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si712 AARdE AT 2A FEEE WA ARRYA] Skeletal  Maturity
Assessment System(Fishman, 1982)5 0] 83} Skeletal Maturity
Indicator(SMI) 114 1001 siBati= &t 1729 (A 759, 12 979%)& <
2 3 tH(Table 1). SMI 1-32.2 H7be &4 612 AFE7IdTo s 733l

32

om SMI 4-72 H71E 32 58H 2 AlE7|Fo 2 EFSIF L SMI 8-100.=2 3
718 32} 53 AlEV|EFo e BREFYUL

Table 1. Number of subjects according to SMI stage

Prepubertal group Pubertal group Postpubertal group
SMI 1 2 3 Total 4 5 6 7 Total 8 9 10 Total Total
Male 8 9 4 31 77 7 5 26 8 7 3 18 75
Female 5 9 6 30 6 11 7 8 32 13 8 14 3H 97
Total 33 18 10 61 13 18 14 13 58 21 15 17 53 172

Fishmane] AItgh SMIe wat A4, AA, oAl 52 2 gz $1A3 o
A F-QolA dojuts FAS FAS 11YAR EFddey, 44 71+ dS9
2 (Fig 1).

Width of epiphysis as wide as diaphysis

1. Third finger-proximal phalanx



2. Third finger-middle phalanx

3. Fifth finger-middle phalanx
Ossification

4. Adductor sesamoid of thumb
Capping of epiphysis

5. Third finger—distal phalanx

6. Third finger-middle phalanx

7. Fifth finger-middle phalanx
Fusion of epiphysis and diaphysis

8. Third finger—distal phalanx

9. Third finger-proximal phalanx

10. Third finger-middle phalanx

11. Radius
¥
I oy
: e
L
WIDTH OF EPIPHYSIS CESIFICATION L !'-.'
i,
A TR ke L1 5
CAFFNG OF ERPIETELER FUSN

C

Fig 1. SMI evaluation method of Fishman.
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Line(VRL) 2.2 3}th(Fig 2). 2]l Fig 3, 4ol ek kel 10719 24 2 &7
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Fig 2. Horizontal and vertical reference line.

(1) A ASEE (Fig 3)
b ¢33 A ASEE
@ A point
@ ANS
® PNS
@ B point
® Pog (Pogonion)
® Me (Menton)
@ MxI (Maxillary Incisor)
MxM (Maxillary Molar)
© Mnl (Mandibular Incisor)
1 MnM (Mandibular Molar)



W 44 A ASEE
@ A point
@ ANS
@ PNS
@ B point
® Pog (Pogonion)
Me (Menton)
@ MxI (Maxillary Incisor)
MxM (Maxillary Molar)
Mnl (Mandibular Incisor)
20 MnM (Mandibular Molar)

WAL

Fig 3. Horizontal and vertical linear measurements.



(2) = A= 35 (Fig 4)
@ SNA
@ SNB

@ ANB
@ PP (Palatal Plane angle)

® MP (Mandibular Plane angle)
® Go (Gonial angle)
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Fig 4. Angular measurements.
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() 71T ARAF watdel g wm 2 fol4 44
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W
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o
rE
Lot
of
lo,
Ho
lo,
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=
=]

1. 271779 NEA3 Ao Jd vl @ F94 AA (Table 2, 3)
wastee] g G4 AANA FAHCE fFod 2}

Aot AWAQd T A points Hit 20mm AW o] F %3 (p<0.05) SNAE 1.8°
<7hE e (p<0.01) stotE - ol T H ot TAA fFofde g FHA
o 2= ANSSE PNS B sh o] 5=t ANSE| st olF2 A4 +94
ol flxlem™ PP angle’x= #astflou o)A Sl W= Holx &9kt B
point, Pogonion, Menton®] ¥ 2.7mmel4 3.0mm®| st o]&& st MPe}
Gonial angle2 F94 %= WIS Holx @gkow, SNBE 1.5°% 4380
(p<0.05) SNA®] wistel g7 F 33°9] ANB S7p7F 5 1 th(p<0.001). “deF
FdEE AdetellA FAA e AwelEdt Ald Ao A

Y olwo] #EEJ=E FHAE 33mm, AlHFAE 39mm AW o] FEH AL
m 8t ol F At} skef T ek Al A= 1.8mm

=
5=
4 s olBEglon, set AN T olEHAoY el gt
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2. A2V ANgAF A FY d vlu 2 F994 AA (Table 4, 5)

Fo] Fzt 19744 A4 HRL-Pogonions A2
o SAHOE fFoJst zto]E HolA ko (Table 4)
o] 9o EANA = P s FFsAtH(Table 5).
Aotz AMAQ A pointE B 20mm Aol EH 31(p<0.05) SNAE it
1.5°F 7k 91 o™ (p<0.05) 3tet2 +i olsEH Aoy A4 F982 Ao
A1 o2 ANSS PNS B5 & o] 55 %1a1(p<0.05) PP angle> 74331}

