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EVALUATION OF CONDYLAR POSITION USING COMPUTED TOMOGRAPH
FOLLOWING BILATERAL SAGITTAL SPLIT RAMUS OSTEOTOMY*

Kang-Young Chol, Sang-Han Lee
Dept, of Oval & Maxillofacial Surgery, College of Dentistry, Kyungpook National University

This study was intended to perform the influence of condyle positional change after surgical
correction of skeletal Class III malocclusion after BSSRO in 20 patients(males 9, females 11)
using computed tomogram that were taken in centric occlusion before, immediate, and long
term after surgery and lateral cephalogram that were taken in centric occlusion before, 7 days
within the period intermaxillary fixation, 24hour after removing intermaxillary fixation and
long term after surgery.

1. Mean intercondylar distance was 84.45+ 4.01mm and horizontal long axis of condylar angle
was 11.89+ 5.19%on right, 11,65+ 2.090on left side and condylar lateral poles were located
about 12mm and medial poles about 7mm from reference line(AA’) on the axial tomograph.
Mean intercondylar distance was 84.43+ 3.96mm and vertical axis angle of condylar angle
was 78.72+ 3.43’on right, 78.094 6.12'0n left.

2. No statistical significance was found on the condylar change(T2C —TIC) but it had definitive
increasing tendency. There was significant decreasing of the distance between both condylar
pole and the AA’(p<<0.05) during the long term(TLC—T2C).

3. On the lateral cephalogram, no statistical significance was found between immediate afier
surgery and 24 hours after the removing of intermaxillary fixation but only the lower incisor
tip moved forward about 0.33mm (p<0.05). Considering individual relapse rate, mean relapse

% A thesis submitted to the Council fo the Graduate School of Kyungpook National University
in partial fulfillment of the requivements for the degree of Master of Science in Dentistry
in June 1996.
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rate was 1.2% on L1, 50% on B, 20% on Pog 9.1% on Gn, 103% on Me(p<0.
05).

. There was statistical significance on the influence of the mandibular set-back to the total

mandibular relapse(p<0.05).

There was no statistical significance on the influence of the mandibular set-back(T2—TI)

to the condylar change(T2C—TIC), the condylar change(T2C—TIC, TLC—T2C) to the

mandibular total relapse, the pre-operative condylar position to the condylar change(T2C— Tl

C, TLC—T2C), the pre-operative mandibular posture to the condylar change(T2C—TIC,

TLC—T2C) (p>>0.05).

. The result of multiple regression analysis on the influence of the pre-operative condylar position

to the total mandibular relapse vevealed that the move increasing of intercondylar distance

and condylar vertical axis angle and decreasing of condyalr head long axis angle, the more
increasing of mandibular hovizontal velapse(L1,B,Pog,Gn,Me) on the right side condyle. The
same result was founded in the case of horizontal relapse(L1,Me) on the left side condyle.(p<0.

05).

The result of multiple regression analysis on the influence of the pre-operative condylar position

to the pre-operative mandibular posture vevealed that the more increasing of intercondylay

distance and condylar vertical axis angle and decreasing of condylar head long axis angle,
the more increasing of mandibular vertical length on the right side condyle. and increasing
of vertical lengh & prognathism on the left side condyle(p<<0.05).

. The result of simple regression analysis on the influence of the pre-operative mandibular
bosture to the mandibulay total relapse revealed thal the more increasing of prognathism,
the more increasing of mandibular total relapse on B and the more increasing of over-jet
the more increasing of mandibular total relapse(p<<0.05).

Consequently, surgical mandibular repositioning was not significantly influenced to the change
of condylar position with condylar reposition method.

Key words . Orthognathic Surgery, Relapse, Condylar position, Computed tomograph
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Fig. 1. Cephalometric landmarks. 1. Sella(S)
2. Nasion(N) 3. Subspinale(A) 4. Up-
per incisor edge(UD 5. Lower incisor
edge(LD 6. Supramentale(B) 7. Pogo-
nion(Pog) 8. Gnathion(Gn) 9. Menton

(Me) 10. Lower first molar cusp tip
6]

Fig. 2. Reproduction of Head position.
1. Mid line beam
2. Transverse beam

(Fig. 2) 28] FHEEZYE GF AN T
FAEE 5378 fJolg HAR) v
AFEFAN)E 443+ 4 (Horizontal re-
ference line, ON) & 71£22 Imm 7HFo =

e sl 35 988 A 2 v
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Fig. 5. Scout view for Coronal tomograph.

574

3 0 2 WA (Vertical reference line, 00’)
& 7o R 9o F AR AYSE 1 mm
HEog FASY AT YL A4 F U
Hile ©@F3EE o]&3tHL, oz JEd
dAlel AE AMey £F9 EFAd=
o] &3l H(Fig. 5). IFe] HgHL 94
She A aa'E VIEMOREI ASYEoR
H9-2 BFA01Y AY(mm’), 59 9=
A $4EE dAss AT J1EAA el
7459l Z5I5F9] AEZH(Vertical axis angle,
RCA) F&3F9] AIZZH(LCA) & A&
(Fig. 6).

Fig. 6. Coronal tomograph.
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sobEe] oF, BTy FH, Fed @
slobFel WME(T1, T2, T3, TL) ¥ %59
W3 (T1C, T2C, T3C) 52 A4z H5
3l7] $J8te] SPSS/PC* BAIEY T2 1Yo 8
paired t-test, ©<=3]7 &4 (simple regression
analysis) ¥ t}5 3 # &4 (multiple regression

analysis) & ©]8-3td AsHct.
m, A7y

1. 2 gSAIEX|2 ¥
D A3 93] 24 ASA 9 Hg %

F2)d A4 (Table 1-1, 1—2, 1—3, 1—4)

B5-9 WEA Alole HaAZE oF 84.4
mme|¥ F&FZe 93 11.89+ 5. 1933 11,
65+ 2,09, #3455 78.12+ 3.43F&
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7.347+ 1.775mmAE. AL gy 3
57 Agle HHEALAARE o) 83 HBW
oA 106.8mm, 122.6mm #HE®d|A1e] 103,
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Table 1-1. Change of the measurement on the axial tomograph

