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7} Eo U4 Cassetted] 8”X10” (Fuji) X-ray film
+ A8t gle

Table 1. Q74e] 488 o 4822

B3| 48 | Az
Grom I 10.4 . 56
roup 10.2 q 54
Grow T 12.0 % 59
roup 12.1 o 64
17.3 W 46
Group 1 16.9 o o7

2. W HEH

R.M.AIE2] 0.003” i 9] AEAE AL 4 7}
Agos dzAs AZAL Bkl BAEE &
Asta 3T AZAE b} o) 1M FEL
A}, (Fig. 1 32)

Fig 1. sl3ata 25

Nasion(N), Sella(S), Orbitale(Or), Porion

(P), Subspinale(A), Supramentale (B),goni-

on(Pog) Menton(Me), Gonion(Go), Gnathion{Gn),

D (symphysisell 4 714 F414-41)

3. ASYs

oY A&z

Steiner#] A&7 T35 Tweeds] #AZ 7 3
5L hgs e (Fig.2, Fig.3 &2)

Lh) H&EH2| Y BiE

AFAY F v e g3t gol APy
(Fig.4 #=x)

1 to NA(linear), T to NB(linear), Pog to NB

Fig. 2. SNA, SNB, ANB, SND, 1 to NA(Angul-
ar), 1 to NB(Angular), Denture Convexity.

w
LM‘T%

Fig. 3. Tweedd] A28

Fig. 4. AZAz 2 vl
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(linear), SL, SE, Holdaway Ratio(1 to NB A

2]l ojgk Pog to NB Azl ¢ v §)

4, x|yt

olatoll 4 & AEFAz, AEZAY +iE Cy-
ber Computer System (3+Z3}8+7] % Q4 2}) ¢
SPSS (Statistial package for the Social Science)
BhAl-S- o] fale] LA =] sH9T

I o374

A1FY 2 AFEE 4sem SNAE =}
7} 81.11, «=}7} 81.14, SNBL: =} 77.54, o 2}
77.58, ANB: =} 3,56, 3=} 3.53, SND: W=}
74.44, <=} 64.35, Holdaway Ratiox Y=} 6.4:
13 o= 6.4:112 42& B¢} (Table 2%3)

Steinerx] A dlo] 2§ A&zl 2Js) ANB 7
8 w3t BE o)A HEAE 43¢} (Table
3-13-2 3-3 #&=x)

Al 2FlA die] 528 Loluwl SNAL
=} 81.42, ¢=} 81.55, SNB: =} 78.02, &=}

Table 2. A1 179 A1%5

77.37, ANB3:= =2} 3,43, «i=} 3.33, SNDE
=} 74,98, o=} 75.47, Holdaway Ratio: 3=} 7.0
114, 9=} 6.2: 1.50|c}. (Table 4 #&ZF)

ANB#9] wislel] =& o] AgrxE 245t dich
(Table 5-1, 5-2, 5-3 &%)

A3FeA & AEFEHL SNAE 3=} 82,15
o3z} 81.41, SNB: b=} 79.64, o=} 78, 80, ANB
gz} 2,52, =} 2.70, SNDE =} 77.17, o
2} 76.10, Holdaway Ratio= W=} 6.4:2.0, 3=}
6.4 159 4322 Jelyic) (Table 6 32)

ANB#Z-9] wislel] =t& o)A A E 24 sHch
(Table7-1, 7-2, 7-3 %)

Tweeds] 246l g AEA+ cheEo) 2ol
(Table 8-1, 8-2, 8-3 &%)

219] datal 7 Foll glojA e ASAE b
3 ¢lch. (Table 9 #2)

