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240 Qold g 2AE A £ Aozt
ANV, AAE ol AsarEe AR,
A4 793 2 499 B4 Arhp) A6 )
vdoz Auye g3 23¢ FAHE Wl A9
W9l 2718 ulmaed kel 2019 A4 2AE A
ESE AdF v EAE B0 2 g3 of
5 9de A4ngEd 4 YAugr 124%
FHL % ASYE Aols] BAT AAL AA 3o
7 RS Aolel vl g3 AR L AF AR
2R ADH AaAYE 4shee 28
2 4 o0& ohao) AAL Aol ool w3

h: —{» elr »d

¢

II. 974 % A7ay

)RAaFdE SR DA} AAH Ao

ARz A 4 2EAI} g viad

F33 aPAHE o] F= Crowdinge] gle 114

o| 4 164 ©lgte] ¥ 639 oA 729-¢ AA s
2 FERAAASAAE 29330t (R 1)

b)FAmFE 1197978 198611742 Mg

2HY AN e a2 o] HLE 114 o4 164
o)uke) 2 F 2F 15 $A LY $A 529 o
7 53%-&, 37 —‘i'—zéﬂﬂ?l 2k 50% 3% oA 599
£, =3 PP-GoGn angle(Palatal plane-mandi-
bular plane angle)o] 21°¢]3lo]= Hypodivergent
T ARE Ho|ly A 47, oA 47493, PP—
GoGn angle ¢] 29" o] 4}o] o Hyperdi{rergent%‘} o
£ vo|l: ¢ 4569, Az 4H59E AAHAS. (R
D (2% 2)

1. A4IYEH % FAaYEY 349 Qs
Sex Case Age Average
Number Distribution Age

Normal M 63 11Y IM-15Y 5M 12Y 6M
F 72 11Y 2M-15Y 4M 12Y ™

Class II div. 1 M 52 11Y IM-15Y 9M 12Y 5M
F 53 11Y OM-15Y10M 12Y 6M

Class IIT M 50 11Y 2M-15Y 8M 13Y 5M
F 59 11Y 2M-15Y10M 13Y 6M

Hypodivergent M 44 11Y IM-15Y11IM 13Y 5SM
F 47 11Y IM-15Y11M 13Y 5M

Hyperdivergent M 45 11Y OM-15Y10M 13Y 6M
F 45 11Y 3M-15Y11M 13Y 6M
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#8507

a) Class II div. 1 malocclusion b) Class III malocclusion

7181

¢} Hypodivergent type d) Hyperdivergent type
A 2. 7 RAEage] o

2. A

o3 shobd ATRZ AL UFe A4
sletw = (Go—Gn plane) ol #7202 743
whie #¢ B J9 sz & 7%
o AL XA 3o HEa AL ASR
@ FEHA (=¥ 1, 3)

B 3. AlE 2y 24 A4S 3E a. Skeletal assessment{23 3
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1) Maxillary base length (Mx. Lth): A'-Ptm’
2) Mandibular base length (Mn. Lth): B'-J'
3) Difference: Mx. Lth — Mn. Lth

4) Anterior lower facial height (ALFH): A"-B
5) Posterior lower facial height (PLFH): Ptm'-J'

6) Lower facial height (LFH): ALFH+ PLFH
2

7) Anterior upper facial height (AUFH): N-A'
8) Posterior leg of Maxilla [P.L (Mx)}: X-Ptm’
9) Posterior leg of Mandible [P.L (Mn)}: X-J'
10) Total length of Maxilla [Tot (Mx)]: X-A’
11) Total length of Mandible {Tot (Mn)]: X-B'
12} Palatal plane-GoGn (Sagittal angle): PP-
GoGn
13) Facial convexity angle (FCA): N-A'-B'
14) Mandibular plane angle (MPA): SN-GoGn

b. Dental assessment(2§] 4)