C. T. TI1C T2C TLC
measurement mean SD mean SD mean SD
MM’ 84.445 4.008 85.696 5.000 84.354 4.332
RCA 11.955 6.316 12.370 5544 11.628 5.747
LCA 11.893 5.194 12.600 6.342 11.662 6.563
RLD 11.645 2.095 11.689 1.669 10.630 1.788
RMD 7.163 1.923 7.189 1681 6.121 1.498
LMD 7.347 1.509 7.531 1.863 6.454 1.161
LLD 11.348 1.775 11567 2135 10.134 2.160
Table 1-2. Change of the measurement on the coronal tomograph
C. T. TI1C T2C TLC
measurement mean SD mean SD mean SD
mm’ 84.434 3.959 85.886 4.861 84.312 4.168
RCA' 78.120 3.437 76.675 4563 76.670 4.446
LCA’ 78.090 6.123 77.800 7.252 76.337 4.028
Table 1-3. Paired t-test on the axial tomograph
C. T T2C-T1C TLC-T2C TLC-TIC
measurement mean P mean p mean p
MM’ 1.159 0.161 -1.249 0.123 -0.091 0.760
RCA 0415 0.650 -0.742 0.243 -0.328 0.709
LCA 0.708 ..0.366 -0.938 0.398 -0.231 0.820
RLD 0.043 0.918 -1.063 0.008 -1.015 0.038
RMD 0.026 0.194 -1.058 0.003 -1.042 0.199
LMD 0.185 0.667 -1.078 0.022 -0.893 0.004
LLD 0.219 0.621 -1.433 0.012 -1.215 0.011
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Table 1-4. Paired t-test on the coronal tomograph

C. T T2C-T1C TLC-T2C TLC-TIC
measurement | mean p mean p mean o)
mm’ 1.452 0.007 -1.574 0.001 ~0.122 0.602
RCA'’ ~1.445 0.073 -0.005 0.995 ~1.450 0.090
LCA’ -0.290 0.673 -1.463 0.303 ~-1.753 0.200
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Fig. 8. Change of the condylar position on the axial tomograph.

A7) 8Z&0] wE ALF(TLC—T2C) oA
LMDE H#F 1.078mm(p<<0.05), &2 H]
st HF 0.893mm(p<0. 0D AE FA3HY
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Table 1-5. Change of the measurement on the lateral cephalogram

T1 T2 T3 TL
mean SD mean SD mean SD mean SD
SNA 30.245 3.968 80.168 4.183 80.195 4.033 80.335 4.120
SNB 84.070 5.000 79520 4.102 79563 4.158 79.845 4.325
ANB -3825 3.269 0.648 2.463 0617 2434 0.440 2.323

NN'A -3.127 4.762 2.018 18512 1.997 18508 -2.641 5214
NN'U1 2775 6.687 3164 6.372 3.068 6.500 2871 6412
NN'L1 7621  7.89 -0.838 6.195 -0501 6.217 -0.040 6.028

NN'B 1.121 9216 -6.922 7.748 -6.925 8.063 -6.240 8535
NN'Pog 4310 9.974 -4.268 8.696 -4.297 8.843 -3.333 9.106
NN’'Gn 0.327 10.372 -6.210 9.077 -6.221 9.293 -5.260 9.524
NN'Me  -4272 11.062 -10.679 8.744 -10.694 8.880 -9.842 9.013
over-jet -4.847 3.922 3952 2.089 3.568 2.201 2912 1412
over-bite -2132 2.157 1591 1.052 1.346 0.999 1.229 0913

HP-B 116126 6.291 113267 6.762 112791 6219 112789 6.769
HP-Pog 130926 8.544 127985 8.771 127961 8.760  127.576 10.001
HP-Gn 134402 9984 133436 7.890  133.259 7.871 133.610 8447
HP-Me 137542 7586 135401 7985 135363 7.877 135111 81721

Table 1-6. Paired t-test on the lateral cephalogram

T2-T1 T3-T2 TL-T3 TL-T2 TL-T1

mean D mean D mean p mean  p mean p
SNA -0.078 0.428 0027 0643 0140 0133 0167 0140 009 0339
SNB -4550 0.000 0043 0368 0282 0102 0325 0084 -4225 0000
ANB 4472 0000 -0030 0689 -0177 034 -0207 0309 42656 0.000

NN'A 5145 0220 -0021 0669 -4638 02656 -4659 0262 0486 0377
NN'U1L 0380 0370 -0096 0459 -0.196 0684 -0293 0541 0097 0.709
NN'L1 -8459 0000 0337 0017 0452 0114 0789 0007 -7670 0.000
NN'B -8043 0000 -0003 0987 068 0054 0682 0129 -7361 0000
NN'Pog -8578 0000 -0029 0812 0963 0027 0934 0050 -7643 0.000
NN’'Gn -6537 0000 -0011 0925 091 0013 0949 0014 -5587 0.000
NN'Me -6406 0000 -0016 0811 083 0023 0837 0030 -5510 0000
over-jet 8799 0000 -0384 0025 -0656 0166 -1040 0020 -7.759 0.000
over-bite 3722 0000 -0245 0060 -0117 0655 -0362 0223 3361 0.000
HP-B -289 0003 -0477 0274 -0002 0997 -0479 0206 -3.337 0001
HP-Pog -2940 0001 -0024 0173 -038 0502 -0409 0471 -3310 0.001
HP-Gn -0966 0407 -0177 0136 0351 0431 0174 0671 -0794 0461
HP-Me -2141 0000 -0038 0816 -0252 0348 -0291 0333 -2432 0.000

stebde) o] RESATHE RS UE  Agoz Ardy ok GuA $4Ald 3
Atka @ 5 o, FBIA(TL-T0]  AFsE Agolni® & Do HEF A5
FYARNE A WA Frork HerAAE o AT vk ddqch ANHY st
244 AT GA APl T o5 ASFEY 5% 5105 %} 1S Fig. o,
Gn, Me s} Fo] EA4 Ago] &g w4 o Ve uisich
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Fig. 9. Relapse of the mandible on the lateral ~ 38(T2C—T1C, TLC—T2C)dl " A& %93

cephalogram. of Wt HFHALAE APt 2 B
Table 2-1. Simple Regression Analysis : Set back(T2—T1) & Total relapse(TL-T2)

