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Non—extraction crowding case treated with miniscrew implants (MI).
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Abstract

We report the successful use of miniscrew implants to
treat a 13-year—old woman with Angle Class Il molar rela-
tionship, lack of eruption for her maxillary canines, missing
mandibular second premolar and mild anterior crowding in
both dentitions. The combination of miniscrew implant an-
chorage, transpalatal arch and multi—bracket appliance was
used to achieve maxillary molars distalization and to create
space for correction of anterior crowding in non-extraction
orthodontic treatment. The impacted canines were surgically
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WEEIEH T v A —A 21 22— (miniscrew implants :
M) DOIEFIREE, MIZEEEIH W2 BIERRSE
IR L, MIZBEEIRICH WS Z I X 0%z
B E R HEE D OMHEIHERT 2 2 &5 eE 2 ), R
DR GRS RS SN D X ) ISk o7 (R, 2014).
MIOFIHIZ & 0 B OB B #EPH AR ICILR L, #EK
WL SN Tz KEBOEOEEIEB X O T2 iE &
Y, BROBREOLZHRESCHOUHFEL 2L L
(Creekmore & Eklund, 1983).
FHAESEBINC 3BT % B Darch length discrepancy (A.L.D.)
DI HEE L TIE, KRABIKZEIC X required arch
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exposed and traction to appropriate location ; a retained de-
ciduous mandibular second molar was orthodontically con-
trolled. By non-—extraction orthodontic therapy, the molar
relationship and anterior crowding were resolved by distal
movement of the maxillary dentition using miniscrew im-
plant anchorage. The treatment outcomes, including reposi-
tioned maxillary canines and deciduous mandibular second
molar, were stable 1 year 11 months after active orthodontic
treatment.

length® I A, @ % Tk OIS RMERE, 5 8k o F
BE) B L OKHBBOROEEIC X 285 owifh - 5
ADOPEKIZ X D available arch length % Bl X & % J5 {328
b, BIEHHETIE, 7 7 oW BB SHT ORI
o, WHIOHIHE - MH~NOIEKIZ X D ALD.AHEH
TE, OO L NI SN D LIS 7z
BRI REISEN SN B, —J, GEROWEHEET
X, ARy b7y TR X B 58 6 B E D
BEZREL, Ny F¥7, Nance®Fx— V74 ¥ 7
T—FBLFINF VA5 VT —F (TPA) DL 5%
MR ED 72O DIGIEREZ <V F 757 v bEEL &
HICHH LT &7 (Schudy, 1965 ; Proffit & Fields,
1993). #ixIEEEHEE 2D ) AMIOEAIZLY, &
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A, MIZISH L7 JE B R A2 S iy s h s L) 12
7 o 72 (Umemori et al., 1999 ; Sugawara et al., 2002 ;
Sherwood et al., 2002 ; Erverdi et al., 2004 ; Kuroda et al.,
2004 ; Park et al., 2004 ; Sherwood & Burch, 2005 ; Paek et
al., 2005 ; Xun et al., 2007 ; Erverdi et al., 2007 ; &4
5, 2013). #MiREERERZFAT LI EIX D, itk
WHETdH o 72 KF O R.OBE) R L T RE 26 & 2
D, @A BB, THEIZES X OB % SRk A
BN U CIRR BRI HR OEIRFEPH AL A o 72 (BADS,
2013).
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Angle T #%, $KHLHEIE dr 2k L€ SH AT o) 1F
= LT, BRGSO E LD
mm, overbite +4.0mm, A.L.D.®Ofti, _L%i-3.5mm
(PHME), THE-2.0mm, Speef#ifil. OmmTdH - 7-.
BRI S STy 7 AR (K 2) @ THAS
BERKHEE O, LA GARES X OT AN
o OWIIERAE, LEAAA R OMAR, T A
B DS RRINATFED BTz, Z ORI, #R O
BB IUOHERESEORT IR SN ah o7z,
BRI v 7 MBI GET R (K2, #
1) @ HHRTIESNAAIXR0.7°, SNBF1378.4°, ANB
£4132.3°, Facial angle 85.5°, FMA 18.7°, Y-axis an-
gle61.0°, B2 Tlx, U1l —SN plane angle 111.6°,
IMPA (L1 —MP) 101.4° /R L7z, Hif&11Z 13 skeletal
Class I, TEEMIZiXlow angleTdHh - 7z.
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Hi %R 12 skeletal Class T, FETE I 13 low
angleTd o 7z. M HE—KHE O L& L IYBIFR IEAN-
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BBk AR, L RE AT R RIS A A R 7
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BEUNHBRIED 720, TR R O R 2 A7
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FFDlevelingBl i % 2 22 H T, THIIIVFT T
o hEEE &G (00227 slot preadjusted bracket) L,
FFHIZIE 0167 x. 022" Ni-Tiv A ¥ —, THHIZId. 018"
Ni-Ti7 4 ¥ — 12 Tleveling % f4H L7z, FIREIC LA
KB LAVEHIY 2 BB E 2 47\, B S OfERR O
7eoFEG BB L: (M3 - 1A).