SEX Male Female

ITEM Mean £ S.D. Mean ¢ S.D.
SNA 81.11 + 298 81.14 * 284
SNB 77.54 + 3,16 77.58 * 287
ANB 3.56 + 170 3.53 +  1.64
SND 7444 +  3.09 7435 %  2.83
Denture Convexity 123,55 *  6.67 122.66 *  7.47
1 to NA (Angular) 2440 * 434 2489 3+ 5.26
1 to NA(Linear) 500 = 151 493 * 205
T to NB (Angular) 2860 *  4.48 29.12 * 528
T to NB (Linear) 639 * 217 637 + 210
Pogonion to NB 127 + 081 .05 * 0.78
SL 4550 * 545 4431 * 595
SE 2028 +  2.58 19.00 +  2.53
Holdaway Ratio 6.4 1.3 64 1.1
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Table 3-1 A 1 F(4) 9] ANB7Z2] #Hilo) o2 o)A $x]

_ANBangle | 9504 | 0,5-1.4 1.5-2.4 | 2.5-3.4 3.54.4 | 4.55.4 5564| 6.5-7.4
ITEM () (1 (2) 3) @ (5) ®) N
1to NA (Angular)| 25 31.25 26.69 25.32 2717 22.56 23 19
1to NA (mm) 5.25 7 594 5.06 5.67 4.59 4,13 3.75
Tto NB (Angular) | 21.75 32.25 25.63 26.53 27.50 29.94 33.25 30.75
T to NB (mm) 3.75 6.50 4.81 5.44 5.83 7.59 8.75 8.13
Number of cases 2 2 8 17 3 16 4 4
Ideal Acceptable Compromises
1 2 3 4 5 6
7/31 6/27 5/25 6/27 5/23 4 /23
7\ 32 5\ 26 5\ 27 6\ 28 8\ 30 33
Table 3-2 &} 1 (cd) 2] ANBZ] #Hslo] @2 o]} A A
ANB angle | 4 504] 0.51.4 1.5-2.4| 2.5-3.4 3.5-44| 4.55.4 556.4| 6.5-7.4
ITEM (0) 1) (¢3) (3) 4 {5 (6) 7
1toNA (Angular)| 38 31.5 27.31 24,47 25.40 22.69 21.2 18.83
1to NA (mm) 11.5 6 5.25 4.69 5.45 5.44 3.50 3.17
T to NB (Angular)| 26.5 25.25 26.13 26.78 30.5 32,13 31.80 36
Tto NB (mm) 7.50 4,75 5.31 5.28 6.70 8.06 7.10 8.83
Number of cases 1 2 8 16 10 8 5 3
Ideal Acceptable Compromises
3 4 5 6
27 5/24 5/25 5/23 4/21
26 5\ 27 C7\31 8\ 32 7\ 32
Table 3-3 A 17 (¢, )2 ANBze #3lo] w2 o]xralgls]
ANBangle | 9504| 0514 15141 2.534 3.544 | 4.55.4 5.5-6.4) 6.5-7.4
ITEM 0) 1) 2) 3) “4) % ©6) (7)
1 to NA (Angular) | 29,33 31.38 27 24.91 25.81 22,60 22 18.93
1 to NA (mm) 7.33 .5 5.60 4.88 5.50 4,87 3.78 3.50
1 to NB (Angular) | 23.33 28.75 2588 | 26.65 29.81 30,67 32.44 33
1 to NB (mm) 5 563 5.06 5.36 6.50 7.75 7.83 8.43
Number of cases 3 4 16 33 13 24 9 8
Ideal Acceptable Clompromises 5 3 4 5 6
7/31 6/27 5/25 6/26 5/23 4/22
6 \29 5\26 5\ 27 7\30 8\31 8\ 32