TL-T2 Multiple R <
T2-T1 SNA SNB ANB NN'A NN'Ul NN'L1 NN'B NN'pog
SNA 0.44931(+**)  0.23105 0.14485 0.05451 031720 0.57484(»+*)  0,37074 0.30544
SNB 0.30626 0.32279 0.15835 0.727502 0.09544 0.19266 0.32325 0.22603
ANB 0.22767 0.28304 0.15232 0.74765 0.03948 0.09132 0.25868 0.17267
NN'A 0.06064 0.02800 0.02412 0.99120(*#+*)  0,10070 0.07266 0.06290 0.12944
NN'Ul 0.30995 0.26770 0.13013 011218 0.84197(x*)  0.20489 0.12832 0.40566
NN’LI 0.25045 050678(x)  0.37031 0.45071 007544 027412 0.68572(+#%)  05464(x)
NN’'B 0.28074 0.54486(*) 0.35991 0.00225 021777 0,33737 0.62523(%*)  0.42097
NN'Pog 0,13989 0.10849 0.10399 0.03306 0.41362 0.30419 0.29010 0.00560

NN’'Gn 0.14927 0.58648(x*) 041150 0.00008 0.38240 0.31566 053783(x) 040017
NN'Me 0.12405 0.54691(x)  0.39619 0.23403 0.30710 0.28138 050188(x)  0.41483

over-jet 0.37694 0.35580 0.28481 0.37957 0.26580 0.18893 0.59309(++)  0.34633
over-bite 001325 0.22421 0.10206 0.02081 042520 0.1978 051862(xx)  0.50731(%)
HP-B 0.24813 0.20881 0.21626 004782 0.26104 0.03973 0.23194 031672

HP-Pog 0.00069 0.01353 0.09246 0.11034 0.41698 0.30570 0.06603 0.03528
HP-Gn 0.64206(»*) 035307 0.62078(%)  0.04073 0.19523 0.16622 1009468 0.14661
HP-Me 0.16389 0.18938 0.34421 0.10298 0.49604(») 018319 008777 0.23654
NN'M 0.14639 0.48663(x) 039821 001947 002127 0.1994 051862(x)  0.50731(%)

» 1 p<0.05, = i p<0.01, =+ : p<0.001
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Table 2-2. Simple Regression Analysis - Set

back(T2—T1) & Total relapse(TL—T2)

TL-T2 Muitiple R
T2-T1 NN‘Gn NNMe Over-jet  Over-bite HP-B HP-pog HP-Gn HP-Me
SNA 0.39076 0.42975 0.03899 0.04014 0.14485 0.20449 0.01862 0.00807
SNB 0.17208 0.19762 0.01303 0.19112 0.30347 0.15052 0.22097 0.20421
ANB 0.10336 0.12208 0.00615 0.18475 0.27895 0.11485 0.21854 0.20359
NN'A 0.22121 0.17959 0.07434 0.02153 0.04826 0.06620 0.01338 0.05788
NN'U1 0.46684 0.33698 0.84232 0.03706 0.11347 0.09056 0.68240 0.12508
NN'L1 0598100+*+) 0.54672(%)  0.84748(*x*) (.15652 0.17954 0.09996 0.03752 0.18543
NN'B 0.44876(x)  0.36524 0.02998 0.15982 0.37405 0.11242 0.14568 0.27923
NN'Pog 0.00643 0.04412 0.26192 0.11942 0.28050 0.06528 0.26727 0.19161
NN’Gn 050287(+)  0.36137 0.21586 0.04718 0.38729 0.01189 0.35102 0.39638
NN'Me 0.47282(x)  0.34683 0.16244 0.08948 0.32215 0.03688 0.31666 0.42471
over-jet 0.34633 0.36720 0.43375 0.14766 0.13856 0.12586 0.06892 0.14075
over-bite  0.01486 0.01692 0.28194 0.44597()  0.25058 0.1869 0.04302 0.21144
HP-B 0.24328 0.33809 0.28762 0.11185 0.11980 0.01479 0.30838 0.22853
HP-Pog 0.03960 0.035089 0.26730 0.10342 0.40934 0.14626 031179 0.26740
HP-Gn 0.03858 0.08894 0.11340 0.30250 0.23922 0.89655(**) 0.38186 0.38385
HP-Me 0.19613 0.25090 0.47294 0.01675 0.33018 0.18275 0.17349 0.33593
NN'M 0.45283(%)  0.42721 0.04756 0.07042 0.01918 0.15603 0.22559 0.00677
+ 1 p<0.05, »+: p<0.01, =+ : p<0.001
Table 3-1. Simple regression analysis Table 3-2. Multiple regression analysis
Variable Dependent p Variable Dependent p
T2-Tl TLC-T2C p>0.05 T2C-TIC TL-T2 p>0.05
T2-T1 TLC-T2C p>0.05 TLC-T2C  TL-T2 p>0.05
Table 3-3. Multiple regression analysis Table 3-4. Simple regression analysis
Variable Dependent p Variable Dependent p
TIiC T2C-TIC1 p>0.05 T1 T2C-TI1C p>0.05
TIC TLC-T2C p>0.05 Tl TLC-T2C p>0.05
Aol g-9Ao] 99 (p>0.05), stHF] 59 WEF(T2C—T1C, TLC—T2C)d 1
W3} (T2C—T1C, TLC—T20)°] % Adxk A= T tiste EFI AR Y& A3
(TL—T2) ol "= Gl oisted E33]7] 23 FAAL] F94L AT (p>0.05).

