TR AR

ARohstm Asus oot ek, 7

Abstract

AT ZICIObH 2| TIMEX] Vol 25 No 2 1999

o Fhefet A3 7okl o) e A

A DEVELOPMENT OF 3 DIMENSIONAL CEPHALOMETRIC ANALYSIS SYSTEM

Sang-Han Lee, Tae-Geon Kwon, Jong-Bae Kim*
Dept of Oral & Maxillofacial Surgery, College of Dentistry, Kyungpook National Untversiry
Depz. of Dentistry and OMS, College of Medicine, Kexmyung Universuty* Taegu, Korea

Diagnosts of dentofacial deformity needs three dimenstonal comprehensive understanding of cramotacial skeleton Eventhough three
dimensional computerized tomogram has been developed, the quantified measutement analysts 1s merely depend on cephalomeric

analysts In our pilot study using the ordmary cephalometric 1adiogram which 1s commonly used m clirical basts, we tned 1o 1econ-

struct three dimensional coordinates from tontal and lateral cephalogram taken from five dry skulls attached with small metal ball To

evaluate the reproducibility of the cephalogtam, mntra-exammer error was measured and compated with the three dimensional coords-

nates Fourteen linear measurement of dry skull and three dimensional value has been compared

The results were as follows |

1 The mntra-examner crror of the two dimensional cephalogram showed a similar vaniation below 1 mm i frontal and lateral cephalo-

gram The error ranged from 0 11 - 0 13mm 1 the case of frontal cephalometrics and 0 12 - 0 57mm tfor lateral cephalometrics
Three dimenstonal coordinates showed relauvely high 1eproductbility except 7 coordinates ouf of 90 (7 8%) The average error of
the single measurement of x,y,z pont shown 1o be 0 04+0 21mm, 0 01£0 0tmm 0 0810 08mm

2 Compare the 14 linear measurement of dry shull and thiee dimensional measurement, the mean difference was 01321 54mm,
tanging from 2 59+3 00mm (L-Co, R-Co) to 001+0 38 (ANS, L-Or) From the result by taking 1eul value percentage rate by 3
dimensional measurmg value, the mean value was 100 7413 92% and the measurement which showed the most shortening com-
pared with the real value was the distance hetween R-Or and ANS (97 75+ 3 11%) and the most enlarged measwement was the dis-

tance between L-VMC, L-VIC (106 59420 33%)

3 However, compare the real value and two dimensional cephalometnie radiograph, difference between the two 15 significant degree

which huinder the use of two dimensional measurement m ¢hnical situation “Thrs potential pitfall of the cephalogram mught be over-

come by using our three dimensional coordinate system

If the reproducibility of the frontal and lateral cephalogiam 1s achieved, major concen related o the accuracy of three dimensional

measurement 15 conect detection of anatomical fandmark  Further invesngation of anatomical mvestigation of facial skeleton will make

this system mote accurate and popular m clmical field

Key words 3 dimensional analysis, Dilot study
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Table1 Definition of the cephalometric Iandmarks
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Fig. 1. Schematic drawing of biplanar radiography
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Table 2. List of caliper measurements, three and two dimensional measurements
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L-UMC, R-UMC A ] (8-14)
L-LMC, RIMC A& (16-22)
LCo, R-Co A 2627
L-Go, R-Go 7 2] (28-29)
ANS, L-Or A8 (7-2)

ANS, R-O1 718 (7-3)
L-UMC, I-UIC A 2] (8-10)
R-UMC, R-UIC A 2] (14-12)
L-LMC, L1IC A 2 (16-18)
RIMG, RIIC A& (22200
L-Co, Me A&} (425)

R-Co, Me 78] (5-25)

Na, Me A2 (625

Na, ANS AZ (6-7)
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Table 3. intra-Judge errors of frontal cephalogram (The mean
standard deviation of the difference between replicate
determination, mm)

