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H3 Ay £33 BFAHA
28 & gtk A9 9 H}<242 craniofacial
complex® WA LS glovz XNgAYE
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Anj Ao Jro BAE FF3| Hrist=
AL vjg F a3t

v Yol gt 97t Fe, A7), = v Dol
e A2 93 ") A Eng A
AHRNAY FHH oz AN F Utk 2
o} 2 unilateral cleft palate, hemifacial micro-
somia, hemihypertrophy, craniofacial synosto-
sis, unilateral ankylosis of TMJ5 & &4 3
on olgt e VYL AxFHFA BxH
dakg uxA "ot vAg dHEvaFS
A MAAME oz JEEM o=
craniofacial complex& T43t= /IE=¢ 2
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g 4F /2 EFAT (L 8934
WY, (2) £3 99, (3) ag, W 3
AWM. o]9 & craniofacial complext 9
ot ol 393 vl AL X-ray techniqued
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AbE e 2R FR XAAZSAA S A9
2A9 #3372 #AAEZ Hrtsiedes we
&3 ol xut et Ul S H3le
He & =80 HA £ 282 vy
A& Hrtetr] YA AL FHRAF XA
AR g2E FAEFHE XA ASAR, ¥4
o3} X-A A&ALz, o]3 FA X-A AFAt
A& EF Ut olF ARTE XA AFA
Ao AW e FA WY SWHAE
Hrtsted f4319 % FA XA A
ARe HEA AT W9et IJHWUYPE
Brrsled fadd o3t A XA AF
A& 1907'd Schueller”} submento-vertical
position®] & L& A3 AH&-3 1L, 1961 Ber-
gerol o3 A A S B3] {3 A
ot del AHEEA RIHAT. 1 o]

e IRE FE3E AXE FY37] §
£ ol3t A XA ASZAIK Y A &3 tra-

cingol O1RIL, o3 FA XA AZA
W@ 5AH A7t FEA7] GEOIA,

ool At olst FA XA AZRAAR
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rAv| iAo Aol QoA Bl Ao o
3 oul 8 B E3) 3= AL Fadig A
AJo)2}gh2 facial equilibrium® ZH A F
4 AFAd &l wdE F2ET 27,
g, o] X3} A5 LI g2
A77H dierteEe AU IS A
4 A E FI}EE Simone ¥Z9 A
AL AA, 53 F3¥9 713 Had Fe 3y
Edolgt &t o9 22 &4ud oA
A3-€ 1500'3 o] €] Loenardo da Vincit} Albere-
cht Durer & 18} Z YJeht Qlo®, 28y
ATF7F AFHEAA, P Fxe AW ¥
AL FgFolH, HulFoli A F AR
2 WiHe FZAFANNE = FE9]
vl Fo] Futdties Aol YFH A

et H ol HigiA L Hx=2 947} Ha-
ssedll 3l A Aol e 27] 1A
ZZES A3 o= Fx vy A
EATS BadAY”. AFAA  Lieb-
reiche 7708 <tHe] vidiAe AA3H
Azke] PukARQl EAolgtm  dgom®
Wooe Q1ZtollAlE vldjAo] gdutxoezs &
Asty FAE Q1A v o] EA3=
w7} obel ol Feje] vl o] &)}
“urt o Fasttn 2EE Y. Peckd
Peck PlAIE AT vHdAL ARE o]
A3HA dV|RYge 238 UARE NEFRL
2 9EY ANUE NEdssA dvda 4
F3FT. Mille 729 7159 HdI &
U733 o) lojr] A9 71EHQ] 3ol
2l LIATY. NS G2 AT
ol A} Shah®} Joshi®€ #A AHPFLZE L8
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Zo] gz Htt Aty Budlgen 3| la-
teral maxillary region®] 9 ET QEZ]
A ¥ eh =§ Fakas® Cheung”2 &
AololE& oz 3 AFoA HAL
At oz #AFAHH Aole ImmA R
QEZo] AZRY AW 7P HgHo] &
Xe otde] AR 13592 Y. 1
2 Vigd HewittV& FFojdol& e
23 QTN FAALG FoR e 9%
o Z 8o FS HPou dotd Xof, Ax
FRAE 42T dALE BAva F3Ad
t}. Chebib®} Chamma®e AEd]l &AL
9Zo] REZRT ¢ AT P on 53
A}l 9] dento-alveolar mid-sagittal structure}t
chin point7} ©& FZEHT & HUA &
Bz gk I8y, Peck® Peck®,
Lew$ Tay? 59 AAUE o =zs A+
oA A A= HUAE BadIovt
A2 T $F9 $AHE 2AA Z3ATh
o]9} e A<M mtiH o] LA}
Al thslA Woor 9 B A L3n
Zolgx ST, Bjorksh Bjork w8
Z1el FAAZE v F o2 d&EA HE
Aot sleke ol9} Z HH S HA=
71984 Bage s By 43L&
"t A9 Qo) Mulick®& Aol A+ &
23t §A3 Qe FAGH A S
AQse 2EAA7L ofUn Q38 #3Y
A7 & 9L vAg APt #
AAA7E FAerA Y] Fepd S HSA LS
dohe o3 ATE "SR RogerE &
&9 vgAo] FAZH G2 HiA S
of7] gl 23ttt Vig# Hewitt, Shahe}t
Joshie R7&Qloll A 2] et v A 2] Y1F 9
e #& [FAE 20 A5 F4A
e etAnig F L ARA G ZEAAY 7]
& 279 B ik TS Qlvh
gy, ol9} 22 AEld v ¥
vl A3} FEEo]opyt dht}) Thompson™ &
o), 2=, Al #AIglo] AE HAL
ZA435 422 ¥ 9 A (normal asymme-
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try) S §go s T S5 AT vAd
A <l ¥ A (abnormal asymmetry)& 3 23]
Uetdon st ol #e wAggA 1
A 9] Yo 3l A= Gottliebw 7, 417
B AN, Z2E FA TS EAL, Egyedi=
ol A Qo &£&A Folf, A &4, #HHZF,
EHRE dE%F, AN ESTES Fst .
T Souyrise = 7HF £33 ¢dez #EH
JFE ERTP.

