLAr-Go-Med MY Hilsty = FfEs ¥
()= FEmwslx, £S5-Na-Pogoll #ar W45 %S sl
of LFEsefzl shsich

iv) Profilogram: # %S B2 depth ¥ hei-
ghtoll A 1.2- N-YZ¢& FIH3st profilogram& B,
st ok

LAk 5 mEs) profilograme = A0HESE F 4819
BONES HE, BEsgo(Table 1~9-2, Fig. 1~10
2.

it
e

. m. Bf%‘fiﬁ%ﬁ

% FEELY WRRES £ 2-1~9-2, 3~ 103}
2=

L ARE & FES e e 2 94 kR
#08 N-YEL 725 depth % heights Ordj A 42
81.3, 38.5, T 81.6, 38.1e]5], Goo] 4 £ 13.5, 125.0,
I 14.5, 125.79]9] profilogram LAl A X A fj—
T Bl (PESS. 99k, LFIEA) A= gonial angle
ol A} 4 151.5, F 154,30 2 Fslg 1 LMP-FPejl A
2 80.2, & 79.5% Hustger] LS-Na-Ad)a] 4L
10L.9, 2 101.3, 7 99.92 H&a @3 Wie wol
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Table 2-1. N-Y ratio on depth and height in family A

I:{;\t’ic‘ Father Mother Daughter Son
Depth Height Depth ‘ Height Depth Height Depth Height
N-Y N-Y N-Y N-Y N-Y N-Y N-Y N-Y

100 | 2.6 100 | 9.7 100 33.6 100 18.3

81.3 38.5 88.0' 31.1& 85.0 22.0 81.6 38.1

95.4, 83.9 100. 4’ 71. 2; 115.4 62.7 118.4 82.2

91.4 93.0 91. 4 79. 3] 109.5 84.0; 104.7 97.9

B 76,1 160. 1 83.7, 146.1 96. 1 156. 3{ 103.9 176.7
Pog 76. & 185.3 76.7, 174, 6I 99.5 180. 4, 110.5 200. 3
Me 59.6 195.3 61.7, 182. 8| 88.0 192.2 95.5 206.5
Go 3.7 140, 2 13.5 125, Oli 14.5 125. 7£ 8. 4 157.6
Ar 37. ol 58.3, 20. o{ 46.4. 21.6 64. 7i 27.6 64.6
Ba 61.3 65.7] 27. 9‘ 49,6/ 25.8 65.0 34.4 74.6
Po 18.0 38. 5| 25.6 3l | 3.3 22, o! 41.0 38.1
Table 2-2. AT ratio in family A 2) BRI © & Kkl A LD S8 %25 2ol

S ZF 1atio [ papner Mother. Daugh-] Son depth B height®] N-YZ2 Naol A £ 100, 17.4,
Angle = - LF £ZF ‘ter LF| £LF 145 49 100, 16.3, Orell A1 29 79.9, 28.1, 14i%
£ S-Na-Pog 100 | "0 0 100 48] 78.5, 28.4, 105 T 81.8, 28.7, ANSH|A £ -
£S8-Na-A 109 1013 1059 999 S 990, 67.7, 145 %8 98.3, 67.00190 2, Arell A {3
£Ba-S-Na 162.4‘, 160.3 182.3 1521 A 23.2, 48.3, 143K %9} 19.0, 47.6, 1L % 20.7,
ZLAr-Go-Me 151.50  170.5/ 182.3] 154.3 47.3, 105 9 21.5, 50.00.2 #MEUsldzm, Badl4
ZMP-FP l 8.2 78.3 79.5 76,0 i3] 29.8 57.3, 143 %2} 20.3, 59.5, Posl A £34)
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B F'ather
------ —Mother

v —Daughter
Fig. 3. Family A (prcfilogram)

2wk 2099l N-Y2, £LFZ 9 profilogram$& Mg

shed wwl & (EBEREA ALk e+ A (Ta-
ble 2-1, 2-2, Fig. 3 &3).