BEANYE AP 2 BAH] fA4L
A THp>0.05). & shetaFo] Fej(T1C)
7} atetato] walE(T2C—T1C, TLC—T2
C)ol m e Agko] ele] B3] HRAIAFY
< AT AF FAHL Fo80] N
(p>>0.05), &4 selZe JA(TDl e}

FEI(T1C)7t & mygtas
F@ol| chslo] =Esl7

4. &% sfeiTizel 3
(TL-T2)0ll Djxl=
A A3

4 SR WH(TION F A
(TL-T2)el mIE o hste] B34
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2}
o]

$EFqAME JFTA
Az el
AE(NN'L1, NN'B, NN’

25% 3

Pog, NN'Gn, NN'Me) ©]
(p<0.05). FHZFHFJA+= NNL1, NNMe
A Ze AAE BRHH(p<0.05).

22 Ao 2 Vel

Table 4-1. Multiple Regression Analysis : Condylar position(C.P.-Right Condyle) & total
relapse(TL—T2)

Table 4-2. Multiple Regression Analysis : Condylar position(C.P.-left condylar angle)

TL-T3 Multiple R p-Value Variables gggg;lagggag{e
SNA 0.13584 0.9587 mm’ 0.245
SNB 0.56639 0.0373 RCA,RCA’ ~0.481
ANB 0.38340 0.0952 RCA'RCA 0.383
NN'A 0.32030 0.1686 RCA’ 0.320
NN'Ul 0.32746 0.1587 RCA -0.327
NN'L1 0.46496 0.0389(x) mm’ 0.465(%)
NN'B 0.35414 0.12550 RCA 0.354
NN'Pog 0.55163 0.0458() RCA,RCA’ ~0.540(%)
NN'Gn 0.61067 0.0189(%) RCA ~0.609(*)
NN'Me 057793 0.0316(x) RCA -0.563
over-jet 0.12557. 0.5979 RCA ~-0.126
over-bite 0.60031 0.0224 mm’ RCA ~0.445
HP-B 0.41686 0.0675 RCA 0417
HP-Pog 0.25715 0.2737 mm’ 0257
HP-Gn 0.36506 0.1135 mm’ 0.365
HP-Me 0.35834 0.1208 mm’ 0.358
* 1 p<0.05, #* ! p<0.01, **xx : p<0.001

relaspse(TL—T2)

. total

TL-T2 Cp Multiple R p-Value Variables Sn%%?-la\%);ilaglfe
SNA 0.13584 0.9587 mm’ 0.245
SNB 0.56639 0.0373 RCA,RCA’ -0.481
ANB 0.38340 0.0952 RCA'RCA 0.383
NN'A 0.32030 0.1686 RCA’ 0.320
NN'U1 0.32746 0.1587 RCA -0.327
NN'L1 0.46496 0.0389(*) mm’ 0.465(*)
NN’B 0.35414 0.12550 RCA 0.354
NN'Pog 0.55163 0.0458(*) RCA,RCA’ -0.540(*)
NN'Gn 0.61067 0.0189(*) RCA -0.609(*)
NN'Me 0.57793 0.0316(*) RCA -0.563
over-jet 0.12557. 0.5979 RCA -0.126
over-bite 0.60031 0.0224 mm',RCA -0.445
HP-B 0.41686 0.0675 RCA 0.417
HP-Pog 0.25715 0.2737 mm’ 0.257
HP-Gn 0.36506 0.1135 mm’ 0.365
HP-Me 0.35834 0.1208 mm’ 0.358
* 1 p<0.05, ** 1 p<0.01, *#x : p<0.001
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AF (T PXe FF gt EF3| AL
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Table 5-1. Multiple Regression Analysis : Condylar position(C.P.-Right Condyle) & Mand.

5. =7 stetuiFe| "el(T1C)7t =8

Posture(T1)

o <E Multiple R p-Value Variable ggjfgerlafgg?off
SNA 0.23848 03113 RCA' -0.238
SNB 0.14148 05519 RCA -0.141
ANB 0.20768 0.3796 RCA’ 0.208
NN'A 0.26489 0.2590 RCA' -0.265
NN'U1 0.06803 0.7757 mm’ -0.068
NN'L1 0.13908 0.5566 RCA ~0.140
NN'B 0.14894 0.5309 RCA ~0.149
NN'Pog 0.34004 0.1424 RCA ~0.340
NN'Gn 0.17038 0.4727 RCA ~0.170
NN'Me 0.12647 0.5952 RCA 0.126
over-jet 032519 0.1617 RCA 0.325
over-hite 0.06546 0.7839 RCA -0.070
HP-B 057559 0.0327(+) RCA 0.532(x)
HP-Pog 0.72373 0.0067(%%) RCA' 0.519()
HP-Gn 0.44920 0.0469(%) RCA 0.449
HP-Me 0.65402 0.0087(+) mm’ 0.488

+ 7 p<0.05, ** 1 p<0.01, %+ ¢ p<0.001

Table 5-2. Multiple Regression Analysis : Condyle position(C.P.-Left condylar angle) :
Mand. Posture(T1)

TSP | Mutiple R | p-Value Variables Cr‘;l’gj%‘ft}g‘gtgrf
SNA 069159 0.0314 LCA’ mm’ 0.486
SNB 0.49498 0.0265 LCA’.mm’ 0.495
ANB 021413 0.3647 LCA -0.214
NN'A 0.68252 00160(+*)  LCA’.mm’LCA 0.467(%)
NN'UI 0.69322 00130(*)  LCA’,mm’LCA 0.588(%)
NN'L1 0.71526 0.0081(**)  LCA’mm’LCA 0.558(%)
NN'B 0.67394 00183(+*)  LCA’mm’LCA 0.556(%)
NN'Pog 0.63620 00360(*)  LCA’.mm’LCA 0.466(%)
NN'Gn 062354 0.0438(*)  LCA’.mm’LCA 0.537(%)
NN'Me 0.62909 0.6138 LCA’ mm’ LCA 0.598
over-jet 0.20347 0.3096 LCA 0.203
over-bite 0.16271 0.4931 LCA’ mm’ LCA 0.163
HP-B 0.62752 0.0480(*)  mm’LCA’LCA 0.5320(%)
HP-Pog 0.71349 0.0082(**)  mm’LCA’LCA 0.5189(%)
HP-Gn 0.71544 0.0083(**)  mm’,LCA’.LCA 0.4492
HP-Me 073149 0.0056(**)  mm’LCA’LCA 0.4879
+ - p<006, ** 1 <001, *xx - p<0.00]
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ez Jepsk(p<0.05). =HAY