W kA A o] A E AHE Y Fis-
cher® & 1L /HAHHE vy AL
EAESF AL 39 2. Letzerst Kronman
0ol AFoAME FAwI AN YA T
Aqe Fog FBAAHol EAA Fevha
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Nahoum, Fiasconaro” %<& T3 o|3} X-A
AZAKE ol &3ty dHuAS FA%
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rind®? & paired coplanar X-ray imageg AH&
sty 224138193 Rune, Sevik™® 52 metallic
implant$} &7 roentgen stereometryS AH-&
oz BEXNaAE Y & U2 BX

3ttt Burke® & stereophotogrammetry &
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SE AL, Grummons®+< crista galli®} ante-
rior nasal spines A2 A&, Peck # Peck™
2 sphenoid plane™ orbit®] mesial aspect”}
e HE dES A9 o] 5ERH nasal
wall9] lateral borders] HJWH-& A2
9] o] FEAE IES A&, Kristen 5 or-
bite} temporal lineo] %Wue= A& AZ%
A9 A FEANE FFHLE AT
Vig®} Hewitt”2 %3 9] orbit2] medial point,
orbitale, zygomatic point, molar point9] %7
7} sella, ANSOl 7} 28 A& 549 1/3
S E3= oz Agkon, 439 condy-
lar point, gonion point®] 37 mentonoll
713 23 A& 3dd 1/3& duEI= A
o8 Fa o] FHY olFRAS A 3
288 FFHdoez Al Chebib®t Cha-
mma'’ £ crista gali, nasal septum, ANS, maxi-
llary alveolar crest, maxillary point, mandibu-
lar alveolar crest, mandibular dental point,
menton®] 8742 F¢e FRE Wil Ho
AsHE ol &3to 71 HI H& #Ho}
AFEHdez AMEEAY. 28y olg #e
AFHL HEE dHUFZES V[EHLE
AR Fold, v AL F, =, A, 4S4FH
22 tdTxe] FHIS A9 Aold o
A 7IE FHolnZ AUFZERYE F
MA +ZREL 7IEFoz 4F%h= Ao 4
A st @4 o

ot F8 X-A AFAEY AHFY 3
Wt ddaTz2ER 5E 2 2o F4A
TRES ol &38ld AFHS ¥AEs I
= Al AUt} Berger’< crista gali, crista fro-
ntalis, vomer, tubercle of atlas, odontoid pro-
cess, crista occipitalis anterior’} 7}g &4
e g AFHoE ALEIIFRe® Mar
mary, Zilberman, Mirsky” % orofacial gro-
wth5 ¢+l neurovascular bundle®] X3}
AR e BaeA] gFevhs Mosset Salentijn
9] AFE ul¥ S 2 foramen spinosum®
oS HAE AFHNoE AT AL AgH

3Tl Grayson®& f. ovale, f. spinosum, f.
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lacerum, jugular foramen, carotid canal® oc-
cipital condylezt9] F3o]TEAE AZAF
e AFHoZ ALIFER ®=3 IE 15
MY A FABAA ATE R E F,
2 occipital condyle ¢ %4, foramen mag-
num® %4l, spheno-occipital synchodrosis$]
medial axiss ¢ TZE°] geomtric midline ]
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-4 SHEEAA 03t £H X-M ABA
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o} # A G xlol A FHA o] tiF
olgie XEA wie FRT. AT
o} # A gbo) A2 plain X-rayl A€ &
Zo] g, FFH XA AFSARAANE
temporal bone2] dense petrous pertion®] ¥
g5, ARFR XA A S A e & articular
eminence, zygoma$] root, orbit®] floor7} &
g7l o F&3] #FE U gich o
B4, XrayZ 9 A 45E F& Bol ut
Aok 28, ol9) e WEE ANHE
AIANZGE G- S 7HAL A 2gER
ottdel el VT ARY dui=E &

E 5 Ude Yo g olfHe= AFY 3}
vt Gdd @3 #4eloh. High quality®
AP #Y37] ste] Fad Ao F
7YA sdek, R A 7} &Fet 39 angulation©} 3L,
ZR71 depth of cut 5, 34 HF9 X &
NE stsh= Aeolt}, st #+9] angulationS
B 2459° + 8.37°(range 0-48°)2 wWol7}
w9 Asit) 15° = 2008 3T H
oo 2 AHgeod & 2212% %e], 183
g 22 4xg FYJI0H oA 32.7%
Tko] high quality®] AFKle] FAlo)th, of A
GEEGH N BE Y FHFY angu-
lation™} depth of cut®] A o] Q3w o9}
2L ARe ol T4 XA AS ARl A
& 5 Uk
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+182)0]Y 1L o] &S GO R olF 54 X-
A AZARE FY3AH
*JAT A LA}

