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Table 1 Lateral cephalometric analysis.
First .
Factor examination Ii%??gﬁl Mean = S.D.
15Y10M

SNA 83.8 83.8 82.3+3.5
SNB 80.3 80.7 789+3.5
ANB 35 31 34+1.38
Facial angle 88.7 89.3 84.8+3.1
Convexity 54 4.1 7.6+5.0
Y-axis 62.7 62.5 65.4+5.6
Gonial angle 116.3 116.1 122.2+4.6
FMA 25.9 25.7 28.8+5.2
FMIA 63.7 574 54.6*6.5
IMPA 90.4 96.9 96.3+5.8
U-1to FH 106.1 118.6 111.1£55
U-1to SN 98.6 111.1 104.5+5.6
Interincisal 137.5 118.7 1241+7.6
E-ine: Upper Lip 2.0 mm 0.5 mm

Eline: Lower Lip 3.0 mm 2.0 mm

Z-angle 67.7 70.3 71.7+5.8

overbite +3.0 mm, FEHBAIEAIEESICH L, AWM
12 1.0 mm DIRALASA Sz, KHEBIEIR I Angle 1#%,
KEBRIE UM TH o7, T—F LV TATA AT L
Ny =13 LA -55mm, F3H2A%—1.0 mm, over-
all ratio & anterior ratio (X & & (CHEHEfE N, ZHBEA]
IF#% 43.7 mm (+1SD), FZEMRAEEIK S IF/E 46.5 mm
(+1SD), T SIEEE 355 mm (+1SD), Tk
HEFLEE IR 435 mm (+1SD) THh -7z,

X7 T XMEEL L A B o HLAR 238l
gaINTz. THB L OMERRY S T h % KHk
B TFEEMOIFIFERTRFINELTVWEDEEZ S
7z (Fig. 2A).
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Fig. 2 Panoramic radiograph. A: First examination
(15Y10M). B: Retention (16Y10M).

WIS IR BRI A SN0 72h, EEERIS
W21k 47.3 mm (+2 SD), FEHEEFISIEEEL 37.0 mm
(+28SD) &7z,

N I XMER SR IKRL T, FLWAEL
3% H - 72 (Fig. 2B).

00 i SR X BLAS L EL S0 AT 0 SNA 83.8° (+1 SD),
SNB 80.7° (+1SD), ANB 3.1° (+1SD), Facial angle
89.3° (+2SD), Convexity 4.1° (—1SD), FMA 25.7°
(-1SD) #x’ L7 L3 Eline ® 0.5 mm {i ), F&
1220 mm B 57 TdH o 72, LEHRT SN Z Ul to FH plane
118.6° (+2SD), Ul to SN plane 111.1° (+2SD), F
L PR il 1 IMPA 96.9° (+1SD), FMIA574° & 72 1),
interincisal angle 13 118.7 (—1SD) (223 & #172 (Table
D (Fig.4).
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ANS-PNS at ANS

Mand. plane at Me.

Fig. 4 Lateral cephalometric superimposition. Solid line; First examination (15Y10M).

Dotted line; Retention (16Y10M).
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A Case of Non-extraction Treatment with Self-ligating Brackets, Angle Cl. I
with Crowding Case

Hiromi RYokawA M1YAZAKI and Yoshikazu MIYAZAKI

Meguro Aobadai Orthodontic Office
1-18-7-109 Aobadai, Meguro-ku, Tokyo, 1563-0042 Japan

(Received February 28, 2013 ; Accepted for publication May 23, 2013)

Abstract: The patient, 15-year-old and 9 month female, visited to our office. Her chief complaint
was “My front teeth are crowded.” She was diagnosed for Skeletal Class I with mesiofacial type, Angle
Class I crowding. Her treatment was performed with non-extraction and selfligating bracket system.
Following eleven months orthodontic treatment, she was improved her crowding and interincisal
relationship. Edgewise appliance were removed as well as the purpose of auto settling. Three months
after the start of retention period, tightly occlusion was obtained. In this case, there are some problems
with non-extraction treatment but it was suggested that the policy was correct from the point of view of
harmony of the face and dentition.

Key words: non-extraction orthodontic treatment, self-ligating bracket, soft tissue.