EAA oL gllen B point, Pogonion, Menton®] H 3.2mmol 4 3.5mm

Y ANBE Hit 26°F7FE 9 (p<0.001). Aets AwbAcle] xdaxags Aot
oA FAX7F 28mm, A1THTX7} 3.7mm AW olEEom Aot A=
29mm s ol FFHALE e FAX e AlUFA= S o] FH A M (p<0.05)

T AsFe] 9 vn 2 FA AR (Table 6, 7)
Wkl FUzt fo4 HACA dREe] ASFE
A FAA frelAdel gldleyt o4xke] H 9 MP angle?] %71 (p<0.01), Pogonion,
Menton?] b o]5%Ud3 ANBO| Z7}#0](p<0.05) HAtel nls & Aoz e
wttH(Table 6).

JUE 2338 ZEA A (Table 7) AF&7)E79] X2 T wWal= MxM, B point
b ANBol A ®E YebskEd MxMS 27mm A% 2 21mm s olFEglen
(p<0.05) B point 2.6mm 8H¥ ©]% %1 ANBE 1.2°%718F) tH(p<0.01).

4. AE71ATH A&7 AEAF HstEFe] v (Table 8)

AEN AT ARE7IRE Y] X8 F o wstEe] B foA AA A SNB(p<0.05)
gk ANB(p<0.0D)%ro] fro4 9= ols Helom 1 9 Fxors 5AH #
oidol fIAl dEFETE SNBe AbE7Idbo]l 15° Ab7lte] 1.1°%HAsslow
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ANBE A}&7]dato] 33°, AlE:7|3S 26°F7bste] A7 AT A v we
SNB# 49} ANB=717F @& = 21t}

5. AbE7ILH A&7 F T NaHdF A vl (Table 8)

AbE7| T AFEZIS O] Aok AWl AR o3 AmEde B g5
A BAA FodS BATh SNA, A, ANS7F AFE7]tell A o e o AW oF
(p<0.001) 2 & o] FFH o™ (p<0.05, 0.01) PP angled] W3z FoA Jd&
Zpol & Holx] gt st A9 W o]5Y(B point, Pogonion, Menton,
SNB)& #o]l S Holx] ggtor} 31 o] F o] 1ol A4 Pogonion, Menton®] 747
AbEZIEOA o B sh olss EATHP<0.01). MP angle AbE7]el A H
Be Fol FTFehom(p<0.01), ANBE AE7]welA 9 Be & S
(p<0.001). 7otz AAQ AAe] AHEH vluoA Aot FdA e Al
of At ¢ st ol 2yl stet FAA e AT s o] Fmdo] AE

715l A o Bt (p<0.05-0.01).

ikl
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Table 2. Comparison of cephalometric treatment changes between male
and female subjects in the prepubertal group

Male(n=31) Female(n=30) Total(n=61)
Variable P-value
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Horizontal(mm)
A point 22 11 21 12 21 12 0.663
ANS 16 0.8 1.7 1.1 1.6 1.0 0.556
PNS 0.6 0.6 0.4 05 0.5 0.6 0.117
B point -2.2 1.8 -2.1 1.7 -2.2 1.7 0.842
Pogonion -2.3 2.0 -2.3 1.8 -2.3 19 0.958
Menton -2.5 2.2 =25 2.0 -2.5 2.1 0.994
MxI 34 2.6 3.2 2.1 3.3 24 0.758
MxM 4.0 2.3 3.8 2.1 3.9 2.2 0.620
Mnl -15 19 -1.2 16 -14 1.7 0.531
MnM 0.1 21 -0.1 14 0.0 1.8 0.682

Vertical(mm)
A point 1.2 0.7 1.3 0.9 1.2 0.8 0.646
ANS 1.2 0.8 1.1 0.7 1.2 0.8 0.549
PNS 1.8 0.8 1.6 0.8 1.7 0.8 0.335
B point 3.2 2.1 2.7 16 3.0 1.8 0.297
Pogonion 3.2 2.0 2.8 14 3.0 1.7 0.409
Menton 2.8 1.7 2.5 1.2 2.7 15 0.495
MxI 1.1 14 15 15 1.3 15 0.371
MxM 2.7 1.2 2.5 1.2 2.6 1.2 0.629
Mnl 1.8 2.0 1.7 1.7 1.8 1.8 0.860
MnM 2.0 1.1 15 1.0 1.8 1.1 0.053