1) Z3E o|RHA TR ARE 7HA L
Ae A

2) class I molar relationship® 7}4 A

3) X o}zF & proximal relationshipS 712

A

4) BEZAZY o] gl A
5) Overbite, overjetel A3HF el A

A
6) AFAE] AHol g& A

AT kA AT g g
AR gy AT tAuA L FHE
RAWES FArE JAd3 BFEFT 7]
gad A 40HE ez Ak olF
S 7} 2078 (22.03 + 3.02), 9 A7} 2078 (22.00
+132)0]0 olES Yoz ols FA
X-A AZAAE 93t o) 78 X-A
AZA 7 o] #9498 X-ray SectographE ©|-&
3t FgIAnk. E94 e Folst
head rest7} & Q&b g3l W& H=Z
A % Frankfort horizontal plane®] A%}
FRo] HEE YXAF)ZL X-ray9 central
ray’t FFe Qolxg dATMAY FUE
AV E25ta] &3t ol cathod 9} ear-
rod*tel 9] AzlE 1.5mA L™ earrod$} film
Zte) Age 17emE LA AT
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{1> Cranium

(1) middle cranial fossa point(MCF) : the
most anterior point on each lesser wing
of the sphenoid bone

(2) ant. clinoid process(ACP) : the most
posteior point of the anterior clinoid
process

(3) f. ovale(FO) : the center of f. ovale

(4) f. spinosum(FS) : the center of f. spino-
sum

(5) basion(BA)* : the most anteior point on
the boder of the foramen magnum

(6) odontoid process(OP)* : the center of
odontoid process

(7) anterior process of atlas(APA)*

(8) Crista gali(CG)*

2> Maxilla

(1) supradentale(SD)*

(2) Ptm : the most medial and posteior
point of each pterygomaxillary fiss-
sure

(3) buccale(BU) : the point on the internal
surface of each zygomatic arch where
the arch turns medially and directly
starts upon a backward sweep

(4) angulare(AN) : the most anterior poi-
nts of the triangular opacities present
at the external orbit angle where the
upper and lower orbital rims meet and
the zygomatic arch inserts

(5) posterior nasal spine(PNS)*
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&8 1. Landmark of submentovertex view

(6)  upper 1st molar point(UM1) : the me-
siobuccal cusp tip of upper 1st molar

3> Mandible

(1) infradentale(ID)*

(2) pogonion(POG)*

(3) gonion(GO) : the midpoint mediolate-
rally on the posteior border of each
gonial angle.

(4) coroniod process(CP) : the most ante-
rior point on each coronoid process

(5) condylion anterioris(CA) : the inters-
section of the mandibular body line
with the anterior border of each cond-
yle. Mandibular body line is drawn
from midpoint of mandibular body at
LM1 through' gonion point.

(6) center of condyle head(CCH)

(7) lower 1st molar point(LM1) : the most
distal point in line with the central
groove on each mandibular first mo-
lar

(8) condylion lateralis(CL) : the lateral co-
ndylar border.

(9) condylion medialis(CM) : the medial
condylar border. :

* . unpaired structure
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A = 22| Foramen spinosum2 &gt Mol $3|0|5EN
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(W) 4™ 2)
(1> #, %9 Foramen spinosuma <723
e HolsEA
(2> Crista gali®} atlas®] anterior processE
AAE A
3> Crista galil A 3}, <] Foramen spino-
sume JZAS do =3

Zt 71 O Sl o FEE ST

() &3%¢=
(D AAZ =5
O F¥A
1. %34 F+2E (AN, BU, UM1, LM1, CP,
MCF, PTM, ACP, FO, CA, CL, CCH,
GO, CM)¢] FAANAN ZSx7A9 A
g -14ZgE
2. 3%2 +2E(SD, ID, POG, PNS, BA,
OP)A BFA7A 9 A -6
® 71¥
1. GO to POG(Lt & Rt)
2. CL to CM(Lt & Rt)
3. CCH to CCH

2 4= A%

@ 71Ed W& 4= -
F54 TE&E0] olF= HHU(AN, B,
UM1, LM1, CP, MCF, PTM, ACP, FO,
CA, CL, CCH, GO, CM plane)°] A%
Ao} ¢34 o|RE AE-1UZE

Gilbert®e] |70 23t o|g FA X-4
AZ A A width factore F =7} o)-$-
¥ W9 Jength factore errord] 7}s54 o)
)9 Foha STt 2B ehdu| o 9
F&  Zwd 9 (displacement) 9} 3 AWY
(rotation) & Z}Z} o] &34t 29
34 A FEFAH FZRE dEiME £
Ao F4& T3 AFAAAY A &
FAR%td FAE ASdda, FEY 7
ZES 92T Ao HAFH +£HMHu9
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ol Zt& A3 JHAHE FH
th $49 F2EC gEAe SHHEATS
Azt v e EXE Folr7] 93
A£L (H)E, LEZLE ()2 FsI40
o]9l9] Ml FEA L HF Mo T HUFE
£ &3k vl sttt %2 KD 4300 di-
gitizerE ©] &3}l computerol 7153ttt
Zx, AAEE 0.1°, 0.1lmmEA7A &3
st