30.6, 28.1, 145% #&o 28.4, 28.4, 105 T2 29.
28.70] FEulstAeh., kel A ZFaF Fiie] welzn
EHE 145 ZoF 1058 T-9 profilograme 22 =7
3 R E #RE 9 1488 Kol A Na, Or, ANS,
Ar, Ba, Pool A= f{islgdm, 9106 Tl A Or,
Ar, Poo] SE{IEES- o] F3 lglel.

LF#o) e £LBa-S-Navk £ 161.6, 14ig # 156.9,
113% 2r 159.60. =2 {s48tg 1, £S-Na-AdlA & 94.8,
145 4 95. 7= st o, % 100.8, 143 #r 95.7
125% 4c 99.3, 113% # 101.602 {43 25 RgFo
=, ZAr-Go-Meol A £ 150.8, 143% # 150.1, 11i%
4 158.7, 108% - 152.602 HEHsldz «LMP-FP
ol A 4 81.0, 113% # 81.9, 108 F 79.59] £ 80.7,
115 & 81.9, 108 F 79.5= JElstad=}.

Lhl-o] &% #ifEot profilogram$& Fhdgsled Al jEMES
HES & & A @b 145% Lol ANa, Or, ANS,
Ar, Ba, Poi#fifrdi, £LF#dl4A «LBa-S-Na, £S-
Na-A, LAr-Go-Meolglo], &} 105 F 4 Or,
Ar, Poolgla, LF#2] LAr-Go-Me, £MP-FPojgl
. &figye R £ 43% 4, 1038 F9 profilogram
2 Kt g om e ok 1458 & R el

L

7
225
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& FET & g4k (Table 3-1, 3-2, 3-3, 3-4, Fig.
4 2/])
Table 3-1. N-Y ratio on depth and height in
family B
\N-Y ratio | p, ther Mother |Daughter-a
Hei- |Hei- Hei-
o || 8ROy
Na 100 21. 5 100 17. 4] 100 16.3
Or 83.3] 23.8| 79.9 28.1| 78.5 28.4
ANS 97.3| 60.7| 99.0/ 67.7] 98.31 67.0
A 88.3| 70.7] 98.1] 83.9] 92.8 74.9
B 85.8] 145.1| 93.1] 147.4| 92.8 139.0
Pog 87.6 162.4| 94.8 165.9 95.7, 151.4
Me 83.4) 169.5 81.1| 180.8| 84.1 161.¢6
Go 9.5 113.6] 23.8 121.2 8.% 124.9
Ar 14.9] 46.0; 23.2] 48.3] 19. Oi 47.6
Ba 40.2) 47.5 29.8 57.31 29.31 59.5
Po 29.5 23.8 30.6/ 28.1| 28.4| 28.4
Table 3-2. ALF ratio in family B
£F ratiol Father Mother |Daughter-a
Angle | zF LF ZF
£.8-Na-Pog 160 100 100
£S-Na-A 94,8 100, & 5.7
£ Ba-S-Na I 190. ¢ 161. ¢ 186.9
LAr-Go-Me ) 171.5 150. 8 150.1
LMP-MP | 81.0 80.7 87.3
Table 3-3. N-Y ratio on derth and height in
family B
Y ratio Daughter-b| Daughter-c | Son
“ {Hei- Hei- Hei-
Pt | VY | NS NV S RV
Na 100 6.7) 100 | 10.3| 100 8.8
Or 83.8| 34.9 87.7| 26.4{ 81.8/ 28.7
ANS 107.11 82.5| 105.3] 68.6| 107. 8 69.4
A 97.8] 90.8 96.0 77.8 97.9 78.5
B 95.5 163.9; 88.6 142.0G| 88.7| 133.8
" Pog 97.4) 186.9] 87.4] 157.9| 86.6! 159.6
Me 86.5 194.6| 78.5 163.3] 75.0| 166.6
Go 16,10 137.8] 12.4] 113.8 19.6] 109.9
Ar 24,0 56,6 20.7| 47.3] 21.5 50.0
Ba 33.9] 62,5 36.7) 61.1 34.6] 66.7
Po 37.5] 34.9) 35.6] 26.4] 29.1 28.7