Table 4. #] 22| A&

SEX Male Female
ITEM Mean + S.D Mean +* SD
SNA 8142 + 3.09 81.55 * 3.30
SNB 78.02 3.00 77.37 + 8.38
ANB 343 £ 1.96 3.33 + 1.96
SND 74.98 £ 2.90 7547 £ 3.30
Denture Convexity 121.10 % 7.85 12482 * 729
1 to NA (Angular) 2502 % 5.06 2491 + 5.82
1 to NA (Linear) 6.14 2.13 519 2.10
T to NB (Angular) 3046 *  4.75 2820 t 471
T to NB (Linear) 700 * 208 620 * 217
Pogonion to NB 135 = 0.92 1.52 * 098
SL 46.48 6.02 45.57 + 6.75
SE 21.34 = 2.61 2044 £ 3.11
Holdaway Ratio 7.0 1.4 6.2 1.5
Table 5-1 #) 2 () ¢] ANBZ-2| #Wsle] =& o]abalghz]
ANBangle| 0504 0.5-1.4 1.52.4( 2534 3.5-4.4 | 4554 556.4 | 6.57.4
ITEM ) (1) 2) 3) “) (5) (6) €))
1to NA (Angular)| 30.17 26.42 2875 | 24.11 25.70 25 21 20
ito NA (mm) 8.5 6.83 8.2 5.61 6.15 5.6 4 5.17
T to NB (Angular) | 25.5 26.58 31.25 28.06 32,05 33.7 29.57 33.17
T to NB (mm) 5.17 492 6.6 5.56 7.35 8.35 7.86 10.33
Number of cases 3 6 10 9 10 10 7 3
Ideal Acceptable Compromises
/1 /2‘ 3 /4 5 6
7/26 8/29 6/24 6/16 6/25 4/21
5\27 \31 6\28 7\32 8\34 8\30
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Table 5-2 Al 23 {(cd)¢] ANBAS] Hiloll o2 o|ald¥s]

ANBAngle| 45504| 0514 | 1.524| 2534| 3544| 4554| 5564 6574
ITEM (1)) (1) ) (3) “) (5) (6) 7)
1to NA (Angular)| 33.5 27 24,64 26.12 23.75 21.92 20.63
1 to NA (mm) 7.9 6.9 6.64 5.96 4.38 4.23 3.77
T to NB (Angular)| 23.1 22.6 25.14 28.23 29.06 28.81 31.33
T to NB (mm) 4.7 3.85 4.59 6.85 6.47 6.92 7.4
Number of cases 5 10 11 13 16 13 15 (4]
Ideal Acceptable Compromises
1 2 3 /4 5 6
7/27 7/25 26 4 7/22» 4/21
4\22 5\25 28 6\29 X'29 3t
Table 53 127 (¢ o1)9] ANB#A2] sle] =i okl ™tz '
~ANBangle | 9504| 0514 | 1524 2534 3544 4554| 5564|6574
ITEM 0) 1) 2) 3) ) 6) 6) 7)
1 to NA (Angular)| 32.25 26.78 26.60 25,30 24.5 23.26 20.75 | 20
1 to NA (mm) 8.13 6.87 7.38 5.82 5.06. 4,83 3.84 5.17
T to NB (Angular) | 24 24.09 28.05 28.16 30.21 30,94 30.77 | 33.17
T to NB (mm) 4.88 4.25 5.55 6.32 6.81 7.54 7.55 | 1023
Number of cases 8 16 21 22 26 23 22 3
Ideal Acceptable Compromises
1 2 3 4 5 6
727 7/27 6/25 /25 /23 4/21
4\23 5\28 6\28 \30 8\31 1
Table 6. A} 379 A1Z3|
SEX Male Female
ITEM Mean + S.D. Mean + S.D:
SNA 8215 * 348 8141 * 273
SNB 79.64 + 3.15 78.80 * 3,06
ANB 252 + 194 270 * 1,74
SND 7717 299 76.10 * 287
Denture Convexity 126.26 + 6.89 12630 % 6.56
1 to NA (Angular) 2528 + 5.22 2400 * 417
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» 1toNA (Linear)

6.79 + 2.50 5.99 t 1.99
T to NB (Angular) 26,71 & 4.73 2713 = 4.58
T to NB (Linear) 641 * 216 6.36 + 227
Pogonion to NB 201 131 146 + 099
SL 5276 * 6.88 48.00 + 5.85
SE 22.98 + 3.11 21.33 + 2.88
Holdaway Ratio 6.4 2.0 6.4 1.5

Table 7-1 A 37 () ¢] ANB#e] #3lel] w2 o]abagta)

