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of BE T B e xS cassetted {LE-E WG

I. \EEs o EAE soleh. ;
WS AEREEES Smsdch.
1. WS L) BEHE @ OSSR S4B (NG : nose

FRIRRY ZRRRE WEkA oW Al el R tip), Pogonion(Po. ; the most anterior point of

A& HRshrl Behel kel Y Wike] BA ¢ chin)s} Menton(Me. ;the most inferior point of
FaA) R AR &S B 494, K 614 chin)ell #& #IRE 435 tapex MHAA BEadh
18o 2 a9 m, FEIER RiFfehe BH & 2 Bk dojxAz] ¢A sk (Fig. 1 M),
Wmmk BERd R EEIE B 384 S W2Rer, o ;
a] M-S BERste] od, RN FENE WY
A Qe IR Pk 304% Hi3Bies gt
{Table 1 ).

Table 1. Number of subjects.

TOREE | MM | AR # o5 % B OR

B | 49 | AEk ik AKRHE
| 6l SHkHE
ok | W | 3 | wokWmEE ik, a4

1% |

IR | B 30 | kB BE 4 JE Fig. 1. Landmarks,
j Binde) %8s Eme vieleA sz, ear rod7t
at 178 W AAELRel geseslAl EEE =% shgleh
: 951 Bl A= RO &L (centric position) &} & 5
2. BissiE ke 42#hi(rest position; relaxed muscle of

Jh BEEE 2 B @ SIEMENSjES]  Tele- mandible) & TeshAl sked 287 sl QO m, 452 Bl A
Radiographic Unit “SK150”& f#fifistsdc}l. o] i B At 379 &g (@ lightly touch of
B 2R A 150cme EEE ] 9o, WBEEHME [ lips, @ relaxed muscle of mandible, and @ a few

ETEAE RO 2 e SEigle] miswd M seconds after swallowing of saliva)® WAl &k

% cephalostat®] ear plug® BlIET 4 Y=E 32 5 0] % 4k |pstad e, 3RS bl AR T4 37

2t Ao L Rl iy =5 W
Bepplerk e AV 15mA, WHEE 80 Kvp, HH Hikom FH—Ad el & T figsket

fEe 1R 8k, 87/ X107 film cassette® {#iffla} th WEFHE  BEs filme view desk kol >,

Table 2. Interocclusal Distances according to various landmarks.

; Sk '
{Su%?é{cts} ﬁlaallfcli; (ni\:[n) Ei‘l%l’ 5.D. Var;me (K%i;,) (Sll‘;i‘:s") Min. 1 Max. I c.v. t > %fl%?nf.

POV 1.98 0.18 1.23 1.500% 2.21 1.16 0.2 6.1 61.86 1.63—2.33

M Me 1.85 0.13 0.92] 0.843 —0.02 0.72 0.3 . 4.1 49.59 1.59—2.12
) Gn } 1.92 0.17 1.16 ].346‘ 1.95 1.38 0.3 5.8/ 60.28 1.59—2.26
Po 1.91 0.17 1,350 1.832 2.02 1.40 0 6.3 70.87, 1.56—2.26

F Me 1.84 0.15 .17 1.364 3.00 1.50 0 6.4 63.39] 1.54—2.14
v Gn 1.98 0.16 1.24  1.525 5, 5¢ 1.85 0 7.6, 62,41 1.66~3.00
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FHMEEES BEAEE EE AR 2% nonius(i/20mm) 2
C Ehmstack. B g #EBho= se  Pogonion,
Menton®} Gnathion(Gn.; the most inferior point
in the contour of the bony chin)7}x] ¢ FEEEE &4 &
W B, WS LA %9l Interocclusal
Distance (freeway space) & siHig-arh

#1Ed A e & FREH Interocclusal Distanced]
g (M), EEERZE(S.D.), RE(S:, kurtosis), &
e (sk. skewness), EEFMC. V) 2 FEER &40
o EEstg R, B %, FRIFLEMS 2 ¥
5 HEHE BES stgch. =3 nose tipdll A TS
#=REse]l Gnathionz} HKiEMES] 3REEQL Pogonion,
Mentonol 4] 5iHi=l A 29 Interocclusal Distance®
Hgstel 2 (LT MR

ool Ay ArtA s el [IRY TP A
‘Subjects
30+ Pogonion
[ Menton
25 A

t t : ' =3 t i
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40 50 60 7.0 (mm)

Fig. 2. Distribution of Interocclusal Distance.
(Male 49)
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Doy, s
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1
7.0(;’[‘”)‘1)

. 3. Distribution
(Female 61)

of Interocclusal Distance.