" X- coordination mortjma‘mn
. Mean SD 95%CL' Mean SD .. 95%CL
L-Or 001 015 022 02 051 073
ROr 008 02 032 013 019 027
L-Po 002 02 04 013 019 027
RPo 003 025 035 002 04 003
Na 006 0% 071 004 029 04l
ANS 010 018 020 019 016 022
IUmc 006 025 03 005 024 03
LUmr 001 024 034 003 009 012
Uic 003 015 021 003 021 030
LU 008 024 03 012 022 0.32
RUic  H07 036 052 022 026 036
RUr 014 024 03 010 024 034
RUmc 000 027 038 014 011 016
RUm 006 032 045 0l 024 034
Llme 004 02 029 029 024 035
LIme 002 031 044 001 014 020
L-Lic 013 02 031 010 014 020
1 007 016 022 039 024 033
R-Lic 016 014 020 023 018 020
R-Lir 014 017 024 03 030 042
Rlme 012 02 029 005 016 023
RLmr 003 028 040 027 025 035
Pog D05 023 032 0l 030 043
Me 022 007 011 004 0.30 043
L-Co 003 019 027 018 049 070
R-Co 0.05 028 039 15 027 038
1-Go D08 026 037 024 031 044
RGo 004 030 043 022 044 063
Mean 002 008 035 008 016 036
95% CL  95% confidence himits for single defermmation (+ p<005
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Table 4. Intra-judge errors of lateral cephalogram (The mean

standard deviation of the difference between replicate

determination, mm)

- coordination Y-coordngion

| "Mean SD 95%CL Mean  SD  95%CL
L-Or 015 026 037 042 014 020
R-O1 009 034 047 000 on 016

L[Po 0.04 019 027 009 01 016
R-Po 003 020 029 012 011 015
Na 008 017 025 012 008 012*

ANS 002 027 038 011 010 0.14
L-Umc 0.03 016 0.23 007 014 020
L-Umr 0.02 029 041 015 010 015
LU 001 020 037 031 011 015*
L-Unr 001 03 04 015 019 02
R-Uic 021 016 022 028 019 026"
R-Ur 0.02 0 24 035 024 016 022
R-Umc 012 024 034 11 023 033
RUmr 023 016 023 013 016 022
L-LIme 005 032 045 .08 015 0.22
LT 006 027 0% 007 017 (24
L-Lic 0.05 036 051 018 011 016*
1L 003 0.20 037 013 014 019
R-Lic 001 027 038 020 020 028
R-Ln 011 027 038 016 0.19 027
R-Lme 015 015 022 002 017 024
R-Tmu 000 (.31 041 010 022 03l
Pog 012 040 0.57 12 010 014
Me 013 0M 048 006 011 0.15
I-Co 013 0% 0486 009 014 020
R-Co 008 023 032 001 021 030
1-Go 021 027 038 005 028 040
RGo 005 038 054 0.00 024 034
Mean -0.05 000 039 013 009 023
9% CL 95% confidence limts for single determmation (+ p < 005)
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Table 5. Intra-judge errors of three dimensional cephalogram (The mean standard deviation of the difference between replicate

determination, mm)

X- coordination Y- coordination Z- coordination
Mean SD 95%CL  tfest Mean SD 95%CL et . Mean SD . 95%CL test
1-Or 001 004 006 029 0.06 008 014 004 0.08
R-Or 007 013 018 0.10 007 011 008 0.00 000
L-Po 002 007 010 010 008 011 004 014 020
R-Po 003 003 0.04 00 009 012 002 015 0.21
Na 005 00 003 003 002 003 007 010 015
ANS 000 000 000 014 00l 002 * 002 002 002
I-Ume 006 008 011 005 009 013 003 009 013
L-Umr 001 0.02 003 0.08 001 0.02 * 002 000 0m
L-Uic 003 0.02 003 012 010 0.15 001 009 013
L-Un 008 005 007 001 002 003 001 005 007
R-Uic 007 015 0.21 022 006 008 x 018 008 012 *
ReUrr 013 020 028 006 001 001 003 003 004
R-Umc 000 002 003 002 006 008 010 009 013
R-Umr 006 02 029 011 007 0.10 020 006 009
L-Llmc 003 016 022 0.17 004 005 004 0.04 006
AL 002 025 036 003 002 002 005 014 020
Ik 013 015 022 008 005 007 003 007 0.10
L-Lir 007 013 018 0.24 004 005 . 003 002 003
R-Lie 015 000 001 002 002 003 0.00 002 003
RLir 013 00 0.03 024 011 016 009 0.05 007
R-Lme 012 015 021 002 002 003 012 005 007
RLm 003 004 005 017 0.02 003 000 000 001
Pog 005 014 020 011 003 005 0.10 006 0.09
Me 020 000 000 * 0.00 001 002 012 001 001
ICo H03 005 0.07 012 006 008 012 0.09 012
R-Co 004 004 006 006 001 001 007 003 004
1-Go 007 01y 027 013 0.02 004 018 016 0.22
R-Go 004 023 033 012 003 004 005 0.12 017
Mean 004 021 030 001 001 002 008 008 011

