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HRP-Pn (mm)
HRP-Sn (mm)
HRP-A’ (mm)
HRP-Ls (mm)
HRP-Li (mm)
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. VRP-Pg'(mm)

. Ul- Ls (mm)

. L1- Li {mm)

. Pg ~ Pg’' (mm)

1. G~Sn
2. Sn~Stms
3. Stmi ~ Me’

4. G~5n / Sn~Me’
5, Sn~Stms / Stmi~Me'
6. Nasolabial angle( °)
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H 1. A 200 OGSt OIEXQE A=K XolQl Jis E4 3 KO8 HE(n=30)
D ;

_ AS%E Median Range p value  Meduab
HRP-Pn(mm) - 0.00 -55~ 50 * 090
HRP-Sn(mm) 115 -11~ 34 Kk 120
HRP-A’(mm) 0.00 55~ 0.0 * 0.00
HRP-Ls(mm) -1.00 -35~ 20 ook 1.25
HRP-Li(mm) -1.25 -50~ 20 KK 150
HRP-B’ (mm) 0.00 55~ 05 0.00
HRP-Pg' (mm) 0.00 55~ 20 0.00
HRP-Me' (mm) -0.25 =30~ 10 ook 0.75
VRP-Pn(mm) 0.50 -1.0~ 30 ook 0.60
VRP-Sn(mm) 0.25 -15~ 23 *% 0.50
VRP-A’(mm) 0.00 -15~ 25 0.20
VRP-Ls{(mm) 0.80 -1.0~ 45 H¥K 0.90
VRP-Li(mm) 0.00 -35~ 25 1.10
VRP-B’(mm) 0.00 2.0~ 20 1.00
VRP-Pg’ (mm) 0.00 =30~ 28 0.50
Ul-Ls(mm) 1.10 -1.0~ 45 koK 1.10
L1-Li(mm) -0.75 -35~ 30 150
Pg~Pg’' (mm) -0.25 -30~ 20 #% 0.50
G~Sn(mm) 1.05 -15~ 35 ok 140
Sn~Stms(mm) -250 -45~ 20 ok 250
Stmi~Me' (mm) -0.10 -50~ 20 1.00
G~Sn/Sn~Me' (%) 410 ~-44~12.3 *ik 445
Sn~Stms/Stmi~Me' (%) -4.35 ~98~ 46 445
Nasolabial angle( °) -250 -18.0~105 350
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: statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.01)
. statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.001)
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HRP-Pn(mm) 0.0

HRP-Sn(mm) 0.0
HRP-A'(mm) 0.0
HRP-Ls(mm) 00
HRP-Li(mm) 0.0
- HRP-B'(mm) 0.0
HRP-Pg' (mm) 0.0
HRP-Me' (mm) 0.0
VRP-Pn(mm) 0.0
VRP-Sn(mm) ' 00
VRP-A’(mm) 0.0
VRP-Ls(mm) 0.0
VRP-Li(mm) 0.0
VRP-B’(mm) 0.0
VRP-Pg’ (mm) 00
Ul-Ls(mm) 0.0
L1-Li{mm) 0.0
Pg~Pg'(mm) ' 00