# FREBES Interocclusal Distance® 45 1 BES) #idh
A s A—alA shgom, ohuk Ak HEde UCLA
o) BMDrh BHEBRBI Kikste]l & LHLE MW
S Hikdl RARMBLEMY 2T HEsdch
MBS MAMEHTC =A ISRt Sl
Boz SEstel genes) sk B—aA shgrk

I BT % & &

BB AR (relaxed muscle of man-
dible) Foll A 1GEENY s BehA stgd& A, 'R
Bl whE Interocclusal Distance® Table 2¢¢ #Z o
®, z H4Ele Fig. 2, 33 2+

FEALS ik Gnathions FExREho = & Inter-
occlusal Distancet 5 1.92mm, #& 1.98mmo]%laL,
BRiS% - Pogoniond FRZhom Mg =l 5 1.98
mm, & 1.91mmo}gl o, Mentong ZEREo=Z I
g¢ W B 1.85mm, & l.84mm= veh} FERELH,
Hithdl = FEEE BET ¢ dcH(Table 328).

Table 3. T-value table.

Male-
Male Female _ :
Sig.) | (Sig.) | M°F (gggaie ,
Po-Me 0.59(No)} 0.29(No)|| Po-Po 1.48(No)
Po-Gn 0.23(No)| 0.29(No)|] Me-Me{  0.21(No)
Me-Gn 0.35(No)| 0.62(No)|| Gn-Gn 1.25(No) .

t=1.980 at the 95 percent level of confidence.

e A FEREE e s g Interocclusal
Distances} #Lifah FRBSE BEMTY Interocclusal
Distance[¢] 38 mFINE ¥ Table 484 2},

AA FREEo E o] F] A&
tance7} F—3sbeha A50= = EH (0. 5mm)= 51 o]

. A 56.1%, T 59.8% 14k vk (Table 4 2).

%20 IR R E el Tk FOREL 0l
o] w2 Interocclusal Distance® Table 59} ztond,
o S Fige 4,5, 63 zte}.,

Lightly touch of lips/ifel &3; B @i T
o] 41 Pogonion ZERELS] Interocclusal Distancel:
1.29mmeo} 4l i, relaxed muscle of mandible J#kel:

Interocclusal Dis-

Pogonion 3mE6e] Interocclusal Distancel 2. 21mm
2 HEMY BEE 9 (t=3.73). &EbEd o
oA fE lightly touch of lips s} swallowing
of salivajj#:¢] Pogonion #frolAdwt 2 & glqic
(Table 5 2JF). . I o
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Table 4. The number of cases represending linear difference from Inwerocclusal Distance
of Nt-Gn to that of Nt-Po, Nt-Me,

Distance Male Total No. o ll Female Total No. | o
Cl h lro [ 2
(mm) Po Me e8| | Po Me (2
4,6~5.5 1 1 1.0
3.6~4.5 3 3 3.1
2.6~3.5 2 2 2.0 1 1 0.8
1.6~2,5 1 2 3 3.1 0
. 0.6~1,5 9 5 14 14.3 14 7 2] 17.2
|
+0.5 22 33 55 56.1 30 43 73 ] 59.8
|
—0.6~~—1.5 8 7 15 16,3 12 10 22 18.0
—1.b~—2.5 3 1 4 4,1 4 1 5 4.1
—2,6~—-3.5 1 1 1.0 '
Table 5. Interocclusal Distance according to landmarks in various rest positions,
“Method |y .
Land- M S.D. Vari- . ;10,95 conf.
rest ’gff)'sition mark (mm) | error S.D. ance B2 Sk Min. | Max. | C.V. int.
’ T i
. Po 1.29 0.14 0.86 0.742) ~0.53 0.01 —-0.6 3.0 66, 7611, 01—1. 57
Lightly ’
“touch Me 1. 42 0.17 1. 08 1,098 4.17 1. 65 0.2 5.& 73,741, 08—1.77
of lips :
: Gn 1.72 0.1% 1. 0G 1. 43¢ 5.20 1.92 0.4 6. ¢ 66, 68/1, 35—2, 14-
: |
Po 2.21 0. 2¢ 1.2C 1.443 =0.93 0. 3¢ 0.5 4.8 54,4711, 81—2, 60+
Relaxed
muscie Me “1.77 0.1£ 0,91 0.824] —0.22 0. 41 0.2 4.1 51,42\, 47—2, 06+
of mand. - .
Gn 1,82 0.17 1.07 1. 146 1.12 1.08 0.2 5.1 58, 9511, 46—2, 17
. z l .
Po 1.55 0.16 1. 00 0.996] —0.50 0. 40 —-0.4 3.8 64.50]1,22—1.88
Swallowing R '
©of Me 1. 41 0.15 0. 91 0.819] —0. 44 0.74 0.3 4,00 64,260, 11—1.71
saliva - .
Gn 1.59 0.16 1.01 1. 026 0.94) 1.20 0.4 A4 63.7211,26—1.92
FEPR ZIALE ek sk ik relaxed muscle fiiEF Interocclusal Distancef®] ;2% EFIFE 2w