=7 stehE e ¥ (T o F ALF(TL-T

Table 6-1. Simple Regression Analysis : Mand. Posture(T1) & Total relapse(TL—T2)

-T2 Multiple R
Tl SNA SNB ANB NN’A NN'UlI NN'L1 NN'B NN'pog
SNA 0.18989 037407 036040 0.09439 020313 0.06308 026298  (.28228
SNB 0.07082 031206 019511 0.20643 0.10542 0.09152 036687  0.20768
ANB 033835 002317 013909 042881 0.08336 0.06340 024180  0.02503
NN'A 014326 037818 036693 004862 0.12504 007383 030192  0.27742
NN'Ul 016271 029776  0.26845 0.03058 0.09981 021905 03152  0.15399
NN'L1 003058 0.47474(x) 040416 026016 0.12899 0.03383 0.53412() 0.37250
NN'B 0.00404 041599 031151 012722 0.15027 0.06463 0.48872(x) 0.29418
NN'Pog 015475 023130 018703 0.22849 029902 0.00615 005008  0.07979
NN'Gn 000349 041968 030727 020389 0.16358 008219 0.52274(x) 0.38852
NN'Me 035200 038769  0.20818 0.19082 0.13552 0.08894 0.47697(%) 0.26167
over-jet 0.21586 0.44792 035571 047153 0.08948 030537 0.53700(x) 0.48725(x)
over-bite 0.11052 0.12614  0.02420 0.02870 0.35207 0.00475 007417 0.16713
HP-B 0.04990 011650 015142 0.18438 0.06438 036769 027642  0.12266
HP-Pog 006002 002023 001040 023791 0.04267 021794 023825 008620
HP-Gn 026063 015123 026840 0.17688 0.00804 0.09972 024130  0.01424
HP-Me 013500 0.00691 0.00967 028384 0.04085 019422 0.24439  0.05390

* 1 p<0.05, #* ! p<0.01, *** : p<0.001.

Table 6-2. Simple Regression Analysis : Mand. Posture(T1) & Total relapse(TL—T2)
L-T2 Multiple R

T1 NN'Gn NN'Me  Over-jet Over-hite HP-B HP-pog HP-Gn HP-Me
SNA 0.18367 0.16571 0.29306 0.23128 0.09252 0.01683 0.11532 0.09565
SNB 020865 016065  0.16581 019601 0.14575 0.20071 0.07492 012179
ANB 0.09197 004456  0.10215 001904 011062 0.23193 025459 0.07016
NN'A 016337  0.17047 021825 0.19593 0.05238 0.07537 015712 0.063%4
NN'Ul 013264 0.08004 026225 010254 0.03303 0.10607 007736 0.03915
NN'L1 037106 028399  0.16986 0.16808 0.13736 0.01132 0.04502 0.15532
NN'B 032152 0.23155 0.20062 0.14657 0.13936 0.10021 0.01189 0.31096
NN'Pog 016923 005676 030230 017157 0.16666 0.05524 0.14130 0.11712
NN'Gn 03888 0.24521 020999 0.08728 0.13138 0(.08708 0.08670 0.15241
NN'Me 034367 0.2059 0.18489 0.08030 0.10177 0.05696 0.07068 0.15278
over-jet 0.52075(%) 0.44420(%) 0.10520 0.16350 0.22018 0.15806 0.00087 0.24590
over-bite 0.18440 0.19183 039975 0.16153 0.1648% 0.11847 010926 0.11244
HP-B 018051 0.15130 022524 006820 0.09585 0.44789(x) 035797 0.11940
HP-Pog 0.02718 0.03558 025640 0.29404 012029 0.45269(x) 036313 0.23725
HP-Gn 007895 006422 012687 0.32854 0.09050 0.74262(x*x) 0.35661 0.25614

HP-Me 008472 0.01706 015340 0.21465 0.00711 0.42300 0.23334 0.10440
* 1 p<0.05, ** 1 p<0.01, #%x 1 p<0.001

583



2o mAE g ity SEIARAE
A188%k A3} NN'L1, NN’'B, NN'Gn, NN'Me,
over-jet 529 AEFHA o] AEH ¥

& EYsE NNBolAMY FAgse g
Roz et (p<0.05). %= FHyH

HIAmE,

(over-jet) ©] &4 NN'B, NN'Pog, NN'Gn,

NN'Meol A gl FAdHFo] B Aoz eyt

tH{(p<0.05). &3, HP-B, HP-Pog, HP-Gn

59 ASAANA sty FHnHgo] 45

HP-Pogell M9 F3AE-go] Be Aoz 1

Bt (p<0.05).
v, I &l

1. sjliFEAS0l thsto] (sttntFeIX]
o] RiEA)

PR A48 Ao EN B
& AxFste gHHQ HEE FFHNE
A7 WA, old IR X Wl o
AFEF P dFE 7XA Heuw,
&7le] g3k AFdE 4 FF9 929 §
s Fgs] AFshs Aol Fasith,
A#del FYHLe AL QAN BT
A%, s, Welols ¥ HFRe 94 3
A, A7y W3, Sy Wise JE
Wl 98k F2 SAIAFATAEGY,
ol FAAIN G Y, dIEGY, ANsdd
FE9Y 5ol o] &HATGN.