EA A8l SPSS/PC+ programs ©]-8-3}
qor ttestz AHE AT 2 125
Mgk P<0.055ENA FAATE AL
2 SAHYA 4Ee FEsA G 3
AaFr-s ez 7+ 7IEde did &
A3 F ttestE A3l AolE HAT F
A4 Azt AL ASAE A9gd. 2
o] AFAE AHE-3te FATH ehEef Y
& ez F3 AZYE d t
testE Alg3te] A £x9 A= {9
4& HAAs4Ar

v.Z I

1L Al AEHe g3 2000 ASYE]
BAYE FH3 7 7IEHETY ttestE
A1 3§ A7} foramen spinosum< 2 3 Al 9
FHolTEALE area AJAM F, & WAV}
e AFAd HEA FAAUA FHeH
Fo 2 Z44F HAIL FolH il 3] fora-
men spinosum®] S F$<¢ area ColA
743 e &, $HAE B Crista gali
ol A anterior pocess of atlasE AZA3 A2
crista gali’} 1 area A9} anterior process
of atlas7} 1= area DolA &, $HA7 &
Skl area A, B, C, D A T} & HF Mol
vl 3] 318 -9 U2 B Y} Formen spino-
sum< 923 A crista galidl A &) =3 A&
crista gali7} = area AYNA] =, HAZT &
@i Fpog Z4E ¢S g F, SHAL
Z7vst9d e area DAlME T2 FF A
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1. 309 8N 4400 tict s8el ot EEEA

area A= FSE |43 A9 CGS} APAE FSE 44% A4 Significance
FAolTEA(I) AAZ M) CGAA FHAN) &I N&M I&H
SD 237 +2.29 160 + 1.13 148 +1.12 * NS =
area ID 2.31 + 227 156 + 1.23 147 + 1.14 * NS w
POG 225+ 2,01 1.60 + 1.28 150 + 1.23 * * *x
A AN 172 + 1.67 0.87 + 0.65 0.86 + 0.64 # NS e
BU 153 + 150 0.89 + 0.66 0.88 + 0.70 » NS
UM1 223 +1.94 145 + 1.04 145 + 1.05 # NS w
LM1 2.00 + 158 1.30 + 0.97 143+ 115 # NS
area CP 1.69 + 149 1.04 + 0.87 1.12 + 1.03 *»* NS NS
MCF 119 +1.34 1.01 +0.92 1.15 + 0.96 NS NS NS
B PIM 153 + 147 1.18 + 0.83 1.34 + 1.03 NS NS NS
PNS 0.90 + 0.95 0.71 + 0.54 1.02 + 0.86 NS * NS
ACP 0.86 + 0.82 0.96 + 0.80 1.34 + 1.08 NS * *
CA 121 + 1.08 1.21 + 0.94 1.88 + 141 NS  ** *
area CL 1.00+0.92 1.39 + 1.09 1.79 + 1L.2% NS NS b
CCH 0.87 + 0.66 144 + 096 1.80 + 1.29 #»ONS e
C CM 0.84 +0.75 150 + 1.09 192 + 141 NS e
GO 139+ 1.36 132+ 115 191 + 1.50 NS * NS
FO 0.68 + 0.53 1.28 + 0.95 149 +1.35 NG e
area BA 1.37 +0.88 0.51 + 0.57 1.79 + 142 i o NS
D OP 1.38 + 0.85 1.14 + 0.79 211+ 1.72 NS *= =

(NS : not significant, * : p<<0.05, ** : p<0.01, *** : p<<0.001)

H 2. 1 8N 440 st £2/E SRS Bt ZEEK

FSE 428 A9 CGS APAS FSE 4Z2% Ao Significance
AR 2eolzrA(D) dag A1) CGAA FZA(M) &I U&M &I
A 2.08 + 0.33 1.33 +0.32 1.27 +0.29 NS
B 1.36 + 0.42 1.03 +0.18 123 +0.29 NS NS NS
C 1.00 +0.24 1.36 £ 0.10 1.80 +0.15 a g -
D 1.38 + 0.00 0.83 + 0.32 1.95 +0.16 NS = w
Total 147 + 053 1.20 + 0.30 149 +0.35 NS * NS

(NS : not significant, * : p<<0.05, ** : p<<0.01, *** : p<<0.001)

Hl8) p<0.01F 9 & #, $ExE 29 2. Al AEA A3 147] AZFE Z
A H O 2 crista galidl A anterior pocess of T2 2A43o 7 J|FZHETH ttestES Al
atlasE A2 Mo T & FFAd vl 73 85 A} foramen ovaleE AT ZE
2 #F, $HAE HAT(H], 2). Eo] foAE Aol BolA EAHE

3,4). 1,234 AHXE EWE crista galist
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o #EEA