Table 3-4. £F ratio in family B

w Daughter-b |Daughter-c Son

Angle LF LF LF
£.S-Na-Pog 100 100 100
£S-Na-A 99.3 101. 6 104.0
£Ba-S-Na 143.5 159.6 152, 7
ZLAr-Go-Me 146.7 158.7 152. 6
ZMP-FP 72.7 81.9 79.5

Father
------ —Mother

e —Daughter-a
Fig. 4. Family B (profilogram)

3. CRIE: & FHEY KA BEUES Jebis
depth @ heightd] N-Y#& 2 ANSelA & 100.7, 72.7,
7 103.9, 74.6519020, Ardl A & 22.3, 57.6, T 26.3, -
57.70191 1, Badl A & 31.7, 67.2, F 34.8, 71.39]
glowl, £LFZ&d AE £S-Na-Adl A i 104.0, T105.6
o9 1, £Ba-§-NaolA 4 149.3, T~ 152.5, £MP-FP
A & 76.8, F T7.602 HUME A+t profil-
ogramel A ey EFES MBS BEL F SE TR
U, B, TEORET o 2ma3 R Tv K
oSt & 4 Qlgieh(Table 4-1, 4-2, Fig. 5 2
).

4. DRI & Figsl A EEE el & depth ¥
height®] N-Y#-2 Nael A £ 100, 110, %2 100,
12.1, Orell A #9] 86.3, 22.9, &9 83.1, 24.1, Ba
ol A 424 33.3, 54.6, &9 3.1, 50.2, PostH A4
31.4, 22.9, %9 20.5, 24.1 ¢1glew LF&HdAE
£.S-Na-Adl A 4 102.0, 7 104.9, £Ba-S-Naell 4] &
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Table 4-3. N-Y ratio on depth and height in

family C

N-Y ratio | pother Mother ‘ Son
. ij;_){fh"Helg}ltDe;_)th Heght,lDel_){,h; ght
Point | N°Y N-P | N-Y
Na 100 | 113100 | 13.1] 100 7.1
Or 85.7| 32.7| 82.9 31.9 8.7 389
ANS 100.7) 72.7 111.9] 66.0) 103.9| 74.6
A | 0.8 80.6, 108.5 71.5 96.7| 84.2
B 94.2; 1448 105, 5 149.0] 84.6| 152.4
Pog 91.70 179. 1 106.7| 169.8 79.0| 171.8
Me 80.6 184, 4| 92,4, 182,85 64.1 176.3
Go 15,0/ 129.8] 27.8 124.4f 20.2| 116.0
Ar 22,3 57.6| 30.9| 52.6| 26.3 57.7
Ba 31.7] 67.2] 53.5 61.7| 34.8 71.3
Po 28.0] 32.7) 41.8] 31.9] 40.4] 38.9

Table 4-2. £ F ratio in family C

\w Father | Mother Son

Angle ZF ZF 2F
£S-Na-Pog 100 100 'l 100
£S8-Na-A 96.1 104, 0, 105.6
£Ba-S-Na 149.3 162.6 152.5
£ Ar-Go-Me 154.7 150. 6 166.7
£MP-FP, 76.8 72.8 77.6

- —

Father
-—Mother
..-...,.......‘So“

Fig. 5. Family C(profilogram)

ot

Table 5-1. N-Y ratio on depth and height in

family D
N-Y ratio | patper Mother Daugher
[He1- Hei- Hei-
s LMY 2 NPV NEY el
Na 100 | 27.8 100 | 1100100 | 120
Or 86.3 22,9 90.1 28.8 83.1) 24,1
ANS 104.1{ 63.6 .y 66.5 102.5 45.8
A 101.oi 7.9 106.1, 76.6 97.7‘ 50.2
B 96.8 138.1' 88.5 135.5, 92.5 108.1
Pog 97.C 170.0 87.7\159.4  86.3 126.2
Me 83.8 176.3 72.2! 166.7 74.5; 138.4
Go 12.9,121.4 19.4' 128.4 3.0 $56.3
Ar 24.4i 50.4) 28,1 52.2 0.9 39.6
Ba 3.3 54.6' 38.5 60.2] 31.1) 50.2
Po 3.4 229 37.1| 28.8 29.5 24.1
Table 5-2. £F ratio in family D

w}vﬁther . Mother | Daughter
Angle LF ZF LF
£S-Na-Pog 100 100 100
£S-Na-A 102.0 109.8 104.9
ZBa-S-Na 184, 9| 160. 6 180.7
ZAr-Go-Me 199.8 144. 6 182.5
LMP-FP 83.1 89. 4 87.6

