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Table 2. Mean and SD of BT, PT and PT/BT (mm)
R7 R6 RS L5 L6 L7
Mean SD | Mean| SD Mean SD Mean | SD Mean | SD |Mean SD
BT 20.42 220 2149 1.80 19.68 1.92 | 19.70 2.39 21.96 1.80 21.10 2.44

PT 22.98 1.88 23.64 2.12
PT/BT | 1.13 0.11 1.10 0.09

22.78 2.34 | 22.84 2.37 23.66 2.25 2298 2.19

116 0.12

1.17 0.15 1.08 0.09 110 0O.10




Table 3. Paired t test of the means between BAF and PAF

Mean : SD
tooth Mean Difference t value
BAF J PAF BAF PAF BAF PAF
R7 -3.26 -1.50 -1.76 2.87 2.98 -5.14%*
R6 -5.00 -3.03 -1.97 3.56 3.50 —-5.54%%
RS 0.24 0.83 -0 59 2.42 2.84 -1.74NS
L5 -0.20 066 -0.68 3.03 3.04 -1.34NS
L6 -4.94 -2.36 -2.58 3.43 3.49 -7.92%%
L7 -3.80 -1.68 -2.12 2.66 3.223 ~4.60%*
*% P < 0.01 NS, Not significant
Table 4. Paired t test of the means between BAF and PCAF
Mean Mean Difference SD
tooth BAF PCAF BAF-PCAF BAF PAF t value
R7 -3.26 -1.33 -1.92 2.87 2.58 -6,16%*
Ré6 -5.00 -2.74 -2 25 3.56 3.15 ~6.64%*
R5 0.24 0.71 -0.47 2.42 2.50 -1.52NS
L5 -0.20 0.63 -0.65 3.03 2.67 -1.33NS
L6 -4.94 -2.22 -2.72 343 3.18 ~-8.95%*
L7 -3.80 -1.48 -2.32 2.67 2.84 ~4,59%%
**P < 0.01 NS, Not significant
Table 5. Paired t test for age groups (t value)
R7 R6 RS LS L6 L7

Age <19

BAF — PAF —4. 16%* ~4.78%** -2.24 -2.03NS 4.9 %% -4, 10%*

BAF — PCAF ~5.22%% =5.76** -2.24*% -1.88NS ~5.89%% -4,80%*
Age > 20

BAF — PAF -2.96%* -2.84%% 0.05NS 0.17NS ~8.32%% -2.22%

BAF — PCAF -3.27%% -3.39%* 0.40NS 0.14NS -8.16%* =277 %E

*P<0.05 **P<0.01 NS, Not significant



Table 6. Paired t test for male and female (t value)

R7 R6 RS L5 L6 L7
Male
BAF — PAF -3.90** -5.39%* -0.74NS -1.59NS -6.23*%* ~5.42%%
BAF — PCAF -4 18%* -6.57** -0.59NS -1.56NS -6.67** -5.96**
Female
BAF — PAF -3.28%* —3.25%* -2.03NS -0.52NS -5.07*%* -1.14NS
BAF — PCAF —4.71%* -3.87** -1.78NS -0.52NS -6.66*%* -1.86NS

** P <0.01 NS, Not significant
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COMPARISON OF RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN ANTRAL FLOOR AND
MAXILLARY ROOT APEX IN BISECTING AND
PANORAMIC TECHNIQUES

You, Dong Soo, Kim, In Soo

Department of Oral Radiology, College of Dentistry,

Seoul National University

This study was performed to compare the difference of intraoral bisecting and panoramic
techniques in evaluating the relationship of antral floor and maxillary roots.
The vertical distances from maxillary root apices to antral floor were measured on both
orthopantomograms and bisecting projections obtained from fifty subjects.
The results were as follows,
1. Tooth lengths measured on orthopantomogram were larger than on bisecting projection and
the magnification ratios were 1.08-1.17.
2. The dimensions from maxillary root apices to antral floor measured on orthopantomogram
were larger than on bisecting projection.

3. The above results held true regardless of age and sex.
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