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— Abstract

The respiratory function is relevant to the craniofacial growth and orthodontic diagnosis. The size of the pharyngeal
airway was measured in lateral cephalometric view in children visited Kyung Hee University Hospital from January
2015 to August 2017. A total of 74 healthy children (36 boys and 38 girls) aged 7 - 11 years (mean, 8.5 years) with
a normodivergent facial pattern were divided into three groups according to anteroposterior jaw relation measuring
A point-Nasion-B point (ANB) angle. Lateral cephalometric data were used to measure the airway dimensions. The
dimensions of the middle airway were significantly lower, reducing the upper airway space, in large ANB angle group
than in other children, suggesting that children with large ANB angle have narrower airway space than others.
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Table 1. Variables used in cephalometric analysis
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Fig. 1. Cephalometric measurements. (1) PNS-adl, (2) PNS-
ad2, (3) SPAS, (4) MAS, (5) IAS, (6) OAW, (7) VAL.

Type Cephalometric measure Definition
PNS-adl (mm) The distance from PNS to the pharyngeal wall along the line from Basion to PNS
Nasopharynx The distance from PNS to the adenoid tissue along the line from PNS to the midpoint of the line
PNS-ad2 (mm) ) . : )
intersecting Basion to Sella turcica
Superior posterior airway space (The distance from PNS-P bisecting point to along line
SPAS (mm)
parallel to Go-B plane)
MAS (mm) Middle airway space (width of airway along line parallel to Go-B line through P)
Oropharynx IAS (mm) Inferior airway space (width of airway along Go-B line)
Occlusal airway width (The distance between the points where the functional occlusal plane intersects
OAW (mm) . .
the anterior and posterior pharyngeal walls)
VAL (mm) Vertical airway length (distance between PNS and Eb)

PNS = posterior nasal spine, Go = gonion, B = B point, Eb = epiglottis base.

308



IAS, OAWS] 67 B2}, +XTel 240 sjgete SLtol &
S0l VALS TS0l B 772l WRE SHAUCL SRRy

HINTIS B B SR 180 HARTE ARSI 25
o 247 £1 26 A0 1 WRYUCE SARA Al
o0, 2 SHK|Z| YK EL K| DPaired ttestS S
HoD, SBAe| R MOl YUTH SAEHS PNS-

QL

o
=
el
>
v
Q

o
S
%
=
©
<

AS, IAS, OAW, VAL Z0| X2 H
o, o] i H4A HZH(Shapiro-Wilk test)2 Edf Xg-ﬁl
C

%39, & B 29 Kols T-AFoR A

0x
= |
> Mo '<::+
2 o3e

|'\I
|10
)

K| 2AHE M (one-way ANOVA)C 2 &!8}9‘;9'31, bS]
FAES OHESIR| U2 AL, = ElCH7Ho| Xj0o|= WH-3|EL| U A
(Mann-Whitney U test) @ 2, A ZIEt Zto| X}0|= FEAZ-
obg|A A (Kruskal Wallis test) @ 2 SEAS}QICE O] M, N Rl
Ztol Xto|7} folst AL, 2HZ L] A& A (Bonferroni's post-
hoc test)E Sl =7} A™ESIACE SHKZ|+= SPSS 20.0S At
&5t

I 917 4%

o ITOIAE FH 74BO| ThA B LA} 36%, OfXt 38
o|Yom, Alsteto] MBuEOl 9fX|of M2 Aol 2
ZOIME LR, CiXHAZ 0[O0 TROME HAH3
AH2%0|D MR ME LRHLE, OfXH2B0| ATt B
2 85AM|(7.1 - 1011M)¥on, Mt B 7 - 8A| 22
8 - 94 233, 9 - 10A| 17H, 10 - 11A4| 12 0| A CHTable 2).
27 1x0| M2 QSO R HIME 2t 2HRZO
2 Qolnjgt Xjo|7} gie MO LIEHTh E3t Aol Xfo|

off 2 g =t gle A

0=

I':LI
5] QE r|r
o 2 =

OE

bl

O LIEFRCE

Table 2. Distribution of age and sex according to skeletal patterns
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Fig. 2. Comparisons of the pharyngeal airway according to

anteroposterior skeletal patterns.
One-way ANOVA, Kruskal Wallis test (* : p < 0.05).

Anteroposterior skeletal patterns

Variables Group 1 Group II Group I
N (%) N (%) N (%)

7 - 8 years 5(22.73) 5(22.73) 12 (54.55)

Age 8 - 9 years 8 (34.78) 10 (43.48) 5(21.74)
9 - 10 years 7 (41.18) 6 (35.29) 4 (23.53)

10 - 11 years 6 (50.00) 4 (33.33) 2 (16.67)

Sex Male 12 (33.33) 13 (36.11) 11 (30.56)
Female 14 (36.84) 12 (31.58) 12 (31.58)
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Table 3. Comparisons of the pharyngeal airway according to anteroposterior skeletal patterns

Group I Group II Group I ANOVA Kruskal Bonfferoni post hoc

Variables Mean + SD Mean + SD Mean + SD Wallis test I-1 [-1I I-1I
(mm) (mm) (mm) o value

PNS-adl 2278 +420 2320 £307 2090 + 5.04 0.135
PNS-ad? 1709 + 387 1666 + 319 1519 + 348 0.295
SPAS 9.57 + 153 906 + 1.72 9.18 + 2.04 0.282
MAS 9.96 + 245 6.85 + 231 8.90 + 2.54 0.000* 0.000* 0.147 0.011*
IAS 1135 + 3.00 902 +270 1061 £ 273 0.032* 0.012* 0410 0.124
OAW 10.15 + 2.69 798 + 219 9.82 +338 0.013* 0.006* 0.654 0.047
VAL 5637 + 574 5543 + 470 5374 + 4.86 0.289

One-way ANOVA, Kruskal Wallis test, Bonferroni's post-hoc test (* : p < 0.05).
PNS = Posterior nasal spine, SPAS = Superior posterior airway space, MAS = Middle airway space, IAS = Inferior airway space, OAW = Occlusal airway

width, VAL = Vertical airway length.

Table 4. Comparisons of the pharyngeal airway according to sex

ex T-test Mann-Whitney U test
Male (n=36) Female (n=38)
Mean + SD (mm) Mean + SD (mm)
PNS-adl 2215 + 446 2252 + 4.02 0.701
PNS-ad2 16.10 + 3.99 16.59 + 3.15 0.558
SPAS 931+ 198 9.24 + 153 0.847
MAS 831 + 287 884 + 262 0.100
IAS 10.29 + 3.40 10.37 + 2.50 0.297
OAW 912 + 315 949 + 268 0.184
VAL 55.96 + 5.02 5455 + 531 0.119

T-test, Mann-Whitney U test.
No statistically significant difference between sex.

PNS = Posterior nasal spine, SPAS = Superior posterior airway space, MAS = Middle airway space, IAS = Inferior airway space, OAW = Occlusal airway

width, VAL = Vertical airway length.
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