9% CL 95% confidence lmits for single determmation (*+ p < 003)
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Tableﬁ Intra Jjudge errors of caliper measurements (mm)

R L Mean(lsl) Mean(2nd)" """ Difference .~ . 8D aﬁwew
1 L UMC R-UMC 4548 4530 009 015 021
2 [AMC, RIMC 4248 4270 013 019 027
3.1-Co, RCo 0134 9170 035 0.40 057
4 1:Go, R-Go 7194 7180 0.04 009 013
5. 1-Co, Me 11296 11300 010 011 0.16
6 R-Co, Me 11096 11080 0.10 015 021
7. ANS, L-Or 3044 3060 005 011 016
8 ANS, R-Or 3046 3050 010 011 016
9 L-UMC, L-UIC 2206 2170 043 054 077

10. R-UMC, R-UIC 22.22 2240 018 0.24 034
11 1-IMC L-LIC 3040 3000 015 027 039
12, R-IMC, R-LIC 3126 3130 020 023 033
13 Na, Me 81,76 8180 013 016 022
14, Na, ANS 3642 3670 017 0.26 0.37
Mean 016 022 021

Table 7. Discrepancy between measurements of three dimensional cephalogram and dry skull( mm)

e CiNet N2 Nod .., "No4 . Nob ' . “Mean " 8D
1 L-UMC, R—UMC -161 034 451 0.80 028 -1.04 215
2 L-IMC, RIMC 204 026 492 034 552 247 267
3 LCo, R-Co 656 215 465 0.56 015 259 300
4 I-Go, R-Go 036 0,14 004 106 053 001 0062
5 1I-Co, Me 004 019 004 010 068 0.22 027
6. R-Co, Me 0.14 003 0.07 029 0.25 003 0.21
7 ANS, L-Or 029 012 010 032 0.60 001 038
8. ANS, R-Or 039 078 0.24 008 376 -106 155
9 L-UMC, L-UIC 071 5.01 415 012 119 024 331

10 RUMC, R-UIC 177 289 056 020 -102 005 179
11 LIMC, T-1IC 071 0.22 098 -128 061 076 040
12, R-IMC, R-1IC 080 001 214 -107 -136 010 143
13 Na, Me 465 085 -2.08 -146 269 049 295
14 Na, ANS 083 0.16 070 0.83 -118 0.42 079
Mean 013 154

2 MEX| 2 3R FRYUAMARR A Z X[ 2] R}O|
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Table 8. Percent discrepancy between caliper measurements and three dimensional measurement (%)

No 1 No2 No3 No4 No5 Mean 50
1 L-UMC, R-UMC 97 10 10077 9305 10139 9956 9837 340
2 IIMC, RIMC 104.20 10107 109 34 X 37 10898 104 59 452
3 1-Co, R-Co 10642 10235 10381 9953 100.12 102 44 281
4 1-Go, R-Go 965 8l 10004 10124 949 100.05 070
5 L-Co, Me 10003 100 17 10003 100 24 10011 100.12 009
6. RCo, Me 10099 997 10005 w77 10017 100 19 047
7 ANS, L-Or 10065 10032 ».78 10071 9878 100.05 080
8 ANS, R-Or 9879 9791 9946 10018 9239 9775 311
9 L-UMC, L-UIC 9843 14199 9015 973 102 64 106 59 2033
10 R-UMC, R-UIC 9 18 121.63 9853 10047 97.79 10292 1057
11 LIMC, I1IC 9824 9858 97.76 9707 9871 9807 067
12 R-IMC, R-LIC 10192 993 10525 9741 9715 100.33 337
13. Na, Me 10408 9898 9838 98.82 979% 963 252
14 Na, ANS 10174 99.53 9870 9837 9790 9925 152
Mean 100 74 3.92
Table 9. Percent ratio of magnification between measurements of frontal & lateral cephalogram and dry skull (%)
Not No2 No3 No4 , No5 0 Mean . . 8D
Fomal  laerd  Fomdl Ll Fod  latedl Food o Laterd  Fontl | lael Frote)  laterd  Frontal Leteral

