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Table 1 =% 6 Y ZatFel AL ol Wsleksl 5 AF 4fold Fdghe] TAAFA (45AZ)

Ao = Mean S D. SE zfggé
T,-T, 17778 5 647 1331

FH-MP 2t T,- T, 10278 3.496 0 824 0115

OP—MP 7 T, T, 11667 5.628 1.327 015
T,-T, 13611 3745 0 883

FH— 1 T,- T, -32778 6,776 1597 0.001*
T,-T, 4333 7 996 1.885

IMPA 7 T, Ty 0111 3879 0914 0.193
Ts-T, 11667 10.739 2531

AB to MP 7 T,-Ty 10 3889 4 822 1137 0.716
T,-T, -1 3500 8 006 1901

Articular Ty-Ty 19444 3.706 0873 0178

Angle Ty - T, 09722 3164 0.746

Gonial angle T,-T, -1.4444 4832 1139 0 002*
T,-T, 16111 4819 1.136

Vaxis T,-T, 2.5278 3550 0 837 0.000"
T,-T, 0.1111 2831 0 667

Interincisal 7} -1 15833 5761 1358 0.339
T,-T, —4 0000 7 698 1.796

N-APog 2+ T,-T, 10 8611 2 309 1814 0.001*
T,-T, -0 7778 2166 1308
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Table 2 =% 644 A3l £ 4AF 4o
(472 4 24)
TAIL
Mean S.D S.E 2‘PROB
H-ANS T:- T, 05833 3353 0.790 029
T;-Ta 0 8889 2026 0478
HoA T,-T, 14167 2912 0 686 0.233
Ty-T, 00556 2 351 0554
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T;-T, 1 9444 3918 0923
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- 0
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Ty - T 1.3333 5491 1294
Wit's appraisal T2-Ty 83611 4 409 1.039 0 005*
{(Ao/Bo} Ts- T, -1 5556 3325 0.784
*p <0.05
S7bEl9 S ANS, A, ULE 0.58, 1.42, 0 5% gt FH—Pog®] €A% —1.00, =3 6 44—
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Table 3 £% 6 MY AshTsk $4% Afole] Msfeka +EA4F ol HFakel THA4A
)

e}
CEEENEES

Mean SD S.E 2- TAIL
PROB
FH_US T,-T, 04167 2.309 0 544 0.210
T,-T, -0 6667 2567 0.605
FH_Lé T,-T, -05278 2166 0510 0 144
T,-T, -0 5833 2539 0599
— T,-T, 95278 2111 0 497 0 545
T,-T, 02778 2 896 0 683
FH-LI T,-T, 0 0000 4011 0 945 0.802
T,-T, 02222 3.348 0789
FH_Pog T,-T, -1.0000 5193 1.224 0 038*
T,-T, -1 0000 3494 0823
FH-Me T,-T, -11389 4795 1121 0.195
T,-T, -0 8889 2903 0 684
*p< 0.05
Table 4 +%d 2 45 gAY 59 dzAy Table 5 stobnb A4bger & AnkEAl 424 o
shol A24 W] v stoll wgk A2 wsteke] ol €
T3 - T1 T3 " Tl
o 2 Al 3]/ Az w3}/
REA g} 73 x2A 4 s}
5 A E 2 7R A EA
N'—SN—PG'/N—A—Pog 0 66 N’'—SN—PG'/N—A—Pog 068
44 A2 T8 A
H—LS/H—UI 0 82
H—SN/H-A 05 L—LIf/H—LI 091
H—LS/H-UI 081 H-MS/H-B 0 87
H—-LIf/H-LI 090 H—PG'/H—Pog 0.95
H—MS/H-B 086 22 77
H:Pcli’ /H—Pog 090 FH-LS/FH-UI 279
+4 Ael FH—LIf/FH—LI 0.65
FH~LS/FH-UI 140 FH—Me'/FH—Me 1.37
FH—LIf/FH—LI 073 FH—Pog'/FH—Pog 186
FH—Me'/FH—Me 0.90
FH—Pog'/FH—Pog 141
2 glotul AlRbERr TAukEA|= (.68, At Le- T3 Azl
fort T FdcbEs) sl d Fduss 54 H—SN/H—AL Aa|%3 342 0.5013 sfet
o g H-gfellof] 4 0.430] ek sh AR BAEAE 0.48, A, SorEAle
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4 A7l
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— ABSTRACT —

A CEPHALNMETRIC STUDY OF PROFILE CHANGES
FOLLOWING ORTHOGNATHIC SURGERY IN
PATIENTS WITH MANDIBULAR PROGNATHISM

Hyung Sik Lee, D D S, Yung Chael Park, DDS ,MSD ,Ph D
Dept of Ortohodontics, College of Dentistry, Yonser University

The purpose of this study was to examine soft tissue and hardtissue changes following ortho-
gnathic surgery 1n patients with mandlbula.r prognathism lateral cephalometric films were ob-
tamned 1immediate before surgery, 48 hours following surgery, and 6 months following surgery.

18 patients were selected (10 men, and 6 women) for this study, who had received orthogna-
thic surgery.

Statistical analysis for the each ume interval differences were performed with the SPSS
package

The results were as follows,

*In the cases of mandibular sagittal sphit osteotomy
1 LI pomnt was moved backward (average 7.55mm) 48 hours following surgery. 6 months later,

1t was returned forward (average 1.1mm) Relapse rate was 14.6%

2 Pog was moved backward (average 8.3mm) 48 hours following surgery

The ratio of horizontal change of soft tissue to hard tissue at pog 1s 0.95 1

*In the cases of maxillary Le-Fort I osteotomy & mandibular sagittal split osteotomy.
3. A point was moved forward (average 3.31mm) 48 hours following surgery.

6 months later, 1t was returned backward (average 0.31)

Relapse rate was 9 4%

4 6 months later, the ratio of facial convexity angle change of soft tissue to hard tissue 15 0.63 1
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