&
area AlZpl FSE& 2% 49 )54 (1) CG9 APAE Signifi-
FSE AZ2F Aol CGAAMe FRA(1) AZ4% A1) cance
area AN pl 1.13 +0.70 1.14 + 0.85 NS
A BU plL 1.18 +£0.78 1.06 + 0.84 NS
UM1 pl 1.96 + 1.78 :1.66 + 1.66 NS
area LM1 pl. 2.06 + 1.87 197 +1.83 NS
CP pl 118 + 094 1.21 +0.90 NS
B MCF pl 1.29 + 0.93 1.26 + 1.02 NS
PTM plL 211 + 1.80 1.96 + 149 NS
ACP pl.- 224 +1.56 203 +1.28 NS
CA" pL 135 + 1.06 137 +£1.29 NS
area CL pl. 113 + 0.89 1.38 +0.91 NS
CCH pl 0.94 +£0.70 121 +0.81 NS
CM »pl. 1.08 + 0.85 128 +0.95 NS
C GO pl 1.26 + 0.94 131 +£094 NS
~ FO pl. 0.81 + 046 140 + 118 o
NS : not significant, * : p<<0.05, ** : p<0.01, *** : p<0.001)
E 4. 3712 FE N 2200 Oist 29 sHHelel 7 EEHA
area FSE AZ2% Ho FHT24H(1) CGS} APAE Signifi-
FSE Q23 Aol CGolMe FAAM) QA A1) cance
A 1.16 + 0.03 1.10 + 0.04 NS
B 181 + 041 1.68 +0.34 NS
C 1.10 +0.18 1.33 + 0.07 NS
Total 141 +145 145 +0.31 NS
(NS : not significant, * : p<<0.05, ** : p<0.01, *** : p<0.001)
anterior process of atlasE 2% ML FF B 93t o] Ao AA3AL Z
Aoz A3ty FF |t A F7He = (HE FHZo] AW JAHHEE 3
H A A28 &4 v asgr} $= (H)E A9 ttest®: AAsIAG

3. AATH AWUGATZAN vhR
A% EE $3 $AF Golnr] el 2

ZgME ()& $ZdME (+)2 =243}
o ttestE A3t FAA, Aerd, 3¢k
L R=RNS PY —?rﬂfé" £ Aozt LA TH(FES5).

4. BT AR AT AN FEHTE
= W3 vt A, 0 A E go}

CFORA, g, shebd BFOlA fod3le

Zrol7h flA TH(E6).

5. <M AT Pt F9E F
Baglel wE vy A=E H7Hsl §
3te] 2070 AZFE ] t-testE AW}
Ak FAAANAE 185 0], FdAAM = 2
8ol 283 EdHANME INFET 7
FEAA FIFJe Aol BIH. F F
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H 6. Crista gali®t anterior process of atiasE IET MO CHEH FaT HHICHET Sl HYH
ol Bt BEEA : fF (), 8% (+)
AZH S tAv| ) A & Significance
FO -0.69 £ 144 ~057 £ 1.73 NS
Cranial base BA 0.08 £0.77 007 £ 115 NS
opP 0.66 + 123 037 +1.26 NS
MCF -0.02 +1.38 -0.07 £ 2.06 NS
ACP -040 £ 1.19 -0.24 + 1.53 NS
AN 0.16 £ 1.09 023+135 NS
BU 018+ 111 0.00 £ 1.36 NS
Upper face PTM 023+ 144 -0.14 +1.87 NS
PNS 0.11 £ 0.89 -007 £ 115 NS
SD -0.73 £ 1.83 -012 £ 3.4 NS
UM1 0.84 + 158 -0.07 £2.70 NS
D -0.75 £ 1.85 -090 £ 7.72 NS
POG -0.38 £2.20 -1.66 + 9.92 NS
M1 0.18 £ 162 0.89 +4.87 NS
CA -0.15 + 153 029 +231 NS
Lower face CL ~023 £1.77 ~023 +232 NS
CCH -051 £ 167 -046 +£222 NS
CM -0.69 + 1.73 -0.39 + 240 NS
GO -0.04 +1.77 -048 + 2.64 NS
Ccp 013+136 021+215 NS
Total -0.19 + 045 -0.17 + 0.52 NS

(NS not significant, * : p<0.05, * : p<<001, *** : p<0001)

E 6. Crista gali®l anterior process of atlasE Zst 01| CHol oz HHIHATS] 2EE
o B HEEX : 21F70| MY ASE EP (-), LEB0| FBUHUE BF (+)
A2 Plane q 4 T g AT Significance
FO Plane -032 +1.82 -0.16 + 2.46 NS
Cranial base .MCF Plane -042 +1.58 034 +235 NS
ACP Plane 0.39 + 239 132 +2.62 NS
AN Plane 015+ 142 -0.19+£2.13 NS
Upper face BU Plane 014+ 135 0.18 + 2.03 NS
PTM Plane 1.04 +224 033 +216 NS
UM1 Plane 113+ 207 0.21 + 293 NS
LM1 Plane 1.30 +2.36 -0.30 +£4.35 NS
CA Plaane -0.06 + 1.89 -049 + 255 NS
CL Plane 019+ 166 013+ 244 NS
Lower face CCH Plane 0.10 + 147 -0.15 +2.22 NS
CM Plane -0.06 + 1.60 -014 +£2.32 NS
GO Plane 047 £ 155 0.07 £283 NS
CP Plane 0.27-+ 150 043 +2.74 NS
Total 0.31 £ 0.52 0.13+ 048 NS