1 [FUMC, RUMC 10391 10661 - %29 10839 10583 10462 388

2 LIMC,RIMC 11004 0705 - 11676 - 10585 11562 11106 494

3 1o, RCo 1717 11266 - 11427 1029 11002 11268 321

4 1:Go, RGo 10791 10980 - 11023 11131 10852 - 10955 136 -

5 [Co, Me 8939 80.16 - 8553 8141 8276 88 367

6 RCo, Me 8348 7992 8586 - 8037 - 7956 - 8284 407

7 ANS, [Or 9826 10065 10071 10496 10266 10145 251

8 ANS, ROr %48 - 973 - 10008 10491 %489 023 386 -

9 1-IMC, I-1TC 9761 12243 - 8132 0nZ %13 9835 1506
10 R-UMC, R-UIC 9492 12393 - 7586 8724 8606 %60 1826
11 MG, LLIC 9770 6665 9166 8123 817 8628 172
12 RIMC, RIIC 9394 - 6781 8731 7719 7884 - g2 - 1000
13 Na, Me 10961 11680 1053 11127 10465 11056 1461 11120 1301 11003 108% 1871 446 423
14 Na, ANS 10668 11125 10341 11245 0198 11070 10381 11058 10296 11005 1079% 1073 417 404

V. & A BFE o83ty YA LR A st FoderHe ¢

AHQ Hef 5 Al zkstslei = o] Al&so] gt

1931 Broadbent” o) 9] TR A FAALR &gR]o] A AR SE FOREA A AARRLS o] &9 F59] A H A
Aol =h A ol AotwA 3 duy AN gloiAe T 2 & A Takimoto 9} Kawara(1962)°7} & 2 S5 F5-3AL
hE AeAR ] st Y Tejv FE T R FRAL M FAANR I AR Y S 47 SYEANA {71830 #HA
A A 2214 %3] ASHDLEE Fojokerd e B3¢ £ Y= A7 ERoland Bayd] AHLE S8R 1D, o
3P E G Aetslr)= fET & T “’Jﬁ*ﬂﬂ g YA s Fasle] XYL Ak S&312
ol A o] A X 5 A A ?ffiﬁ&] A3 A 9] (normative stan- 24 3k e} 91O, Vogel(1967)2 t}hako @ HAtE = whAl A&
dard) e} 37 FRAAVAF AR, Qb IAVAL o2 E W 9t A8 37 13 “compensator” 9 “comective scale” & HE T8
228 FA H7}47) o] FolA of E}L Zlo|th uhhA oFHEE WAL St A ARZRIALE] porion axis o) 3§ AE Q) Al S o] &
A g BA G Al o] ARt S8 FRARFE AL & A SR FLUA #AAA e o] &3te] SR D AR

jo.o]
~



LhErratorotH 2l 218t e|X] Vol 25, No 2, 1999

FRUAN AN R 2FFOZAM AEY ARE Y
Al A

Savara 5(1965)?, Savara 9} Tracey (1967)2 2 E 538
Broadbent-Bolton cephalometer 2 ¢] &35t AR 4 &7 T1
AMAAFANRNE FAl 2 sto] WAIALZI A dojd 2E
g 23 YAREE 374AQ PrtE A5 Al
a2 A=A 7 A S e Cepalometer = 7 X9}
8 FAEY o) HA g7 AR FRAAL FAAZ A
o £ earrod £ FACE TR AR et HA, o] A2 A
T 9 S5 FRAR AR Alold] YA A Al F9] zto]t
LR 3 At} Ishikawa 9} Nakada(1977)'%-2 Margohs 7] 28
cephalometer & o] €-3te] ¢ Y2 ¥ FF AL
Al A 7] A ke g B 7)Yl dele 45
AT AR S 7hebed 329 A A S A st AT

