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- maxillary arch and chin cap.

~ after treatment by rapid maxillary e
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A CASE REPORT ON CORRECTION OF ANGLE’S CLASS T MALOCCLUSION BY
: RAMDPALATALEXRAN&ON

Cheon Suck. Oh, D.D.S., Han Woo Nahm, D.D.S., Young Kyu Ryu, D.D.S., Ph.p.

Dept. of Orthodantics, College of Dentistry, Yonses University, Seoul, Korea, A

This case report is the correction of skeletal

class I malocclusion with
anterior crosshite of 12 years

old female patient by rapid expansion of

The class J[ malocculusion wag caused
mandibular protrusion,
By reading latera] cephalogram,

fhe growth pattern and direction of facial
skeletal complex in this patient,

were - almost straight downWard growth
growth direction. In reviewing of this case,
xpansion, ‘we came to the conclusion that
the more favorable teactions we can obtain,

was dislocated downward and forward after rapid maxillary

pattern and downward and backward

1) The younger patient are,

2) Point “A”
expansion.

3) We could correct anterior crosshite a
bite by'ra'pi'd palatal expansion witho
treatment period,

nd posterior bilateral lingual cross-
ut extraction of any teeth for sh_ort

I. #% 3 R 3) dEmE

Lo g I s e

DB B N.o# @
@K B W e
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1. #

EhnREsy) SEERe 1960%F E.H. AngellX
{1860)040 k3 W= ZEsigded, Z# 1004F &
o1& JiE KR (dentoalveolar expansion) s BREE
gl ool e A ggls, Hmmd B el
s A 871 =l B IR 3 Al
s e R o g, 234 Rel BRE 1085
ool ErRPEEEY ampEy MEe TR BT
2z 38 AAF mees Al 3 Zlelth EFnE
mad SZoREEe D ety B2 FEILRHY mEE B
s Angle(1899)% KX TERETE BEHARLEWE
{class T malocclusion)el 75k 2) B REE #%
BE 2o THE sl A RED FEERBES
Gl A4k 3) gafo] guhetol Rl YHEE =

“e A 4 pzpE Bl R s At
=) el ek

ErroEga e AR A dehte K
fEzo] el 9eh.

oz del] A TErpERamselt rEast RSl
L EEES LA @@ Bt eRd e,
NEES- 4= Starnback, K.H. and Cleall; J. F.
{1964)1 ¢ Cleall, Bayne, Posen, Subtelny(1965)% 2k
Gardner and Kronman(1971)%5-9 BRI kA &R

Cm o glod, EmnEEas AmERsh BEAA
B g 10 B = eagEBko) %9 A& Bro-
wn(1903, 1909)% 9>,-Pfaff(1905)7), Barnes(1912)*, De- .

an(1909)', Dewey (1913, 1914)12 132, Hawley(1912)',
Herbst(1910)*%, _Jameson(1928)‘s) , Ketcham(1912)',
Leandsberger (1910)'%2, Monson(1898)'%>, Ottolengui
(1904)%0, Mesnard(1929)*, Korkhaus(1953)%%,
Gerlach(1956)%, Hass(1961)?, Wertz(1968)2, %

o BEzo] @ESGor D= To EmEse] B

R

%7t 99

ErnZkEsel %5@%3&%&@1% HEEEs HEEE
A e gibrt Sehted =35 pZgd E#EE
= EEY Al drld ma A o EBEd BEE
¥w . Mesnard(1929)%, Korkhaus(1953)2> Hass
(1957, 1961, 1965, 1970)26» 22275 283, Throne(1960)%®
Davis and Kronman(1969)°®, Wertz(1970)»>, Bie-
derman(1973)®, Gardner and Kronman(1971)%,
Isaacson and Murphy(1964)%® o) gETo] MET
uk 9let ' '