Angle(®)
SNA 16 11 19 11 18 11 0.325
SNB -16 1.1 -14 1.0 -1.5 1.0 0.285
ANB 3.3 14 3.3 1.2 3.3 1.3 0.987
PP -0.7 1.0 -0.6 1.1 -0.6 1.0 0.766
MP 1.7 1.3 2.1 19 19 16 0.303
Go -0.6 15 -0.1 1.7 -0.3 16 0.218

x1 p<0.05, =x: p<0.01, **xx: p<0.001
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Table 3. Changes in cephalometric measurements in the prepubertal

group
Pretreatment Posttreatment Change
Variable P-value
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
Horizontal(mm)
A point 612 5.0 633 5.1 21 12 0.020 =
ANS 64.2 49 65.8 5.0 16 1.0 0.074
PNS 190 31 194 30 05 06 0.383
B point 611 7.3 589 75 -22 17 0.108
Pogonion 60.8 82 585 84 -23 19 0.130
Menton 55.0 8.6 525 8.8 -25 21 0.117
MxI 642 7.0 675 6.8 33 24 0.009 ==
MxM 343 54 382 6.0 39 22 0.000 s
Mnl 66.1 6.5 64.7 6.4 -14 17 0.237
MnM 393 56 393 58 00 18 1.000
Vertical(mm)
A point 463 4.2 476 39 12 08 0.096
ANS 409 38 421 36 12 08 0.086
PNS 402 32 419 32 1.7 08 0.005 ==
B point 8.8 6.2 888 6.0 3.0 18 0.008 ==
Pogonion %5 70 984 65 30 1.7 0.017 =
Menton 1021 69 1048 6.7 27 15 0.033 =
MxI 66.8 54 681 51 1.3 15 0.174
MxM 604 4.8 63.0 4.8 26 12 0.003 s
Mnl 651 4.9 669 4.6 1.8 18 0.043 =
MnM 612 4.7 63.0 4.8 1.8 1.1 0.042 =
Angle(®)
SNA 79.1 33 809 34 1.8 1.1 0.004 ==
SNB 80.2 35 787 35 -1.5 1.0 0.019 =
ANB -1.1 20 22 18 33 13 0.000 s
PP 1.1 31 04 32 -06 1.0 0.264
MP 283 54 302 54 19 16 0.057
Go 1267 55 1264 53 -03 16 0.725

x1 p<0.05, =x: p<0.01, **xx: p<0.001

_13_



Table 4. Comparison of cephalometric treatment changes between male
and female subjects in the pubertal group

Male(n=26) Female(n=32) Total(n=58)
Variable P-value
Mean SD Mean  SD Mean SD
Horizontal(mm)
A point 21 09 20 08 20 08 0.232
ANS 1.8 09 16 08 16 0.8 0.139
PNS 06 05 06 05 05 05 0.353
B point -1.7 23 -17 17 -16 20 0.646
Pogonion -1.7 27 -19 20 -1.7 23 0.874
Menton -1.7 26 -20 22 -17 24 0.999
MxI 31 17 28 18 28 18 0.216
MxM 41 23 36 19 37 21 0.260
Mnl -1.0 25 -1.1 14 -1.0 19 0.895
MnM 00 21 05 1.2 02 16 0.376
Vertical(mm)
A point 1.3 1.0 09 08 1.2 09 0.233
ANS 1.3 10 09 09 1.2 09 0.325
PNS 15 08 14 10 14 09 0.507
B point 37 16 31 17 33 17 0.097
Pogonion 41 20 31 16 35 18 0.036 *
Menton 36 1.7 29 16 32 1.7 0.096
MxI 15 14 1.3 12 14 13 0.861
MxM 33 15 29 16 29 16 0.132
Mnl 25 16 20 15 20 16 0.064
MnM 24 14 2.3 1.3 22 14 0.322
Angle(®)
SNA 16 09 15 08 15 08 0.563
SNB -1.2 11 -1.1 1.0 -1.1 11 0.390
ANB 28 12 26 13 26 13 0.262
PP -02 14 -07 1.7 -02 15 0.875
MP 15 15 1.7 12 16 14 0.570
Go -01 16 -05 1.1 -02 14 0.742

x1 p<0.05, =x: p<0.01, **xx: p<0.001
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Table 5. Changes in cephalometric measurements in the pubertal group

Pretreatment Posttreatment Change
Variable P-value
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD
Horizontal(mm)
A point 640 49 66.0 52 20 08 0.039 =
ANS 673 48 689 5.1 16 08 0.084
PNS 197 32 203 33 05 05 0.369
B point 645 72 629 7.3 -16 20 0.236
Pogonion 645 8.0 628 82 -1.7 23 0.264
Menton 580 83 56.3 84 -1.7 24 0.263
MxI 700 65 727 66 28 18 0.025 =
MxM 387 56 424 6.1 37 21 0.001 =
Mnl 706 6.3 69.6 6.7 -1.0 19 0.420
MnM 438 5.7 441 6.0 02 16 0.841
Vertical(mm)
A point 50.7 36 518 36 12 09 0.080
ANS 448 3.1 46.0 3.2 12 09 0.047 =
PNS 437 34 451 34 14 09 0.030 =
B point 929 65 9.1 6.7 33 17 0.009 s
Pogonion 105.0 74 1085 74 35 18 0.013 =
Menton 112 7.1 1144 7.2 32 17 0.017 =
MxI 730 50 745 52 14 13 0.134
MxM 669 45 69.8 4.7 29 16 0.001 ==
Mnl 713 55 734 54 20 16 0.045 =
MnM 678 47 70.0 48 22 14 0.014 =
Angle(®)
SNA 795 35 810 36 15 08 0.028 =
SNB 804 34 79.3 34 -1.1 11 0.091
ANB -09 18 16 13 26 13 0.000 sk
PP 1.3 30 12 30 -02 15 0.740
MP 288 46 304 44 16 14 0.061
Go 1264 5.1 126.2 5.2 -02 14 0.848

