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Abstract: Objective To measure the radiomorphome tricIndices in a digital panoramic radiograph,including PMI,MLALGI.
The aim of this study wasto find the change of PMI with age and sex of the patients and inter-relationship of the indices.
Methods A total of 60 randomly selected patients were included in the study and divided into two groups(up 40 years old and
down 40 years old). Panoramic radiograph of each patient was taken and radiomorphometric indices were determined. Results
69.57%,78.14 %,56.12% agreement were observed between MI GI AT and PMI which were significant(P<<0.05). Conclusion
PMI,MI,GI and Al can be effectively measured on a panoramic radiograph,hence could be used as a screening tool for
determining osteoporosis.
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