ZAM A FAGAA GG EL vy 898
717 99 0.2mm Z1A19] FF3] WAL
A f7] @2 AFHoz PolEd
JE AYEE MG EEiA glo 27)9)
®ol AMgEo] vk I} Shore®s FAL
B FANGAIAEGE L FFe 9 &9e g
W 3579 o] FH T HAMAANRAG S o) F
Wapo]l dX8A FETh UL °)FPL &
A3 ZYGR o] et FRAFAGH] F3
Hi ol AE=rt 100902 3jehE o)
BAEQ ARG BAZ FASEY JFS
v, ZAEE FAWAM 0l AL #3
Zrol 200—25°, O°—10°E A+¢] HfFL oFr|stn
stetaFol JEAlole] 3] ol ofsf-o]

584

dokar s}t Aquilino?s #HF9] HEF
AR gheto] o2& ol ATA ALl A =
WHyo] 4l AT A@AEZo] Frfuc
49 g o] ATt [, =5 # $50L
o SHFF WAL ALZ & o] 831 QI HFe
FAL 2 $HYZLE SH3 SAHAFAY
AR EGAlY g ed, FAZT 9 £3
ko] MAd W7t At FESE ojga
G PANAR S 49 FHoz AFEr)
Yot dQeh. E§ Mongini®, AE®,
o] T FAAFNIAAAZ S @&
3-& vaste] SALAFAGALAAL Q) Bg
F4& Ao

FREGFIAAEEHS T 4¥8e A
WAooz el 7] b 353t A 2 35
FE2ke] Wl ok AF-oA gol AMg-E o
Somu-m, JJQd A AT ALR 9] Fg
W gl gAY AdEe] ggunw
o o]&EHUt HFPL OJFFAYAIMAA
e oBd 114, A5 sotolae @
AE BQFA R3thi 93, FH line &
AUFH o] HA FRE XA 89
AAE A4S Bastn @99 ARAo)
F&ated wlaa &gk Wiyl mogee
st aTo] ARAE A A WY U @
ToME AFetA] g sHh

ol HHWALMAIRY AP S FHS}
172 S EGHE S48 e 5P
AT @F3AM, ST DA A B5e)
Stefole] S A Bajo] 43t &F9irh
£TWL AN TEGE AFA YXHs
£ 78ttt 18yt Pandis§®L IR
ol wpetA dwzlolsl ARdEr} Zolx
FE 7 2A Jehdeg E43hr)d Z9st
il ed, & 2839 Aude 7R
FE o I 9XE ez Jygves
derziold] welrd Anrl ch2A Jelhdd
AlgRA Y ojgFe] FEE B A9
P45 o) g d7e L@tk s
£ GEFRFE o)E8F Ay =EERUD
Dol E YR H A I FF 7R 2 o
TAH 1.5cm & o431 Jlons e

-



Aol & flor WEshe 5l oty
3 AAZ AGdxgE dd9sirle oy
a3 eg SEEIHL 3T HFALel ]
ARAAE dFdted Y F8E B A
42Ql stetaFe WMo g dFele
3k e ALE AlgdH,

A A EEEGYe] AE o|F®
Helm (1983)*, Fjellstroem(1985)*”, Thom-
pson(1984)% Fo] FHW, AANH, FFH
A2 #ES FAEIAT SmithF™& MRI
¢} CT=98% —99% 9] AE3& 71A 3 vk
FRoen, FHd AdE AN FEIHS
ot 7% JHAL §lo] 2 V)%F sl
Bone algorithm& ©o]43lH Fx39 EFE
$5EA UERd F em® of7)d] Scout
viewE F3t9 e rEdE dR3n F
Hoa FALE FFozn wFIE #F9E
ol & Utk T3 ANFGFEGFRY
YA 7150 ARt 23 YA AEY
flo] 59 AL EQ FovE JsEA H
Atk 3FAIEE o] 2§ Ak CT Bk o34
CT7} &F3it#d e #&dle oS §oldit:
3 3.

et o] 2 g A o] ot tu e <
&2 A %o Spitzers Y FHW
oA ol AT Nasion Sl 7|FE
Ae AAsle sletE A FEGE AE9
stetatF Aot A&t Weld] uE dES
Seren(1994)*% 9] F¥AZo)A FH lined
JEHegse 44 373 AT dxT
Atole] HF-Heje} dpetaFe} FFAtole] A
#HEA dg AT Bl EFH3AG. ol
AAE ARG SEBIZXNY 4, £% 7]
FHE o]t FHEE dA3A LA
AS5E Scout View oA o] F5 Zwreka) %
Ao Mo AL At oA 7EdE
231 2mm 7HE 0. 8 A3 Seren® 3} Spitzer”
ol Aol €8 Imm A9 FAIE HE
AAA 3] B8] 2. Smith T Aol &<t
st Ao AldE #4937 Hd] #
AR e E9FAY %S o83t FAA
ZRgH e 199 FAPXNEL YAHLE

585

Digitizerel 93t} 98¢ ¥ #2o] 4§ &
Z%d] YeldE CT RullerE o]83te] 4=
21¢}e] HlE o]&3le] SPSS/PCt SAEA =
E2I9E o& BAs

2, slfnise| fIX|Hsto| chstod

stetHES Fed o] FAFHA st
&% Ao Fa3 A8tz FHEITa
g A gtem©, oF FFHXUIE &4
33 o]RAo] &F AL ojujgt FFE PA
=X sty Bl wolF k. ol HE
HFo) WY E EolEw g0 o] Fo] Fam,
Anay 4HdAo] A F8% FFE
oAde A7 oA AR EES
< b Fa3A ALHAGT P, R
SR Wil i dATe FAYAFAY
A&y, o EAMAEYY ¢ vsE
gWlo] g3 o] Fo)H o Serens I Spitzer
Lol 8] Agke] HMASUFEIHE ©
&3t

Twinzing® Swart®o] A3 AZx FAF
Aol oA sGAAFEEGE °1FY T
F92 Wl gt 718l =l ofstd
slet B g go] 45, BT FH o] A
AT FEZre] WaksA =Ho] A7 W
et SQA, WHlE?, BHESY, Hac-
key®™ 59 FAEL < ) FH = FF
AAYG Zxd 4 4 Fevhal sHen
ol EAFos B |79 e APYE B
Fch AT BE BAFHY fo8e 8
o FHFeE Anny £4HAFd de
wol FFrE Ao R A FFt
A7} F7Vske A ES Vel flor, o3&
HAUAIAAL A E G Y& ©]4-3 Raveh™ 9t &
AstaFE9yg o83 Spitzer"’d] A<
B3 2AE BHo F3 QAT

IF wslgd &5 AdAlold vehde
@A 3t BHue A glert, owt
Petersson®™, #E? o] &F Add &F
FFolEaE ARAAAI ok ey B
ATNME e AFAE Ry FYPo, =3¢ &3
FFPeo] W& &F F5usFe] it 4



A% BAH S8 90eH ol& Ca-
rterS9e] A7 YAFAL. Gt &F A
ARRAT EANY FAHe AT HEe
Azzte ZNE gase AP mgon
e olERWANMAAE olfetd ATH
mREe A7e YAlss.