of mandible 5#:2] Mentons} Pogoniong ZE/RELC
2 38}o} Interocclusal Distance® graphz }eld

2PN
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Table 6. The numher of cases. representing linear. difference, from, Interocclusal. Distance of

Nt-Gn to that of Nt-Po, Nt-Me.

Distance Lightly Relaxed Swallowing “Total No. y
(mm) Po | Me | Po | Me | Po | Me | @
3.6~4.5 1 1 0.4
2.6~3.5 3 3 1.3
1.6~2.5 1 2 3| 6 2.5
0.6~1.5 5 2 8 5 7 I 5 32 14.0
+0.5 21 25 18 27 16 22 129 56,6
; 4
~0,.6~—1.5 6 11 3 4 10 1 45 19.7
—1.6~=2.5 4 2 2 2 10 4.4
—-2,6~=3,5 1 1 0.4
-3, 6~ —4.5 1 1 0.4
Subjects ;
Subjec ] Subjects
el =~ Pogonion, )
20 e = — Menton, e Pogonion
15 /’//\\ meeememce-sGpathion = 9ck 0 eeeme e Menton i
/ veveeeeees Gpathion
1ok 7 '
4 v
(R Vi
5+ i N
Nt
I \\’-=
o] If } 1 s D S PO P
—~10 0 10 20 30 40 50 6.0 70(mm) :
:Fig, 4. Distribution of Interocclusal Distance. k\,.
(Lightly touch of lips) o » . . ‘1 " N
‘Subjects =10 0 1.0 2.0 3.0 40 5.0(mm)
/ L Fig. 6. Distribution of Interocclusal Distance.
20t rr————— Pogonion

L 1 £ L1 ) .

0 1.0 20 30 40 50 60(mm)

Fig. 5. Distribution of Interocclusal Distance.
(Relaxed muscle of mandible)

Ll 4H
H B4 (interaction ZEEM) & ok dEel Ui
<l rh(Table 7 &R).

(S'wallowing of saliva)

Table 7. BMD O2V-Analysis of Variance for
Factorial Design, Health Sciences Com-
puting Facility, UCLA.

Source of Degree of | Sums of | Mean

variation freedom squares squares
] 2 14, 03439 7.01719
2 2 2. 19596 1, 09798
1.2 4 346, 28876 86.°57219

Within -
" replicates 333 13. 33905 044006
Total 341 375.85816
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Table 8, Interocclusal Distancs uccording .to various, Jandmarks and rest positions with .

- Siga

P

dentures or without dentures.