Coleyr EAREEE SR Ml HE
Angle(1899) & REME DA = RIEN & (class

I malocclusion)d] wEEe old BEe oty

oqaa e 2B EmiEst SEAME WE
(retention) 0. 24 i & A& A%

o] LT FElKER HRIKE WERLE B
o KR mEel A BESEEd, o0 wE &
e 90 THEEY BAMES KT Anglel NEE
&89 i ES PR ERE e R, TRE . VIR
o WEekgort BES FERATA K2 EA#E
cpp e ZuRdl kehel Lol B MRl T2
2 gl olel WEshE vl

1. & @
nE W

mEs 203
44 AH 1962, 7.21

M A 1974, 2.27

FEE— ke B Anglek TIERHDE &
g RERE (class I malocclusion)e] = BI#E Rl
N wA S TAEER EpZERRAS AL AL
el A& LR 1&&)§ﬁﬂﬁiﬁ(inf2a-labioversion)
g x@e AV 9= (Fig. 1—A, 6—A Z2FK).

Fig '—A W EEAHRERE

Fig. 1—B WFH EEGHEARE

— 1118 —

o~

s



1) kA Xl*b%ﬁﬁﬁ(lntraoral Roentgenogam):

TR A 2—3mm31 HEEY ®ikHS e
Wi g B AR FTAEEE oA %28 fiHel
bl kAol sk TEES EE F—hEA, FEE
B OETREEY RSB olA =ae YR
ob=]ol lar HyiRfle] A= Hhpez ok

EEEe] —aayel Abehe] 54 (ladder-like
appearance)£ #e3w 9Jov] EHiEH(lamina dura)
= fFBskeh '

(2) EFEE S (Model Analysis) : 241 E
HRNEE E B—KHEE ELEES oFL Q1
B H—, BN 9 S—AHwECt & s

7

EHoR WAE ZREAE ol F AL EEY F
e THEMES B AEsA, REsERgel

Smmh ¥ 3, K#Ee WA (reverse overjet)o] 4mmk
HeH(Fig. 1-A 2R).

TE fiEe SR (linguoversion) 3
BEH EERET BAEFENAY 4~5mm ﬁ%*

REEEA RABHE A (infra-labioversion)s) 7Bk
o (Fig. 1—A, 6—A BR). ’ :
a) LRER 447 0 E3EY #5-S HBKS Y

1L.8mme A% @ SZdeld Rigfi(arch length
discrepancy) & veb= EEEM HEG &
o= [EEE ] Y. '

LA NEEEAEERERES 29, 2mme]

= E— KSR AR R 43.2111m?]“% o] B
HES) rpdeBiel ) DAL BEESES 19. 4mme]tl,

b) TEER 4517 TEY é*%’i HWigtkolsl 4
(crowding) =t Rl (spacing)e] glo] #3Fe] EFle] =
2R AE— B} fﬁiog mEse] ga
ERUBZAEET fifo mEs e 9ok

Speef@ili & 3mme] Zo|E k. FWY wi
7T B G2 (supraversion) o) ®l 4 5 i 7 (linguover -

sion)=] o] I}l

T A ;%—/’J\Eﬁﬁﬁlx»ﬁlﬁfﬁwﬁﬁ# 30.4mmo]
T G—KE R SRR 42, 0mme] o},

(3) EEER X-REkRE ##7(Cephalometric
Analysis) : SNAf (SNFE 3} point “A”7 o] Zfg)
o] 80°2AM LEE-S HBEI FEM HEE o2
313, SNBf5(SN @t point “B"7} o] £&4) 83.5°
2 FEgel WHAd il Whos mESL Yo
= BES &5 9k e

ANBfax FEfEql 2°2vtx L ~3.5°24 F&HE
8 wizes 4G4 4 S+ 9 Aew. TE(gonial
angle)d] E4pAe]l EEELS Jovg EHE F
®HY BERFEYE & 4 13 saddle  angle,
articular angle, F#f(gonial angle)®] dFe] 394°¢]
3 % ERE (posterior facial height) ¥ R EEE
(anterior facial height)9] H.Zo] 64%clnz2 WRETS

