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Fig. 1. cephalometric analysis
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Table 1. Displacement of Articulare

ArH) | AW
T, 41.195+3.348 | 11.000+2.300
T, 42.320+3.353 | 12.476+2.457
T,-T, 1.134+1.012 | 1.573+1.191

Table 2. Correlation between displacement of
articulare and mandible

Po Me |{Me/Poj MPA | GoA | FHR

Ar(H) |9 4516 | 0.1214 | (. 27691 0.0773 | 0.2043| 0.0316
Ar(V) | 0.3404 | 0.2707 |-0.0747 | 0.2552 |-0.0532 |-0.0708
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-ABSTRACT-

A ROENTGENOCEPHALOMETRIC STUDY ON THE DISPLACEMENT
OF GLENOID FOSSA AND MANDIBLE

Jun In Sub, D.D.S., Sang-Cheol Kim, D.D.S., M.S.D. Ph.D.

Department of Orthodontics, College of Dentistry, Wonkwang University .

The purpose of this study was to examine the displacement of glenoid fossa during
growth, and to investigate the relationship between the displacement of glenoid fossa
and mandible. Pretreatment and posttreatment lateral cephalograms of 41 patients
(male : 13, female; 28) were obtained from the orthodontic clinics of WonKwang
university hospital and were analized in terms of the position of articulare and
mandible and statistically.

The obtained results were as follows ;

1. Aritculare was displaced posteriorly and inferioly during craniofacial growth and
development.

2. The more posteriorly articulare displaced, the less anteriorly pogonion displaced,
but the more inferiorly menton displancd.

3. The more posteriorly or inferiorly articulare was located, the more inferiorly
menton displaced, and the more posteriorly articulare was located posteriorly, the
less cant of the mandibular plane.
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