\Method o ]
With dentures ' Without dentures
Land-\ | [8htly touch |Relaxed muscle Swallowing | Lightly touch |Relaxed muscle] Swallowing
mark of lips of mandible of saliva of lips ) of mandible of saliva
Po Me Gnl Po Me Gn Po Me Gn Po Me Gn| Po Me Gn Po Me Gn
1 “'0.5 0.9 2.4 3.4 312 3.3 3.8 3.3 3.4 01 0.3 1.4 1.7 0.1 0 —-0.4-0.1 0.7
2 L3 L6 L9 2.7 2,5 3.0 2.2 2.2 2.3 —0.3—-0.6—3.8 0.7 0.5 0.4 1.0 0.7 0.6
3 6.3 6.1 4.0 58 53 3.6 60 59 49 2.2 2.7 2.4 3.1 3.0 3.4 4.8 55 4.0
4 0.6 0.6\0.3 ’ 3.5 20 1.0 3.7 L8 0.8 —2.1 .L.4 2.6 L3 45 4.7) 1.0 4.6 6.2
5 k 0.9 1.7 25| L2 L1 L1 0.6 0.6 0.6/ 2,9 2.7 3,00 3.9 35 35 06 1.2 2.3
6 3.7 4.8 50/ 54 61 6.4 3.9 3.9 41 6.8 10.813.6 5.7 8.7 9.7 48 8.9 1.3
7 0.5 0.5 1.3 0.6 0.6 1.6 0.6 0.7 0.7 ——1.4—1.0—0.4 —1.2-0.6 0.6 —4.3-3.5-2.3
8 0.3 0.8 1.1 0.1 0.3 0.9 0.1 0.3 1.0 —=3.1—2.6~4,6 —0,5-0.7—3.3 —-0,.9~1.6—4,4
g 2,8 2.8 3.4 2.4 2,8 3.2 1.6, 1.8 1.8 3.0 3.3 3.6 2.7 3.2 3.5 1.9 2.0 L8
.10 =0.7 1.3 1.6 0.1 L5 1.5 21 1.5 0,9 L7 L7 L7 LT L1 1 .3 1.3 Lo
11 Lg L1 09 20 1.3 1.1 2.4 1.7 1,00 1.7 0.8-0.8 0.8 0.2—0.8 2.3 0.5—1.7
12 =0.2 0.4 1.2} 1.6 1.5 L4 0.8 1.3 1.1] 2.6 3.9 &0 2.7 3.7 48 0.9 3.1 &3
13 2.2 3.0 42 35 35 42 3.8 3.6 43 59 6.3 7.2 6.5 7.1 7.8 1.7 2 2.1
14 L0 0.7 0.7 0.3 0.3 0.5 1.0 0.4 0,3 0.5 2.3 3.8 —0.1 1.2 2.4 —=2,2—-0.2 1.6
15 6.3 &5 46 60 6,2 42 7.9 6.4 2.0 3.8 3.9 7.8 L9 1LT 9.0 6.8 63 4.6
16 LY L1 L6 4.5 4,6 5.7 .2 1.6 2.6 2.9 25 1.7/ 3.3 3.0 1.4 2.1 2.0 0.4
17 1.9 1.8 1.9 1.3 0.3 0.2 1.6 0.3 0.2 1.2-0.9-1.2 1.2~0.8-1.1 0.5-2.0~3.%
18 3.8 4.6 7.6 2.8 4,1 9,00 2.2 3.1 63 3.5 4.3 8.1 10.0 29119 7.5 7.2 9.1
19 © 2.4 2,2 2,00 4.0 3.2 1.4 3.8 3.5 2.2 59 4.5 0.6 5.4 ‘4.4 .o 41 21-18
20 L1 46 63 27 49 58 2.5 3.6 4.5 2.7 7.710.5 3.7 7.2 89 2.8 50 6.0
2] 0.2 0.5 1.1 0.6- 0.9 1.4 3 1.6 21| ~7.8-6.9—2.4 —6,2—4,2—-0.8 ~2.8-2,1 0.2
22 3.6 3.3 2. 3.3 3.0 2.1 4.5 4.8 2,20 3.6 3.5 3.0f 57 58 54 3.0 3.0 2.7
23 1.4 1.4 1 2.0 2.0 231 2.5 2.1 1.6 3.5 2.5 1.3 3.8 2.2 0.9 2.8 0 —1.5
24 LT 1.1 1.5 3.4 3.0 2.1 .1 1.4 1.9 —2.7-2.6-3.8 0.3-0.2—1.4 —0.9-2,3-4.8
25 0.2 0.6 3.9 O 1.2 3.7 0.5 0.6 2,6 —1.5 1.3 2.4 3.5 4.7 6.3 2.1 3.0 3.0
26 3.6 4.7 6.6 5.4 53 6.0 55 546 6.1 1.3 3.4 4.9 5.8 6,8 7.1 52 569 6.2
27 8.5 5.7 6.20 57 56 58 56 6.5 7.2 59 7.4 8.6 3.0 4.2 5,20 3.2 4.1 4.8
28 =0.1 0.8 1.8 0.5 1.4 1.4 1.3 1.8 1.5 1.9 4.0 6.2 2.0 3.8 50 0.2 3.2 55
29 2.5 2.6 2.4 43 41 4.4 3.3 3.0 3.6 3.2 3.4 4.6 4.2 3.2 3.2 2.7 3.0 3.3
30 2.2 2.1 3,00 3.7 3.6 47 43 3.7 4.7 0.7 0.1 2.1 1.6 &1‘.4 2.9 3.3 29 3.&
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Table 9. Interocclusal Distances according to landmarks in various rest positons.