Yamazaki 9} Iwazawa(1981)%= A HE Y 7fd-S %95k
Az FASY e AFHE A s ASHT Al
e A5} AR @ HR FHUARAAL A ol 7] AT
EA 9 v astd 4 ASHe AR % dAAL 2
HAZZ 9] A& S A ste] JAFA 0 & Fiof o3 &t
o AAF A 2 e g WA Este] B3t Baumrind
51983y utA <l 2z} 3 H(biplanar method)ell A 8-5AHA
o] A2 49l £ HW(pared coplanar method)ef] 4 3344
P4 & AR 3E7] 5 3G Y. Grayson F(1983)7L 334 #41& o
B RREALA A Z2413 A (multplane cephalometric analy-
sQ 2 TR B3R o) dF ZoloA] THA FAAY AT
3H2 AlFstdTh o] & Motoyoshn (1980072 Abstota el o] ¢
A A "ot A Aalgo] et 334 AFA25E o] &F
EX ol FHoT D FR 2 FE FRYALA FHAIA 3
A ARE LE T Ao, @ 254 FHcathode-ray tube . CRT)
of I8& B5o] BAT 7 3oH, @ AFHEEE T7/MA F
HerH e Hefe] 545 B} AAEA ojs] 4+ Aty 3k
th Tnoue SUBO"E TR T wHFF %] A&
EXEE eiME 5o S| pa A} 249
HES) 344382 2A57F 2o} Aol HollA $A9
HhH L 0] 231 32191 AFH 2 ¥ 9 2443 dimensional com-
puter graphie surgery)?] A4S AES vl S paper surgety 2
AA 2 © AetH Y e A 53«59 HefF QA 5}a}od
srebaty) 4, Bz} a5 fEko] 7H5dH, @
FE A 5ol paper surgery OB = A7) of = )
d HE o]FA FouA YAHLCRE wetaty] fvy 3t
2

Brown # Abbott(19890'%= 2z} 3 B (biplanar system)of] A ¢4
solojze ] RHOT 3x4A¢] FH 2 A sA =}
%19 Marsh 9F Vannier(1983), Marsh $(1985)22 ©A] 725 7]
A Ze CT ] o]H & 7122 & 334 F Q1 o] W] A& Avlfste] B
HalslA = o] oetH 3 A rEo] Ad E A5 o]f
34 5101, o] 9} §H7] Bhana®} Sowray( 19842 o] 2} A o]
A g A FEd Y HFEHE o5& AT F 49 S(CAD

_q]

)
L QL

88

Computer-Atded Design)A] A8 & A A & a7 5 o], Cutting 5
(19860 o2& Cl Ho|E & 7|2 & & 334l Algdol& =5
dF 3 FRRAAASA delHE 7|28 $ Z2O98E ¢
WAoo} At FLo = FFE LYY L o & lne draw-
ng &2 A5 A E Al Eet LA} BGvh

2o B 9IFeM AE AR R SR FRRP R AA S
o]-g-8 32k A EA A5 o TR Grayson F(1988y 0] A H ¢
A AF CTol s @ PAHd A o) 2, @ AAHLE &
HAA e 7 UL, O T2 BN wlelE o] 2(norm)7}
YrEo| glom, @ FFAoht 471719 ALY E4 el A
H&Folgty g AA 1 vz YL aant

B ARolME ARFHEE o] & 33AH AFS At
of, A A L3 J A LAt A=A s YA F
Agt AR E TE EfoldTF 1 2AE w6, A7
EX o} 32kl AZ A apo], AAFX 9 HALT AP o]
spotate] AGetE JhA| o -8 E AlE B34 s
Kobayashi 519902 8}t &5 Aol A 3ot Feje 3
AdE B4 A8 AR 2 S5 FRUAR gAARIE #F
(TEIDE N2 g FALE 7HAste] ASH Pol 33 &
EAE 94502 45 o, 5 3004 #A8E dRH0E
2 ATE MIOH, 2FASPINE DE2H AHE
AT BT

APAA A AZ A dobr7] s 7 05mm o] 8 4
F(small baln} F2, 2 opojof 5§ AxFrEo) F2tstdd
RE R AT TR FAADS B B AT E
SN AT Ze A7 oF 038£005mm o] FEFE HAHA

ey

712 AZFANZ] AAE WA R D FH FHEAMAL
g #Gshuh

[}

T2 2 B wt Fd @ TARARL S 230 A H 103]¥
Eg o]/ gl AN HG Ao FH 929 #dld npS ©.3}9
MYglel &8 L3S SR, doF 2AE yehl =
standard deviation o) A1 AR e} 27 LA ALl B4 1mm o] &}
o R AER 2AE HAEH, Mon S(190P & AR & =
B FREALA 1AM A S JAHEE FE3T, 3
B FRUAE FAAT Y RS 3¢ A7 R EEHat
7k 1-2mm Wb Vel o] 8-E 3t Fel F X HelHE Yot
7k Yok Aot

