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A Preliminary Study of Condylar Position after Orthognathic Surgery with
Surgery-first Approach
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ABSTRACT
The objective of this study is to evaluate the change of condylar position and axes after
orthognathic surgery with surgery-first approach in mandibular setback. Pre-surgical and post- surgical
cone beam computed tomographic scans were taken from five patients and superimposed at the cranial
base. Three-dimensional condylar displacement and rotation after surgery were analyzed by Paired t-
test. The results showed that the condyle significantly displaced laterally, posteriorly and inferiorly with
inward rotation after surgery. However, these changes are not clinically significant. Long-term follow-up

is needed to evaluate the changes in the condylar morphology and mandibular stability.
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unin

Tudagdunsirdaudluanuiiaunfvesnsegnuinssinsneunisinilu (Surgery-First Orthognathic
Approach, SFOA) idauiiflensntudes 9 LﬁaamﬂmmaaLLﬁ’lﬂJmmﬂmJﬂﬁmaﬂwﬁﬂlé’ﬁuﬁﬁﬂﬁ@ﬂwﬁ
arumelunniulaefldinatlunssnutosas uazuenmnisaunsodaiiulfifiudesmndunngmsning
Saanei (Regional acceleratory phenomenon) (Hernandez-Alfaro et al., 2014) faeealsAnannadadily
Tumsrhdinfdenddmaiiadafufumsidauuuaai Wy nsldluwanmeseausineaadansiaesaileln
(Bilateral sagittal split ramus osteotomy, BSSRO) tileudlusumisvesunssinsans msrdindaemaiing
‘vi'ﬂ,msJéTmLﬂaﬁw%uﬂw@ﬂﬁanw (Distal segment) ududniivsznoulusevinssinsaisdruddn (Body
of mandible) fudufiiiudunseqnaiudu (Proximal segment) fivsznauludedasouinsslng (Trauner,
Obwegeser, 1957) Insdasunndiosdamunisvosiunszgnarusulitorisnnsslnsogfifu isemndasio
NThnsABui LY envdwadaadissmanendansidanseainlfAneuRaunivesdeseninssing
17 (Epker, Wylie, 1986)

nuideluefndindinsnuiiefuiumisesdereinssinsaendnisindauinssinsnounisin
fudliinnuagdanaimnudaudsiuey Tnonisfnwiues Wang et al. (2016) AFsuiisudunsdiase
11n55bn3AendensHi AL snes1nsslnsans (Mandibular setback) nu31n1endanisedavInsslng

o

fumaderevinsslnsndousendrunendeisulusuiueusarasiuanadodiouluufnnendmsinga
elunguikdnnounisdnitutunduithdauuudafuuasivsinauniandoufiuandsiuesaiifoddamiseda
wiliinuinnsiedeuiiluwwimimdunnsstuegaddeddynisads dunisfinwives He et al. (2019)
nsdnwiludnuasiiieafunisfinuives Wang et al. (2016) nuinnendinisadavinssinsiinisind eudl
gosdaroninssinsludnuasiioniu fownd euoend1uLenNLaYaIiIuE1T WANUTIIN15AE oufivesdode
GU’miiVLﬂiideﬂejuﬁmﬁmdaumﬁmﬁuﬁ’umjuﬁm&fmLLUU(??@L@;JI@JLLmﬂﬁi’mﬁ’uaéwﬁﬁfaé’lﬁ’@wwaaa ag1alsh
manilognisindeuiannsyezynauugadn (Euclidean distance 3eszrnszdnszminsgaanign) nuinngui
r:hé’mdau%’mﬁuﬁmimé‘auﬁ%aﬁﬁ'aﬁiaﬁmmﬂmmmﬁ’mfjuﬁshﬁmLLUU@?&Lﬁ:uLﬁaﬂiuﬁuuﬁamimfﬁ’ﬂﬁuﬁ a1
MswasuuuunuvesdoreunssinsanansAnyves He et al (2019) wag Wang et al. (2016) wuinlais
AruanAsuegsiteddymeadfssrinangusndadeuntsdaituasnaushdiauuuiai ogslsfinuiileg
nawdsuutasterevinsslnslunduiindnieuntsiniiuifissosnafernniantsingves Wang et al. (2016)
waz He et al. (2019) wuinderevinsslnsaendenisindaad eusenduuen asd1uans uazlud1unds
uenaniiffmuiuunuvestesterinsslnsfimenuddululussuuuuuey muadussunlalsda way
nyuludanilussunuwendva