, Land-{ M |[S.D. Vari-| .. . | 0.95 conf.
Method mark |(mm)lerror S.D. | Jicel A | Sk |Min. MaX-IC-V- Yint, o
©Po | 1.91) 0.34] 1.8413.393 0.31] 0.99 0.7t 6.3 96.44]  1.22~2.6C .
Lightly touch of lips |~ Me | 2.30] 0.33 1.793.201/--0.71 0.82] 0.4/ 6.1]77.90 1.63~2.97
Co Gn | 2.84] 0.35 1.94 3.749|=0.70] 0.96] 0.3 7.6 ¢8.18) 2.12~3.56"
g Po | 2.79 0.33] 1.83 3.345—1.06| 0.16] 0.1} 6.0 65.56] 2. 11~3.4&
= IRelaxed muscle of .
g bl Me | 2.85 0.33 1.83 3.341|-1.08] 0.29] 0.3 6.2/ 64.21}  2.16~3.5%
g Gn | 3.100 0.39 2.15 4.628 0.01 0.79\ 0.2 9.0 69.40]  2.30~3.90
3 .
Po | 2.72] 0.35 1.91]3.638| 0.08| 0.80 0.1 7.9 70.04]  2.01~3.44
Swallowing of saliva | Me | 2.62 0.34 1.83 3.362|—0.49| 0.69) 0.3 6.5 ¢69.98  1.94~3.31
Gn | 2.69 0.38) 1.89| 3.5831—0.40] 0,71} 0.2 7.2 70.45]  1.98~3.3¢
Po ] 1.62 0.57] 3.10 9.604] -1.22]—0.85 —7.8 6.8/191.30]  0.46~2.78
Lightly touch of lips | Me | 2,220 0.64] 3.5212.398| 0.71/~0.09 —6.9 10.8158.85 0. 90~3. 53
Gn | 3.91) 0.78 4.28{18.325/—0.68 0.33f —4.€ 13.6/142.06  1.42~4.61
o !
= .
2 Po | 2.90 0.62 3.37011.383] 1.68] 0,25 —6,2] 11.9/116.34)  1.64~4.16
C: .
¢ |Relaxed muscle of Me | 3.25 0.63| 3.4211.719-0.08 0.29] —4.2 11.1]105.44]  1.97~4.53
= mandible
S Gn | 3.45| 0.68 3.70113.669|—0,52| 0.38] —3,3, 11.9107.27]  2.07~4.8%
¥ -
Po | 1.84] 0.48 2.65 7.001] 0.10,—0.08 —4,3 7.5144.06/  0.85~2.8Z
Swallowing of saliva | Me | 2.20| 0.54, 2 98] 8,889|—0.40, 0,13} —3.8] 8,9135.32 1.09~3.32
Gn | 2.200 0.69| 3.8014.445—-0.20] 0.19 —4.8 11.3(172.76  0.78~3.62
}

= 9RE T BE B 3046l HE PR EHE
wl gzt Table 8,95} o, FpATie 40F~75
F2A FHERL 62.5% 1%

FEIR 22 S Feshe J7ikd lightly touch of lips
FHikFell A Pogonion ¥7RkE5) Interocclusal Distance
S} SR BHE Jehd A 34019, SR
Beo] ko FiREL] AR 74019tk relaxed muscle
of mandible 2 swallowing of salivajfjiids &=
Vet AL wA] dfcEndd & 4 dden,
“Fked] whel Menton FREN 54, 74, Gnathion
oREkel| 54, 7419w (Table 8§ 228,

MEEENY RIS WEe & FETAA  EREM
o] Interocclusal Distanced] ZFigfir RiFEERS
i lightly touch of lips J78¢] PogonionZiR

501 (1. 91mm), FEHERY RIEE BH-TE

9 Fl— EREZEelQCH(L. 62mm). w3+ &k Inter~
occlusal Distancet FREEEHER 2 WEREEE &9
relaxed muscle of mandible J53T ¢ Gnathion#ER
Blo w £ 3 10mm, 3.45mme}girch.

% FER2EMS Interocclusal Distanced] ke
FMBEERER S BEREFEAA J% 24 g,
BAEE SRR A % 2A ek

WEfmae BRGNS FRMEET Y o B ER
A 25 BRsach B iRy SEREE BY
5 Interocclusal Distance?] FigyEaclt #or, #HE
= 100% 7+ €4 Y glek(Table 9 2.

e BuEER YA & HRIRNY R
= el 7 2 R%E 9 Interocclusal Distance
(Table 8)9] 4rizsE Table 107} ef,

el Y] Interocclusal Distance’ 0~7.0mm
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Table 10, Distribution. of; Interocclusak Distances; : <