Ble]l A8l mEHEIS & 5 gt

W7 EEE (anterior cranial base)®] 7¢]7t 64mm
°lz. THEAE FBIE (mandibular body)e] 2 ¢]7} 75mm
24 WHEEES Zeoluth llmmv} 23 o)A 9 Mz
€ 1:1.17s]vh. SNZFE=t  LEEEELS] o 2=
AL 102.5°24 EHES o3 g X, TETHTE
o #E THAIVEERY ERAL EXsd 9% 7
2 81°0] T},

BEFE (facial plane)ol #14 TFHmme ik
(incisal edge) & FH o= Smmel| s Qw, L5
B Ui%e Wi Immd MBS o (Fig
2—A, Fig. 6—A 2R) )

Y 2] AR S s /-2 cephalometric analysis
(Fig. 6—A Z)d] et 9},

(4) EEEHE4R BE(Frontal facial photo) : %19

WiRe W3 SR, ERE Edged Ef
HEL o5 TEES 4H, 2y

gk LR B

Fig. 2B #EE% {EhﬁﬁﬁEX =
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F|g3A

RIRET MBS

E fRagelt. )

(5) BIEEMEE(Profile facial photo) I RIS
Bt EEEael A B MBS ek gle
o g THRe rsu‘-;ci ikigol oh.  £42(nose tip) =
E4: (chin tip) & Eif o2 72 8= “Rieketts”is
®%Ho = 3mme feEd, TES
3—A BR).

lO

%ZI fRimEmE ’ 5585 wols TEol LERS B
frgshe A b, EEk(chin 7k giges ol e Ag 44
galel ] Anglelk 5 SS@ATERELE HERT
4 Ak

2B &

BEY nERd A £ EEE—AE 2 F-X
Eﬂ@[% 0.150”7 %X 0,004’75 0.16%/%0.005"78] #%
= (band) o 24 contour & festoon® FolA Eil

(banding) ¢ & 7ol %ol 7 A= alginate FIEH
24 Hige medd. BEe RET & ARRY
band® Wzl d R BEERY I frEd HAA
I Fol BEEE 2t ‘
2R _RZRY RG] A 0.07772]  stainless steel
wirez A “=¥s moFo B WLE kel H—/IEHA R R
KIS FEEAsER (orthodontic band)®] FImES]
A Fhal ke pnEmdE @A wirest
band & 8 %E (soldering) A 71 %

o] wired] WEL Fh@gSos @ekd s ol
wire| B2 o}_:i_a]@,(acryhc)%ﬁy}q s A gk

gEime] rhdeififrel] expansion screws ¥ ILE resin
o2 A 23, acrylicsel 249 £5& 3 A
7] = expansion screw7} £917te X% Wi sz, T
daiell A S A Aok (Fig, 4 BT,

01?37%1 a4 e #mEE REES &5 $e &0

o ppstLe &AL B A REAN A RE
lﬂ B el A3 cemeéntingA] ZLEh

Fig. 3—B W% MEHm

Bands

Solder joint ‘

Fig. 4 % &

cementation Zof expansion screw® fE#j(activ-
ation) A 7] 7] iiell occusal X-BEES = glch, - screw
E EEx g2 5~105HY o =4 8FFd 2~3iE

= =

A 108 Foke] 24 SeFgleh. A 24me) (o]
= 46 oA occlusal X-gBEo =M, SEER Ly
e AP on], o€ [EHY BREAL EHMA

Rz Eobgeh(Fig.
RIS 2R =
2 wEe] F¢a chin cap® ¥l F3H

5—B 28).

