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Table. The panoramic image of the mandibular condyle according to its horizontal condylar angle and

intercondylar distance (unit:cm)
Horizontal Angle
Intercondylar 0 10° ey 30° 2y
Distance
a 125 135 145 175 225
b 130 130 125 110 100
9.5cm c 315 315 315 315 315
d 45 40 40 30 15
e 20 15 05 0 0
a 105 120 140 180 195
b 120 115 105 90 65
11.0cm c 305 305 305 305 30.0
d 40 30 25 2.0 1.0
e 15 10 0 0 0
a 100 115 140 17.0 190
b 120 11.0 105 90 70
12.5cm c 30.0 295 205 295 29.0
d 40 30 25 20 1.0
e 15 1.0 0 0 0
a 95 110 130 140 170
b 120 115 115 100 80
14.0cm c 295 29.0 295 290 285
d 35 25 25 15 05
e 10 05 0 0 0

a: Horizontal length of image of condylar head

b: Vertical length of image of sulerior surface
of condyle

¢ Length from superior surface to condylar
neck
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o Distance from real lateral surface to anterior
surface of condyle on radiograph

e: Ditance from real medial surface to posterior
of condyle image on radiograph
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- ABSTRACT -

THE STRUCTURE OF THE MANDIBULAR CONDYLE
IN THE PANORAMIC RADIOGRAPH -1II-

Soon—-Chul Choi

Dept. of Oral and Maxillofacial Radiology, College of Dentistry,
Seoul National University

The auther has evaluated the panoramic image of the mandibular condyle according to its horizontal
codylar angle(0°, 10°, 20° 30", 40°) and intercondylar distance( 9.5, 11.0, 125, 14.0cm).

The Results were as follows:

1. In all horizontal condylar angle, the farther the intercondylar distance was, the smaller the horizontal
length in radiogram was.

2. The increased the horizontal condylar angle was, the longer in horizontal direction and the shorter
in vertical direction the image of superior condylar surface was.

3. In case of large horizontal condylar angle, the real mesial surface of condyle was projected to the
posterior surface on radiograph.
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Fig. 1. The panoramic image according to the condylar angle at 9.5 cm intercondylar distance
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Fig. 2. The pénc;amicr irﬁage z;ccording to the horizontal anglé at 11.0 cm intercondylar distance
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Fig. 3. The panoramicvi‘mage according t;)“the horizontal angle at 125 cm intércohdy?fdistance
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Fig. 4. The panoramic image according to the horizontal ahglé at14.0 cm ihtercondylar distance