MsAnwwes Wang et al. (2016) T¥nsuseduiumiadasennssinsluiueufionavitldsmunisde
Aov1nssinsiudsusumidld 1 Smith et al (1989) lduugiinin nmsaenmdsdluridsenamanzaudiazld
Uszidiusunisdasievinssinsuinnii wWesandumisdsueiilndidsatunsdunissssuwf (Natural head
position) 11NN uenntuevecii Wang et al. (2016) waz He et al. (2019) ¥in1sUseiiusnevs
Fosornssinsnendmisiige 3-4 Ju Fuhnszeznaidnanenaginssnauiiinnnnsiidauaziinnis

vauneludensvinssingld nadwalisunusdensvinssinsildsuudasiy (Han, Hwang, 2015)
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We9anuddelusindsiiduiuliunnuaziiioandadsannn1son@ukasnISUINAAAINNASHIF AT
21989ARNBN1TUTLLIUF TWNUITDADYINTTINTVBINITANWINHIULT NISANYITIIARNSUTTLRUR WAL ILAY
LUILAUTBABVINTS NS IMEUTEAUAIENNTANENINSIA LUYNUIba ULl UALALIUBABUINTS bNTNIBNAINTT

N9 RaeIdUN9 LielmdnTlan 15 Ua suLUaIve It aR VNI TINSANENAINISHIARYINTTINSABUNSIATULAR

g9

=

o s a o
INYUILAIANITINY
WefnwimaudsuiuvluagwilnuransznToravInTsinsnendin1sidnrInsslngsigisnis

Hdaneun1sdailuionaenszgnuInssingans

/1593y
ngudegfidne
Fheifauduiudiiinundvesnszgnunssinsviafauiidesldiunmssindnuinsslnsieunisdmity
finnuzdtununmdmand puasnsaiunivede Aldsumaidnunsslnsius® wa. 2563 Tnefidrsuidesios
flonguinnin 18 U uariinrwadinsladhsulassmsideuasdusenasaluenarsiiusen fUiefiflnnzany
finsvesluminagAsuy (Craniofacial anomalies) du 9 fuszAmsridaderennssing vieinsldsugifme

1Y

Uinmnszgnansslnsuarlunth sufiivaemadennnuuinanduntihuniu 3 uu. awgndaesnain
NUIY

N1SNITUIRILFITA

NUATBT NN UT0993 85T ININAMENTINNITITU5TTN Az URUNNE AnanT W189N50
UMM (#HREC-DCU 2020-051)

3Bnsedn

FUasldunsindanszgnuinssingans Tnsdasunmdvesuiniinusiunuwnemans inasnsol
1INe1ay AelunanneseansIveaaudnisiaesanlelnil (Bilateral sagittal split ramus osteotomy)
n3eandIUAY (Proximal segment) 8305 NUINTTINTANEIATUNTRM UMY sluLestarovInTTlng
(articular fossa) tnelildaunsaldnsumisdesevinssing Jandavliaunuminaunszgnauindniasynia
(Miniplate and screws) Qﬂi‘ﬁLﬁaLﬁquﬂiiﬁgﬂmﬂu (Internal fixation)

nsiiudaya

v a1 (%

HUaelasunisateninsiddrudnerduneuiiamesa1sedunsie (Cone beam computed

v
P

tomography) TnadlA1n1sdiinesaeil 8.9s, 120 kVp, 18.5 mA, field of view (FOV) 23 x 17 @3 uag voxel
size 0.4 mm® fapazldsuniscenmisdansnds Ao deumskida (T0) wagndsnsindanieluaesduniii
(T1) Tnonsanennsadluvinds

nsAseideya

amssdargnisndouriusalusiffigiunsman@swy (Haas Junior et al, 2019) selusunsy Dolphin

imaging \ialviegludunisiefiuluauia (5Ui 1)
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“oaparnnl SHlime Wi oFf - Wi oF

UM 1 mMstowriudnlusiingunslvandsweaelusunsy Dolphin imaging

Mndunislinsediumdsuaruuiunudenonsslnsvesivisusazane Taedinseidade
Ynsslnshaguratazdne fazdu ilRldsiuudereulnssinsiaua S1uau 10 frethe nsiasiedld
TUsunsu Slicer 4.11 (https://www.slicer.org) (Kikinis et al., 2014) Tngvinnnsivuasudatadulndnans
(Medial pole, MP) wagdaaulnanans (Lateral pole, LP) wesiidanavinssing (Condylar head) aglasums

TuknuuiIweu (Horizontal, x) wiIntimas (Anteroposterior, y) Wagluina (Vertical, z) (3U7 2)