*: p<0.05, #*: p<0.01, = p<0.001
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Table 6. Comparison of cephalometric treatment changes between male
and female subjects in the postpubertal group

Male(n=18) Female(n=35) Total(n=53)
Variable P-value
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Horizontal(mm)
A point 08 04 08 06 08 05 0.717
ANS 07 03 07 07 07 06 0.932
PNS 02 03 04 04 03 04 0.088
B point -03 22 -16 21 -1.2 22 0.051
Pogonion 01 24 -15 23 -1.0 24 0.027%
Menton 00 26 -16 24 -1.1 26 0.031*
MxI 24 20 1.9 15 21 1.7 0.342
MxM 2.4 14 2.8 1.8 27 17 0.429
Mnl -02 21 -09 18 -06 19 0.235
MnM 08 1.8 00 12 03 15 0.113

Vertical(mm)
A point 09 05 08 0.6 09 06 0.487
ANS 07 06 08 0.7 0.7 06 0.672
PNS 08 0.7 09 0.7 09 07 0.803
B point 23 16 28 19 26 18 0.398
Pogonion 25 16 26 19 26 18 0.791
Menton 23 16 25 19 24 18 0.790
MxI 07 12 09 1.1 08 1.1 0.593
MxM 20 10 21 15 21 13 0.639
Mnl 1.1 16 1.3 16 1.3 16 0.671
MnM 15 11 1.3 13 14 12 0.610

Angle(®)
SNA 04 05 05 07 05 06 0.364
SNB -03 12 -09 10 -07 11 0.073
ANB 07 1.1 15 14 1.2 13 0.032x
PP -02 09 -02 09 -02 09 0.857
MP 00 15 1.2 15 08 16 0.006x3
Go 02 2.7 01 16 02 20 0.853

x1 p<0.05, =x: p<0.01, **xx: p<0.001
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Table 7. Changes in cephalometric measurements in the postpubertal

group
Pretreatment Posttreatment Change
Variable P-value
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD

Horizontal(mm)
A point 65.3 56 66.1 56 08 05 0.468
ANS 685 54 69.2 5.3 07 06 0.497
PNS 193 35 196 34 03 04 0.631
B point 644 79 632 79 -12 22 0.452
Pogonion 64.8 85 63.8 86 -10 24 0.557
Menton 58.8 85 578 88 -1.1 26 0.532
MxI 711 74 732 15 21 17 0.154
MxM 39.8 65 425 6.3 270 17 0.036x
Mnl 71.2 76 705 75 -06 19 0.661
MnM 453 6.7 455 6.8 03 15 0.829

Vertical(mm)
A point 528 3.3 53.7 3.3 09 06 0.183
ANS 469 3.1 476 3.0 0.7 06 0.213
PNS 448 3.6 456 3.6 09 07 0.232
B point 981 64 100.8 6.5 26 18 0.039x
Pogonion 1100 74 1125 75 26 18 0.081
Menton 1169 75 1193 76 24 18 0.103
MxI 76.0 4.8 76.8 4.9 08 11 0.390
MxM 70.0 4.7 721 4.8 21 13 0.026%
Mnl 7.2 48 764 4.8 13 16 0.175
MnM 709 48 723 4.9 14 1.2 0.141

Angle(®)
SNA 80.0 4.0 80.5 4.0 05 06 0.523
SNB 80.1 34 794 34 -0.7 11 0.273
ANB -0.1 24 11 23 12 13 0.009x
PP 27 38 25 37 -02 09 0.786
MP 298 51 30.7 49 08 16 0.408
Go 1259 7.0 1261 7.1 02 20 0.908