ALFH(A'-B))o} i85tz A4, B, Pogonion
& Avke AR AsdsAAe Aol ¢
AAYRA o 55 FH984

1) Upper central incisor-point A: Ul-A

2) Lower central incisor-point B: L1-B

3) Lower central incisor-pogonion: L1-Pog

DBl 4. APAY 249 Hol A% PE

C. Skeletal ratio

Tot (Mx)/Tot (Mn)

2), Mx. Lth/Mn. Lth

3) Mx. Lth/LFH

4) Mn. Lth/LFH

5) PLFH/ALFH

6) ALFH/AUFH

7) P.L (Mx)/Tot (Mx)

8) P.L (Mn)/Tot (Mn)

9) P.L (Mx)/P.L (Mn)

oldell A g AZA, A4, A
il o] FAHoE A Fol o
2&sg.

1. AARgEH 4 2 agied ASYEY ¥
4 9 2FHAE FE.

2. AARYFFH FAYTY 4 AF5EEY
Y 7 44E Adste, ZAaged 4 +4ny
TE Aole &43 FU4E veE 58 v
AxsA.

314¢ 3
&9 A%

mio oX,

3. 24 T8 ASLE Aol 2E4RASTE A
Faln AAaFFlA s HE AdY AE
=Y& 45

o H74s

ARagEd 4 FALYgTY FARAGEY
A AT £F9A 9 JAE £ 20 AAGHY
o, ¥ 3 & AAagEs A4 AR Aoky
AgE3 FAuEYEEY A, ZFHA,
g deiden, ¥ 4ol A4agE 4 53
LFFE AolY AZFE% +94F 4%
Z, 5 6o A4ayE, 2§ 1% +Ha¢L,
3% %A a2y, Hypodivergent type, Hyperdiver-
gent type £22 7 AZYFE o] 4RA4F A
A3 g rt.

V. &2 8 1ot

1. Skeletal assessment

1} Mx Lth, Mn Lth, Difference
Mx. Lthe Judofd =5 Classli, I4a#,
ClassTi9] $0.3 o}yl B4l oA} Yt}
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B2 AAagEs $ALRTESY FTAYAY Sl A A IFHA R -7
Group Normal oce. Class 11 div. 1 Class 11 Hypodivergent Hyperdivergent
Sex M(63) F(72) M(52) F(53) M(50) F(59) M(44) F@47) M(45) F(@45)
Variables Mean Mean N Mean  Mean N Mean Mean t Mean Mean t Mean Mean t
S.D. S.D. S.D. S.D. 8.D. S.D. S.D. S.D. S.D. S.D.
Mx. Lth 478 460 48.2 467 458 436 48.3 47.3 46.2 451
"e e *ee

2.1 1.9 527 2.7 1.9 3.39 3.2 25 414 2.9 2.7 1.58 3.4 2.5 1.70
Mn. Lth 47.9 48.6 eos 454 44,1 . 509 49.0 . 47.0 46.0 47.2 46.2

1.9 20 3.88 2.9 2.5 2.59 3.1 29 334 3.4 33 1.48 33 2.6 1.49
Difference -0.1 «0.6 . 2.7 2.6 ~5.1 -5.4 1.2 14 -1.0 -1.2

1.0 1.3 264 2.0 24. 040 2.4 2.7 065 3.0 33 -0.18 35 23 0.22
ALFH 646  63.1 . 63.6 615 66.1 63.3 . 59.9 58.2 70.0  68.1 .

3.7 2.7 276 53 40 231 5.2 4.0 3.11 4.6 3.0 204 4.3 3.7 224
PLFH 430 426 438 414 . 443 414 .o 43.3 42.6 43.5 425

3.5 3.1 0.71 5.1 3.5 238 4.4 39 3.7 3.9 34 093 2.8 3.0 1.74
LFH 538 529 5$3.7 515 . 552 s523 ves 51.6 50.4 56.8 5§53 .