GOEFSS (252 1R (retention period)o] A fgel
ﬁf@. l‘%‘%o} g Age EAEAEES ETE

— 1120 —
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v
: . : &
Fig. 5 A) MENES nEAHE B) Ak
C) HR% REMM 2@EA) fE%S Nkl BE
PRE-TREATMENT
NAME : 210 (i2.F) ' NAME : 203 (12.F)
DATE TAKEN : 74.2,27. : DATE TAKEN :74.5.8 |
( Facial. Height Ratjo : 64% S ' |
' 7 SNA80 SNB 83.5 ANB -3.5 SNPo 83 SNA 81 SNB 82 ANB —1  SNPo 815

Fia, 6—A %

PR OB X o Fig. 6—B
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s FORAES BRI 98 LEER S—kEl,
E—Es, BTUNER, W9E st TEEAS
—KEEE B (banding) d+9 1 FTHER H—KMAH
o] = cervical head gearE ##%A 7=}

banding& Fiite] HAYe] ERLF ] 3601 #el Mk
st o

BRI A el occlusal X-BEE FRS F
FhiRd (diastema) = BREMES Sur g4 FolA
A EHEPEE A B o X-BEREe T
WY REdRElE X-4RE B % (radiopaque) & hEH
gk,

3 EEBRER

BESN e LEANA 45mme] #HS9 Aef(arch
perimeter)s] #ME Ao, (EREMEMLY K
Sk Bl A RNmAE EEY 9L, HEES X-
S BE 6] ksl i (vertial dimension)$]
#ine articular angles] et or THTEFHE
3 S-NZEfe] o] £ f= #@mmstg e (Fig.2—B, Fig.
6—B BE). : :

=3 Y#he) Aol = instgonl EES Mime #
T B o LB k] S-NEmE}
o] F& o] 102°%1 A 108°2 Emstdon, T 4
e E#te] TETHFMEI o3& AL KHE W
g9l e} (Fig.6—B 2/).

=¢ NEFEEI FETZe o5t AL FhnE

Ty — &
| : \"J." P /“ ,/ (2)

~i

Fig.

W) AR A B 9ee & & gk

=
o] AL NEFEA A “ANS” point®] FHBEHI TH
At AR Bol AY F—itdeE A

JeER B BREg E Al £Bd & AIHEK
i X-SEsERswd keld figie A L THES &
4L 3mmeo] T overjet dmme2A EFHAISL
o B¥on & F gk

B2 DEEEE EEHR LTH EHE LA L%
NS E AR EEEREE 33.8mm= A 4.6mm
e R T, kEEE S R
47 4mm=2A RN 4.2mme] BNE R gl

w o] HEEES] thkIAl A REEAIAY mEREe
19.0mm=aA 0.4mm9 HAHS Ve P o] A2 B
OEGSY ZoEmsg oyt ThHem BHEHAH
= AL 23k Y= Aelrh

ERAZEkes] SEEES “SNA”&L 80° A4
81° = Hmslg o] “SNB”f-& 83.5%\ 4 82°% R4
sko] ANBM-S @Rl 3.5°2 0 2 F2 109 ER
= 2 et (Fig. 6-B BR). .

ZoEETES point ANSSH “AELS Fiez st
How, “A"BLe HEHR AT BENES WTAoR
Bagstgich(Fig. 7 258).

OETET ZMEEies % fiezs HREe
o, TETHPE S-NEHEI} o|F+ AX HENY
35° wrh s el 2% et HEE & & AR
(Fig. 6-A,B 28). :

I BEI BES A sike B (Fig. D o

3
a0

o fr L ko
i

Tt 9

Measurement ~ e

1) SNLPNS _ 48mm 48mm

2) SNLANS 51 53

3) SN_LA point 54 55

4) 8—A point 54.5 ‘ 55.2

5) S—1 55.5 58.5
616 width 43.2. 47.4
414 width 29.2 33.8
Arch length 21 21.5
Arch perimeter 70.2° 74.1
6| 6 width 42 42,6
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CREE A E WA A BmnE MREe

0. #5E W &

19324 Brodiefe (1932)™7F Z7 350
(1899) K REW A4 Class T REKELS Bt
717 olB & TWEmAeleha Lq ke of Ao HE
e BMENECRA 4, TEEY SREED T
ST TS BB E KA Wesy, Eszl F
POEREY ZaiEe kel A WaEslAld. Edn
EREAS TEERY WY deEESe Haugsso
3 Starnback, K.H. and Cleall(1964)» & monkey
9 BBEINA LEERDEREE
olgt —sA HES B sAWmal A 2L gk
A e AL #4593, Cleall, Bayne, Posen,
and Subtelny(1965) &= IErfr 0% S HHTd A £
me MEES] Jgs AL #4991, Gardner
and Kronman(lQ?l)“E_ EdnEgEael SIREER
1EEhe] AU
e BES #iEda 9o