AA QA 2A4F el & ttest oA R7EA] 8HE oA 9] 8
Ao]7} WS AT Rune 9867 1974 Selvik® o] TqHgk
AR QJA A SARA)S A5 v JZHES] Heo w
gt gebd 5 ooloy, dwtgo g L T ot #u
ZelM AL 01°, o5& 005mm P}l FH o,
Yamazaki 9} Iwazawa (1981)%= 9 27} +£02mm& FA| 8t 4= 9]
AL os LA #dY ASeEA = A4A, Aol @
HE ASgEME BT A JePek gt £ AT
ME AR B ZR7E 3 ASHARGE $48 ASSEE
oM EAAQ o)zt v Wo] HAHALH YoF LA}rEE
L3k uegh A 7HAZ AN AR CE d9F QA



HAE 9% A FANA FE SR AR S 011 -
073mm, 25X FRHEAA ALK S A8 012-057mm G2t}

9H Y 2 ALFRAR ARHI A Ao #HE S o
L3te] 3214 Q) AR A&ste] FUE AL )3 33}
A AZA A whE Eo)A ko] EAA F94& AT
AF ALY Q Einmra-exammer vias)E Hobst A3 907 AE LA
&0 G0N et Fo g At A YT x,y, 7 FREIH
Het A ¢l Hakerror of single measurements)e ZHz} 004+0.21
mm, 001+00Imm, 008+008mm= e}t ol = T Y& Alg]
oA 3t AT A 9} 23H 0 A Q) WA AL el A e 3
JX| & 928 W97 athA] Zolzt glvke AL vehddh &
3R A HFgto] 2393 Amghe] FAol oA =NF
71248] Wolert He AW @S58 ApARe] &9
2 Efol4)e] 9317} 3 A AEge Aol 2 F wte)
Hop= Aotk

BAge A BLG AZFAZ NN 14714 AZALE 28
of AA Zt7} sE4 wojjo] A HE 23 A3 BAHO=Z
eI o7t UM 00D, 2 016+0 2mmet Aol
ZEA R ARTEH 74 2 WA WeRA L-UMC, LUIC 7ke] A9
74 0432054 mm ) o] & H ) o] 3HEof 79950 f-©]
FZo| A 2206+077mm, € 2283mm - 21.29mm Apo]d] Zx) 3t

< A& gt

Bookstein -5(1991)" Cutting 5-(1986Y"# Grayson (198872
o w2 A8 2o A mierdandmark distance o] AFE =
0377mm E WHEZA0) 93E 05mm o W 0|23l §7
(0 20dmm) 9+ A ¢ H] 4281t} 3 st ot

AEA & 3394 FHALAALR AIS X 9] AFolel| A Savara
(196522 0.1 - 0 3mm 237 8% 21}, Ishikawa 9} Nagata
(19773 03 - 09mm 7} 5 A Th5L FAA o] 2§t Ao]= FR- 2
A2 o] Bt el ddt 7 P59 Aol BEe 5o
FAG gE&TL} ool HT|Rfo] FTE E 4 910w, ofE A
w9 dolo] gt vkl 9§ & 05mm o2k sHH v

2 A7dA e 59 HARFNES A2 & 33 AZA
ok AAEA Y HF 3} FFARAA 1470 55 o)=L 33
A ASA7E ASGA R ZA4EYT S 5L o] et
wom HA HF 013+154mm ¢ o] S BYtt o] F LCo, R
Co7} 259+3.00mme] 2o} & ek o 7H 24 o= of vt}
wrk 2 Aol 4529 3394 AS A SAH ¥
EAE Adsr B9 22 48l AHEE AZFAHFY 47t
Ao 2lo] FAA FAE W/ o 7] W Relr} %
oA A2 B3l olH e AFX 4] v LEAS AP T o
o R St} 329 AZAE AA SR o vpyro] WEEE AL
g A At 02 1007443902 % )& Beow d& Ry}
Mg EAa e ebd 52 ANS, R-Or 2+9] AH2)(97 75+
311%) o, 7H o sl of vepd 352 LUMC, L-UIC 7+ A
(10659120 33 31tk