(NS : not significant, * * p<0.05,

ok

- p<00y, ¥+ p<0.00D)
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E 7. Crista gali®} anterior process of atas& &

#Helel Bt ZEEA

CHXIREX] 243 135, 1904

B Mol Choll Eatzyt tEd|HE T el &5

AZH I i Qteividi A+ Significance
FO 1.28 + 0.95 142 +1.12 NS
BA 0.51 +£0.57 0.62 + 0.55 NS
Cranial base 10) 114 +0.79 1.07+075 NS
MCF 1.01 +0.92 1.59 + 1.28 o
ACP 0.96 + 0.80 1.26 + 0.88 NS -
AN 0.87 £ 0.65 093 £ 098 NS
BU 0.89 + 0.66 0.95 + 095 NS
Upper face PTM 1.18 +£0.83 146 £1.15 NS
PNS 0.71 £ 0.54 0.83+£0.79 NS
SD 1.60 +1.13 263 +2.18 h
UM1 145+ 1.04 2.06 +1.70 *
ID 1.56 + 1.23 6.71 +3.78 x
POG 1.60 + 1.28 853 +5.17 e
LM1 1.30 £ 0.97 408 £261 i
CA 1.21 + 094 1.90 £ 131 b
Lower face CL 1.39 + 1.09 1.78 + 147 NS
CCH 1.44 +0.96 1.78 +1.38 NS
CM 1.50 + 1.09 202 +£131 *
GO 132 +115 2.11+154 b
CP 104 +0.87 1.69 + 1.32 had

(NS : not significant, * : p<<0.05, ** : p%0.01, *** : p<<0.001)

E 8. Crista gali®} anterior process of atlas& ¢
st Mol Ol "ot otHH|CHER S

Hpiolol oI BRI

=Ex

AT GHuU AT Significance

Cranial base 0.98 +0.26 1.19+0.33
Upper face 1.12+0.32 148 +0.67
Lower face 137 +0.17 3.40 + 240

NS
NS

*

Total 115+032 227+ 195

*

(NS : not significant, * : p<0.05, ** . p<0.01,

w4 n<0.001)

AAGNA getd 2la st s des
Bt P o] Frtstg e Fde 2o 8
bHX 71 FHE v & BRATH(RT,
8).

6. tAv| A} FFEIe FHE 3
AdYe] BE v FA=E HUhstr] 9
3le] 147 AZFE 3l t-testS A13B 3}
At FAANAME 138 50], AdHA A= 3
gEo] i st ME TIEEF 67
FgEoA FoAdde Aold BHAY & F
RA A G 2ea stHe R AFE
v o] Frtetdon HogEE Eopd 3
QtHCA 71 FEe g A S RJTH(HI,
10).
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E 9. Crista gali®l anterior process of atias& SIS MOl CHeH Jatwtih o

gl ot EEEX}

HICHEZ S =IEH

F

A% Plane ARE A A E Significance
FO Plane 140+ 118 197+ 14 NS
* Cranial base MCF Plane 126 + 1.02 1.88 + 142 *
ACP Plane 203+128 229 + 181 NS
AN Plane 114 £0.85 165+ 134 *
Upper face BU Plane 106 £ 084 156+ 129 *
PTM Plane 196 + 149 237+ 160 ' NS
UM1 Plane 166 + 1.66 240 + 1.65 *
LM1 Plane 197+183 305+ 308 *
CA Plane 137 +1.29 193 £ 172 NS
CL Plane 138 +£091 197+ 141 *
Lower face CCH Plane 121+ 081 1.80 £1.27 hd
CM Plane 128 +0.95 196 +121 **
GO Plane 131+ 094 230+ 161 e
CP Plane 121 £0.90 220 +1.66 b

(NS : not significant, * : p<<0.05, ** . p<<0.01, *** : p<<0.001)

H 10. Crista gali?t anterior process of atlasE C3Zst MOl CHol ozt EHIHAT S| BINH
flol #2/E A HEHAL

AT e g A7 Significance
Cranial base 1.56 +0.33 2.05 +0.18 NS
Upper face 146 + 037 1.86 +0.36 NS
Lower face 139+ 025 217 +£039 o
Total 145+ 031 202 +047 >

(NS : not significant, * : p<{0.05, **: p<{001, *** : p<<0.001)

E 11, SIAA], 5 20|, intercondylar width®! Hah B&EEAL

BT rAvti AT Significance

Mn body length(Lt) 100.79 + 641 96.30 + 743 NS
Mn body length(Rt) 10049 +6.14 97.63 £ 6.99 NS
Difference of Lt & Rt 1.69 +1.32 6.11 +4.16 *hx
Condylar length(Lt) 2241+ 252 21354321 NS
Condylar length(Rt) 21.75 + 262 2101 +£254 NS
Difference of Lt & Rt 147+120 225 +196 *

Intercondylar width(Total) 11799 + 511 117.23 £ 6.16 NS
Male 11998 + 391 11961 + 6,59 NS
Female 116.01 + 548 114.86 + 4.76 NS

(NS : not significant, * : p<<0.05, ** : p<001, *** : p<0.001)
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Rotational Error

