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A comparative study of mouse—painted cephalometry and traditional

cephalometry in the training of clinical skills of orthodontic postgraduates

Yan Hou®"ennaiter | inng Wang Xiaolei Ge Ye Liu

(School of Stomatology, Hebei Medical University * Stomatological Hospital, Orthodontics Department&Hebei Provincial Key
Laboratory of Stomatology,HebeiProvincial Clinical Medical Research on Stomatological Diseases,Shijiazhuang,Hebei,050017)

[Abstract] Objective To compare the effect of mouse—painted cephalometry and traditional hand—painted
cephalometry in orthodontic clinical skill teaching.Methods Twenty orthodontic postgraduate students from Hebei
Medical University were selected and randomly divided into two groups, 10 students in each group. The samelateral
cephalogram was measured by mouse—painted and hand—painted, respectively. Group A used mouse—painted combined
with PPT for cephalometry, and Group B used traditional sulfuric acid paper for cephalometry. After the teacher taught,
the measurement time of each group was recorded. The measurement results are scored, and students are asked to rate
the subjective evaluation of different teaching methods. Results Using independent sample T test, statistical analysis
showed that the time of using mouse—painted was faster; The accuracy of mouse—painted is better; There is no statistical
difference in the understanding of concepts between mouse—painted and hand—painted, which can be used as a teaching
tool for orthodontic cephalometry; For subjective indicators, mouse—painted cephalometry is superior to hand—painted on
operation, modification, fixed—point, measurement, overlap, storage, etc, which is more suitable for online and offline
synchronous teaching. Conclusion Both mouse—painted and hand—painted cephalometrycan accurately guide the clinical
cephalometric diagnosis of orthodontic postgraduates. The mouse—painted technique is more popular among students,
and its clinical application is more extensive and is more conducive to digital synchronous teaching.
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