Description

317.262 277.623 46.301

334.103 286.6563 45.146

JUN 2 uanssiumdluunu x y uag z ildaneenuas

PntvATIzRnsUasusudidenavInsslng (Condylar displacement) Tagiindunilsisdosun
Anenane gldsumisfnarsiidenennssing (Midpoint of condylar head, CH) (U7l 3) uazgnisiUdeu

9
uvdaluuiiueu (Horizontal, x) Wwavitwiea (Anteroposterior, y) Wagluafia (Vertical, z) (U1 4) 1uldgaiu
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0ved He et al. (2019) TvisAMEMINTARBUTIINTEEEMNUUEATA (Euclidean distance) ¥o4 CH

fouLanaINITHIAR (FUN 5) INaUNTT

Euclidean distance = / (Xoost = ><pre)2 + (Yoost = ypre)2 + (Zpost — zpre)2

U1 3 JUTraesmamiumiiananansvestesiauingslng (CH) eghenatasening

FIeulnanats (MP) wag Ta1ulnanana (LP)

€aN

JUN 4 Mvupnisiedeuivesinatsidenavinsslng 4.1) lukuiueu () : iWdwlu (+) eandu
wan (), luwwins () : Tusuuy (+) Tuduans () wag 4.2) Tuwwindmas (y) : luaumih ()

TUsunas (+)
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3U# 5 5U91a09n1511 Euclidean distance 994 CH noulagnaInIsHIsin

drumsitdsulvasmuinnudonsvingslng (Condylar rotation) §199935n15UswIfiumIL Wang et al.
(2016) Tnggnsiudsuntadluanuszuiu laua ssunuuuiueu (Horizontal plane, Ad)) szurulalsia (Coronal

plane, AB) uazszuruugnIvia (Sagittal plane, Ay) (g'dﬁ 6) msﬁwmm%ﬁwmm‘lﬁma’ﬁmma%ﬁa%"mfmq@
MP Ui LP

Tnefunamsasussuuwnueuldanaunssedl sundudnvalnensinaansly
unuestorevnsslnsdeunsindaie @ = IP - ﬁa d = (Xa:Va)
WAUYDITBRDVINTT INTUAINTHIFAAD b =1IP - MP, b= (%, V)
LAYINFUNITNIINADS a’—b’

cosf = W

MlrausarInsUasuwuIknuYestanavInssinslussunukuuewdussd teainaunis

—_— —

ab 1XaXt + Vads|
=

Aa(T1 —TO) = aCOS —— = ACOS ——————
jal[b [x2+ 327 + 7

dqunisiasuntadluszunulalsdakagsyuiunendviananunsaruialaainaunisludnuusifiedtu

UM 6 uanan1susiliun1sasuniunutesaInssing wasimuan1syuvesdensvInssing fadl 6.1)
FEUUWIUEL: MU () nueen (+), 6.2) szuulalsta: vyuas () vyudu (+) wae 6.3) sEuunen-

Iia: vuludumi (+) nyulddundmas ()

639



March 25, 2021 3uf 25 GuAU 2564 fu UKI3NENFEUBULAU

| =N -yu3 S3as:dudeunad iona agon
@ 22 NGRC nisus yguluINIsidauonaviIudvas:auuadnaAnuuEvs1a AsIN 22 MMP13—7

N1FAATIZANIGEDR
mMyindumisasmsinssitoyailneidonufier uazinsussidiuanuindefeneluussidu
(Intra-rater Reliability) Inefnsuniswastasornsslnsdrsiuau 10 frog1a ndsminiandausn 2 duamigae
Rdumusieniu uaglin1suseiiiugig Intraclass correlation coefficient (ICC) (Koo, Li, 2016) M3UANLIILUY
Unfivestoya eNATIEBUMIY Shapiro-Wilk test nsiUSeuiisusuvisuaziuiunuvasdasonnsslnsnou
warndanin 98gnIiasIgiaae Paired t-test NsiiAEdn el AvanunazidaslUsunsy the Statistical
L

Package for the Social Sciences (SPSS 22.0; SPSS Inc., Chicago, IL, USA) Inefiszsuauiiulafisosas 95

Nan133vY
nsAnwisuTIndlegdedaringsinsla 10 drege angUaeladiuiu 5 au laun A 3 Ay

WaglnAndd 2 AU N13NTENERIYeleyALllevinN1INAaaUsIY Shapiro-Wilk test wulndeyainisnszanem

Y

1< a ! ' 1% ' v o W aa ' v ' v ¥ '

