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Introduction

The indirect bonding technique in Orthodontics is consid-
ered to shorten chair time and decrease patient discomfort
during placement compared to the direct bonding technique,
because the appliances are placed on models in advance.

Materials and Methods

A transfer tray for the indirect bonding technique, which
can be divided into occlusal and cervical sides, was devel-
oped and produced by a 3D printer to accommodate bracket
detachment and accurate positioning during placement.

Results

The transfer tray was easily divided after the placement,
and the core was placed without bracket detachment.

Conclusions

Using a 3D printer, a transfer tray which can be divided
into occlusal and cervical sides was developed to facilitate
prevention of bracket detachment when removing the tray. It
is suggested that, with the use of 3D technology, the indirect
bonding transfer tray can be produced more easily and can
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be applied more widely in clinical practice.
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