% p<0.05, % p<0.01, % p<0.001
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Table 8. Comparison of cephalometric treatment changes between
prepubertal, pubertal and postpubertal group
Prepubertal ~ Pubertal Total Pubertal ~ Postpubertal Total
(n=61) 058 el | (o) s enp v
Variable
Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD Mean SD  Mean SD
Horizontal(mm)
A point 21 12 20 08 21 1.0 0308 20 08 0.8 05 14 09  0.000xx:x
ANS 16 10 16 08 1.6 09 0.907 16 08 0.7 06 1.2 09  0.000%x
PNS 05 06 05 05 05 05 0513 03 05 05 04 0.4 04  0.006%x
Bopoint  -22 17  -16 20 -19 19 0098  -16 20 -12 22 -14 21 0253
Pogonmion -23 19  -17 23 -20 21 0123  -17 23 -10 24 -13 24 0118
Menton ~ -25 21 -17 24 21 22 0074  -17 24 -11 26 -14 25 0145
MxI 33 24 28 18 31 21 0137 28 18 21 17 24 18  0041x
MxM 39 22 37 21 3.8 21 0697 37 21 270 17 3.2 20  0.003%x
Mnl -14 17 -1.0 19 -12 1.8 0221 -10 19 -06 19 -0.8 1.9 0.368
MnM 00 18 02 16 0.1 17 0.491 02 16 03 15 02 16 0825
Vertical(mm)
A point 12 08 1209 1209 0791 12 09 09 06 10 08 0026+
ANS 12 08 12 09 12 08 0922 12 09 0.7 06 1.0 0.8  0.005%x
PNS 1.7 08 14 09 15 09 0.067 14 09 09 0.7 1.1 0.8  0.001xx
B point 3.0 18 33 17 31 1.8 0421 33 17 26 18 29 18 0.055
Pogonion 3.0 17 35 18 3.2 1.8 0129 35 18 26 18 3.0 1.9  0.008%x
Menton 2.7 15 3.2 17 29 16 0.055 32 17 24 18 2.8 1.8  0.017+x
MxI 1.3 15 14 13 14 14 0634 14 13 0.8 1.1 1.1 1.3 0.009%x
MxM 26 12 29 16 28 14 0232 29 16 21 13 25 15 0.003x
Mnl 1.8 18 20 16 19 1.7 0.387 20 16 13 16 1.7 16 0.014x
MnM 1.8 11 22 14 20 12 0.0 22 14 14 1.2 1.8 14 0.001xx
Angle(®)
SNA 1.8 11 15 08 16 1.0 0.118 15 08 05 06 1.0 09  0.000%x
SNB -15 10  -11 11  -13 11 0024+ -11 11 -07 11 =09 11 0092
ANB 33 13 26 13 29 13 0003+ 26 1.3 12 1.3 19 14 0.000xx:x
PP -06 1.0 -02 15 -04 1.3 0.061 -02 15 -0.2 09 -02 1.3 0972
MP 19 16 16 14 1.7 15 0275 16 14 08 16 1.2 15  0.007xx
Go -0.3 16 -02 14 -03 15 0564 -02 14 02 20 0.0 1.7 0.300

*: p<0.05, #*: p<0.01, = p<0.001

_18_



1
.

Aol

v

A

A Abel wheh T

L

g Bl A

al

8

J_:ﬂ_
15417

A

FAR HA

V. 21&

T L 2 T o W W T ook W T T P R S
CRET R - b w = v = ¥ o ® < o o M o
R U o e @ F % m HOoR RN
Py § % m W © & ow T ~ _ %
. oy el o = Ro b L < o <
oy o T o X U BN T SIS
Aoa e T oo, oo g WON W X o T
T .y X — = O frare) oy — =)
K ) o ~ S =~ = o ~ s
o o B N A N T & O
Ve TR w B ooy e oy T oo oM
R W R LW o = T do g oz oW
= o 3 < 0 s - o S R A -
_~ — T T 0 Bl
S 9 - T ° 4 g . 2 W 903
HJ - ~ N off & 9 - IR B 0~
i 15 T N 2 AR =3 = 0 =~ N~
% = o i o N MJ L g % Mﬁ & oy [E:
f <  —_
R MR - Bt S AR I
T S OR @ o T T Z g PR B
/M o P 9 T S = — =n A EEN
= b e Mo o H 2 < n o W oo ~0
PN S L& P 5 U X T M o
A - S TR RS« O A<
Mcm ,_lryl m T ‘Dl = m@ % A = o gy OE rH ,ﬂ.lEH
X LW S W_ wmeow oL " S % oo oy A § v
. N — LA =R S R o &o n —_ D S—
sl - B T B A A A
™ 5 e df T CI N o
o e & T o T Urrc J w E e 4 < moe <<
AT M — = o & o = 3
= ™ 5 g % < B T T =
maTmﬂ%ﬂ_%zwﬂammﬂ@gamw&
~ 0 X0 _Z it sy A
oo o & X W= Ao SIS R A =
- - R TR O e~ T = 9 =
q 6‘_ 1% m ~ \‘F — ) Wo % ﬁo 2 _ux UT WA' A ‘ﬁm n
. T o oW o W | o P =l
‘m} © -~ ~ == 1) ;Il_” Ex* > N .
T D F o Bon By kg omo g DT
T = R A A I I T A = B -
¢S E N R KT M ORR x T o m g Ma g ®
= R = 3B SO oA
Ty = m o ) — i B = - = ® =
L Ehs W o e E B =5 2 o5 N
®ow E R BN ® R FE T O OW T ° T o m
oo 22 e Moo m % oo ® ™ o A n < ®

SMI 64] 7] o 2t= SMI 541 7]

1
T

el

)