2 QFdAE BN usle daste
ol4dkA AT Solxst HFe) el
9g ol ESYonE, &% Fr|nF Ass
gaste] YRo) 7EYe 1 e Aw
2ol T 52 (p<0.05) HFe] AHA B
et 2ABRY JFHo 2 AYee vlEe
APwele gz etdEsade ¢F 1
A g 72 AEEE 37 2% T
483 YT H5de] 9% A5 A
AHQ oj5el] Qste] H5e AR} A
PATL FEHAT ARNYE o5 B
ST ST 2ANBHY o Fo] et
27159 977} dastele AlgE,

3 HEFASAN FFAANEEYE F

il
2

o to ¢

Wk, WS WA dojdrta SR
BEYEY] T8 AAZ AAE BFo 3
Wkl Bk ATE AR gkot JFe
2E "M WE #ASY] HEME
AEAFol B & ATHHE o) &sld AN
Aol e 5o JRSte] oidk Fr4E<l
A7t BasiEEt Als g,

wEA] FFEAEEES o8I IFFEE
A4S A|AL GF GSFEE ATA A
o|2 Q&te] AU FFolF- nu]dly
BEE Yivtn

Pe i il it

=
=% Al FF%E A

Azrar,

3. 5= &% xfol| cHstof

19734 Astrand ¥ Ridell® o] 3}} L E &9
iste] P Ade] Qkm A¢ 8H oA = 1980
@ ERAAE &3 A st B8
el Rt =BT SAW R E) 9@
N, AnAd BARE Hasty) 98 9
3 etmAd st AF Bl Fol

586

2o E

Aol wtet &5 ARAJH Bt ol &%
FHEF, FEAL, AVAEL BHAAN &F
AT A7 xHo] Hojgtorw 53
44 38 ¥ALYY Ao ALaLE o
ofglix}l gt AFIE o] Fo] FHymenw,
Reitzik® # Kobayashis®& &9 3% 3}
FE T Adse] [ANA gutdon ¥

Elgo] F48 AP wria Euslgoy,
Sorokolit?, Michiwaki® %& 3tetfg gy}

A AL G Atoldls BAF F9480] vg
Ux et 9o, ¥ AT A e steE e
&3, €% H3F(T2—- T o] FAdg
A= G ek SR NN'L1 (T2—T
Dol &4% NNB(p<0.001), NN'Pog (p<
0.05), NN'Gn(p<0.001), NN'Me(p<0.
05), over-jet (p<<0.001)2] ZEALF(TL—T
2)o} 1, NN'B(T2—-TL 7} €4% NNB(p
<0.01), NN'Gn(p<0.05)¢] FAdzgo] =
3, NN'Gn, NN'Me(T2—T1 7} &5E NN
B, NN'Gn(p<0.05) 9] FAjdgo] & Aoz
Yebdth, E NN'M(T2—-T1) ] &45 NN'B,
NN'Pog, NN'Gn(P<0.05)2] FAZFo] &
Re g Yelyth & Avtzo s &et3E o]
BE 52 Ade] B Aoz ey SR
olF EaAoA L B2 ddde ¥
A8HA] kot AT volrt driEez
HoAAM o B¥7l #5359 L 4FE
o] Pt 7] HEolga AlsEHY F ul
F717ke) fFel a7Eh

< 31 FE&F gL HidA et
A EHo] T FA(G3A) g Ado] o
Wo] HI Jg Wil stk ol 79 4
Z3, &89 FY37td 9 9Folga #
ZFEenn ol#F T4 AxAd Yt B
& FAFePo] AFF u AT B ATl
ME 9 dxFe 988 453 2 5+ 3
=), 3F9 Futolgdx BFetn detFe
AWes F94 e ALE BHo F3ony,
ol B mAdA ¥EF &F FV)HEA
FetH 0] 3.34mme] FAE HAE £5°
9] 474}, Goniono] FANA F7I1HEA
g o g ol Fgrhe e a7, 18



I ad@de] FuRAFFY 7Z4AE ¥
AP ATFE F5s BEv B m4dA
ALE FIANFFTEGE S S ATAE
AR 2 g1 glovE Ued] FH2F Ao
o3t S48 F4o AAE AGsUldE 3
FA gonm £35%, 5Pl AHF hE
AR AR HAAQ] JelEom &
LAEHo] A HolAe WFoR o
oAl HaL o]Ae] AL ofrstEE AR
"o},

=73 sk Feol mE &3 AL =0
e A7e F2 dEuA®, AFHnA
59)’ 7“_?_31‘—@3,63.70.71) %‘_O_.i O'I'?_o] ;9‘_9_14. %;ﬁ
stekgel SF(TDol ¥ ALHF(TL—-T2)d
X e JF thdte] B3 d77 A9 1ot
2 AFA Hrld dstey deEIARAE
A8% A3} NN'L1 NN'B, NN'Gn, NN'Me,
over-jet 5 ASHA sletFe] AEE ¥
A& HYSFE NNBoAY FALHFE B2
Aoz JePdth(p<0.05). T SR
(over-jet) ©] &4 NN'B, NN'Pog, NN’'Gn,
NN'Meol A 9] FAdao] Be Aoz el
Hp<0.05). ATt 7)ol = =T HHo]
Hol A kol FrHHl dAF-UF Tasiti
Alg gt}

sletaFel W3 F(T2C—TI1C, TLC—T2
C)o] & ALZH(TL-Td nX& G o)
o] BRI ARAE A A FAAQ
Fre Aol LRNTHp>0.05). ol FFHAE
E5g ol&3lY IAFE AHHANAL GF
obe] HEE AT o= Aste
A7le HFolEL vusld &% Adde
A vA FEE ofUy) wEolsti A
B3 B wde] A5 41y 22 A E
Ko Fu.