34 26 1.87 46 34 292 4.5 35 3.70 3.9 2.9 1.65 3.1 29  23%
AUFH 56.5 54.8 o 558 542 . 5717 546 e 56.3 54.9 57.2 56.2

3.0 29 339 34 2.5 2.74 36 3.0 492 4.0 3.2 1.85 31 3.2 144
P.L (Mx) 984 997 1199 110.7 1047 920 158.5 163.1 ‘ 80.7 76.6

*5

16.2 200 -0.43 403 29.7 1.33 25.7 22.9 2.75 37.5 37.9 -0.57 14.3 113 1.49

P.L (Mn) 98.7 99.9 1185 110.2 109.2 94.6 159.1 162.7 80.8 71.0

17.1 203 -0.36 40.2 28.8 1.22 26.0 22,6 3.15 36.7 36.6 -0.48 14.6 11.9 1.36

Tot (Mx) 146.2  145.7 168.1 1574 150.5 135.5 206.8 2104 126.8 121.7

e

17.2 204 0.15 41.1 30.0 1.52 26.6 23.6 3.12 38.6 39.1  -0.44 15.4 11.8 1.77

Tot (Mn) 146,6 1464 164.0 154.3 160.1 143.5 206.1 208.7 127.9 123.2

%

17.9 21,0 004 404 28.5 1.43 26.7 23.1 3.47 37.2 37.5 -033 14.6 12.5 1.66

PP-GoGn 25.8 254 24.7 25.6 25.1 26.8 . 19.2 18.7 32.8 33.3

3.1 3.2 0.75 4.6 3.7 -l1i6 3.9 4.5 -2.06 2.0 2.7 0.95 4.2 3.6 -0.56
FCA 167.1 167.8 164.5 165.0 173.3 1744 168.8 169.4 166.5 166.3

3.7 36 -L1S 4.4 4.3 -0.57 14.8 54 -0.53 4.8 46 -0.61 54 5.0 0.12
S$n-GoGn 34.9 34.5 338 34.8 35.2 394 . 29.4 28.7 420 430