ANBangle | 504 0514 | 1524 2534 | 3544 | 4554| 5564| 6574
ITEM ) (1) ) 3) “ (5) (6) (7)
1 to NA (Angular)] 30.33 29.13 24,91 25.59 24,5 19.5 22 13.25
1 to NA (mm) 9 8.75 6.5 7.09 7.38 5.33 2.17 2
1 to NB (Angular) | 23 25.13 23.45 28,18 33.13 31.17 27 30.53
T to NB (mm) 5.17 6.06 5 6.86 8.75 8.17 5.5 10
Number of cases 3 8 11 11 4 3 3 2

1 2 3 4 5 6
9/29 25 7/26 7/ 25 5/20 2/22
6\25 5\23 7\28 9\33 8\31 6\ 27
Table 7-2 A} 37 (s3) 2] ANB#9) #3lo] w2 o]aHAH3H3]

ANBangle | 504 05-1.4 1.52.4 | 25-3.4| 3.54.4| 4554 5564 6574
ITEM (0) (1) ) 3) 4) (3) (6) (7
1 to NA (Angular)] 27.9 25.29 25,13 23.97 23 22.46 17.5 22
1 to NA (mm) 6.7 7.43 6.79 6.03 5.86 4.67 3.88 75
Tto NB (Angular)| 22.3 23.07 26.21 27.15 28.57 31.13 28.88 36.5
T to NB (mm) 3.7 4,93 5.58 6.38 6.79 8.13 8 13
Number of cases 5 7 12 16 7 12 4 1
Ideal Acceptable Compromises

1 2 3 4 5 6
7/25 7/25 6/24 6/ 23 5/22 4/18
5\23 6\26 6\27 7\ 29 8\31 8\ 29
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Table 7-3 A3 F (4, o) ANBze] #slel] w2 ojabAgx|

ANB angle | 9504 | 0514 1524 | 2534 3544 4554| 5565| 6.5%4
ITEM' () $) ) 3) 4) (5) 6) 1523
1to NA (Angular) | 28.81 27.34 | 2502 | 2463 | 23.55 | 2187 | 1943 | 16.17
1to NA (mm) 7.56 813 | 6.65 6.46 6.41 4.80 3.15 3.83
Tto NB (Angular) | 22.56 2417 | 2489 | 2757 | 3023 | 3114 | 2807 | 3252
Tto NB (mm) 4.25 5.53 5.30 6.58 7.50 8.14 693 | 11
Number of cases 8 15 23 27 11 15 7 3
Ideal Acceptable Compromises
3 4 5 6
1
8/27 7/25 6/ 25 6/24 5/22 3/19
6\ 24 5\ 25 28 8\ 30 8\ 31 7\ 28

Table 8-1. A 1372 A%3] (by Tweed's Ax)

Table 8-2 #} 219 #)2-3) (by Tweed’s Ax)

Male Female Male Female
Mean * S.D. Mean % S.D. Mean + S.D. Mean + S.D.
FMA 26.33 t 421 2692 T 3.58 FMA 26,64 + 4.81 2589 % 562
FMIA 58.50 * 5.30 5786 * 564 FMIA 56.59 + 502 59.27 % 592
IMPA 95.01 * 421 9523 * 6.03 IMPA 96.95 * 6.15 9440 't 557
Table 8-3, #| 32 A& x| (by Tweed’s Ax)
Male Female
Mean + S.D. Mean <+ S.D.
FMA 22.3‘2 + 4,36 2395 * 505
FMIA | 62.39 £ 5.25 6198 + 6.06
IMPA 95.35 + 5.19 94,06 * 5.17
Table 9. #F2) A%
GROUP Group 1 Group II Group I1I
ITEM. Mean £ S.D Mean +* S.D. Mean +* S.D.
SNA 81.12 * 290 8149 + 321 | 8L71 £ 3.07
SNB 77.56 * 3.01 77.64 * 6.68 79.15 + 3.11
ANB 3.55 + 1.66 3.37 % 1.96 263 t 1.82
Dent. Conv. 123.11 * 7.05 122,38 + 11.89 126.29 + 6.67

