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- Abstract —

AN ANTHROPOMETRIC STUDY ON VERTICAL DIMENSION
USING A DENTO-PROFILE SCALE

in Ho Jo, D.D.S.,M.S.D., Ph. D.

Department of Prosthodontics, College of Dentistry, Dankook University

The establishment of vertical maxillomandibular relation is an important phase of prostho-
dontic treatment for edentulous patients in whch it is difficult to arrive at definite conclusions
from a practical view point.

Now the problem of establishing the vertical dimension of the jaw is being studied vigorously,
the time may come when this part of the work may be an accurate procedure.

To investigate the vertical dimension using a Dento-Profile Scale, the procedure was followed
on 125 Korean youths (male 77, female 48) with normal occlusion. »

The results obtained were as follows:

1. The distance from the bridge of nose to the lip line (distance C.) was 70.3 mm in male and
64.9 mm in female, and the facial dimension from the base of nose to bottom of chin
(distance E) commonly used by many authors was 71.8 mm in male and 67.3 mm in female.
The differences between the distance C and distance E were 1.5 mm in male and 2.4 mm in
female, and there was statistically significant correlation between the measurements.

2. The differences between the distance from the bridge of nose to the incisal edge of upper
incisor (distance D) and from the bridge of nose to the lip line (distance C) were 2.1 mm in
male and 3.0 mm in female.

3. The distance from the nose of bridge to bottom of chin (distance A) was 118.3 mm in male
and 109.3 mm in female, and the combination of the distance from the bridge of nose to the
base of nose (distance B) with the distance from the bridge of nose to the lip line (distance o)
was 116.8 mm in male and 106.9 mm in female. The former was a little longer than the

latter, but there was statistically significant relationship between the formula, “B+C = A"