Father
+—Mother
——— —Daughter

Fig. 6. Family D (profilogram)
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184.2, 4r 182.7, £LMP-FPalA {2 89.4, & 87.602
FOEE s & 9 8BSy HUgSE: EEL &
P &2 Me-Go-Ar-Ba-Pog @Y e L4 2
A FHHAGRE 9 TJ*AZS',H(TabIe 5-1, 5-2, Fig. 6
).

5) ERE : & Rkl A EQES el & depth o
heighte) N-Y#e NadlA £ 100, 21.5, % 100,
20.7, ANSs} A # 109.3, 61.7, % 109.4, 65.3, Po
A & 29.1, 21.8, I 29.8, 25.8¢19tt. XY Go
2 Y#hnihe] @Sk glgdes & Gog Yi#h ko
B Qo] —#o R Goo) Y#y % fESe
e EEG RE 2 £ Atk LFEAAE LS
Na-Adl 4 &
2 85. 12 A %% g1 profilogram$ igsk
o el fFs} el A U Na, A, Pozt S-Na, Go-
Ar, Po-SE Sl #o A HUES BT 4+ YA
#5% S-Na, Go-Ar, Po-S& ##% @& A9 —ish
1. 9 ek(Table 6-1, 6-2, Fig.7 &R).

\\*

Table 6-1. N-Y ratio on depth and height
" in family E
N-Y ratio | poiper Mother l Daughter’
b T
Point ™. . N-Y N-Y N-Y
Na 100 | 22,9} 100 | 21.5 100 | 20.7
L Or | 87.9] 30.3] 84.9 21.8 1.4 258
ANS . | 11510 .61.4] 109.3) 61,7] 109. 4] 65.3
A 1134 73,7) 108.2 66.5 105.0 75.4
B - 1055 142.4] 108.2) 136. 4] 96.5 129.8
Pog 110,01 169.2] 111. ¢ 154.7' 96.7| 148.8
Me 99.0| 168. 4] 101.8 166.;11 93.5) 159, 2
Go : 3.10135.3 1.7 126,80 118.2
Ar . | 22.¢] 8.2 19.3 47.0 17.7) 52.
Ba . | 28] 67.7] 32.0 55.6 35.4) 66.9
Po 31.0 30.3] 29.1 21.8l 29.8 25.8
Table 6-2 £F ratio in family E
-w Father Mother Daughter
. ZF ZF ZF
Angle
£8-Na-Pog | 100 100 100
£8-Na-A 1058 102.8 105.2
Z£Ba-S-Na 155.5 162, 8 168.8
ZAr-Go-Me 157. 4 154.8 168.8
ZMP-FP 84.3) 79.9 85.1

105.8, & 105.2, LMP-FPald #«¢ 84.3,

R {0
.l\ .

X

SN
\‘J

Father
----- +-—Mother
——————s —Daughter

Fig. 7. Family E (proiflogram)

6) FRik 1ok Kk FHMEAA & N-Yael A 8
Y2 WE=E depth 2 height:  Nadla « 100,
20.8, F.100, 20.2, Bell4 & 85.3, 128.8, F 86.3,
130.0, Pogel 4 4 87.3, 150.9, F 86.7, 152.3, Me
AA R 76.4, 162.0, F 77.5, 162.9Ar}. L F |4
+ £S-Na-Adl A £ 104.4, T 104.5, £Ar-Go-Me

o} A 22 163.5;, F 164.72 FELEE JFehdyd L, pro-
filogram kol A& LFE H#D < Na, B, Pog, Me
ol A @ Mzoll frEstA R S-Na, B-Pog, Pog-
‘Meg @mv& m& ~3er&2 2R0 BT 24L o