_19_

b

°©

(Bjork®} Helm, 1967) Fishman (1982)
45.10% 4] SMI 79|21

L

L



w s T T o 9 N MR E AT R P = o om oI W
N Ux i w o A w3 CR mox B o T
o SRR B g T & B T * - N
oE TN T o T B o R O [
= o B w ¥ W pERR®T g = % B oo ® o= B i
ey @M o n_mo M —_ — Jm_l_._ w Orv OL o#a JyAlL o ll m o) 1rw1_ \m._v
T o4 BB E ouwmﬂmj%ﬁ%%ﬂﬂ%i ﬁtﬂwon
T T o~ o o X Yo ~ ®oa o
Mg fx P =T Hexsaewl mapk o7
= o & 9 = o =0 S 2 T g & O oL e B
X o ‘_l ~o — X o ™ Uy o)) 7 M T = K el p/f ™ o
o) = ® T g g Moo & o P gy 3T ° o Bomoo %
N 3 I A _ ) = < n = =
&~ = g % = X E p 9 5 oz -
s o- (- T — - = % - o = )
N - Y = BT R A = ® 5 BT
= Down L P gy = X ° = NR s w = ° = s =
= HoRx TR OB ~ = H NPT
L wo A o) gy Koo N o B8 =
e ™ X° ol = %o | = —~ T m 0 = S W OB
T N o= o w o o WO o X W o o O
o v of M s = W ~ E— =K o} o B NE
FooM_wH gk g Pl ww HoEE oM
.= 0| Mﬁ ook o T wmox m I/L T BB " I =
S e PN ST ow® s R B B
% B ° — % % °© ® = ¥ n B T OB R I
S T o H g o~ N2 de B 8 — W o Ko ™o
. W T - B L S - - S~
SR = s 2w g T w2y ®Y g ooop
g N I T B B WK
E < M % (A — o — M A o B Ao .
g A v I T N o F S o [ o =
cog B®og Ry ® oy £ & L ow e o Moy ®F
MY e ® @k 2 7 5 T e n T 5 ¥ =
cy W - S © E X t e —
w D o ooy X = 4+ ° 8 T F A= = ¥ o) CUR
a0 < = ~ o A = N & M / TR A X
T I SO N U S R G VI 7 70 oo
I A TR e " TN 2 BT W
T8N 2 ¥ T o ™ o FF Mg _ o X 7
oI - S - M R X ° T w2 W
I T T R B - O STR
T G S T T - I
o] o} 1 BN o U ol B X W N o K A & o X
T N oo B 6 M L ) ~ = B mhowe A E
X 4 o K BT Wow 8N N e B oW W TR T

7]

=
RN

A A}

5, 1994, Baik, 1995,
[e)

¢}

, 1993) F 3F Abol= glSlth

_20_

 2.1mm

3

=

o

g A pointe

3} o2

=

=

R

SE

Saadia®} Torres, 2000, Takada

=

R

ato] o

S

7}



O#E ﬂ
~ o -
%iqﬂ%wm;wﬂwﬂm Bk o5 8w
< W L w Z - o ok N T ) = TR % = o ma T OH e = MA
© BOX - _ = Y —
;Ta«wr@ Eo;.mﬂﬁo du Jwi = d?ﬂﬂ%@%ﬂo = %%o
o B3 A T LT 2 = - O
o — < B J) - w0 X o0 < Mo — oF g ol il =
W X Mo T o~ Ho - o S T R RIS s o) o
@omaaﬂmgﬂ@@m rS mo@q;_u%ra%ﬂqz ® B T
— i - ‘murL ol % \Ul i~ R — ‘UF o — hl‘_ o Mu_l
= o ® 5 & F ow 7w T L oW ) R X e T
Mo oor w -’ do o B o raR ma i R Wc % m ez CHr _ O o
T;gfjlf;{y pT itz ssez EFEE
o =3 S o R X %0 S o5 Xy i T
o T w 2 o7 9 N = B o 2N 2T o L o %0
o 2 M- P T O )] ~n oy o - » E = 2 o T 2o —
—_ B B Eo =) o 3 Lf k) q = ™= o N Eo 5 ~ g ~ s )
o K o W o B e P R ° W o P E b Bl
R = T om B oy % o W T o e X =
~E e N©O o m o ‘mw_ = o) X . W fo) — 0 iy = .ﬂo ) Mﬁ ~X = o
g el Lk ?ngf;ﬁm%mmqqmﬁaw Yo 2
o B ;SN " 0 SR 9l T X _ 0 s ~
5 ° mL d_l oo B 7o E m L.W ol > B E B & 7 % — X M,W Noor Cl
— Ik X . i _Er 0 i~ o' b —_— R M B X = b Zﬂ_ ‘_ﬂol o
0 ~o ~ = 9 &) g o =18 - ) 0 Jlo S da —_
o R 2 T 0 - < A Y o = X <
ﬁu U‘.# o X T </ X OT; > e 1 o X X o ~ b W_ . :i Lt
A © o 3 i G og ok S g S 2y 0 E o = 3
o H ! = m oy uy oﬂa ~° his — _Er = - 5 MM o T = o) = MV_I
e A = o T B M- o = A wow
LR I S S ) b s wm B % FoR R
o E 4 g R R N B e < o = 8 = i &R gr
I - T B Mo = W 5 % A W T =
[ ] W = 0 %o © T —_ )
N B Bo= T 5 @ o ® 5 5 E T il i LT
20 B 5 s & Mo o B o T T ° 5 S Moo NN <~ X s
I =omo g = - = T X w73 3 3 T omo B < b o NI
of T T g = AF o< =3 FoL P’ ~o — s = X
S = ~ > B2 — w o M S <K ~  BS D ok
0 F Mo 2 R M o5 o) oo © ° PR T A o I
ioh ﬂﬂw}ﬂ_dﬁqmﬂ.yfdlﬂ8i - B R
oo ™ 5 o) o X z X% = & Ho T X > ¥y
N ™ ﬂﬂ % & = Erv o B M ™ g 9 A ™ = O#E ﬂ_wl
A C AN R ) o S = o o B QT o adl
ﬂA.l ZT 0 # ﬂ = .|0. ﬂA_l :i X \maw ﬂ\_./H % ‘M_QW . E ﬂwo M,V.M jm} Z,.Tu %rT._ o ;OT ,ul 0 ﬁ
T o = R S 2w Z e x *E ¢ oy C o
o o SRR it oF o R = - o N —_ nal J N R
© ] o =N o8 W .© .ol Ny NJo X9 T o ey
ok % = 9 - o 0 R - Lan TN gl X ol fo
2 Z T ﬂo . — ol a3 T - <0 o 2] n 0 N EE a
XK T %0 a ~ S ol R mw <L E 3 o = P ey
T o M o 8 5 o 8 w 5 oL F 9 ° Bo
< o X g < £ <o AN < oo
s ¥ 8 % T 9
~X _ZT O# ] fOM t
Og \M_O

