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(1) Saddle angle(Cranial base angle)(Fig. 1D
N-S-Ar mean 123°:5°

(2) Articular angle(joint angled(Fig. 1D
S.Ar-Go mean 143°%6°

(3) Gonial angle(jaw angled)(Fig. 1D
Ar-Go-Gn mean 130°+£7° '

(4) Sum
(D+H(D+(3) mean 396°

(5) Anterior cranial base length(Fig.1)
N—S mean 73m m-+3mm

(6) Posterior cranial base length(Fig. 1)

Skeletoalveolar, Functional

S—Ar mean 37mm=3mm
(7) Ramus height(Fig. 1)
Ar—Go mean 53mm-=5mm
(8) Body length(Fig. 1)
Go—Pog mean 80mm5mm
(9) Mandibular body to anterior Cranial base
Ratio (5):(1) mean 1:1
(22)Chin angle(Fig. 1)
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© Table 1.

LOYOLA UNIVERSITY CEPHALOMETRIC ANALYSIS

Patient Student
Dr. J.R. Jarabak. Chairman, Department of Orthodontics

Born Instructor

Date Taten Average(Stan.Dev.)
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ANB Difference
Facial Depth Angle
GO Gn Sn

“Y” Axis

FMA
-1 to FH
-1 to SN
Interincisal Angle
1 to NA(Angular)
L to NA(Linear)
Chin Angle

FMIA

IMPA

L to NB(Angular)
L to NB(Linear)
PO to NB

I to PO(Holdaway)
Ratio

NA to PO(Downs)
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Steiner Analysis
(mm)

Steiner Analysis | -+ -
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Relocation
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Curve of Spee
Total Net

Extraction case
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Tweed Analysis
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Ideal 25 65 | 90
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Correction factor in degrees
Correction factor(mm) Imm/25° %2
Discrepancy(entire arch)(mm)
Curve of Spee(mm)

Total arch Length needed (mm)
Extraction case

Total Net Follox‘:iog Extraction
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(17) 1 to FH mean 112°(Fig. 3)

(18) 1 to SN mean 103° (Fig.3)
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(19) Interincisal (angular) mean 135.4°+5.8
(Fig. 3)

(20) 1 to NA(angular) mean 22°(Fig. 3)

(21) 1 to NA(linear) mean 4mm(Fig.3)
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(23) FMIA(Fig.3)
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