3.5 3.8 0.54 5.0 4.0 -l.16 4.7 3.8 -2.07 2.7 34 1.09 5.3 3.7 -L17

*P<0.05, **P <001, ***P<0.001
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E3. AAaTEd 40T Ackist 94 2450t B30l G FFA% TFAA 3
t-744
Group Normal occ. Class II div, 1 Class III Hypodivergent Hyperdivergent
Sex M(63) F(72) M(52) F(53) M(50) F(59) M(44) F(47) M(45) F(45)
Variables Mean Mean ¢ Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean ¢ Mean Mean
S.D. S.D. S.D. S.D. S.D. S.D. s.D. S.D. S.D. S.D.
Ul-A 10.9 104 1.5 126 8.9 86 10.0 104 13.3 .13.0
1.8 1.9 139 35 33 -1.63 3.1 26 056 40 33 -047 30 28 0.56
L1-B 3.1 2.6 34 33 36 3.1 3.2 1.7 .. 49 5.1
L7 1.9 136 2.5 2.0 034 22 1.7 1.35 24 1.7 332 24 26 -046
Li-Pog 0.1 -03 -0.2 0.2 1.6 0.9 0.0 -1.9 . 20 29
2.3 24 1.05 4.1 28 -061 28 24 1.27 3.7 27 27 29 26 -1.45
Tot(Mx)/Tot(Mn) 1.00 1.00 1.03  1.02 0.94 0.94 1.00 1.01 0.99 099
0.02 0.02 0.89 002 002 1.33 003 003 -0.74 0.03 0.03-0.78 0.04 0.04 0.25
Mx.Lth/Mn.Lth 1.00 0.99 . 1.06 1.06 0.90 0.89 1.03 1.03 0.98 098
002 003 256 0.05 0.06 0.12 094 005 104 007 0.07-026 008 005 035
Mx.Lth/LFH 0.89 0.87 . 0.90 0.91 0.83 0.84 0.94 0.94 0.81 0.82
0.05 0.05 2.21 0.06 0.07-0.69 0.07 0.06 -0.10 006 0.06-0.19 0.05 0.05-0.26
Mn.Lth/LFH 0.89 0.88 0.85 0.86 0.93 0.94 0.91 0.91 0.83 0.84
0.05 0.05 1.12 0.07 0.06-0.70 0.06 007 -0.99 0.06 0.06 0.00 0.05 0.05-0.51
PLFH/ALFH 0.67 0.68 0.69 0.67 0.67 0.65 073 0.73 0.62 0.62
0.04 0.04-147 0.07 0.05 146 0.04 0.05 1.87 0.05 0.05-0.78 0.04 0.04-0.14
ALFH/AUFH 1.1 1.15 1.14 1.14 1.15 116 1.07 1.06 1.23 122
‘0.06 0.07-0.81 009 0.08 036 0.07 0.08 -1.06 0.07 0.06 0.22 0.08 0.08 0.72
P.L(Mx)/Tot(Mx) 0.67 0.68 0.70 . 0.69 0.69 0.67 0.76 0.77 0.63 0.63
003 0.04-1.52 006 0.05 060 0.05 0.05 1.86 0.04 0.04-1.05 0.04 0.04 0.68
P.L(Mn)/Tot(Mn) 0.67 0.68 0.71 0.71 0.68 0.65 . 0.77 0.77 0.63 0.63
0.04 0.04-1.12 006 0.05 043 0.05 0.05 246 004 0.04-1.00 005 004 0.60
P.L(Mx)/P.L(Mn) 1.00 1.00 1.01 ° 1.00 0.96 0.97 . 1.00 1.00 1.00 1.00
003 0.02-0.23 003 0.03 1.42 004 0.04 -2.03 0.03 002-1.07 0.05 0.05 0.22
*P<0.05, **PL0.01, *** ?<0.001
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B4 AT 4 FARLETE Aol AF g5 fo
Malocclusion G. Class II div. 1 Class III Hypodivergent Hyperdivergent

Sex M(52) F(53) M§0) F(59) M(44) F(47) M(45) F(45)

Normal occ.

Mx. Lth ok k EX ok o *
Mn. Lth ok ok L L LEES dok ok

Difference : * k% Rk k ke *ok ok * % * ok ke *

ALFH * % Hkk e sk ok % ok
PLFH * *

LFH * % * 3k ok ok *okk
AUFH *
P.L(Mx) ) s 3% % * *® ok ok ok ok % %k ok *
P.L(Mn) * kR * * Kk *kk *xk

Tot(Mx) Yy » e ey "EE e wen
Tot(Mn) *% * ok LT 2 EE kK
PP-GoGn *okk #kk *kk o
FCA : *% * ko *% ok * *

Sn-GoGn ok *kk sk *kk
Ul-A Hdkk wkk *or *okk ok
L1-B * % * ok * ok ok
L1-Pog * % * % * % *kk *okok
Tot(Mx)/Tot(Mn) *okok * ok ok L L dokk * %

Mx.Lth/Mn.Lth ok *okok *HE * ®x ko

Mx.Lth/LFH EEXS LEES sk ok EETS LTS kkKk * ko
Mn.Lth/LFH * %k % *® * % % ok * *k &k ok EX ]
PLFH/ALFH * * LTS * e ® ko T
ALFH/AUFH ok *okn *kk * %
P.L(Mx)/Tot(Mx) skokok * * sk ok LR LR LR
P.L(Mn)/Tot(Mn) ok *% * e ok Hkk ®kok
P.L(Mx)/P.L(Mn) *% Aok *kk

*p <0.05, **p <0.01, ***p <0.001
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B5. AAayed FAngeEd 4 539 44AS(1)