Table 7-1.7 N Y ratxo on dﬂpth and height in
faxpllyF
\N"Y ratio } ' pather Mother 1 Son
IhanniHe-
Na 100, 20.8 100 | 13.6 100 | 20.2
Or 76.0| 24.7) 851 32.4 77.8 36.5
ANS 98.3 60.4] 106.5 71.4 103.1] 6.0
A 97.20 72,2 103.5| 83.4 98.7] 78.7
B 85.3] 128.8] 90.9 147.5 86.3] 130.0
Pog 87.3 150.9 94.2) 167.5 B86.7| 152.3
Me 76,4 162,00 81.6] 184,00 77.5] 162.9
Go 17.80120.7] 20.2] 127.4 5.8 117. 4
Ar 7.4 49,1 22.3] 521 21.9) 48.2
Ba 3.4 9.6 35.3 9.5 33.8 625
. Po 38.9) 24.7] 36.2) 32.41 241 36.5
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Table 7-2. 4£F ratio in family F

&mo Father , Mother Son
Anile ZF | LF ZF
£5-Na-Pog | 100 | 100 | 100
£S5-Na-A 103. 6! 104. 4 104.5
£Ba-$-Na 177.8) 144. 0| 152.8
2 Ar-Go-Me 163.5 141, 7] 164.7
ZMP-FP | 95.0 73.8) 81.5

~—~~7—Fathcr A
-+e—.—.—Mother

Fig. 8. Fami]y F (profilogram)

= el A x HEES MET 4+
7-2, Fig.8 B1R).-

7) GEiK : & %N A depth 3 heights] FUIEE
doll N-YZ&L Oro] 4 4 86.4, 32.2, F 67.4, 32.6;
Al A 2 107.3, 83.8, T 107.7; 86.1, Bell 4] 2 100. 7,
146.4, F 98.7, 147.2, PogellA ' 98.0, 132.1,
F97.6, 178,55 Arol A & 19,0, 53.8, F 22.0, 51. 5
Baol q « 32.9; 61.6, F 35.5, 62.30|¢} o=], Pogt
35,2, 29.1, F 353, 32.602 MFrt FHME
39} LFHN AL £S-Na-All 4 2 105.3, F
5.8, LMP-FPel 4 % 78.8, F 76.32.2 @Ad %
*AAML}- LAr-Go-Me Sl A= £ 135.8, <F 153.9

Flstger. profilogram$ fgkshel 2y 279
Or, A, B, Pog, Ar, Baol #{is}7) [=@do g
Na-Or, Or-ANS, ANS-A, B-Pog, Ar-Bag ,ﬁm
ol A BOUES e glord Blel Po-SE o s
B HPHE 299 (Table 8-1, 8-2, Flg.ﬂ 2H)

g ch(Table . 7+1,

mszm

: Vol. 5, No. 1, 1975—
Table 8-1. N-Y ratio on-depth and height. in
family G

\N\xrauo Father Mother ( Son

He- He- He-
N Dﬁ?{:{h ]\El\}t Depth' 1gnt Dﬁpfh I\l]ggl{t
Na 100 19.7( 100 20. & 160 13.2
Or 86.4] 32,2 82,7 29.1| 87.4f 32.6
ANS 113.0] €9.97 103, 5] 67.4{ 113.9/ 77.0
A 107.3] 83.8 101.0{ 80.9| 107.7; 86.1
B 100.7] 146, 4] 95.6| 138.6| 98.7| 147.2
Pog 99.0; 182, 1] 95,9 170.0] 97.6| 178.5
Me 86. 8| 189.6] 84.8/ 176.8; 90.4l 187.2
Go 7.51 142,07 16.4| 123. 5] 11.6 99.9
Ar 19.C1 53.8] 19.2) 45,9 22,0 51.3
Ba s 32.5| 61.6 30,23 52.0| 355 62.3
Po 24,21 32,20 35.2] 29.1 35.3 32.6

Table 8-2. £F ratio in family G

w, Father | Mother -~ Son

£LF AF ZLF

Angle .