66.7 330

1000 0.0
1000 0.0
1000 00
100.0 00
100.0 00
100.0 00
93.3 6.7
933 6.7
90.0 100
0.0 100
9%.7 33
100.0 00
933 6.7
80.0 200
9%.7 33
1000 0.0
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Ol0] At OIS0 (12 28 MIEXIRH A=X X0 H S|
Fetaddol 5% 2mm o] 4+(n=16) Aepartol % 2mm o3 (n=14)
| e B
- AzgE Median Range p value  Median Range p-value
HRP-Pn(mm) 0.90 -15~ 48 * 0.00 55~ 50
HRP-Sn(mm) 175 -1.0~ 34 ok 1.00 -1.1~ 30 *
HRP-A'(mm) 0.00 -25~ 00 0.00 -55~ 00
HRP-Ls(mm) -1.00 -25~ 00 *ok -150 -35~ 20
HRP-Li(mm) 050 -40~ 20 * -150 -50~ 12 *
HRP-B’ (mm) 0.00 -2.0~ 05 0.00 -55~ 04 *x
HRP-Pg’ (mm) 0.00 00~ 20 -0.05 -55~ 02
HRP-Me' (mm) 0.00 -30~ 00 x -1.15 20~ 10
VRP-Pn(mm) 0.60 05~ 17 *k 0.10 -1.0~ 30 *
VRP-Sn{mm) 0.90 -05~ 23 *k 0.00 -15~ 20
VRP-A’(mm) 0.00 -15~ 02 000 -15~ 25
VRP-Ls(mm) 0.65 -05~ 45 * 135 -10~ 43
VRP-Li{mm) 0.35 25~ 25 -0.50 -35~ 15 *ok
VRP-B'(mm) 0.00 20~ 20 0.00 20~ 20
VRP-Pg' (mm) 0.00 -30~ 28 0.00 =30~ 20
Ul-Ls(mm) 10 -02~ 45 *x 2.00 -10~ 40
L1-Li(mm) -015 -35~ 30 -115 -35~ 15 *
Pg~Pg’(mm) 025 -25~ 20 -025 -30~ 05 *
G~Sn(mm) 1.30 -10~ 28 % 050 -15~ 35
Sn~Stms(mm) -2.65 -45~ 05 * -1.00 -45~ 20
Stmi~Me’(mm) -0.10 -15~ 20 0.00 -50~ 20 *ox
G~Sn/Sn~Me' (%) 490 -25~104 % 2.35 -44~123 *
Sn~Stms/Stmi ~Me’ (%) -4.80 91~ 18 % -2.35 98~ 46
Nasolabial angle( °) -1.00 -135~105 -3.00 -180~ 55

(D=A453 - 454)

(* : statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.05)
(x= : statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.01)
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E 4. SlQ20) 2 Ol==0i [ E OIEAQ 25X R0l * 1ol 44

HRP-Pn(mm) 0.00 55~ 50
HRP-Sn(mm) 175 -11~ 34
HRP-A’(mm) 0.00 -55~ 00
HRP-Ls(mm) -1.00 =30~ 20
HRP-Li(mm) 2.00 -40~ 1.2
HRP-B’ (mm) 0.00 -55~ 05
HRP-Pg' (mm) 0.00 -05~ 20
HRP-Me' (mm) 0.75 -3.0~ 10
VRP-Pn(mm) 0.75 -05~ 30
VRP-Sn{mm) 0.75 -15~ 23
VRP-A’(mm) 0.00 15~ 25
VRP-Ls(mm) 13 00~ 43
- VRP-Li(mm) 0.00 -35~ 25
VRP-B’(mm) 0.40 =20~ 15
VRP-Pg’ (mm) 095 ~3.0~ 00
Ul-Ls(mm) 150 0.0~ 40
L1-Li{mm) 115 -35~ 30
Pg~Pg'(mm) 1.00 -3.0~ 00
G~Sn(mm) 150 -15~ 35
Sn~Stms(mm) 2.50 -45~ 20
Stmi ~Me' (mm) 050 -5.0~ 20
G~Sn/Sn~Me' (%) 740 -4.4~12.3
Sn ~Stms/Stmi ~Me' (%) 445 -91~ 46
Nasolabial angle( °) 350 -180~ 50

0.40 15~ 48
*% 0.60 1.0~ 30 *
0.00 25~ 00
* ~-1.25 35~ 00 ok
*F 0.00 50~ 20
0.00 50~ 05
0.00 50~ 02
* 0.00 25~ 00 *
*% 025 1.0~ 17
025 15~ 20
0.00 17~ 1.0
* 0.80 1.0~ 45 *
-0.10 25~ 20
0.20 2.0~ 20
*% 0.00 08~ 2.8
% 0.70 1.0~ 45
-0.15 35~ 20
*% 0.00 2.0~ 20
* 0.25 1.0~ 28 *
*k ~2.00 45~ 05 ok
0.25 20~ 20
** 2.85 25~ 66 ok
* -3.70 98~ 2.3 %
-0.60 135~105