Wuund wazldnuanuusnansiuegsidedAgynisada (P > .05) serineminysuraziivestonovinssbng
Heuaryd Jnhdeyaterevinssinsdeuarrnuinseiruiu #aananmsia ICC 1ar 0.99 uansdianis
fanuweiionelugussiliueg iy

MNMTIATIRIToYanUTWLIlaRavINTsinsaINsHdn Whsuwladluluiimmandeusendiu

@

wen (0.35 + 0.74 uy.) nAoulURUMET (0.24 + 0.66 11.) WazlAADUAIRIUAN (0.24 = 0.84 1al.) HAETWUNLI

nswdgusmunislunsaufianisegrafidedAyn1eadia (P < .05) uazilamuImTzeIeTeninegannatete

o o

AYINTIININDULAZUAINITNIAR WU TesiaInTslnsiinsilasudundsegsilidedAgynisada (1.12 = 0.73
130, P < .05) (15799 1)
nswisunwinnuvasdasisvingsinsnuii Tukwissunudesdevinsslnsniendnisiidndinisvyudn

pg9ltudAynIeaia (0.63 + 0.86 03, P < .05) dwluszuiulalstauazszurvuendianuinteneuinsslng

SR

AendnsHdein sy uatkazryulutminuaiy wilinuindanuunnaeiuegaditeda

19

UNEDF

17

(P > .05) (miwﬁ 2)

A15199 1 USUNUN1SLARRUTIvRaUas8vINTT NTNIEURINISHIAR

Condylar displacement (mm.) Significance
Mean * SD Min Max (P value)
X -0.35 +0.74 -2.04 1.28 <.01
y 0.24 + 0.66 -0.79 1.33 <.01
z -0.24 + 0.84 -1.83 1.11 <.01
Euclidean distance 1.12 + 0.73 0.00 2.37 <.05

VWA WWIeU (x): 9and1uwen () wWieuly (+)
WUINETag (y): luaunti ) luaumnda (+)

Wwana (2): Tuguuu (+) luduans ()
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A15199 2 NSHUASULLILAUIBITBABYINTS bNTANUNINITHNHRA

Condylar rotation (Degrees) Significance
Mean + SD Min Max (P value)
Horizontal plane -0.63 + 0.86 -1.08 1.01 <.05
Coronal plane -0.35 + 3.22 -4.53 4.41 738
Sagittal plane 0.24 + 3.29 -3.87 392 .825

uBwe:  Horizontal plane: iy (-) wyueen (+)
Coronal plane: suTY () v3uad (+)

Sagittal plane: yulud1amt (+) viauludamas ()

afuswNAN1TITY

nsfnwifiensUssiluiumiwesdaronnssinsluefinazdsadiuainnmsdnsnandsveduding
(Lateral cephalogram) waznnwss@nzluandsweuinai-nia (Posteroanterior cephalogram) uan1susgiiu
Fasornsslnsanamisddinanennifesitmidoniniinsdeututurese ez 9 luusnad vils
Amusveuivatesievnsslnslalidaay witagtuilnuideissfiudedeuinssinsannmiaddudaende
powRme fa¥edsUnTe Fildaunsafudnuasguheesderonnsslnslddamuuniu ilfaunsoussdiu
mswasuulasterevinssinsliudugannd iy (Hodges et al., 2013; Zhou et al., 2016) MsAnwEING
Foutunmssd (Superimposition) drufnerfoaesfinmesdnisdsunsie deulagndsnsindnfigiunzluan
fswr Mewendnas Dolphin imaging 991nnsAnwIve Bazina et al. (2018) wuiweansdwisinani trel
anunsavinsteuriun s sdlaegesaniuaziiugn

mMsfnwideninmsienmisdnendinissiiie 2 §anst shetfunsAneiteuntiiviimsusadu
fumlawestasernssinsmendanisinda 3-4 Yu iewndeanisanadeiinnnnissniauuasuaunigly
Foronsslng Sedwmasasumiadanouinsslng (Han, Hwang, 2015) wananETesTavan 2 dnmidudy
Frsnafiuuiiganounisiuedeuiiufie n13@nwv1ves He et al. (2019) wuindesevnsslniniondinis
Hndmindouiilusvernsedaludsvana 2 uu. Sannnimaiildanlumsinuidnnuinadouludsyana 1 au.
ilesannguiiegslunisine He et al. (2019) 91adaiinmsuanvasdosioninssinsegainnisussidiunaiiis
Auly ilidesternssinsindeuluinnnitanunduess egnslsinudafithdedu q fiendwadesuvidede
nssinsan W vinvzvesiasunnd msiwesndiievieiieifieseu (Costa et al, 2008; Ueki et al, 2012)
Judu Feewhnmsnunfmavesnsdsusunisiely