Bt whel o] A NEHEAY AMIEERA E
B ot Yehved 25 AR Feier gk sk
U7 “A”8(Point “A”)9) gifko] v},

9 EAHEAAE BRAF) AL WTFHO
2 BHEE Aot

David and Kronman(1969)3 2. -.9) Tﬁ%’ﬁ#fi%ﬂ] A
KES DEF ThEa SHMEEH “AZLe 7
HBHs AT #ER o Hass(1961) 2 NZEEe
SR IEEHR SNAAL 0°~2.5°7%) Emftte HES
s 9lom Hass(1965)%0 & . IEFOZEEE4 <]
SRR oF 505004 Akl THo = BEyan i
WAL, (1970 e EEE] 34 SEEER =
W BEgsta kgt '

Wertz(1970)2) = Zfisike] “ANS"Zis} PNSEZ:
< Thiez #Eirsda Eud .

= 2 %& FTET#%MA(mandibular plane angle)

o Einst RS EEE2 E&(vertical dimension)o]
Hmsha o] # 8k #HEL David and Kronman(1969)%
o ERIKET —Fshe Ao+, ol &R ANBA
L B Hn TEY %EBE Jehdd. o=
HE-> Hass(1961)», Wertz(1970) = #i4:ak #} 9
=

°o|21% BB MHBES Wertz(1970)% 2} Bied-
erman(1973)* & HEENEMEE

suture)®] FBiely &Sl ¢l ow, Gardner and

/7 Kronman(1971)® monkey2] EErel A &Y So)

SRS &RE

(pterygopalatine

WK SRR B 45 & (spheno-occipital synchondrosis)7F
B 7] = Eelel $eh. Hass(1970)® & L%E9] §F
BEs FEEETY BEHS (maxillocranial sutures)
9 B%E W Eeleta ok ma 2(1970)® = 5
wol Az S o FHYRCR SEI L Aol oh
I tippingR o= HEEsvba £Eshd A 375 5 el

A ERREHEY) SR THEGA SRS B

Ak /
23 Wertz(1970)% = #5182 (zygomatic arch))
Bhie]l EFDEH#EGe] FEdA oA SEdA oo
Hid5el #Jract Wl s A otz Wkl

Biederman(1973)> = ffifjo] @o]  Hisl . #%F50]
A7) SEES e wedgepge) Skt Aol s
L gl

BIS EGIRE A £ 4] 404 ) BT EKe] B
ME 6164 vel 2t HES Wertz(1970)29 1)
Biederman(1973)® 9] #is e} —g3vla 23 4 gl
Aot

SRRl KBRS ROl A mnl West(1964)%0 = EHE
VIR B Y. s T, Wertz(1970)% 5. o]

SOEIRES MNEES) RS BmE ead),
Krebs(1958)3%> (1959)3, Korkhaus(1953)2» = o] 9
2o FES WED.

EHAEEEY SREES RAA 2ok od K
Bl 9 slolo] QolA gEAel obd mARK
A7 5z &) wE=} mEel Eastes 94 2
& #RE g+ grh

Biederman(1973)" 3 Lines(1975)* = %7} ofz]
H 4SS KES 9% o gL a9T, Wertz
(19700 5 o A 52 o] oTA = B0 BEES) K
HEA BENO K WS HESST sdod, @
& BENT FREE A uehioa sEd
Hass(1965)™ & 174, 1085 % % Mol d Fang
BES AMEEN ERDSgeS SHds g
WA AR BRET BFEHT Q00T vs

o7 kA g BELE Zofo) orthopedic force

& EASA A 2ok stk
Cleall(1965)» 2 monkey?] IEh MEREAS] &
HWE HRAA b 2o KES EhoEgassol
o378 WESZ 9 & <I=lw i5Ha.
Isaacson(1969)* & 3¢ HES] HEEHKL HA
B BERO T RN il Ad= A
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Isaacson and Murphy(1964)32 2 lEﬁF'l:!f%é 9]