(D=AZFA - 43

(* : statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.05)
(»x ! statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.01)
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=0 90 Video imaging(Power Ceph® Ver 3.3)2] Hatz

H 5. M09 Fg OIS0 (12 2 210] B Him U KOl 2E
Bt Ao 5% 2mm )BT (n=16) Agetdntol 5% 2mm o3k (n=14)
ID| ID| S
ASYE Median - Range Median ~ Range p-value

HRP-Pn(mm) 1.00 00~ 48 0.00 0.0~ 55

HRP-Sn(mm) 17 0.0~ 34 1.00 0.0~ 3.0

HRP-A’(mm) 0.00 0.00 25 0.00 00~ 55

HRP-Ls(mm) 1.00 0.0~ 25 075 00~ 35

HRP-Li(mm) 125 0.0~ 40 0.50 0.0~ 5.0

HRP-B’(mm) 0.00 0.0~ 20 0.00 00~ 55

HRP-Pg' (mm) 0.00 0.0~ 20 015 00~ 20

HRP-Me' (mm) 0.00 0.0~ 30 115 0.0~ 30 *

VRP-Pn(mm) 0.60 03~ 17 0.75 0.0~ 20

VRP-Sn(mm) 0.90 00~ 23 0.50 00~ 75

VRP-A’(mm) 0.05 00~ 05 1.00 00~ 43

VRP-Ls(mm) 0.65 0.0~ 45 0.35 0.0~ 35 *

VRP-Li(mm) 1.30 0.0~ 25 0.75 00~ 20 *

VRP-B'(mm) 0.60 00~ 20 1.00 00~ 30

VRP-Pg'(mm) 0.65 0.0~ 30 035 0.0~ 40

Ul-Ls(mm) 1.00 0.0~ 45 2.00 00~ 35

L1-Li(mm) 175 00~ 35 150 00~ 30

Pg~Pg'(mm) 050 00~ 25 0.50 0.0~ 40

G~Sn{mm) 1.30 0.0~ 238 1.40 00~ 35

Sn~ Stms(mm) 2.65 00~ 45 125 00~ 45

Stmi~Me' (mm) 050 0.0~ 20 150 05~ 50

G~Sn/Sn~Me'(%) 490 0.0~104 350 20~12.3 *

Sn~ Stms/Stmi ~Me' (%) 480 00~ 9.1 390 08~ 98

Nasolabial angle( ° 350 0.0~135 4.00 2.0~180
(ID]=1d3x| - 45FA)
(x : statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.05)
(x+ : statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.01)
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¥ 227t AYE F U b 2 dFele
F& T IRLAA 6719 75'5«] Hl’“?ﬂ Al719) AR Jb & 201 CHSH CIEXIQE AR AIEX] 2t2] K0!
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00~ 55 0.90

HRP-Pn(mm) 1.00 00~ 48
HRP-Sn{(mm) 175 00~ 34 1.00 00~ 30
HRP-A'(mm) 0.00 0.00 55 0.00 00~ 25
HRP-Ls(mm) 0.00 00~ 30 1.25 00~ 35
HRP-Li{mm) 2.00 0.0~ 40 0.75 0.0~ 50
HRP-B' (mm) 0.00 00~ 55 045 0.0~ 50
HRP-Pg’(mm) 0.00 0.0~ 20 0.00 0.0~ 55
HRP-Me'(mm) 1.00 00~ 30 0.00 00~ 25 *
VRP-Pn(mm) 0.75 00~ 30 0.60 0.0~ 17
VRP-Sn(mm) 150 0.0~ 30 050 0.0~ 20
VRP-A'(mm) 0.05 00~ 75 0.20 00~ 17
VRP-Ls(mm) 13% 00~ 43 0.80 05~ 45
VRP-Li(mm) 1.20 00~ 35 050 00~ 25
VRP-B’'(mm) 0.90 0.0~ 20 100 00~ 20
VRP-Pg'(mm) 095 00~ 30 0.20 00~ 28
Ul-Ls(mm) 150 0.0~ 40 1.00 02~ 45
L1-Li(mm) 225 0.0~ 35 1.00 00~ 05 *
Pg~Pg'(mm) 1.00 00~ 30 050 0.0~ 20
G~Sn(mm) 150 00~ 35 050 00~ 25 *
Sn~Stms(mm) 2.50 02~ 45 2.00 0.0~ 45
Stmi~Me' (mm) 050 05~ 50 1.00 0.0~ 20
G~Sn/Sn~Me' (%) 7.40 20~12.3 2.85 00~ 66 ok
Sn~Stms/Stmi ~Me' (%) 455 08~ 91 370 05~ 98
Nasolabial angle( °) 400 1.0~180 325 00~135