-9 0-




1 to NA (Angular) 2464 £ 4.79 2495 . 5.50 2452 £ 4.65
1 to NA (Linear) 497 * 1.79 9.02 4 4.13 7.04 * 822
1 to NB (Angular) 28.85 . 4.87 29.12 * 4.85 26.95 + 4.62
1 to NB (Linear) 6.38 4+ 213 6.53 * 216 6.38 * 221
Pog to NB 099 =+ 1.01 1.36 + 1.01 1.66 * 1,19
Holdaway Ratio 65 : 1.0 6.5 : 15 6.5 : 15
FMA 26.61 4 3.91 26.20 * 529 23.28 * 4.83
FMIA 58.19 % 5.46 58.16 * 5.70 62.15 * 5.72
IMPA ' 94.94 + 4.00 94.85 * 9.29 94.59 * 5.19

€l FAARAE JFQ)Y A1E2] b Fufell 4 A}
V. &2 % 0¥ HlAlw A9st gom oledt Algdl o7 9F

. Ha | Slat oot Aol 2 sk NFAY 334 9 gel A Afolz Ao
= EALA A 2o 3 & 71x] Bddol qlr kol . _
4 A A AN AT S Sae A e e
B %a.l°] Holexw gen o7 ofd 344 A7 dgon P Azr pe dFEAdosn
£ A&k dldle 1 Z1FA 7L A S Hek 3} Steiner®] 3 Tweed®| o] Lol @2 222

Table 10. F%7+9] 715312 «lu

RACE author " by Miura by Steiner

Korean Japanese Caucacian

ITEM Mean * S.D. Mean Mean
SNA 81.11 = 298 81.3 82.0
SNB 77.54 * 3.16 76.8 80.0
ANB 3.56 * 170 4.5 2.0
SND 74.44 + 3.09 73.4 76.0-77.0
Denture Convexity 123.55 * 6.67 120.3 131.0
1 to NA (Angular) 2440 * 4.34 24.1 22.0
1 to NA (Linear) 500 L, 151 5.9 4.0
1 to NB (Angular) 28.60 * 4.48 31.2 25.0
1 to NB (Linear) 6.39 + 2.17 7.8 4.0
Pogonion to NB 1.27 = 0.81 0.4 not estable
SL 4550 * 5.45 41.1 51.0
SE 2028 + 2.58 - 21.0 22.0
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o A st et

Steiner®] 4 4ol 23 AEF2E B zFol
A 25 iz R4 gdn 2 Fhele
4ol gdgleh. Al 179 71FEAol4 SNA= o2}
7} & 422 Jebkw SNB, ANB, SND: =z}
A & 432 epgeh Al 2 Zol 4L SNASHS
ND¥ oj=}s} & 428 Jeltn SNB, ANB:
Wzl o] 2 4212 Jebytel, Al 3 FollA= SNA,
SNB, SND¥& g=l7} & %2 Jelyn ANB:
Akt & #3212 Jelytch

A gkl G4 dgdel Wiy Fa
v @ms] & Fzk SNA, SNB, ANB, SND= 42 )
3t 4325 2 93 Denture Convexity= 49 7|
A 7F 2% & F32% Jebysh
Steiner'1 to NA Ae|& 4mm, 1 to NA #-&
22: 1 to NB 2] 4um, T to NB 2+& 25°7} o]
A Holelste] olo] £3] ANBzo] wislo] =i o)
AAFAE Buslges]l 22t Steinery] o]4kA
FAE FFAA H A7 R A don
A 25 710l ANBZS] Wslell & o]k AtA &
244 sk el

2 7425 Miurae] 2]3F 9293} Steiner
o] &3k AshAIgHE wlasle] 2wl SNAR A2 A
9] wj&shAl vebts SNBE Zst|kel4 27
Uebykoel ANBE 2] uebiel, SND& 274
ko] Zofalefl wjsl Al vebyteh. (Table 103H2)

