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ROENTGEN CEPHALOMETRIC' ANALYSIS
{Male—Adults)

Name 53&_ .y m

( Clov3M) (,zm)!m S.D.

(‘ue No. 54-02

85 G Tacial angle . 745 8507 576
8.0 Convexity 45 560 43
<4, 0 A—B plane ~55 510 328

35. 0 Mandibular plane 39.0 26.25 634

§3.5 v —axis 690 &1 3w
9.5 Occlusel plane 4.5 952 401
9.5 interineisel J30.0 12066 839

27.0L-1 to Occlusal A5 2163 603
Q1. 011 1o Mandibular $R.0 8467 722
[5:0U-1 o AP plane 45 7% 231

75 FHto SN pne  4:0 5% 335

8oL W
715 sxB 0507861 34
9.5 SNA-SNB diff. 3 g 328 266
17.5 U—1to N=Pplane 9 991 278

8105\

}35.0 U= to FH plane 53010834 582
128.0U~1 to SN plane PROIIS 553

136,0Gonial angle . /23511138, 58
71,0 Ramus inclination 4.5 264 414
{Staadard " by lizuka> Ishikawa)
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