¥

With dentures VxVout dentures.
Lightly Relaxed ] Lightly Relaxed
Distanc | touch of | muscle’ of Slaxrfals,!gmgg touch of | muscle of gfwggi?“f'am‘g
(mm). ! lips mandible Sum| , lips mandible i Sum.
mim s Gry| % | Stk T “ldhy | *
Po Me Gn| Po Me Gn| Po Me Gn| Po Me Gn| Po Me Gn| Po Me Gn
14
1 1 0.4
13 i
i2
T 1 1 1 4 1.5
i1
Lo 2 0.7
10
1 1 1 1 4 1.6
9 :
1 1 0.4 2 1. 2 i 6 2.2
8
1 1 1 3 1.1 2 2 2 2 1 10 3.7
7
2 1 3 2 1 2 2 130 4.8 1 1 1 T 1 1 T 1 2 10, 3.7
b
1 2 5 3 4 3 2 200 7.4] 3 1 4 1 22 1 2 3 17 6.3
5
4 3 2 4 4 2 1 5 25 9.3 2 2 1 4 3 3 3 2 200 7.4
4
4 1 3 7 4 4 6 7 3 39 4.4 5 7 2 7 5 4 2 2 3 391 14.4
3
5 &5 &5 4 4 4 6 3 5 A1 15,28 6 5 ¢ 3 3 20 7 5 4 41 15,2
2
7 8 12 5 5 8 6 9 6 69 25.6) 5§ 2 4 5 4 24 3 5 2 32 1.8
1
: 8 9 3 7 8 4 6 6 8 56/ 20,7, 3 3 1 3 2 &5 6 3 5 29 10.7
Q
3 3 L1 T 2 20 2 4 21 3 2 18] 6.7
-1
2 1 1 2 2 3 12 4.4
=2
2 3 1 2 2 1 11 4.1
=3
1 2 1 11 6l 2.2
—4
1 1 1 2 5 1.8
)
—6
1 1 2l 0.7
-7
1 1 0.4
-8
Fyoll Herhslo] glot MR A e 2oz & HEEREY 220008 Beshe kBl Rk L) R
#ol sle% & & 33l (Table 10 2RK). e HEMEGE Sskr] B3k UCLAS BMDrb 3
e D?fﬁﬁ FOoRELE Ji#o g g Interocclusal &ﬂﬁ%&.&ul(Table 12)efl fRk3F #58, ZmEgEEw=l %

Distances} Gl FRBie ML Interocclusal WERS F RBREENY 2E EFkY Fikd 2 %
DlstanceFa'ﬁA =5 fEFFZ 2= Table 113} el ;]:;..-.;E(Po, Me, Gn)[Eel 9l o] 4] Interocclusal Distance
AN FRBie s olFel AE Interocclusal ¢ ®: HIEEe], FJHMISEHEEY B ER
Distancert F—3teba A7 = FEM (£0.5mm) & 7§ B, Rl SREHCREEMS) il kel FUREER
WOl A 40.6%, TEEHERAA 23.3%90x F ox A 9SS HUSkT Yk
# 31.9% 0]t}
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Table 11. The number of cases representing linear difference from Interocclusal Distance of

Nt-Gn to that of Nt-Po, Nt-Me.