O 4. FEN ATA gNES JUE 2F
A : Translational error
B : Rotational error

error®] 253 YA} errors ¥ F
7+ Holt). ol Z& FZRE A 2R
g5 de LRve ATH AAZA 9%L 1A
o & /E B3 o ARFER XA
AZ A EAoA de] AMEEHe 3FAF
9] 3}t P& 9] zygomaticofrontal sutureS
AAT MY crista galidlA 9] FF Ao},
22 El-Mangoury” %< Aol 2319 zy-
gomaticofrontal suture= 7} wWHolz} 4l
sty FrEolgt YL ARFE X-
A AZAAREAA] AFA 6 g g A7l A
zygomaticofrontal suture®] vertical line®] ©t
€ AFA v3 HArt ZA ey 2
HEZ AFH HAHA ojfFHe A3
TZE-L identication error7} & WA wkE
A@ge) de FZREEL Addoor & A
ojt}.

71E4 ARA BAdE /= 24 trans-
lational error®} rotational error 2 Y& ot
(28 4). 23 49 AE translational errorE
HAF T Aoy AA e AF Al sl AXTHE
FolFslte FF el AFEYA YA HA
TREE vX AXTE 3" AXE
AZdzlolth, ol L LF= FE RE

oA 2 F0F EAEA "ok 29 49
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+= rotational errorE X 51 i}, <] 9
rotational center Q& FTAHoZ gUE IA
3t AFHdeol AAFYRA A FH LR E
T uA g MY, AYDE A9 "
Aoz #AE Ao, AYS S+ ¢
2] 9] rotational center QEREIS] Ag ro
F7124E AXA At 22 EE rotational
center QEHE W ol FREUAFE
3= F7HeHA A ol 2 errore A
FA AAHA BgFog HAF $ o

oj3t 3 X-A AZFARAE )43 i
Ho| e JFHO 2 foramen spino-
sume A% MY FH|FEME AL
Rt A foramen spinosume FAESF 7}
4 & WAAE HolE sphenoid boned &
At GA, w5 A 91X o] do] Aoy M
A717F oA X-A ARR-A A EHA
Helthe HeA Madojx $toh a8y,
ojg} o AHFAL 7t #HE A
A3 e A3 FREZ FE A9
Fup o] EA3 22 rotational error7} =LA
ghdd ook H 10X B9 o3 T
AR FAARL A 7} ER-E-<L area A% A
foramen spinosum®] §2Z]o] G ¥ o] 7} &
e HAE B o]ot= bl E foramen
spinosume< AZA3F Aol crista galiol Al
FAAE WA H$E area A Fto =
2455 F#9 AU AR area DAAME
e Ao vs) w$ 2 dxE Bk
a2 AFAe I} T2ES g
2 3t Q3T YA 7Hed 3 Ee
ol e 279 F2ES M3t 43
3l Aol AT e QLF/FE Ao gF
RE A,

AR St He-E o] E w3
Ao A, Shah®} Joshi®, Farkas®} Cheung?,
B0eL $&0] F2H ¢ Ada e
o, vt} 2 Vigs} Hewitt'”, Chebib®} Chamma
W FHZo] $3EY ¢S Aday Ry
o2 AR AdtE oS AAEA . Fos-
berg”5 <] ¢tHHE|UIA $Ate) o3 £ X-

p

e
!

—

N

v o

AZSAIZ S o] &3 ATFoNAN T4 T
2 REZOE HIYHo X3P
$Z& A7 ZE-2Ql buccale, angulare, Ptm point,
coronoid process point®= L E%o] ©] ATt
stk =3 AW A A7) A buccale,
angulare, Ptm point, coroniod process point+
AZo] o Aol AL SFH Tt et
#5624 3 2L A, FY RITE
Fo3te] SAH3}RS A AT U¢HEH|
WAT BTN FY8de FF v ¢
9 $Ae ATk =8 FdTH |
AT Aol E {2 dE AolE HA
g5 gllon, A tA¥| AT A Bl
Aol ZFEHAT] Fo. AFWFH AVE
A AT tEn A BT A Fo]
okt Ao A 3FoY 2t wg &
$3L BAA FYAE A
B4 dHEn A AT AL S v
 £oH FAAAAE FYAJE 2ol
HolA] grotth ARAFAME AHFTo]
F9-Z HA A 22 gg BRI T4 4
o2 Q19 o supradentale, AHet A1)
A H-9} 2L dentoalveolar¥-¢ ol A= F A
o=
=]

o

2 o B K

]

] o dde &, $HAE RAd.
QAHF A o] Fol= vl F 2w 53| pog,
gonion, coronoid process point2] = ¢}t
o9 ok #F9 FH, ¢ AXFY Aol=
A3 rAn g Aol ol A XpolE AA
ot FF Fi4ol olF= HA(CCH
plane)< A A= & AolE BT} 9
RAE FAHFHXGNAM 9 AR <L
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AHH AL FAHAN A AFtE T8l 3
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ol AWAMUIAF Y EF FEt st
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AR oA JFL Wy gl T
g4 itk stdHATE nAF MddMe
3ete] growth centerghil A Zh3l ot 13
U A= growth centere oldAdx A%
Al o] 28 AL sl Aoz AR
ot} o9k e FAHAFE FAFH, A
Qlzle] JEgL wol UEY & FEAA AR
ZRE A7 Qo St Fo 3R
= BAF vdAF A7 adaptationS
Ao A sletFo] HEow HF Ao} dA
o] dojutA FozM HB| Y-S oF7]
JHA "o