B EFELGE 5 2 A%, E3ICIE. 018" x. 025" Ni-
Ti7 A ¥—, FZIZIE. 018 x.025" B-TiTAX¥—%
v 7zleveling & 47V, HAR L T 7z BB RIS
WX, HOBEIFHER SN0 m 0BE % B L
720 &350, ERHICIZEEEROEEICH W A TPARAE L
72 (K3 -18B).
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% MURESZ AL %2, TPATED [FRAL A HE (Z IRE LAY,
MERT v 7 AMBUIKRE R, ) I3Ly 7 AREHEE
T 2 Mias L7z R, REAG IIEM o8 KH
B X D 2. 0mmiEsfzicMl (B & 6mm, AL Smm,
Pro-Seedfl) #ZHHiz L7z,

BRI 461072° H %, M1 & TPA% elastic chainlZ T
AR L CHE IR OB 2 MG L7z, BFICIE. 0187 Ni
-Tiv A ¥ —% v Tl v g Oleveling Z 17y, T3
121, 019" x.025" B-Ti7 4 ¥ —% v Tleveling%
f1o72 (M3 -10C).

TG EEG 14 1 2%k, R3ICE, 0197
X.025" Ni-Ti7 A4 v —, TFlliE, 019" x.025" f-
Ti7 A ¥ —% v Tlevelingx 17> 7. Ml & TPA% elastic
chain {2 T L fkfe 19 12 F s o @ L B B 2 17 - 72

(M3 -2D).
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121%, . 019" x.025" stainless steel 7 4 ¥ —, T#il
i, .019" x.025" B-Ti7 4 ¥ —®ideal arch% 2% L

HEROFIE A T -7 (M3 - 2E).
RERBROBEIGE, TENSE (K4), X/ 7
YLy 7 AMB LML Y 7 AMBUK G EZRY
(K5). EHFTHo7z LEEARBOHR LA TYE
SNz UL —SNAS. 3 WA L7z LIZ X Y E-linellh)
L LEE2.0mm, TELSmMmOEKERALN. EHD
F18k B £R 1ZAngle T #%, overjet + 2. 0mm, overbite + 1.5
mm & IEF R B BAR D S . IR v o AR
HMESEHEoEREGDLETIE, EHEBYEIEZL 5mmilsE
WA Ey, FSHm A — K32 OommaE LB £ 0.5
MMOJEFAA SN, TP IE2. Smm o E MR
TR —RFIH120. SmmaIEH 25520 Sz (K6).
Pt # I, RIS A=A/ 7—F—, T
IR E e E 2 M Lz, e 142 2 H
BICBVWTRELLKRAREGBD SN (7).
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HENEFRTH - 72720, LHEFEBREEECmZ, 1
BagERtm & LT, o iy e I 2 v 7o BB A
B X IR R R B L ORI E L. £
DOFGEF, B IIMIZ FI 72 E SR o O B &
5 IR TR % BIR L 72,