Distance With&geﬂnt;;res Withoutsder]lltur[es ‘ l‘ Tota]i
() Lightly |Relaxed N inglsum | % | Lightly|Relaxed W@:Sals un | Sa%i %
Pof{Me PotMe Po|Me (180) PotMe Po{Me ﬁ( ( 1‘[
5.6n06.5 ‘ 1 1o 1 11 0e 2 06
4,6~5.5 1 ] 5 1 0.3
3.6~4.5 1 0. 1| 2 400 g 4.4 9l 2.5
2.6~3.5 1 11T R T R W/ 2 1 1z 739 100 2.3
1.6~2.5 2 1l o3 3 oz o6 3 1l 4 o o2 o3 18 83 2 7.2
0.6~1.5 v I B 3i 5 4 20 5 4 s 1 o4 ] g 18 1000 38 105
0.5 8 14 & 15 12 16 73 | 40.6 3 ¢ 5 12 7i ol 420 23.3] 118 3¢9
. : . | !
—0,6~=1.5 o 9o 11 7| 5 ¢ 47 | 26 6| 9 8 7 4 8 36 20,0 83 230
—L6~—2.5 | 8 2 12 10 5. o sl o a7 19l tosl 2s) s
2.6~ =3.5 | g 1 4 s 4 3 2 3 2 100 5.5 18l &0
—3.6~—4.5 2 1 3 L7t o4 4 1 g 2 13 7.2 S
—4.6~ =55 1 1 2 1 3 1 2 6 3.5 gl 2.2
—5.6r~=6.5 i 1 0. 1 1 o 11 I
6.6~ —T7.5 1 1 0.5 0.3
—7.6~—8.5 1 1 0.3
Table 12, BMD 02V-Analysis of Variance for pe Rl A o] 2o] Aw], AT HREE 4]
Pactrial Design, Hoalth Sciences Com- oz e psle APoRd, g, 85
, ° v : m O R SO G RS pEE K
Source of | Degree of | Sums of Mean o] EHR v E ZEKE 7x1' ek, whebA
variation freedom squares squares A g Tk 5},_ 0] ke TR 2
1 R PR TR A2 o B ’?5 ®ol THRAg SE
2 2 c0.55678]  a0.o7  PL O RGNS BB B
Aol ol 2 Aot
3 3 30,7201 15.36006
- o, R o 85700 WEERHY Ze el BURE Wive: E (ﬁ‘l“j"?ﬂ‘ﬂ ‘il"“%
BEo) HE EEMR R A B FHME e FhpRtes te
23 ' ¢ 16.45078 4. 11269 anuman 903}, T X-HIR S XhHoM thEmk {2l A
1.2.3 4 3707. 32460,  926.83115 o] BH 493} T () ARG A ] FHR B & % 2% 3435 47
Wi e 522 | 347.74296 geol7 o HEL F EEANEE fEe RS
Total 539 ‘ 4182, 65000 oAl il whet oA F e, mﬁ”‘m
‘. | X-fpize) g & barium qulfate”’b} alu-
minum filter*>& FIEL Bk iEg @mEsx gos
W =R obxl vt
TH KWLE VR, ETH R Mt el ik =8 FRZGCE e e Hkors D #E



(Ez2"m”EF) & AJE &3 g A2 BHCm
sound and lightly touch of lips) 113 4 9 14 21,27, 28y 423,
@ FHAAS HEIRE (relaxed muscle of mandible)
2y 3y By 21 22y 30y 32, 38) ® ;z] pM ,2%1,71 =] i}*ﬁ nﬁ 2@ f,‘,goﬂ}:_ rF s
W& frell A 2l 2 Sonsh= 0k (a few seconds after
swallowing of saliva)®® 91528 g S4gs & ofc),

T K] BIgE Plgesb-&d Thompson®&  “df
I ofmel BRG] —kg Wibe] THEHLE —F
steb s gl K3k, Atwood»el Tallgrend®2 “F
s LR Blel, olul Jidkeld e #
#He Fobva shgch. zovbel FTHEREMLYE THE B
o} HEH®E ko), THHI A BHFRE sl
+ YRS KiEEC el ¥ BEx 9l
HHES HBFROEE EHEN RFECS BEks Hik
(55 2,380l whel @A Bl o] ek fEEEke] el 22
71 9lgl on, Tallgrend] el 2 FS 4 4 94
=
I LEE I olol A dkilek Lo FERERY

FIEMES & Tl Pogonion xeh Menton i

fuol Al melFgel, zeJ #ieE JeAl e
#EHel &, Swerdlow®® =l Silverman?™2 phonetic

method7}t fifEi7F 9leka st o,
445 714 4 ¢lgleh
THRLE el o2 EHmE e skl Sharry*

“fct HmEES B £ 5 gL egend,
3l
s s

& el A 1

Landy'™®& e KBS e L3 wax rim&
FAENE =) AR~ 2 HImE ] Aol
Aotz gz, Coccaro & Lloyd®E #HFiiifsk A
@A 7 AskA mAgea fEfsk gl o], Duncan
& Williams®¥: pre-extractionl xmrd JEiEkn
Fo EEpiee] 2.65mm Wk s, Tallgren®® S 1.4

mm e F*‘i“ﬂ" vl 9l eh

:LE%‘% < OFEER glel A MMATITEEREECl olol 3l
4\74 hf«] ]T A{lL*a“ ﬁ[‘_"[)oi ’5}‘0% ’f%‘ JJ‘('}‘-/l '2("1*

el 2%, LIJ Interocclusal Distanced] 47§ M3l
of nw, FWEEFRAA 0~7. Ommel] ikriu]ﬂ e
ﬁfm, Felii R A 5. 0~12. 0mmel]  Zis gl 2

ol Shk @ LR FEIIRN B s Kl **‘f L
9)‘——- Aolelm AT 4 9},

S A S e e A S|

Interocclusal

Distanced] [Jste] = Boucher®s} 2~4mm, Landa'™
L 0,8~3.5mm, Ramfjord*»7} 1~10mm, Yasaki*®

