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Clinical Utilization of Web based and Artificial Intelligence driven Orthodontic Analysis
Program “WebCeph”
(Case report of orthognathic surgery, from orthodontic diagnosis to treatment
evaluation)

Min-Seok Chang, DDS, Ph.D
Seoul Clear Orthodontics Clinic

Artificial intelligence is expected to play an important role, especially in the field of orthodontics. Web based
and artificial Intelligence driven orthodontic analysis program “WebCeph” was introduced and evaluated re-
cently. This study reviewed a orthognathic surgery case using WebCeph, from orthodontic diagnosis to treat-
ment evaluation. WebCeph, an artificial intelligence-based orthodontic analysis program, helped to shorten the
time it takes to find anatomical landmarks on lateral cephalogram. It allowed dentists to evaluate clinical data
and analyze results from anywhere.
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Measurement Mean S.0. Result Severity
SMNA 81.08 3.7 86.89
SNB FeAF 3.0 87.73
ANB 2.46 1.8 0.84
APDI 85.74 4.0 98.43
oDl 7215 5.5 58.75
Combination factor 157.9 6.5 157.18
Bjork sum 397.16 3.6 393.51
FMA 20.63 3.0 25.10
Gonial angle 124.31 54 132.27
Overjet 2 20 -3.13
Overbite 2 2.0 2.59
U1lto FH 1138 44 117.85
U110 SN 105.28 6.6 109.43
IMPA 91.62 3.2 81.65
nterincisal angle 128 53 135.40
Upper lip to E-plane 0.91 1.8 -7.13
Lower lip to E-plane 1.82 1.8 2.69

Polygonal chart

70 75 | 80 55\90 Protruded maxilla
70 75 %85 op Prognathic mandible

10 5 05 U Skeletal Class Il

Meaning

-1 et Skeletal Class Il

a0~a&5 70| 75 g5 Skeletal Openbite tendency
1y
150 \155' | 160 945 Mormal combination factor value
7
Hypodivergent Skeletal Pattern

Hypodivergent facial pattern

Obtuse gonial angle

Anterior crossbite

Anterior openbite

Normal upper incisor inclination

Normal upper incisor inclination

|
10 -5°0
110 140
Tog _1@s”
8% 95 100 Retroclined lower incisor
120 125 1302135 ghted interincisa

Uprighted interincisal angle

S‘\S ol |5 10 Retruded upper lip

-10
10-5 0 5 10 15 Retruded lowerlip
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UilncisalTip

U1RootTip

L1IncisalTip
L1RootTip
UtMesial
L&Mesial
A-point

B-point

-6.18 mm

-2.49 mm

-10.57 mm

-13.81 mm

-0.60 mm

-13.81 mm

-0.72 mm

-13.81 mm

-0.23 mm

0.12 mm

-13.81 mm

-2.70 mm

-1.13 mm

1.81 mm

2.91 mm

0.07 mm

2.1 mm

-1.81 mm

2.1 mm

-2.30 mm

2.893 mm

2.51 mm
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Measurement Mean SO Sev. Sev.  Meaning
/ SNA 8108 37 8689 86.25

N8 %17 30 o - 81.17 Normal A-P position of mandible

ANB 246 18 082 5.08 Skeletal Class Il

APDI 874 40 98.03 85.26 Skeletal Class |

ool 7215 55 58.75 70.51 Normal | ODI

Combination fator 1579 65 157.18 155.77 (ormal combination factor value

Bjork sum 3716 36 3938 98.92 modivergen m

FMA 29.63 3.0 25.10 30.73 lormot jent facial pattern

Gonial angle 12431 54 132.27 136.62

Overiet 2 20 266 a2

Overbite 2 20 1.22 2.14

UltoH nss o4 117.06 11049

UltoSN 10528 66 108.65 102.30

IMPA 91.62 32 81.65 80.29

Interincisal | angle 128 53 136.19 38.50

Upperip to E-plane 091 18 713 -1.51

Lower lip to E-plane 182 18 260 1,52

Fig. 15. X|2XM% Eg0]d ¥ AIEESAM H|W
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