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1059 28 Aol g1 #F3I5ch #9d=
AL FAF 4mA, TA t} 67kVp, X FA 7}
20%, profile index 8.0°]%2ow 5”"X10” =

Agoz BuHen AZETH 4tEAo
AAA BAdeH wFHE At v
o F2%Ash AA vhehgte,

719 ExHa-g ALgslgn. FxEe ulx ) ;}ia}u}HLA}xiA].z]q]x-] 2%2_4'0 S A
7 f3ted FAAE ASHA ggord Aae  dol DA B FREEL A,
A5d4712 Sgieh. QoA ALY AFA o 4 YT 45, JEatdT % A4E9
WAAEEY EAo] 29 7 e T RIS cshelale FFANNA vmA
2%¢ B} 45 vastgc FashA viebdes AggA, saH ¢
22 A7 ETRSHARL A9502 F47} A
m. & o} et g 4.3l TEHAAAAME o
& TEEEH AAA Alded ARSA,
AUHoE e 4oz ol 2o HAU  AUANH £o2 W8 S, oF
Atole Al BE oty o] s#A A Aotd = ZFEAANAE vlmA YA el
wa 7bA 7k 744 A ook (Fig. 432). stovt daEe epsixeluet tadga
2E AAold YL 42 FAHA Rz BAAAA o) Baaa debig, A4E
PAARERY RS FAY Al B AAEBe AR Faai »+eu°n4
@ 4 gle FREL Y ol 4T, AoEe AT wHaan o A¢
24, otolA, qte}bslE, = AAAG. olF 4 ot F45 o vebstoh(Fig. 1-Fig. 3, Table
}zel FHE AotA2 AIATAFAANA T 132).
Table 1. Evaluation of the image clarity according to the skull position
position standard forward chin-down chin-up
anatomic structure position position position position
pyriform aperture _ _
of nasal cavity - -
lateral wall _ _
of maxilla - -
orbital floor - - - -
infraorbital foramen - - - -
nasal floor - - - -
infraorbital rim ++ ++ + +
upper border of
- + £y -
zygomatic arch
lower border of
+ ++ ++ -
zygomatic arch
pterygomaxillary fissure + + ++ +
lateral pterygoid plate + ++ ++ +

- invisible
+ : relatively clear image
+ : clear image
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— ABSTRACTY —

PANORAMIC RADIOGRAPH OF THE FACIAL BONES ACCORDING
TO HEAD POSITION

Scon-Chul Choei, D.D.S.

Dept. of Oral Radiology, College of Dentistry, Seoul National University

The author has evaluated the panoramic image clarity of the midfacial anatomic structures
in dry skull according to the skull position. The radiopaque markers were attached to the anato-
mic structures: infraorbial rim, upper and lower borders of zygomatic arch, pterygomaxillary
fissure, lateral pterygoid plate, pyriform aperture of nasal cavity, lateral wall of maxilla, orbital
floor, infraorbital foramen, and nasal floor. Position of the skull were divided into four groups.
standard, 28mm forward, chin-down, chin-up position.

The results were as follows:

1. The pyriform aperture of nasal cavity, lateral wall of the maxilla, orbital floor, infraorbital
foramen and zasal floor did nct cast any discernible image.

Nearly all images of midfacial structures were blurred in the chin-up position.

3. The forward position provided good visualization of the maxillary sinus.
The chin-dow: position provided good visualization of the zygomatic arch, pterygomaxillary

fissue, and lateral pterygoid plate.






Fig. 1.
Standard position

Fig. 2.
Forward position

Fig. 3.
Chin-down position

Fig. 4.
Chin-up position