%%%E}K FX/\%]H uika ALl EEEZ EME

= Uz gErhn #ERI, Kk
B J?El*‘" 2 EEERY BE Winst Rk
28544 (frontomaxillary  suture), ZEEMEREA IR
(zygomaticotemporal suture), IEEREESR(zyg-
omaticofrontal suture), EE LEEAR(zygomati-
comaxillary suture)®] [E5E(sealing)ol] fKakehi 3l
. ‘-/]_39)

Isaacson and MLrphy(1964)“>“ OEHHY BE

A A FEES SEE-S WEskg e 22588 KA
A pEiigel AEsthy B3, Subtelny and
Brodie(1954) = D EA BEAA Vel 555

B EEEY =the RS BESL o

BAES e BEE i Fad &

w#E LM oo, A& PEdLelA R
Esele A F¢ #EE 4g —/r: o= gAs] A A
BRERE A A gE o] Fifsttle e 4 7
At

RS ErhnEMAS SoEiES S R el
=g BER Ao '
33 RER] gl A BEEN Fe DEA
o fEE(relapse)¥ o] AH REEH= e E A
gt f5ime] mRie] MWEEsIch.  (REMMS ol@
o) el GER BAR 3EA ololck Arka ¥
o, Wertz(1970)2 & 1.9 EHolA 3EAS REMH
& F9gjovy, Biederman(1973)Vg B/ 3fEAC A
pobul s DEEMA WA FAEREA AQAET
sS4, BUMR 3EAL ke, Cleall(1965) 2
PWAES FhnEmgel 4 @A f%*/e*tﬁf’a‘iﬂ A vk
X-BHEAA E%g & X-BRENEE 2o, o
A BRI 522s 28] & Ist/J R 6 (Al
) bokmt fiEe] SERCE ) KEAe]l EMKEE miEdct

2 ek ‘
olEl gt GRAEMIR Foke] ErREER(diastema)s HB)
fo WaslYL sdn, =3 wEE v $& KA

GE AAAE BEeh sk gl
=gt Wertz(197o)25 e

PR

EEES) Rl Al A EEd B e
BiEa FEaEiAe]e] interceptal fibers) fERCl
fFEeka et

Hass(1970)* % FropEEay SEEERS +
Ui transseptal {ibere] &3] Es o

7l

Aol Bk A EEde R iR B
(diverge) = #5fFe] sad] BES & HRE oA
transseptal fiber®) el Fol agh= ol =12 A
whfiFz(axial inclination)& 2 =ba Bk, ErhoERE
29 SWEEE Y 2rd HY HEE 2 Isaacson
R.J.(1969)" 2 FAY M glJ4 22.5pounds] 3
o] MESICLIL HEPA T EmT HEL oA vk
thul BIEJatE FAoksle Aol ApAdelel.  divke
BEHL BT wREst 2L Mol (EEIbA T

(o]
-orthopedic force= IFFROEREAEAL 77 -Eol

SEON

& EA AL THE vkl kel B2 b
ok TEET Bl VA Eh, EhPEREAY AE
iR kel A E SElh Mg wke) BIEEBNS B

£ o2 7ol

= T

V. % @

BRI TEHEY BREREA K4 wEd Angle
EAREBREZE F=HTERE (classTl malocclusion)
& THnEmas ZmEEd skl iBREshH o
&at 2L e L3tk

4, B ol YSE RIFT BEHERE o
ol & F AL+

Ea), ABi(point “A”)E EFREEAY ZEE

Bgol WEkel FiTHoR BHHAct.

AA, @ oW EFY BREUlE EFAE
A SRR fkolA MY RRRAS WEY
F Aglek
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