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A ROENTGENOCEPHALOMETRIC STUDY ON THE AGED.
Se Jin Kim, D. D. S.

Sung Chang Chung, D. D. S.

Dept. of Oral Diagnosis, Schoot of Dentistry

Seoul National University.

Abstract

This study was undertaken to investigate the values of Gonia} angle of the aged from 50 to 87

which consisted of 75 males and 47 females and the other values of the cephalometric standards

of the aged which consisted of 42 males and 26 females with normal occlusion and acceptable

profile.

Each latera] cephalometric head films were taken with the teeth in occlusion utilizing the Siemens

Cephalometer.
The following conclusions were obtained.

1) The author made the tables of standard deviation from the measured values.

2) The degree of the Gonial angle of the aged was larger than that of Korean adults.
3) The degree of length in the values of the cephalometric standards of old aged men was larger

than that of women.
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