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Evaluation of bisected angle technique errors
in full-mouth dental films made by dental students.
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Abstract

The present study aimed to evaluate error frequencies in a full-mouth series of 10
dental films by a bisected angle technique.

The results were as follows:

1. The average number of errors was 5.4 per full-mouth examination.

2. Most errors were caused by incrrect vertical angulation, paticuarly in the lower
premolar region; incorrect horizontal angulation, particuraly in the upper premolar
region; and improper placement of film, particuraly in the lower premolar region.

3. The region with most mistakes was the lower premolar, fewer in the upper

premolar, and the fewest mistakes were in the lower molar region.
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