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@ SNA

@ SNB

® ANB

Fac(NP) to SN

® ‘Y’ Axis to SN

® Mandibular plane to SN
@ Occlusal plane to SN
AB to Occlusal plane
® 1 to Occlus! plane

@ 1 to NA

@ 1 to SN

@ 1 to AP (linear)

@ T to Mandibular plane
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® T to Occlusal plane ‘Y’ Axis to SN-& IE#m et —BREm Gl 1.
B T to SN 63°z3 p<0.01 sk#eo] A #HEsle], Mand. to SN
® T to NB (linear) EFEBRERT —@REWHF] 4.20°2 3 pd0.01 ki)

. A AEgekel.
L. B % B & 1 to Occlusal plane WAl 3.52°22 pl0.
~%&7l\IE;c€r BF 2583} T 47844 Q2 & 3 01 K4 HEI, L to NAE EFERERY —&
WEE Fepz wE8Ety] Bt ThHE, SRz, RIEW &ro) 2.44°2.3 p<0.05 KA HEs L L to

2{*1’5%?:, T-¥ES Table-1d] FiRgc), AP(linear) & EEM &3 —BARERAe] 1.62mma
SNA® HFavh &Frh 1.48°23 pd0.05 kA 3 p<0.05 Kittal A HEFe.

i8], SNBE BFued ZFrF 1.66° 221 p<0.05 T to Mandibular plane& E#FK Al 3.05°232 p

KA HESE 24 14H HBANA = HRE ER <0.05 kA FHEs T to NB(linean)& —#R

= WEL 4 gl FEBAe] 0.95mmza p0.01 kil 4 HEsieh

EERAE B 045 —BTRERE Bk 1248 F ANB: EFEmgel 0.56°av FELE 2Lolx &3,
BiEE Az, EFWEET —MTEREES B Occlusal plane to SN-& E#M A2 —RFIER Aol
7] ek EEEX%, Tk, T-HES Table2s] # 1.18°z} HEE7F 9 2, AB to Occlusal plane&
REet, EER &Y —EARIER Al 1.01°2Y HEXE 9.

SNAE: EFEMAC] 1.76°23 pl0.01 ki) A H 1 to SN& EEmayct —ERIEKE] 0.82°23,
g}e], SNB:= [F#mMae] 1.13°23% pd0.05 K#e|d T to Occlusal planed EHWA R —HFREW A
HEs, Fac(NP) to SN E#mefe] 1.46°22 p{  0.72°zn], Tto SN planel IEEEM Aol —BARERSE
0.01 Ko 4 HEset, 2} 0.31°a) & FEEANA AEEE EEE & Ak

Table 1. Sex difference in class I malocclusion

MEASUREMENT MALEQN=25) | FEMALE(N=4D | I iFrERENCE T-VALUE
MEANZS. D, MEAN=S. D.

SNA 79.66+2.04 81.14-+1.48 1.48 #2, 046
SNB 75.95+2.70 77.58:+1.66 1.66 *2.139
ANB 3.71£1.95 3.4740.24 0.24 0.490
Fac(NP) to SN 76.54--3.06 77.46+0.92 0.92 1.160
‘Y’ Axis to SN 72.3242.71 71.31+1.01 1.01 1.199
Mn. to SN 39.48+4.22 39, 540. 06 0.06 0. 054
Occ. to SN 19.5043.35 19.65+0.15 0.15 0.136
AB to Occ. Plane 90. 05+3, 83 91.29+1.24 1.24 1. 466
1 to Occ. Plane 52.844-5.27 52.14:40.7 0.7 0.546
1 to NA 26.58+7. 86 26.57+0.01 0.01 0.004
1 to SN 105.40+9. 68 107.67+2.27 2.27 1.130
1 to AP(linear) 8.52-+3.03 8.24+0.28 0.28 0.376
T to Mn. Plane 92.46+5.71 90.31+2.15 2.15 1.500
T to Occ. Plane 68.184:6.70 70,2042, 02 2.02 1.127
T to SN Plane 48.135.94 50,10-1.97 1.97 1.266
T to NB(linear) 6.64+2.93 6.38:0.25 0.25 0.399
* <0, 05
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Table 2. Comparison of normal occlusion with class I malocclusion

i O | Wi | wean A

AEASUREMENT MEANLS.D. MEAN<+S. D. DIFFERENCE i
SNA 82.4013.41 80.64+2.41 1.76 *%3, 678
SNB 78.14+3.10 77.01+£3.30 1.13 *2.226
ANB 4,1242.08 3.564+1.92 0.56 1.756
Fac(NP) to SN 78.59+2.75 77.1343.29 1.46 *3, 056
‘Y’ Axis to SN 70.04+3.20 71.67+3.12 1.63 *%3, 237
Mn. to SN 35.31+4.87 39.51+4.38 4.20 *%5, 666
Occ. to SN 18.43+3.77 19,61-+4.25 1.18 1.858
AB to Occ. Plane 89.84+6.54 90. 854,42 1.01 1.114
1 to Occ. Plane 55,91+6. 60 52,39+4.99 3.52 **3, 725
1 to NA 24,14+5.22 26.58+7.95 2.4 *2.332
1 to SN 106, 07-5.76 106.89-+7. 86 0.82 0.760
1. to AP(linear) 6.71+5.73 8.3342.97 1.62 #2.162
T to Mn. Plane 94.125,92 91.07£5.59 3.05 *3.319
T to Occ. Plane 68.78--6. 40 69,507, 12 0.72 0.672
Tto SN Plane 49.73+6.02 49.42-+6.21 0.31 0.319
T to NB(linear) 5.5242, 09 6.47+2.47 0.95 *%2, 634
* p<0.05  ** pg0. 01
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Fig. 1 Measurements in which means do not
. vary significantly,
1) ANB
2) Occ. plane to SN
3) AB to Occ. plane
4y 1 to SN
5) T to Qcc, plane
6) T to SN

Fig. 3 Fac(NP) to SN
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Fig. 2 SNA
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Fig. 6 1 to Occ. plane

Fig. 7 T to NB(linear)
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A ROENTGENOCEPHALOMETRIC DESCRIPTION OF CLASS 1 MALOCCLUSION

Sun-moon Whang, D.D.S.

Dept. of Orthodontics, Graduate School, Seoul National University

(Directed by Prof. Cheong Hoon Suhr, D.D.S., M.S.D., Ph.D.)

In order to define what the average Class I malocclusion looks like, 72 Class I

malocclusions were compared with corresponding measurements from 90 cases of

normal occlusion sample.

This sample was obtained from the Department of Orthodontics,

Seoul National University.

Infirmary of

1. SNA, Fac(NP) to SN measurements were significantly different from the normal

occlusions and smaller than the normal occlusion means.
2. ‘Y’ axis to SN, Mandibular plane to SN, 1 to Occlusal plane, T to NB(linear)

measurements were significantly different from the normal occlusions and larger

than the normal occlusions.

3. ANB, Occlusal plane to SN, AB to Occlusal plane, 1 to SN,

T toSN, T to

Occlusal plane measurements showed no significant difference between the means.

..................................................................................

..................................................................................
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