£5-Na-Pog |- 100 100 - . 100

£8-Na-A |~ 105.3 102. 3 105.8
-£Ba-8-Na 164, 5. 171.4 155.3
ZAr-Go-Me | & 159.1 155.8:. 153.9
-/ZMP-FP ! 78. 8. 82. Bi 76.3

T

“ather
------ —Mother

Fig.9. Family G (profilograni)
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Table 9-1. N-Y ratio on depth and height in

family H
N-Y ratio } Father Mother Daughter
L

S Depthey fDep e (Deoth Py
Point N-Y ! N-Y N-Y
Na 100 9. 50 100 18. 0] 100 8.5
Or 80,0 36.11 78.10 29.21 78.9 21.2
ANS 101,51 75,20 95.70 70.2{ 103.9 53.0
A 96.1 81.1] 91.0{ 854 94.7| 66.0
B 85, €| 154. 1 79.3) 155. 9 92.6] 126.9
Pog 87.¢] 184.7] 75.2) 183.31 90.7; 140.8
Me 75. 1] 186. 7‘ 66. 1) 190.01 78.9 149.9%
Go 20, £} 139, 9§ 30,4 87.2 6,77 99.4
Ar 24, ¢ 87, T‘ 26.Gf 49.0{ 8.6 42.5
Ba 44,7 68,3 35,8 &7.8 23.1 531
Po 36,70 36,1 36. 5/ 22.20 30.3f 212

Table 9-2. ZF ratio in family H

% Father Mother Daughter
Angle <F £F <F
£.S5-Na-Pog 100 1C0 100
£S8-Na-A 101. & 102.7 98.7
ZBa-5-Na 158.1 180. §) 145.2
ZLAr-Go-Me 150.7 170, 1 151.3
£LMP-FP 84.1 81.5 77.2

Father
...... —Mother
............... Daughter

Fig. 16. Family H (profilogram)

8. HRE &k Rt A @ HY 3 HeEs
o}k Naell 4 depth = height®) N-Yz#&e] 42 109, 9.5,
X100, 8.54kel= BRIA gstor LFHAAE
LAr-Go-Mes] 4 % 150.7, & 151302 FHfES 2
¢ Wojgir}., profilogram bo} A % Nawl &% &7k
A (@A R S-Nag @i finkel #HElks
el gls & 288899 profilogram$ HEste] & o
W o Zol HWalAE HLe HET & sk
(Table 9-1, 9-2, Fig. 10 /).

V. $84F 8 28

e HEA FliET HcR BHXHERBERLS
HEigtel K|t FLRES Sk FES w HEds
7l Bt Rt £HST Yv 8K, & 2849 K
X@E\BREs s FiKS B Bt 3 A
fEtme 178k N-YZ&, <LFES T N-YH
%3 profilogram$ {ERsIE . BXXBHEERS
histe] #Masel BES e = REE 194081
D S8 BE S Kb Hasta #BEsd 3
o}r}. Moore and Hughes(1942)3, Curtner(1953)29,
Lundstr&m(1954)*, Stein et al. (1956)*%, Kraus et
al. (1959)?®, Nakata(1967)®, Nakata et al. (1968)*,
Nakata(1973)*®, Nakata(1974)'%, %K% (1974)19 %0}
By 52 Baycl XBHEFHNS @Fete AEs #R
¢ wostaat AEetg ot %(1968)%, Houpt(1970),
FATIV® o XEHHHM KT KR AR
Wees st Hirschfeld et al. (1971)%, Souma
(1971)*", Shinoda et al. (1974)%%2- FHAE KK
< BstE HWoud stgon &8 FEAT2)WH &K
T mise] SAFEA H EEEN RRE Zo 4
givk. SARE(1974)9 e XBFEHHRE HTm 8
k& eWehe shgl . Nakata(l974)'w RS W
BE AEAE BHE SETHES fEARAR o
EEMES BETRES RFPHRY Aolzte K2R
w@alg el ok = EEERYN FHowd fold @
HHES pEsle HOMIT 2R BRES Ede
BHWEASL Y9 Emud it 25 £ 80
B i B Aolzt Aty n of RAWMBHY
MEEAS Mendeld) H:Ale) ze]l WIFES 8T &
ol HEY Aol ol ofrje] FAMSIE METFH R
g wBo e W HURNT ERHERE e
Aoleb dgck 3 BTHY Hud Hikd &Y
of glo] EE F&e ot HuSA YL o
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Bilsteste 2ol —ayel Aol ARt HE T Blso
I BHEsA ERO e A HEd ofdE MEST A
5o gntm st G2E B 277 APPSR
2 ogrgvhd b ®e arle HRsA BEt gk
AV 271 % et gvtae AT gRee 27
oF et wkel Slol A Eatct e sty KA B2
DR el b MIT L WY Hhelsti S
o ool A BTHS Sk modd A 2re
gy o 2 HEiy B5A Fhd & X REs
o] kS =1 9lE AL Hik: FuEdte A
o] wj¢ o1& piEsk Ak 558 EEASL F
4ol 9lolA EHmS WMBE AFH o= 5 fEPE
o] olnl WESE S BUES RS v =E
WEd Il golAE H8 z Eus K]
7 o] # - RIEEQ Aol