ALAGA o] BT = PAA 9 @A o] BAgslo] F
At AR SRFENAA AN HEAE YE e ¥

TR LAY FHMES O[22 3 AR HE Al2Eo] g

o FLEY & 4 Ut 25 YR FRYALIAA A #
Eo] ojzl 2 HAE M) AE2 3394 AR LFE e
VA H7) 2ol FE & 3-8h8 x40 231 A T8
AP ARRLS Eol 4t 2 eetH g oA o] 2 & 9
T ALY AYE F 2T vLHILE e FE3] o
5ol A ¢ &R eE AlgHT
229 2209 F SRUAA ASA 2 ¥ T3S B$ ok
F Are) o)z} giglow WEAS HPdA = AFH
FAASAYEANME 47t Fug Ao 28R AT
T 7 AEA7 Y] Agls 2o e} oy o] & 3344 A
ZA o} o HatdS W BN 2 ey 2 AL o 4 gtk of
3398 AZA 7 QAHOE A ojH & #9Y FA4
of o] &8 F Uth= 7HsAE AAbeke AL R o] Y8t 2
29| W E HAiseke o) ooz ok 3zl th
V. 2 <
RUALY FAARG 0]43 3319 AZA| AF S ) A
3R AsteEe) HeE FY FRAZ vdo o
OF PEFEAHE ARE A4S F Ukd gAY AxF
MZe A7 o 038£005mme] F&TE FIFA I L AZFH
ANE HSANA AR 2 38 SRUAAAZS #gd
= AR QAR 7 Y d4e AR 2 STFRUAL
15 3o HAdd PFe s 124 334 ASA G 7
AAR ) AEA 2 AASAE 47} 802ty i

—n

=% ox b
lo al & B
'
= o~
p

r
tlo
]

e~ ey ok

o ok
b
vl

o

FA8l F¥ 919 Hslel M2 22l AUl
AE £4% A% AR} FE FRPAHADNA
b pdon, oabe WA 32 2

mm § tHp<005).

2 R AR FRUAAAA Aol HEOE G
32t AFANME APAY L Fntra-examiner vias)7t 90
N AS 84T 7T 80N T F2] 8 A7 eSO H x,
y, z ZE7+Y] B 74 9 HaHenmor of sngle measurements)
Z+2 0 0440 21mm, 0 010 01lmm, 0.08+008mm & Vet

3 Y AR WA ASAE 458 A4 §A

HOE fog zo|7k RN (p=00D), H 0.16+0.22 mm
o] apolE 7HA L Yt 7b¢ & HAE e LUMC, -
UIC7he) A28 79 043+054mm 2 2}o] & B o}

4 30 AZAG AAZAG) Aol)A 14} $8F 6 ¥

2 AU 871 $EE Fujso] Jepgow(H Aol
013 + 1.54mm ¢} x}o)), 03 L-Co, R-Co 7} 259+3 00mm 2|
ol 2 7ba AA s o] Yetygth WEEE AN A
10074+392 % B && EHen A&HT 71 F45 o
e gHE-2 ANS, ROr 7+ A2)(97.75£3 11909 2.5, 7t
7 Fdi =] vehd g2 LUMC, L-UIC 7+ A2(10659+

89



CHBIFZIOrOID 0| I8 8 X] Vol 25, No 2, 1999

20 33%) S o
AEA % 239 % TP AZA Apoldle e A
of Ael7k gigion] HEUF FYsA G A ¥

A%AY 2
2 A& e ATl ¢
SEERFLE L Rl

b wsel A "as 125
Zo) w2} wskon olg 3397
A

29 E RS T Usleh

gmh‘r&&ﬂ

5NN 527

olF THE U ALASA o FHE YA A
ol EFHold A AR, SRR AT ArE
AH ks Jol Fedvsl T F Yot SN B YR
APIARAA A ghso] of2) & AR Ae e 3439l i
we LRE v I'Jrurﬂl H7) o) LT A FHAA A=
U HQ FHHAR ARE Egol g dtbd FrtettH g4

1Hﬂ%3¢ﬂ“ﬂ¢ﬁ

Ao 225 0

4

6

10

90

VS & SR 37k
: Az

3:_,
ru]o
Pil

o 8273 ofek vl 9] 35} 2
A& 1998 pp 645-738
Kobayashi T, Ueda K, Honma K, Michimt N et al Thice-cimen-
stonal Anatysis of Mandibular Motphology Using Frontal and Lateral
Cephalogtams  Bull Jpn, Soc Jaw Deform 9 117-118, 1990
Miyapma T, Sugahara T, Mon Y, Minami K et al Development of
the system of thiee dimensional cephalometric analysis -Furst
teport- Prog & Abst Jpn Soc Otal & Masillofac Surg 40th Annual
Meeung, 1995 p 177

G99, AUE, A, MAYd AFUE 15 ¥ 2o 4z 4
£3% Gy el BT AF JEFAIARLAYTA 1700)
22-32, 1991

A%9, WH, A9, KD FRoLEA 3
w9 e reterH el A8k A 17(1) 1-9, 1991
Brown T, and Abbott, A Computer-assisted locauon of reference
points n three dimensions for radographic cephalometry Am J
Orthod Dentofac Orthop 95 490198, 1989