1953:3 Holdaway®= Holdaway Ratioz} 1 : 1 ¢]
742 ol Aoleta dHgEnl £ ATdAE 511
24 Aokt A Jebgteh 20¢ 443 1
Z90) 4211 9Me] 4.4 13} w58t AT A o
Aol 4Ao e & o AL Ayt §ohE
o] Fukele viehe AbslotAlx] 9 £5 73417 A
sl AbE == wlolel,

oy =kel ¥=2}2] Holdaway Ratio® w|mdle] Bw
WAt 6.5 15 o= 6.5:1.0084 ozt
A vehd Aoz Kol dxbst datnch detF
A9 #5747 Aot B 4 ok

Tweeds] £ FMA, FMIA, IMPAS) 4} 2+&
Ao £ ATdA Ay FMAE Al1¥
3} A 2704 Aokql (Tweed) o} F5Fx2] 25°%.c}
Z3 A 3504 Agkel. FMIAE A 17, Al2 7,
A} 3 FA A Aokele] HF A 65°Rrh Zgkx IMPA
L A 1F, Al2F, A 3FA Aokql (Tweed) 9
52 90°R e} gFele] A velytel, o]4He] 4
Hog uol stAFAA Y AFL HoFalict &7

Ao

o] Astel A= 4, {29 Bl YA
o}, ,
&z} Steinerx| EAoll 93 7|F29 Holda-
way Ratio, Tweed?] At7}3 &) 7528 Aokels)
vl @t AzkE S £ oW st %A
ALz7E AoklRe Adlele A AT AR5 g
Bl Abeds]sle) oo labA $E-& g sFA
oA A A 8 AAste] Bmste upolch,

v. 4 =

BRage] SA84 D Aukst Al S8
5k §FQl AAmaat 3655 ol chsl T uhat
AAESA AFE sk G 1629, Sz} 203
J& 77t Hellmany 219 M B, VA, VCo 374¢
22 3%} Steiners] Y Tweeds] Lo &3}
o A2 AFsed ohga 2L A%HE o
ok,

1. Hellman® 23 MB, VA, NCFo|4 Stei-
ners| £Agol sl Gy AFAE A2 AHPs)
o 7 79 ANB #9 wisle] 942 oA
248t Qek.

2. Holdaway Ratio= Al 132 6.5:1.0, #l2
T 65:15 A3FL65:15%:

3. Tweeds] LYol &gt Al 29 AEAE A
1332 A2 7oA FMA: 27, FMIA 58 IMPA
95° 9 e},

= U =

1. Binder, R. E.: The Geometry of Cephalo-
metrics. JCO. April, 1979.

2. Broadbent, B. H.: The face of the normal
child, Bolton Standard and technique in
Orthodontic practice. Angle. Orthod. Oct.
7:183-208. 1937. ‘

3. Downs, W. B.: Variation in facial relation-
ship, their significance in treatment & pro-
gnosis. Am, J. Orthod, 34:812-840, 1948.

4. : The role of cephalometrics
in Orthodontic case analysis and diagnosis.
Am. ]. Orthod, 38:162-182, 1952.

5. Graber, T. M.: New horizons case analysis
clinical cephalometrics, Am. J. Orthod,
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A STUDY OF THE STANDARDS ACCORDING TO THE STEINER
AND TWEED ANALYSIS IN KOREAN NORMAL OCCLUSION

Gwa Hee Lee, Young Kyu Ryu

Dept. of Dental Science, Yonsei University

For the better orthodontic diagnosis, case analysis, and tieatment plan, the author studied
the cephalometric analysis of 365 Korean with normal occlusion occording to the Steiner and
Tweed analysis.

The subjects consisted of 162 males and 203 females from 7 to 19 years with normal occlu-
sion and were divided into three groups according to the Hellman’s dental age.

The results were obtained as follows:

1. The Ideal AcceptableCompromises were determined after measurement of male and female
average by the Steiner analysis in Hellman’s dental age I1I B, IV A, IV C group.

2. The Holdaway ration were 6.5:1.0 in Group I, 6.5:1.5 in Group 11, 6.5:1.5 in Group III..

3. The Tweed’s triangle were FMA 27° FMIA 58° IMPA 95° in Group I and 11, FMA 27° FMIA

62° IMPA 95° in Group IIL



