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A : Pretreatment

B : Posttreatment

C : Postretention

Fig. 1. Facial photographs
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C : Postretention
Fig. 2. Intraoral photographs
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A Pretreatment B Posttreatment

C Postretention

Fig 3 Panoramic radiographs

A Pretreatment B Posttreatment C Postretention

Fig 4 Radiographs of cephalometrics

Table 1 Radiographs of cephalometrics

Measurements [ mean SD A B C Measurements | mean sSD A B C
SNA 818 .31 877 89 4 892 convexity 56 +43 135 126 110
SNB 786 +31 824 833 840 L-iptoE-Plane | —— | —— 79 65 64
ANB 32 +27 53 61 52 L1 to Apo 05 +20 79 61 63
FMA 273 +31 342 344 338 ZL1to Apo 250 +40 29 6 235 223

IMPA | 955 | £31 | 969 | 876 | 854 pa™® | s | x25 | 19 | a2 | 42
FMIA | 572 | 39 | 489 | 580 | 608 bog T |60 | x4z | 96 | 57 | a1
Occlusal Plane | g s 1 470 | 155 117 | 108 fﬂ“:Lg;’:“’“’ 110 | 30 91 100 102
U-1to FH 108 9 +56 109.6 1120 1131 UFH _ _ 382 445 451
Interimcisal 1297 | +90 | 1194 | 1259 | 1277 ULL — | — 246 260 260
L-1to Mand 955 +31 96 9 876 854 LLL — | — | 456 540 555

A Pretreatment(11Y 8 M)
B Posttreatment (15Y 1 M)
C Postretention (17Y 4 M)
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Maxiilary Plane at ANS

Mand Plane at Me

A Pretreatment (Solhid line) and Posttreatment

{Dotted line)

Maxillary Plane at ANS

B Posttreatment (Solid line) and Postretention
(Dotted line)

Fig 5 Superimposition of cephalometrics
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Fig 6 Growth predict
Pretreatment (Solid line) and growth
predict of 2 years later (Dotted line)
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A Case Report of Crowding Treated without Extraction
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Abstract  Informed consent and patient preference are essential to every orthodontic treatment plan When
a patient refuses the doctor’s preferred treatment plan, compromise becomes necessary In this paper, we re-
port a case where informed consent with the patient about the treatment plan resulted in the patient choos-
ing a non-extraction treatment plan The patient was an 11-year-8-month-old male with crowding and lingual
transttion of maxillary incisor and mixed dentition The total discrepancy was 66 mm We hoped the growth
of the patient’s mandible would improve his profile

After the treatment, the incisor relationship was improved and his mandible and nose both grew Still
the patient has bimaxillary, but the occlusion state has been improved, and the patient was satisfied
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