Normal occ. Class II Class 111 Hypodivergent Hyperdivergent
Mx. Lth &Mn. Lth .8447 6618 6679 4897 .5230
ALFH 4194 4558 4416 .5322 4772
PLFH .2599 3518 4214 4386 .3353
FCA ~-.3226 -.3554 -.1765 -.5432 -.4100
Mn. Lth &ALFH .4330 .5472 5434 6138 .5988
PLFH 3162 2369 3521 4282 2632
AUFH .3818 5341 .5904 .4953 2275
ALFH & LFH 9120 .8991 9297 .9165 9194
PLFH .6689 5958 .7011 .6523 5521
AUFH .4445 4525 .5490 .6404 .4032
PP-GoGn .1950 .3691 2746 .1364 .3888
FCA -.1871 -.2382 ~.3403 -.1481 ~.1867
SN-GoGn .1706 .2901 .0413 .1744 .2345
PLFH & LFH .9149 .8872 9143 .9010 .8354
PL (Mx) 17174 .5276 6935 49335 .6289
PL (Mn) 7710 .5239 .6860 .5082 .6299
Tot (Mx) .7822 5411 7129 5113 .6604
Tot{Mn) L7751 5416 .7057 .5382 6707
PL (Mx) & PP-GoGn ~.8800 -.6594 -.8383 ~7161 -7012
FCA 2721 .1974 .0158 .1895 .0223
SN-GoGn ~-.6290 ~-.6036 -.2640 -.4849 -.46717
PL (Mn) & PP-GoGn ~.8854 ~.6983 -.8355 -.7236 -.7140
FCA .2878 .2346 .0382 -.1321 .1618
SN-GoGn ~-.6293 -.6348 -2720 -.4824 -.4978
‘Tot (Mx) &PP-GoGn ~-.8693 ~.6536 -.8306 7148 -.6870
FCA 2252 .1692 -.0055 -.2237 -.0688
SN-GoGn -.6183 ~.6000 ~.2620 -.4845 -.4951
Tot (Mn) &PP-GoGn -.8761 -.6888 -.8203 -.7182 -.6818
FCA 2627 .2249 .0304 -.1096 .1895
SN-GoGn -.6222 -.6288 ~.2666 -4779 ~.4951 .
PP-GoGn &PL (Mx) -.8800 -.6594 ~.8383 -7161 -.7012
PL (Mn) - -.8854 ~.6983 -.8355 ~.7236 ~.7140
Tot (Mx) -.8693 -.6536 -.8306 -.7148 ~.6870
Tot (Mn) ~.8761 -.6888 -.8203 -.7182 -.6818
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Normal occ. Class Il Class 111 Hypodivergent Hyperdivergent
PP-GoGn &PLFH -.8710 -7926  -.8886 -.7655 -.8053
ALFH
PL (Mx) -.8834 -6582  -.8603 -.6195 ~7208
Tot (Mx)
PL (Mn) ~.8978 ~7006  ~-.8736 ~6299 -.7691
SN-GoGn 6655 .8288 2906 6164 6947
Tot (Mx) &PL (Mx) 8522 7579 7818 8797 7958
Tot (Mn) PL (Mn)
Mx. Lth &Mn. Lth .8979 7791 7345 4359 4512
LFH LFH
PLFH_ &PLFH 7455 6882 6677 6172 5952
ALFH  py (My) 9127 6331 8571 5097 .8073
PL (Mn) .9089 6459 8379 5151 7984
Tot (Mx) 8794 6218 8357 4951 7340
Tot (Mn) 8788 6286 8011 4986 7156
PP-GoGn -.8710 -7926  —.8886 ~7655 -.8053
SN-GoGn -.5904 ~6987  ~.2692 -5018 -.5539
PL (Mx) &PLFH 7435 4943 6303 3999 .5270
Tot (Mx)  pp, (Mx) 9525 9355 .9275 9492 .9087
PL (Mn) 9392 9270 9058 9454 8712
Tot (Mx) 9168 9214 8916 9302 .8063
Tot (Mn) 9140 9137 8748 19292 7887
PP-GoGn -.8834 -6582  -.8603 -.6195 ~.7208
SN-GoGn -.6042 -6143  -2604 -.4280 ~.4500
PL (Mn) &PLFH 7441 4658 6355 3639 5340
Tot (Mn) PL (Mx) 9510 9148 9293 9432 9144
PL (Mn) 9602 9193 9320 9332 9264
Tot (Mx) 9268 9033 .9099 9295 8630
Tot (Mn) 9332 8964 8936 9017 8322
PP-GoGn -.8978 ~7006  -.8736 6299 -.7691
SN-GoGn -.6026 -6410  -2775 -4275 -.5422
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o 2=l (P<0.01) ol Christie®o] dafo 4 4
° 14] Lo] =] 711—,}5 B9 o]i]—‘-}_o:locv:‘ z—MLJ]_ﬁ
# ClassIll ¢y 7ol 5 F2 2(P<0.001) 7} &4
st et ol Classlllo A AHekZo] A4 Abolate
Cozzani” o] o 7o Azl A4} Class
M7kl e ) 25 fodz7 gigledl o+
Wylie*9] Class Il div. 15} ClassI ¢} vl &ol4 of
Aol A AdE A 2706E zols} gide
AT A dx9 ok, Brodie?9 ClassIl &
Class I o] vl adFoll A AotE Ao Hols} vl A
Aolebn ¢ washt 9AsA shsteh,

