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The orthopedic correction of anterior crossbite in primary dentition : A Case Report
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To diagnose and design treatment plan of a young Class IIT patient, we should be understanding of the Facial and mandibulaz
growth, The treatment timing of Class [l malocclusion is controversial among orthodontists. There are many methods that protract
maxilla for treatment of anterior crossbite. This reporl present the clinical case of anterior crossbite, which was treated by
TTBA(Tandem Traction Bow Appliance) in primary dentition.
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