208

S L e e B R

H B S He it & 586. (4) 208~214, 2000

FEATRRREED CTHIG I KOV b EHEHOD HEK

A comparison between ortho-pantomographs and CT-graphs of the maxillary sinus buttresses in sinus lift surgeries
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The aim was to compare reliability of CT X-ray graphs and orthopantomographs to detect the maxillary sinus buttresses in sinus
lift surgeries. Forty maxillary sinuses in 25 CT X-ray graphs and orthopantomographs taken before surgery in 25 implant patients
(49.4/average age, 7/male, 18/female) were investigated.

Results: The number of sinuses with buttresses detected by CT X-ray graphs was 12 (24.0%) and 19 (38.0%) by
orthopantomographs. The accuracy rate in cases with buttresses detected by orthopantomographs and CT X-ray graphs was only
35.7% in anterior site of the sinus and only 30.0% in posterior site.

Conclusion: It was revealed that orthopantomographic examination is likely to overestimate sinus buttresses, and that CT X-ray

examination is to underestimate.
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A comparison between ortho-pantomographs and CT-graphs of the maxillary sinus buttresses in sinus lift
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