&4 dTe Fu(TIO ) FALH
(TL—-T2)el WX & G| st E333HA
4E A 29 EAFqAs I35t
A7t dar F35H7re] A AtEZe] 245
shekZe] £3A< AW(NN'L1, NN'B, NN’
Pog, NN'Gn, NN'Me,)o] & Aoz e
S (p<0.05). FHEIH}F]4+= NN'L1, NN’

£
o
_=3

587

MedA & AHRE BJH(p<0.05). ol
72 FejUt skt E e Felo] mXe 9ol
e AR AT} strEe) Feo A
Fol v & G g AL A} 2o
qulE Mg & & it

Wisth™®&= AldEddeo] B3 ot
A& 7N Qo 108 AFE Ao s
Aol 2—3mm 7} AT FFHen ol
=% 26% 7T ARHALS UelllE RHol
I HRLT £F 670 7A ESA Y
HE ZHIOHA e IHAET o Aol
2o dtuo), skXwt i el Ao e
932 &dr}, Ingervall 59L& 1.8mm 7}
A= .27 B pointol 4] 18%, Pog A 20%
ALE QL& BastRen oA A g
£ BT 9.06mm FHOIFE 208F 654
1mm ©]¢e] Adg #FE F AL Bl
At &% AAAE % BAFEE X
a5 A7 RFA ] FAEF(TL-T2) & NN
L1, NN'Pog, NN'Gn, NN'Me, over-jet 4]
SAAA F40l i1 (p<0.05), NN'L1
oA 1.2%, NN'B <}A 5.0%, NN'Pog °l1A
2.0%, NN'Gn 9|4 9.1%, NN'Me <A 10.3
% & FAEFE BIom, AV|RIAA Y F
Ak AL FAZHLE FAANE AL
g Holx| gigkon AAH o2 B ) FF3]
AAAdel ok & 4 U

4, stetutFol Hefe stetgol deljo that
AZAIEAMO| Cistod

stetabro] Hejel HXlo] i AoiEQl
77t oE ] wiEe]l e ® X<}
stetE e B X Al FAAA ) tF
A7t GA olFo A & ATkl At
AENE 37 FAuFETo FAdETRY o]
BHFALAMAA RGO A 9] A32ho] 2 A
vebdtia 3td.em, Serens®S- Mk
EFHL FAY 5 AFE LT F A,
A AQ] HHE BAFE F 9lan, ol e
g, H¥, FHgl g JAd IS
74 7FsA 3 sta 44 37 A

At ARET Ateld FHFHH, @i



FF € A5 ZEZd g vy &
A4 37 FARA PR AR T B 359
AFdole &1 UZdole 2dn AYITFLS
2+ o8 vg wom 7 FFze] ¢
e Aow B YT,

ol B JdTFET F HSHFAAMY FA
B4 2 Zon ¢&AFME FAFY
oo gAY FYS AFS Ve,
A GFEFH-g 0|83t setaTof sk
o AR HQ EAHE AR A7 & AT
Serens® 9] AT AL A Qe 4F
o8 39 grFel A7t ZastgE At
gd,

5. SAXz|of cHstod

77 dmAge] AddE B3y, ¥
A B ZAHE B3] QJFslaL, 1 sk
&b S Wile Re BA%E A
2o 9&3A "Hoka & = Yo, 53] o
ARFEF Ade JertA] alol BgFozn
#E3Y] wifel Fa g FAVH]
SEHI 3lon 7He HeE % Hae] dde)
o YA 3L Aok, B AFAME of 271X
EA RS ALt et e 4
ToAME GFIARAEE AT ol
st ro] o) FH ko] AR Ao g goF
I ME %S A ¥e A9EsrA 8a0t
EfF oz 7= Q7] Wigelt), & FF9
22y, A7, aga $F A AR
Hlej& o), 18n BT oHHL M2
AREZY A4 UehdA AN E A9
AAG, & F9F 459 YT SHUELS

ME FARAEI} & A2 YERA mE A
g3t ot.

A HEANEE 5% —60% 2 AR}
wet ul- TekskA BEaEi e ole 3
Ao H47t FAEe FAel utel 2] thzy
B et 399 HAglel AT
NS AEE B9E HR @) Wi Y A
o]t}®, Maclntosh®& EEHAATE 7Fo.
B FEAALA A EAF 9 A Pogonion® B3 o]
1.0mm, 1.0mm—4.0mm, 4.0mmo|% ®H3k
RE 42 %1, %2 , %318 AL %29+ %3
gho] A 99g ZEvhal ), Fra-
ncos”& Pogo] A7|7t 34 7|7k% Ao 55
RO 3Tk Mo} 91 & A7 A o)A
Gnathion®] %3 Alo]FHS 1, 0mmeol s},
1.0—2.5mm, 2.5mme]dog TE, FAE
A3 30% o FENEE 2Yda sk 8
AEk o) E9 AL AL FEd 97 st
o]FHo] &F AP F2% JF& e
Hu*®g 3188} F3 @3] &30 ¢
Aol =gEo] glo] ol Aol ther
78] AAge] goka & 4 gloh, Table 7
Aed qdeiidz B A79 Aves A
45 Aotk Mo} 9] ATz sldH 40% —
60% 2] AL-&E Boli 9o Maclntosh™ <]
ATE AL HA] H]&3 ARE
AR, T e 82 L] AN
ARSI Qe WHos FolFTHe HHd
Aol W& v &R UiE AR 8.4% ol A
13.0% 7hA) WElskT), SRA]RE o] A& iRl
A JENA] 23] AL A7 A
d3E =& ZateE AlgEnh. aEsy

O, I~
=T

Table 7. Comparision of relapse rate statics(%)

Method Suh and Min" Maclntosh™ Kim et al’’] Study

Imm [1-25mm| 2.5mm Imm |1-4mm| 4mm average: |individual
below (+2) over below | (2+) over average statics
(+1) (+3) (1+) (3+) (96)

L1 55 35 10 55 45 0 9.3 1.2

B 50 45 5 50 45 5 4 50

Pog 60 20 20 60 25 15 10.8 2.8

Gn 45 40 15 45 50 5 145 9.1

Me 60 25 15 60 35 5 13.1 10.3
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