# T #iel 399 8%%EY profilograme K
R R B B 85 AxkAAE Ordl 4 LF7h
Gooll A &7t st e B 1 4] Lk BET
2 o, BEE AL B & &, 105 TAAE
fltke] Mk wol WRAQES NadlA g 7
Ordl A B2t T4k, ANSHlA &7l ArdlAd 8%
F4 7}, Baoll Al f21c7}h, Pool A #@o F& 7 HLlEhR
ov] o] HEZ EHY MAREE 1gFYRL T F
s1gich. CxiElAe KF7 ANS, Ar, BadlA Hifl
¥ Jehiglm, DR AL Naol A Bxrt BEEsh
3o} Or, Ba, Pooll A= X&7t FsR L profil-
ogramol A Kigel KHA 279 mRA LS. 2
2 %9 Me-Go, Go-Ar, Ar-Ba, Ba-Pog &f5
T o] HE FEHBES o152 gk, B A
X Na, ANS,
Y iAo (st ddles e God Y#a kel (7
@maleth. Faeiol A+ Na, B, Pog, Medl 4 KXTF7+
st el & FEd A LT LEKe W& T
Fimel —@ e 2yl
GFiolAE Or, A, B, Pog, Ar, Basjd XT3
g Ve Podl Avl 77 Estd B &
FiANAE 7Y ETHTS —#AA MHlike 2o
Z ARtk HEEN A€ NaolAwk 27t Blshd
2719 % ®EHRot il Me-Go, Go-Ar,
Ar-Ba, Ba-Pog @fiste @l ik 7Y KRS
ol i lgiet.

Bk 8% BT profilogramg Z@fie s j
#ate & o DHEKES Na, GHEHESY Pog MKstslad
Firo) Wainel AfFote) AApltEe]l L/ ol &%

Poell A &7t BElstg L L&Y Gog
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et
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THE STUDY ON THE CEPHALOMETRIC SIMILARITY BETWEEN
PARENTS AND OFFSPRING

Kang, Wou Ghon, D.D.S.
Department of Dental Radiology, Graduate School, Seoul National University
(Directed by Prof. Ahn, Hyung Kyu, D.D.S., Ph.D.)

The study was performed to investigate cephalomeric similarity between parents
and offspring of the Korean family by lateral cephalometric analysis. '

The lateral cephalograms consist of the 8 families comprising 16 parents, 5 sons
and 7 daughters.

In oxtder to make an investigation of the similarity, 12 measuring points were
set up, and 22 linear measurements on each depth and height and 5 angular
measurements were made. '

The author drew up the profilograms to compare parents with offspring in
each family group. )

The obtained results were as follows:

1. There was no common similarity on specific region between parents and

. offspring on each family group.

2. There was partial similarity between single parent and offspring.

3. The partial similarity between single parent and offspring was noted on the
upper face in general.
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