(ID|=1424 | - 432

(* : statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.05)

(** . statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.01)
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TEF 52 ME0 AN Video imaging(Power Ceph® Ver 3.3)2| AMatg

#H 7. 08 &a= 020 2 24 EXQ A=K X0l & R0 44X
o] FE HAIBFE(n=13) ol R4 BE AP Z0=17)
D D
. A=%E Median Range p value Median Range p-value

HRP-Pn(mm) 0.00 55~ 45 0.00 00~ 50 *ik
HRP-Sn(mm) 2.00 -10~ 34 *k 0.20 -11~ 30 *
HRP-A’(mm) 0.00 -25~ 00 0.00 -55~ 0.0
HRP-Ls(mm) -1.00 -25~ 20 * -1.50 =35~ 00 #%
HRP-Li(mm) -150 -30~ 20 * -1.00 =50~ 12 *
HRP-B'(mm) 0.00 -20~ 05 0.00 55~ 05

HRP-Pg’ (mm) ' 0.00 0.0~ 20 0.00 -55~ 02 *
HRP-Me’ (mm) 0.00 =30~ 00 * -0.50 -20~ 1.0 K
VRP-Pn(mm) 050 =05~ 1.7 * 0.50 -1.0~ 30 *
VRP-Sn(mm) 0.00 -15~ 23 0.50 -15~ 20 *
VRP-A'(mm) 0.00 00~ 0.2 0.00 =15~ 25
VRP-Ls(mm) 0.50 -05~ 45 * 100 -1.0~ 43 *k
VRP-Li(mm) 0.00 -20~ 25 00 =35~ 20
VRP-B'(mm) -0.40 20~ 20 0.00 20~ 20

VRP-Pg’ (mm) -0.90 -30~ 28 0.00 -30~ 22

Ul-Ls(mm) 1.20 00~ 45 koK 0.70 0.7~ 40 *
L1-Li(mm) -0.50 -2.8~ 30 -1.00 -35~ 20

Pg~Pg’'(mm) -0.50 -25~ 00 *oK 0.00 =30~ 20

G~Sn(mm) 1.10 -15~ 25 0.50 -15~ 35 sk
Sn~ Stms(mm) -2.50 -45~ 05 % -150 -45~ 20 *%
Stmi ~Me' (mm) 050 -15~ 20 -0.20 =50~ 20
G~Sn/Sn~Me’ (%) 490 -41~104 * 290 -44~123 K
Sn~Stms/Stmi~Me’ (%) -4.50 91~ 18 *% 2.60 -98~ 46 *
Nasolabial angle( °) -3.50 -135~105 -2.50 -180~ 55

(D=3 - 4%)

(* @ statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.05)
(#+ . statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.01)

Ho B Sn¥97F H}slAl(Overestimate) Lsi-9
7} i e AL R o =9 (Underestimate) S H.of
Ut

atote] Aol Ligk Me' o 24 XA o
ZA7F ASAEY o] Z2 Aoz YERtth facial
proportion®] }oJX+= G~Sn, Sn~Stms, G~Sn /
Sn~Me'9] &£ Slo] §aE B EH], o|= Sn
7 Me'd] 724 HA|o|A 9 zto| 9} A= ol Yet
v Aoz B,

E o AA 8 AA g AR Aol BEE
A B g 2B -2mmo) A 2mm Aleld] EA) st
I AR 10709 FFelA 2mm Btk & e vel