= 2~8mm, Thompson®*2 [Eif A4 2~3mmz}i
Wy or, 4535 Yasakit®e 29| el A 451 BB
1.5~2.0mm, 45 2 BHRZA7 3. Omm, 45 3 BHFELL 5. 0~6. 0

mme] RS T CLBME EHT v gk, s
Al glola] 4.2 B 1,2~3.4mm, #T 1.5~3.1

mm =R st

A I5ERel Al nose tip2 BEHHS F5KEQ] Gnathion
ol A ipiw Interocclusal Distance] f/MEkfEE
118 BT 0.3~5.8mm, LT 0~7. 6mmAz, &
2B 046 6mmylow, HBBLS HMEEBS
0.2~9.0mm, FEMERS —4.8~13. 6mme] g &}

ol 8l zk2 #EIR = w o} Interocclusal Distanced] Zig
HE MRl BRETHE AL BRY dols, &g
FEe] Reln A=,

el PEBAS FRZNE Mo = % Interocclusal
Distancest Wk FRB(Po, Me) S o m -
Interocclusal Distancef#]e] %5 FEHME J5], A
N8 FREo s o]Fo] 2= Interocclusal Distance
7t F—stebn A2 (0. 5mm) = 45 1 Bl A

FT 56.1%, T 59.8%c19 3, 42We 56.6% 24
"'“H“F = gkl on, 3RS KL 40.6%

iR 23.3% 24 1y 31.9% % e Fyoh
whebA] T HRERCE L2B) S Mm M%Ef (%3
i) ek walde] Wimhikel Agivha BUBl==, gy
Fekig e} Rl ZETS & 4 ddoen, %
AT =k FEMITERIES —8.0~6. 0mmA B A 4 1 B
—3.0~5.0mm, 752759 —4.0~4.0mmurc}l #HI [E
2E VPERE e R WE o EE REsS ekt
of MBIt A Helrke 218 2o Fgioh

w3}k Interocclusal Distancert [B—slcln 485
B EA(X0.5)E ZFBRPE(Table 4, 6, 11) 3]
Pogonion 3ER%2: 2vl+ Menton ?{?71—?5‘:501] A e
vhelh Se-2 B LA RS BMESL o EBfrel A ki
1 ARd5E 2o & zlelvl

LiCE WebA she e BRY (EEY 8
RE oHiskr] Bete] UCLAS BMDis EHEFE
#%Et™(analysis of variance for factorial design)
RS Il R BIHEERE v, 2 B
FY LB oE Mete s 280 gedon, @i
A5 T WO LY FoREM = 2Rt Heg
& sk et

KR o] ohzb-& WAL IR, WET A 29 HE(E R
19205k g sk FY ool TH KBS S BE
ol ==, mab FHEM W FHEHEE MG g
o, MU S WmAE Bkl Btk sk
of FEEWs] HERRe] ek A 4 vk EEE o
wrebA T LM E Fmst EEBE Ee
= R fiEst 2R % fEe fEEACA Inter-

b

5
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occlusal Distance®] Zi¥gfEol kaEstA 2o, wihkol
Ak BitE Menton#ffrd EREE T3, BEE
Bk @I DI S, WTTED R THEMR
KT I, LTS BATSS B WL
o mete] EEEHES st oF v, pre-extraction

recordsh roentgeno-cephalometry= FRRAYC. =2 Fl
makel Al ®NAZ el BeseL BRE

V. & &

s FRERETIN X-R (RS FIRste] BAE 1784004
HEERE 2R e 2l Mkl Sheled s
occlusal Distanced] Fistel Wgemiiad &R, ==t
2o FEEn e ddleh

1. Interocclusal Distance: IRy % Bt
A sl Jiksh EREES {rEd) el 2R A9

2. Interocclusal Distance: #E4%E HHRH AT
HHEE BRI A, BEMETLTHe BRERETE A
ZEsHgl o

3. BT A SR BERERSY BEE
& st

4. ZEUE W ehe JikMd e #45E 2S5
a9l =t

5. B IK#LE ke FoREkel Pogonion} Mentonr
ey #4742 e Mentonel3lst.

Inter-

P& e 5ol glolA 4% RiEst il o

A FA WRFe ddnd st RmE BugdA wEiskes,

BRHEE T4 Wi BERY g dEa o
A BT BlE =3ded
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