AA 7 Ff A Mx.Lthe Mn.Lthet @A &7
0.8447% 7}A EH9ton] ALFH, PLFHE 22 A3
A93, A=A FCAs o7
$BA4E 29 2 g ASREH AUAS
£ wotet. ClassI 9} ClassHM]H—‘.:— A A w85} v
58 ofAle] AfA4E Mol Hyperdivergent
type(e] 3 Hyper) 2 Hypod-ivergent type(o] 8}
Hypo)ell = 42 wo|s} halo] gl ALFH,
PLFH, FCA, Sagittal angle, SN—GoGn 3& &3
Uelzl FEo] vid vlad g ARsE 2odd.
Mx.Lthe 4ot zAAE 275 vepde &
FolAgt Aot2e) ARHel 27 dehiE Ao
2 %4 gna 4%

Mn.Lth+= Classlll, A4 3%, Classll 032 2
ReH Rl A 25 2A Jeldow] J4mgts
ClassIl, ClasslliZtol & 2.5 2] 3(P<0.001) 7} &
A5kl Hyperh Hyposhe §i3b7h 2484
ook}, o] Wylie®®9| ClassI div. 13 Class I
Bl vlmAdF 47 ClassIl div. 1o]4 3}ot-Zo] o
ok Bas), stetel Chine] ClassIl div. 1o4)
ClassI ¥t} ©] ztE Drelich®e 239 4
o, AAmgs} Classlle] 3 Christie® 2]
AFNA WAt JAn o Aok 44D A5
A3, Classlllell A shetgo] o HFe4a e
Stapf*”, Droel'®59] ¥ w95 o 2} gk}, Scheide-
man# Bell5-2] oFo)4 % Chine] ofAxnc} 34}
oA F&=o Avte dFE dAA o A4Y 4+
9l.od, Jacobson®™-& A ole A} A A w1 o} Class]ll
oA setzel 277 4n 2ackn ot of
T shetAl o]l AT 8 o] & nolx

SEvn ¥ A4sE AR soteh

.SL

o‘i

AAags o $AngdA 4 FE3e 43
A4+ ALFH, PLFH, AUFHS} 2% o7} 74 4
#=f (PQ.05)E 2govd A=AZFEq
Sagittal angle, FCA, SN~GoGn& #A¢ Aax
£ 2ojA %otk Mn.Lthi 3ot (=713 4q =2
71E vetll e g5olA e FA Y AZdE e ¥
Foln] stobze Awy wtd 2715 HEde &5

o2 ddAdEF 953 AHEA Body ostectomy
1} Sagittal split setback$-o.2 7|AF9 Zo]&

72A7 AdA oA AAE F943E Vertical
osteotomy 50 2 ££17908 A A S AAT o
224 45T 5 At AZLIoIS T 5 QAT