-21 -



=71

SMI 7(Fishman, 1982)¢]a1 A}

Zo] dojyy= =g

e

3

];H/K

1 AE71 shetE 4ol o

93]

N

o

o

ok
M

——
o

o
H

o

X

o]J
1|

el v

M

ojn
5%
T

o)
=0
o
jop-

AL
o0

o]
"

7)ol wlE] sterzo] o

=
LN

FFEe A

oIt} A

715t ol A 2]

=
-

A

3

N
;,ﬁl\-
—_

&

o

T

el
0

‘._Aw_yo

~O
fze)

!

Z]E

NAZI} A&

=
RN

Jofol 5L A}

=z

T RE

ke
T

+=7]

o

4

3

A7 ol o

Ao} %

o oz oozl

i 7HE A

9]

o 2]

A

dTrEE T

&

R

¢+
o

el

AL
o0

o

H

oF
ﬁo
o
B
o
0

Ho

"
o
M

&

o

b

o

o
9]

ks

e

o]}

L
R

3k Zto]l™ Table 9

ol gl Al A point?] °lFUdS 7

o %

=

=

3

7]

<

b

=
=

Kruskal-Wallis test

= v,

Table 9. Amount of true maxillary dental movement

Postpubertal

Median

Pubertal

Median

Prepubertal

Median

Horizontal(mm)

Kruskal-Wallis test

Range Range

Range

0.5693
0.9362

8.7

1.0
16

7.0
10.5

1.1

78
8.1

0.8
15

MxI

6.8

1.3

MxM

Vertical(mm)

5.7 0.5667
0.1209

8.3 0.2 55 0.1
7.3

5.1

0.1

MxI

5.1

1.0

1.6

14

MxM

. p<0.05, #x: p<0.01, *=*xx: p<0.001
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FAape] Afel mE A5 &3 vadA Merwin & (1997)2 84 o] o] g}
EG-84)3 84 01T BAEO-124) Wwstel Fok TA g o5 A
9% mE YBAA MR Fu BA WskE Bt B AT FAT A
= 4o, Sung# Baik (1998) W3+ 7Alel A 1241744 &) ShatsS ARl whet

st wima Aat 74 TN et FAA} o wel Az

=
=S
ojstl A& 5 d"gT =44 WEk Aol fivtal sk

sH Z2As A $
Takada 5 (1993)% EAsH Hlus A &3A &k ot prepubertalit(6.3-9.34)