Intercondylar widthe A3 Ay
a7kl #Fol 7 Gt EAlel A 119.80mm,
Azt A 11548mmA Tt 4714 &g 11
%E 1# A FAA 106.62mm, < &}l A
102.77mm %At} FAe A Mg AU 50
B YA 23 Williamson ol d+2H<
102.0mm(SD 10.0mm)E.th= Zi 3273 ¢
F3 AU GAE NFo 2 Lew™e] E
#9l 107.0mmetE ¥l &3 AT B A9
A% NYAS tld 228 Langlade” 9] 95.05
mm(SD 526mm)E vt Ft} ok Fx 9
QJIFZke] AolE HYey HESY A7|7}t
ZAgoernz © B A7 8% A E}

o]} A X-A AZAAEL )&% HY
AR ARFR XA ASAAE o] &3
Hweol Aol vjdlP ot BE F A
g A7 AL oY Aok Williamson™ 5 ©]
BEFE X-A AZSAALY od A XA
AZALAE o] 83 AFANE T X-HA}lo]
oA @olF niulA F& M= HH3A &
gehil FEL L ol fE o3 FAH XA
AFSAAAA #AEHE F2EH JRER
XA AZFARRGA #EHE FREO
2ol JAA A= gon, FARTE F X-A

AR A A& e FEIT 2] g2

HEolgtn A gk o3 T X-A
A& 32 F-H planed] B3 A AST
B A7 Fou HPIA ¢ Aede
L7} Wi $ Atk £ ARFR XA AS

IR B 24 135, 1994

AFR & frontal plane®] H3A3 AZASYEE
& o7t oy HPHRA ¢S Aed=
227} wf g A, aYBe g ol F3F X-A
AZARA A condyle?] FA4ANA HE go-
nion”7+ A& ramus height® WER) A X310
238 FARFR XA AZFAACGA o A
g3 vixds Y& Aotk EF o3FA
X-A ASAIR L Feote wingAL Mg 2
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g2 gixsteg o] 43 ddd ksl
¢ o) 2= o3 FF XA AFAL
A&GA 2o g e FARUR
8.3t}

o]3tF A X-A AZSANE AEng A &
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T 6S o BE3] RAEF vk 19 52
AV S FAEZ LT FAEA G
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FolFol Hadn F&Foe MY Aol
o Ax Z4AdE AL A3ESF Ad. =g
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e =&o] "t
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J8 5. CIHHIOINE FAZ LIRS 8tXie) & 0lst F8 XM ASAEY FAl=

AAe ol FAH X-A ASAHIEA )
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FAE vingozn uhAL
Aot AT E PolHux B ¢
At AT 403 Pfﬂﬁ]ﬂ]%i‘ S
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1. Foramen spinosum-& ‘_Qﬂ e F3 o]
TEAL ALRGgAN F ¢ #H ) e
BFA B3 FAAUA Hom Faro
2 245 ARt FolH ek 53 foramen

spinosum®] Y& F-YoA 713 Fe A

28 B4
2. Foramen spinosum& A3 Al crista

galiol A +F & crista gali7t Y& A

WA # - HAF Ao Fyo

Z4E F7lete] FRRANE g2 FF

Aol g p<0.015FY & HAE B

o}

3. Crista gali®l A anterior process of atlasS

AU Mo e FFH we) AN
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H
A

1z

—U Lo
g T A
=
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o g

o=, ¢ "AZE A A e
#e By
BT FHE AT BFo A vt o)

BAHRoH P An )R ZolA

N e S e ¢59 4E YA
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—ABSTRACT -

ANALYSIS OF SKELETAL FACIAL ASYMMETRY
WITH SUBMENTOVERTEX CEPHALOMETRIC RADIOGRAPH

Joon-Bum Park, DD.S, MS., Cheong-Hoon Suhr, DDS, MSD, PhD)
Department of Orthodontics, College of Dentistry, Seoul National University

This study was performed to investigate the midline having the least difference between the right and
left structure among the lines that had been used in the submentovertex analysis and secondarily to know
the distribution of asymmetry and it's degree existed normal persons and asymmetric patients.

The subjects consisted of 40 normal adult patients and 40 asymmetric adult patients. The computerized
anaylses from submentovertex cepholometric radiograph were carried out.

The results were as follows ;

1. The right and left difference of the perpendicular bisecting line between right and left foramen spinosum
was larger than the other midlines in the anterior area and it was decreased gradually as it progressed
posteriorly. Specially the difference of this line was the smallest in the area where there was foramen
spinosum.

2. The right and left difference of the perpendicular line through crista gali to the line between right
and left foramen spinosum was smaller than the other midlines in the anterior area and it was increased
gradually as it progressed posteriorly.

3. The right and left difference of the line between crista gali and anterior process of atlas was constant
and smaller than the other midlines.

4. Asymmetry was a common finding in both normal and asymmetry group and left or right dominance
of asymmetry was not statistically singnificant.

5. When the analyses were undertaken after submentovertex radiogram was divided into cranial base, upper
face and lower face, the more inferior part showed relative asymmetry than the more superior part.
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