Cutting C, Bookstewn b, Grayson, B, Felingham, L, and Mccarthy,
J ‘Three dimentional computer-assisted design of cramotacial surgi-
cal procedure  Optimization and mteracuon with cephalometrie
and CT-based models Plast & Reconstr Surg 77 877-885, 1986
Houston W J B 'The analysis of ertors in orthodontuce measutc-
ments Am | Otthod 83 382-389, 1983

Broadbent B 1T A new x-1ay techmique and its application to
orthodonta Angle Orthod 145-66, 1931

Takimoto K, and Kawata T A thieee-dimensional survey of the
cephalo-facio-dental telanonship J Jpn Orthod Soc 21 1-6, 1962

R EECFEREELY

27%H

11

12

13

14

15

16

24

25

26

27

28

Vogel O Correcion of frontal dimention from head x-ray Angle
Orthod 37 1-8, 1967

Savara B § A method of measuring facial bone growth i thiee
dimensions Hum Biol 37 245-55, 1965

Savara B S, and Tracey W. F Norms of size and annual incre-
ments of five anatomical measutes of (the mandible 1 boys [rom 3
0 16 years of age Arch Oral Biol 12 469-86, 1967

Tshikawa K, and Nakada & A study of three dimensional measure-
ment of cramiotacial skeleton Shounishikkagakzashi 15 1-8, 1977
Yamazaky T, and Twazawa T A study on the three-dimensional
posittonand morphoelogy of the mandible i cephalic region -with
teference to comparisons between the normal occlusal and true
mandibular protiusion groups- | Jpn Oithod Soc 40 205-227,
1981

Baumnnd &, Moffitt F H, and Curry, §  The geometry of three-
dimensional x-1ay stereometty from parred coplanar images , a
progress report Am ] Orthod 84,292-312, 1983

Grayson, H 1T Analysts of cramofacial asymmelry by muluplane
cephalometry Am J Orthod 84 217-224, 1983

Motoyosht M| Yamazak: T, Inoue K | Kura M, Yoshwla T, and
Namura §  studies on three dimensional evaluation of maxillo-
mandibular motphology  Morphology of skeletal class TII J Jpn
Orthod Soc 45 181-195, 1986

Inoue K| Yamazaki T, Motoyoshi M, Matsunaga 8, Hayashh M,
and Namura § Studies on 3-dumensional prediction of orthognath-
1c surgery cases  S-dimensional computer graphic surgery for the
skeletal class III cases J Jpn Orthod Soc, 1986,5 658-666

Marsh ] L, and Vamer, M W ‘The third dimension in craniofacial
surgery Plast & Reconstt Swig 71 739-767, 1983

Matsh T L, Vannier M W, Stevens W G, Warren JO et al
Computenzed imaging for soft tssuc and osscous reconstruction n
the head and nech Clinies Plast Surg 12 279-291, 1985

Bhana S N, and Sowry, ] IT A computer aided design for orthog-
nathic surgery Br ] Oral Maxillofac Swig 22 237-253, 1984

Grayson B | Cutting C, Bookstein F, Kim H, and McCathy J  The
three dimensional cephalogram  Theory, techmque, and clnical
application Am J Orthod Dentofac Orthop 94 327-337, 1988

Mon Y, Sugahara T, Minamt K, Mistuma K et al  Dafficulty of
postoperative feature inference and estimation of mandibular prog-
nathusm Bull Jpn Soc Jaw Deform 9 85-87, 1990

Rune B, Sarmas K, selvik G., and Jacobsson & Roentgen stereom-
etry in the study of the cranofacial anomalies - the state of the art
m Sweden BrJ Orthod 13 151-157, 1980

Sclvik G A Roentgen stereophotogram- metric method for the
study of the kinematcs of skeletal systemslthesis], Malmo, Sweden,
Univ Lund 1974

Bookstetn F, Grayson B, Cutting C, Kim H, and McCarthy J
Landmarks in three dimensions  Reconstruction [rom cephalograms
versus ditect observatton Am ] Orthod Dentofac 50,133-140, 1991
Cutung C, Grayson B, Bookstewn T, Felingham L, and McCarthy J
G Computer-acled pl‘mnmg and Lvaluauon ot tacial and orthog-
nathic surgery Clinies Plast Surg 13,449-62, 1976