B ol g} midpubertal i (8.6-11.44) A & tjzol] H|3) =7F8 AorE AwA
AN

HhA | Kapust & (1998)2 4-7A| 3 7-10A1w0] 101441+ Hoh o B2
apical base change(’de}= 3 stetze] 9% W39 total molar correction(apical
base change®t “got 729} afet2 A WstFS 43 gh& Hlva she] =
7187 9 &34o|gtal skt Saadia®t Torres (2000) ®3F primary @t mixed
dentition*] 7] 7} late dentition*]”7] ETF ©f %2 sagittal changeE Heltta 3k
3l Baccetti & (1998) A EFAE27]7(6.927A)0] A E D 7] (10.3£1A4))

of Wla) o we gebz Aw 493 sz 4 ol EnE mvn Ao

H EA I x| A v W2 AodE Aol dojd olf & pterygomaxillary
sututreo| A1 9] HF-gx}o]  uwlFolgtx A tHMelsen® Melsen, 1982). =,

pterygomaxillary suture:= &4 $ AJFstWA HAAH S =2 interdigitationo] 3
& 2] 7] (complex) W&o ro}7](infantile period)¢t 3 7] (juvenile period)ol =
pterygoid process$} palatine bone?] 2|7} §o]3dl} AlZ7](adolescence period)
ofFol= o]zl TH glol= ol FolA 7] ¥ wEoletr &t sHARE o]
AG= dry skull# autopsy materialS 7122 3§ AolBR V|54 Q7 uh

remodelings €3 A-&HS 7L v Aokdle ARAddAY v e F
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Avkar A A ) Bodel i ATE AHEY rate] 85 7N S
AbE7] R ARET] o] %9 AIZIZHA] #E]7F 7he s bone matrix  formative
capacity:= AFE7] o]l A FddittE B vt 9o (Kanekawa$l Shimizu, 1998),
Revelo¢t Fishman (1994)& Atgre]l A5 470 B2 SMI 4 o] dd= 79 &%
Hoj A Bkt SMI 4ol A 7744 = A A3 gkl X sm SMI 8 o] $5F &

Ax oz o] Axsdra sttt =, ol59 A7 (Revelo?t Fishman, 1994)°]

Jatel £ ATA AET AZE AF A Bdel AME §FEE Avleln

A, 2 AFrell A Adekm AW A6 o7t AETIFTY] ARRIE AL

FolEw AEA1 AT He wS veksgon b FE AAe AR FE

A Aetzel Ashy Aol FAHA R Hom olo] weh oMo shop
o s olF3 FaU HAE © A vl Stk AZ7 A el

dotE AAQl F XNsEHe gig Ate wig wHlEe A AT B

2 B Aot vurt b A EAEA dou AT o
o] A7l b SRS dole] HAETS XFete ATFES A¥Ed gs
Zt}. Takada 5 (1994)& prepubertal group(F i 7.841)% midpubertal group(H
T 103AD)elA 4z 151°9F 2.04°9] SNAZS7FE ##E3k ¥4 late pubertal
group(B Tt 12.04)A1 = 094°¢] F7ber Ao giiEe] =44, XA
Az A 25 F o3 wsl Wyt 99022 late pubertal groupl A et
= A FH e AREAl Aetetzel ik A mEAIF wlg- m kst ®o}
Aol FARSE ARS Ak v 3k 5 (1995)8 S.8Ae A 1441714 o gkt
S5 V9 dA¥Te R o] Hwd Ay A5 F =44 Wstel] xtolrh gl
ornw YPxErE Adsirhd 1449 yolete ok AAd AA e os dE
Al A&7t 7bsstthal shlth 3§ Baik (19952 104 ol skt (3 8.834))3%
10-1241(F 3t 10.87A41) L2]ar 1241 o) (Fat 12.894)& Hladgk A+-olA A
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Abstract

The effect of treatment timing

on maxillary protraction treatment response
Ji-Hvun Lee
fepartment of fentistry

Ihe Graduate Schood, Yonsei University

(Directed by Professor vung-Ho Kim)

Treatment timing is a very important lacter to consider in treating
skeletal Class [11 patients by means of maxillary protraction, According
te the literature maxillary pretraction shoeld be carried out at an
garly age before puberty. However, ne scientific data were presented to
support this statement and recent studies supported by statistical data
show  disagreement concerming the optimm treatment time of maxi]lary
protraction, Therefore to date, there 15 ne agreement about the optimum
treatment time of maxillary protraction. In the current study hand-wrist
K-Fays were taken from 172 patients amd subjects were grouped into
prepubertal, pubertal and pestpubertal group according te the assessed
skeletal maturity, Pretreatment and postireatment lateral cephalometric
K-Fays were taken and treatment effects were compared ameng the three
groups, The average treatment time was 8.5, 6.1 and 7.5 menths Tor each

ol these groups,
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The chtained results were as ol lows:

1. The amcunt ef maxillary forward movement was the same for prepubertal
and  pubertal  group shereas  the postpubertal  group  showed  less
Terward movement.

2. The amcunt of maxillary  dewoward  movement  was  the same  Tor
prembertal and pubertal group shereas the postpubertal group showed
less downward movement.

3. The amcunt of mandibular dewnward and backward rotaticnal movement
was  the same [or  prepubertal  and  pubertal  group  shereas  the
postpubertal  group  showed less dewnward  and  backward  rotational
movement.

4. Dental effects were the some for  prepubertal,  pubertal  and

postpubertal group,

Key words 0 omaxillary protraction, optipem  treatment  time, skeletal

ma b 1y
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