fensmsindouiivestossvinsslnsmendensiadnvesnsinuil aenadesiunisinuneunti
(He et al,, 2019; Wang et al,, 2016) fie dpusanduuen lUsunduarasdnuans uenanddmuinuuaunu
vosdastarnsslnsnyudsniulussuuiusunevdinisindaneunisdaily egndlsfoy whenuns
Wasuwashuwmisasernsslnsannisseiiumeada wiflidohdanuuandsegaiauddyninadn

sregdautaenin 1 Yy, M9en1SWUAULUILNUEBENT 4 BIAT AIUAISANYIVEY Han et al. (2016) w38
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o

szzlAd oufitonndn 2 uy. w3en19iUd sunuannutosndn 2 osa1 AINNNIANWIVBY Proffit et al. (2012)
uenanisudussesiteglutiifosonnssinsannsnndoundugiuafuldndaniamunaluszozem
(He et al., 2019)
nsfnwivssdumalasuuanesdedennsslnmesidriuidernguiitdarinsslnsaradios
sgafvanaznguiiiidnansuingslng Jarneainn1s@nwives Wang et al. (2016) fildngudegisiisinge
1n33lnaifien vidon1sfnwives He et al. (2019) idonawiznguitogiisowindaiansinsslng ilesn
MsAnwTeT Kim et al. (2012) wuiduvtsvesdoserinssinsdsuuladlulivanssiuegaditeddaynis
affsewinguiindarinsslnademdoidaiaansinsslng uenanimsdnmidimuninasinisdnosnues
fifidumisuaneasiidealuifu 3 wu. desnmsingzes Oh et al. (2017) nu dumisvestosionnsslng
mendamssindinsnemaia BSSRO ienssvnssinslufieifvinssinsaliamnasiinaasusumisde
sounsslnsliunnsnsiuognaiifddameadn Tunduiedrefifioadeiussana 3.5 uu.
nsfnwiigeidesiindnaeutnenn dud Suaunguitednsiiroudnaien Wesmnidumsinwiuuy
Tudhamth wagdslaidinsinmunaluszezeny msfinwneunthnuinsegndedevinssinsinisazareluiani
ﬁlmﬁlaulﬂLLazﬁmia%’NﬂisQﬂLﬁ'ﬂuﬁmmaﬁu‘ﬁm (Hwang et al., 2019) YNNI NISALUILAUT B FiD
nssinsnyudluszuusuiveudduiusiunisiinnisavatevesnsegndesevinssing (Park et al., 2012;

Ha et al, 2013) @1019dmanan1sinanuinunfvesdarslusuinnls nsadisuaznsazalsvestons
ﬂJ’]ﬂiﬂﬂﬂuﬂﬁjm?llNﬁﬁﬂﬁ@uﬂﬁi§ﬂﬁuﬁﬁ5ﬂwm$ﬂéjﬂEJﬁJUﬁLﬁﬂluﬂiiﬁmiﬁhﬁmmuﬁgﬂau (He et al, 2019) fati
Jemsiinsfnvuiudslusesmsidsundasuiesdareuinsslnsnendsnsiide uazdinsiSeuiio
funguiegreildsunsiidanuudaiu nguiogsiidnituiosmasauiiaunfvedasiasnansegnlnglsl

Hdn venguslegeililasunisinumandiey

#5UNan1339Y

v
o a

TngasunsAnuniuandiiiugs nswaswiumidunsanufifuazuusnulussunuiuiveuvesione

o

n33lNINMENAINITHIRRYINTTInTNauNsIniuegslltedAysEna winisdsunlastestensainsslng

Manduldfinnuddgmieeadn Jaansdensiiatosnmassdensvinssinsiussevdu ogrelsiniuaisd

AsanwRnmuluszzeieUseiiunanadanauInssing veoLaniesnInveauInssinsanemabtl

AnAnssuUszne

ideveveunstannmziunumdmans pnamnsaiminedeiueunuatuayunsise waraiain
e azfiununnerans pnasnsalumTinetds iveatuayuynansntsaennsdiios naenay
addnviumnssuysaziionumsnLasiuANsIUTINITIoN AuzviuaLwmemans Qunadnsalmingtde 7

woleanuiuazinsosenmisddiuinenfoneuiuneiasadsunsenldlunuide
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