Difference+ Mx.Lthol 4] Mn.LthE w o=

ClassIl, A& a g, ClasslIEo® 7Zras g A4
el At 3 Aa(P<0.01)F 2tk Wylie®
< AohEd st Aol E adH oz wuye
U 29 AFE 134 ookl Aot dAE A}

A Yet. o] FEL Aok Hzr[A R e Az
ZNAF-27)8 F28E QAT & v ASTEL
24 Aetetgar] Aole £9XE Agdoz 3}
o 4+ 3l FFolzn Ausd

2) ALFH, PLFH, LFH

ALFH¥ Hyperol|# Hypoxct %7 10mmo]4}
Roo olF 34 AJugde vlaeld ¢ 2 ¥
o Z(P0.001) & etWla FAmdelr LFH9}
0.91202 2 7}& AadA 47} 7o o8& PLFH,
AUFH ¢o2 43747 27 debgen] s
EYREERE 25 A2 AR5 19y, ALFH:
43R Hyper7t 24 vebdedl (P<0.001)
ol Bjork?, Wylie®®, Prakashe} Margolis® %2

TR AAGAT AX R FAY 2A
Bl Gl A dqkwio] o ZthE Scheidemans}
Bell®Ve] B 39} o) x3t9c).

g PAagede A4ags v g
A Al 45 39 o Classilo] M= FCA=, Hyper
o A& Sagittal angle, SN—GoGnz} & FEoj
W g2 AUEE vged ole Amg A4
SN-MP7teo] A=A statwdizdoel ZolArh:
Sassouni®® 9] ¥ 319} iAo} A& 4 9lc),

PLFHol A= AA 23} LA T35l Z5 4
<=3 BEAE Lgon ClasslI ¢k ClassHiol A 1t
Gy 7k AAH(P0.01)7F AR B FEAAE
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EAeA @y, FA4ngH FAnGY vlame
ClassII o]zt o} Classlilof &bl A ul 2l 2H{P<0.05)
2 wq Mojor}, AAmE-Foll A LFHS 0.9149
2 73 5 AaA4E oo P.L(Mx), P.L
(Mn), Tot(Mx), Tot(Mn)3} 0.7774, 0.7710, 0.
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A STUDY ON QUADRILATERAL ANALYSIS OF FACIAL
CONFIGURATION IN KOREAN CHILDREN

Seung-Hoon Choi, Won-Sik Yang
Department of Orthodontics, College of Dentistry, Seoul National University.

— Abstract —

The guadrilateral analysis is a proportional analysis which evaluates the skeletal configuration
of lower face on the relations between both jaws in the horizontal as well as vertical dimensions.

This study was undertaken to analyse the harmony and disharmony of quadrilateral patterns
in normal occlusion and malocclusion.

The present study was carried out on lateral cephalograms of 530 Korean children; the sub-
jects consisted of 135 normal occlusions (63 male and 72 female), 105 Class II division 1 maloc-
clusions (52 male and 53 female), 109 Class III malocclusions (50 male and 59 female), 91 hypo-
divergent facial types (44 male and 47 female) and 90 hyperdivergent facial types (45 male and
45 female).

The following conclusions were reached:

1. Means and standard deviation in each group and sex were obtained from normal occlusion
and malocclusion.

2. Quadrilateral mean diagram in normal occiusion was constructed for male and female, respec-
tively. »

3. In normal occlusion, 1:1 ratio exists between the maxillary base length (A’ to Ptm’) and
mandibular base length (B’ to J’), but lower facial height is larger than above.

4. Difference is effective to estimate the degrees of Class II-and Class IH malocclusion, and
lower facial height (LFH) and sagittal angle is effective to recognize the hypodivergent and
hyperdivergent facial type.

S. Quadrilateral analysis is able to visualizé the anteroposterior and vertical dysplasia of lower

face, and it is helpful to recognize certain problems in malocclusion.
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