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Subjectieve beoordeling (gezichtsbedrog)

The reference line for recognizing retrognathia is not applicable to 3D corrected
profile images

E.A.P. de Jong-Pleijt, L.S.M. Ribbert?, E. Tromp?, L.R. Pistorius?, C.M. Bilardo3
1St. Antonius Hospital Nieuwegein, 2University Medical Centre Utrecht, 3University Medical Centre Groningen
The Netherlands
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Result Conclusion

The reference line touched only in 1 In fetal life the anterior border of the nasal bone, maxilla and

case the mandible. In the other 99 . : o : :
cases the line remained at a median mandible are not aligned. An optical illusion can misleadingly

distance of 3.3 mm from the mandible. gjve this impression.
(SD: 1.3 mm, range 0.8-6.5 mm)



Subjectieve beoordeling

Micrognatie ? Of sloping forehead?
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Subjectieve beoordeling (patroon herkenning)
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- heus-mond vlak -

Welke 2 hebben micrognatie?
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Subjectieve beoordeling
-3D 4D-

Eén heeft geen micrognatie? Wie?
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Subjectieve beoordeling
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Eén heeft geen micrognatie!
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-hangende lipjes -
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Subjectieve beoordeling
-afgeplatte manibula-
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16 weken skelet afwijking



Valkuilen objectieve beoordeling

Meting moet reproduceerbaar zijn
meetpunten moeten goed herkenbaar zijn
meten in juiste vlak

Onderscheid fysiologie-pathologie

Welk meet instrument ?
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PRENATAL DIAGNOSIS
Prenat Diagn 2006; 26: 163~167.
Published online in Wiley InterScience (www.interscience, wiley.com). DOI: 10.1002/pd.1363

The fetal mandible: an in utero sonographic evaluation
between 11 and 31 weeks’ gestation

Yaron Zalel*, Liat Gindes and Reuven Achiron

Department of Obstetrics and Gynecology, The Chaim Sheba Medical Center, Tel-Hashomer, Tel-Aviv University, Ramat Gan,
Isrgel

Table 1—The mandibular transverse diameter (mm) according Table Z—The mandibular antero-posterior diameter (mm)
to the week of gestation according to the week of gestation

Gestational Gestational

week —2SD —I8D  Average +ISD +2SD week —28D  ~ISD  Average +I1SD +2SD
11-13 5.86 7.62 9,39 116 1293 11-13 4.04 5.04 6.04 7.05 8.05
14 10.51 [1.94 13.38 14.81 16.24 14 6.27 747 8.67 9.87 11.07
15 1224 13.88 15.52 17.16  18.80 15 7.54 8.54 9.54 10.54  11.55
16 13.67 1549 17.32 19.14 2096 [6 8.53 0.54 10.55 11.55 1256
17-18 15.14  16.80 18.46 20,11 21,77 17-18 038 1034 11.30 1227 1323
19--20 1579  18.36 20.92 2349 26,05 19-20 9.14 1127 13.39 15,51 17.63
21 18.71 20.84 232.96 25.09 27.22 21 12.06 14.00 15.94 17.88 19.82
22 2026 2347 2669 2991  33.12 22 13.50 1557 17.64 1971 2177
23 21,17 2471 2825 3179 3533 23 1471 1654 1836  20.19  22.01
24 2293 2620 2947 3274  36.00 24 1537 1742 1947  21.51  23.56
25 2573 2924 3275 3627  39.78 25 1672 1824 1976  21.28  22.81
2628 2951  31.30 33.08 14.87  36.66 26-28 17.52 2034 23.17 2599 28.82

20_3] 7719  31.62 16.06 40.50 44.93 29-31 22,23 2426 26.30 2834  30.37



Objectieve beoordeling
-axiaal-

Journal of Orofacial Orthopedics
Fortschritte der Kieferorthopadie

J Orofac Orthop 2015; 76:30-40

Prenatal indices for mandibular retrognathia/micrognathia

Indizes zur pranatalen Diagnostik mandibular bedingter
Mikro- und Retrognathie

Julia Neuschulz' - Lucas Wilhelm? - Hildegard Christ? - Bert Braumann'

50 Tab.1 Predicted mandibular (lower-jaw) lengths based on ges-
—— Predicted mandibular length tational age. . . e
a5 | | = 95% Lower PL Tabl. 1 Vorhergesagte Mandlbulalangen (Unterkieferlangen)
=== 95% Upper PL ’. basierend auf dem Gestationsalter
Weeks of gesta- Lower95%  Predicted LIL Upper 95%
E ] tion (weeks) ~ PL (mm) PL
= 19 215 242 269
g ¥ 20 232 259 285
_‘E 21 249 275 30.2
2 301 22 265 29.2 318
g 23 282 308 335
T 25 p 24 298 325 35.2
= 25 315 341 3638
& 20 - 26 33.1 358 385
27 34.7 375 40.2
15 28 36.3 39.1 1.9
29 38.0 40.8 435
10 T : : T : : UL lower-jaw length, PL prediction limit.
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Echoscopische diagnose

micrognatie
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P Gebruik alle aangereikte ‘tools’
< * kijk subjectief en objectief
//NL * kijk in verschillende vlakken
e gebruik 2D en 3D
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