WE FEo] &3t or o] Fo|A Snel 47 9
27} 33%E 7FE B2 H&S YRl thEe R
Pnel 34 97} 237 %, Ul-Ls 200%<] ol
o Y] 770 FEo A= 10% R¥re 2 Ve
o]Z mfo] Hol PFACRE 2mmolhe 2AE
WA T & 4 gl ey ¥ Power Ceph ZZ2 13 AL
A} Aetel| glo] Sn, Pn, Ls5¢} $1A]7} tha AA| 9=
27 d29 shsAgdol Hud S ¢ F Utk
AR o] o5 AR ] Wl glojA FH
g} uPPo sdotz MM o]EA] Sn& ANS pointel
30-50%, Pn< ANS 9 30 40% SFo 2 Ad o]%
39 B339, DannE & 0% 39 o5 S K

295



H0lE - e - 0l

L=

HXIwEAl 204 35, 19994

E 8. OIF &= 001 [I2 2 210 &M HiW & RO 28

0.0~ 50

HRP-Pn(mm) 150 00~ 55 0.00
HRP-Sn{(mm) 1.00 00~ 30 2.00 05~ 34 *k
HRP-A’(mm) 0.00 00~ 25 0.00 00~ 55
HRP-Ls(mm) 1.00 00~ 25 150 00~ 35
HRP-Li(mm) 2.00 00~ 30 1.20 00~ 50
HRP-B’(mm) 0.00 00~ 20 0.20 00~ 55
HRP-Pg’ (mm) 0.00 00~ 20 0.00 00~ 55 *
HRP-Me' (mm) 0.00 00~ 30 1.00 00~ 20
VRP-Pn(mm) 0.50 03~ 17 0.70 00~ 30
VRP-Sn{mm) 030 00~ 23 050 00~ 20
VRP-A’(mm) 0.00 00~ 02 1.00 00~ 75 *k
VRP-Ls(mm) 0.50 00~ 45 1.00 05~ 43
VRP-Li(mm) 1.30 00~ 25 0.50 00~ 35
VRP-B’(mm) 050 00~ 20 1.00 00~ 20
VRP-Pg'(mm) 090 00~ 30 0.20 0.0~ 30
Ul-Ls(mm) 1.20 00~ 45 1.00 00~ 40
L1-Li(mm) 200 01~ 30 1.50 00~ 35
Pg~Pg’(mm) 0.50 00~ 25 050 00~ 30
G~Sn(mm) 1.50 00~ 250 1.00 00~ 35
Sn~Stms(mm) 250 02~ 45 1.50 00~ 45
Stmi~Me’ (mm) 0.00 05~ 20 1.00 00~ 50
G~Sn/Sn~Me' (%) 490 06~ 104 290 00~12.3
Sn~Stms/Stmi ~Me' (%) 450 08~ 91 420 05~ 98
Nasolabial angle( °) 400 02~ 135 3.00 0.0~180
(ID]=]e5x | - A3A)
(x ! statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.05)
(»+ @ statistically significant by Wilcoxon Signed Rank Test, p<0.01)
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- ABSTRACT -

A study on the accuracy of profile change prediction by video imaging
(Power Ceph ®Ver 3.3) in Class Il two jaw surgery patients

Mi-Jeong Kwon, Hyoung-Seon Baik, Won You Lee
Department of Orthodontics, College of Dentistry, Yonsei University

There is a need for more accurate prediction in surgical orthodontic treatment. Video imaging is an important
technology in planning orthognathic surgery and educating patients about the esthetic results after treatment.
Preoperative and postoperative lateral cephalogram of 30 patients who had one piece Le Fort I osteotomy
advancement and mandibular set back by bilateral intraoral vertical ramal osteotomy with or without genioplasty
were used in this study. The computer generated soft tissue line drawing prediction were compared with the actual
postoperative cephalograms. -

The results are as follows.
1. 14 variables showed Statistically significant differences from 24 variables between computer predicted profile and

post operative profile
2. Most of the differences were found in the maxilla-related soft tissue landmarks.
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3. The predicted results were more accurate in the groups who had small amount of mandibular set back.
4. The predicted results were more accurate in the groups who had no genioplasty.

Most of these differences were within 2mm ranges. Therefore profile change prediction by video imaging could
be considered clinically acceptable.
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