FIt D OBEIRICO W T, MIEEIET v 7 28
REHEAZ B\ T L gHM 55 KR s LR 0w A+
FROONT=Z e oPug Lz, MR L2 F5aLEM
FLEFBR IS LT, BBk AR ERRA L Tz
TAFg 52 &L, BRI e KBRIECRE L 72 o O R B
Eifofz. BEOREICLIUE, MIZHWZZKHBEO
P BB EIE, L T3.8mm, THHT3.5mmT
& -7z (Umemori et al., 1999 ; Sugawara et al., 2002 ; Park
et al., 2004 ; Xun et al., 2007 ; Erverdi et al., 2007 ; Kaku et
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al., 2007 ; Yanagita et al., 2007 ; Kuroda et al., 2007 ; Sakai
etal., 2008 ; 7445, 2013). 4 [nl o & il 2 o> M T 9E 56
Iy 7 AMBKEE N L —20E QALY (K6) T
&, EEKHEIE2. 0mmoE OB £ 0.5mmOET %
A7z FEAPYIEE T Smmod 125 M R RS B A3 R
oz, FFHKHAKORENL 0. 5mmDET A A LN
7200, P O OCEEIDERTE 2. L)
WONFMEE =L, I H0.5mmb % o720
&, kv b7y TEIWERIRE IR LT 22K g o
EEOIRES TR L )RR R ED 72T EITERT S 2
EXEZONT THENSIZOWTY, #4 (-2.0
mm) & SpeeBilll (1.0mm) DRI L O TP Y HE A
2.5mmE TR E D B L OmmAE EMMER L, KEH
0. 5mmOIFEHHFRD Sz, LT HKHEBE % 0. 5mm
TOEMSE, BROBEENLUELIINLTFETH 72
A3, L FH K B A L RS B R LA S 2 DT 5 IR
DN E0.5mmET LzEEZH5N5. HEFMAD
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et al., 2007 ; Sakai et al., 2008 ; &A%, 2013). L» L&A
5, AEBIOGRBAGIE & B HER TR OIS W
Tix, ANBFI & FMADIZ DWW TEAL D RO b7
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20124E OMIDEF KGR, MIE W 7-3iE 0% Bk
Ranzh, BMRERHRED IZOWTOHEIZD %
V. RIEBITIE, BRRD EFELT, LHidv T AE—
AR F—F—, THUdREERERELEH L. 4
%, MIZ X 2 FEIEG B % O IRE T R W 6% 58
IOV T 2 AL ETH L L EZ NS,

i

AIEBITIE, RFAAAREOMR & TR /N
B2 RN % 479 % A0 3k B AR Anglle T #% 0 3% A= i 1)
Wxt L, REAAHEEOREN A HIWICMIZ EREE A
A REEOZF MR T T L2 EIE Dk
FEERITH 72

MR 2R Z VW5 2 812 & B EREF R OB %
FARE LRGN R E X =7 ZITHLRE L 7263602
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®1 BTy 7 ZRBUSIGE T E O 53 HTHE

N T EWBLGEE  CREBIIARE
sHIEE (Cmm) 13 720 1587 »H
SNAF 82.1 80.7 80.7
SNB# 78.6 78.4 78.1
ANBfY 3.5 2.3 2.6
Facial angle 85.1 85.5 85.5

R )
Y-axis angle 64. 4 61.0 60. 5
FMA 29.8 18.6 18.6
SN-MP angle 36.4 24.7 24.5
Gonial angle 124.3 107.9 106. 7
Occ. Plane to SN 20.9 14.0 20.0
U1 to SN plane angle 107.7 111.6 106. 3
IMPA (L1 to MP) 91.7 101.4 112.2
FMIA 58.5 59.7 50.0

B % Interincisal angle 124.2 122.3 117.0
Ul to A-Pog (mm) - 6.5 5.0
L1 to A-Pog (mm) - 1.0 2.5
Overjet (mm) 3.9 5.5 2.0
Overbite (mm) 2.4 3.5 1.5

s E—Ifne : Upper (mm) - -2.0 -4.0
E-line : Lower (mm) - -1.0 -2.5
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