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A : Pretreatment (22Y3M)

B : Retention (25Y9M)
Fig. 1. Facial photographs
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A : Pretreatment (22Y3M)

B : Retention (25Y9M)

Fig. 2. Intraoral photorraphs
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B : Retention (25Y9M)

A : Pretreatment (22Y3M)

Fig. 3. Panoramic radiographs

A : Pretreatment (22Y3M)
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Fig. 4. Cephalometric photographs

Table 1. Cephalometric analysis

(")

Mean A. (22Y3M) | B. (25Y9M) Mean A. (22Y3M) | B. (25Y9M)
SNA 82.3 88.4 86.1 li-i’ 44.5 45.7 41.7
SNB 78.9 80.3 79.5 Is-Is' 31.9 32.2 32.4
ANB 3.4 8.1 6.6 Mo-Mi 33.8 35.3 35.6
A-B plane angle -4.8 -13.8 -11.7 Mo-Ms 24.2 23.3 23.7
Mand.pl.angle 28.8 20.3 20.6 Gn-Cd 119.3 121.7 121.5
U-1 to FH pl. angle 111.1 117.5 107.4 Pog'-Go 77.2 79.3 80.3
L-1 to Mand. PI. angle 96.3 102 114.6 Cd-Go 62.4 67.1 67.8
Gonial angle 122.2 118.7 116.2 ( mm)
Convexity 7.6 12.6 9.2
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Fig. 5. Profile changes of upper and lower lip
A : Pretreatment
B : Retention
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A Case of Macxillary Protrusion with Deep Bite
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SUMMARY  We report a case of Angle Class II maxillary protrusion with upper premolar extraction followed
by a multi-bracket-system.

When orthodontic treatment is performed with extraction, the facial type, dental arch condition, over jet,
over bite and the effect on the TM]J should be considered.

The malocclusion was treated satistactorily and we achieved patient satisfaction with the results.

247



