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Abstract

Cephalograms of reversed occlusion cases at pretreatment and after correction were
analyzed to compare and to discuss the effect of each appliances.

These cases were divided into 3 groups of 20 cases each according to the appliances used.
The following results were obtained.
1. In the maxillary protracting group, maxillary dental arch and maxillary bone revealed the
forward positioning with counterclockwise rotation and mandible revealed the retraction with
clockwise rotation.
2. In the chin cap group, the labial movement of maxillary incisors and lingual movement of
mandibular incisors and clockwise rotation of the mandible were shown.
3. In the light wire group, labial inclination of maxillary and mandibular incisors and clockwise
rotation of mandible were shown.
4. The effect of the maxillary protracting appliance was considered to be the forward
movement of the maxillary complex with a counterclockwise rotation.
5. The effect of chin cap was considered to be a retraction of the mandible and the enhan-

cement of the clockwise rotation of the mandible.

Key words : Reversed occlusion, orthopedic appliance, light wire appliance
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TL 5720, BIEEROBRIZIZEEDORERT
DR EIRD & T 24 DHATA21EL CHUEL,
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BIRO%E 2T, DROBIFZRERE &5
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EBFREMEICRIRARFEN O 2 WIBEIZIE, &
MEICATRE R ELRET 2HIZELD, 20K,
Z OREFIAEREIED T BHATRER 2 BITT 5 F
5T 5,
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F L, BARHCHERER I TEREIE B A 2 ES
ERCE

ZZTE ) FEARE &1, —RRIS,
? Dentalage A2 S5 M BOHBH TH Y, &S
TT7T~9FITHET 3,

SRENE, ZOREARICHELZ LI >TEZ
TH,

WMEHI B W T, skeletalumbelance Dk %
WIBA BRI LSO ENE A E T 258),
chin cap i FEERTHES|IRE LA L % E%
W Tw3, £7:, (2)0 skeletal umbalance ?
Fah ER SN EVEERNIA L TE, sEiEOE
LLT, (2X4) Tlight wireid® EaHWT, #
ERELITHO-TVWE, T/, ZOFRMELTO
413, chin cap +lingual Arch #{#FH L T
WEREZITH>TWS (Fig. 1),

A D HIIE, chin cap & AT AES |
EOHEH, chip cap & HHBREE OB light
wirei#E(2X4) O3FEDOFETHEREL
REFIO, iR OEIH X MRBERE VT,
SEHNEZE LD, B & STERENELORFR 2
HIBL, X512, 3BIZOWT, BRI AIT
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DEEREIZHTAE5 &%, HE2IITHHILH
%o

Hellman

(64)



HIGASHI NIPPON DENTAL JOURNAL VOL.1,NO.1, Dec., 1982

Appliances used to correct the occlusion of each groups in this study.

A. Simultaneous use of maxillary protraction appliance and chin cap
B. Simultaneous use of chin cap and lingual arch. .
C. Light wire appliance.
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B H A 2 [ A Sl 2 B I i Bre 48 1E Bl R 2 R fe
LB 51T 57, MIZEET A 511F % TO,
BLAER A REN S b, LEAIAHET|E
& & chin cap DHFF TABR L 25ER (LITRTA
BB L T 3), chin cap & & IS E OB

Tablei. sample in this study

W RE&E

FHAEB 13 Fig. 2 ~ 4 1R & I, AR EHE
221HH, BEBEFTRI2IEE CTho7zo B H, I
SR XBHEBEERED b L — A1, L —ARE
¥ TEBEIPLTEDIL, §XTHE—AT
1770 FHANZERESAEL) % & (Houston in-

maxillary protraction chin cap li ght wire
group group group
9y6m {ma]e 10 9y6m {male 10 9y4m {male 10
(mean age) | female 10 (mean age) |female 10 (mean age) | female 10
(8y2m~11y10m) (7yllm~11y10m) (7y6m~11y4m)

IR L 2EER (LIF, chin cap# & §3),
RV, light wire FEEHWT (2 X 4) THE
LR (LT, light wire 83 3) D38
D, EREBHRHLIE (FHLFELTH) DR
EBXBBIEEE 2 FW/-(Tablel ), 38 & &12,
REBGRES, BROES, AREMAEL
KB EIIZRAL,
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Fig.2 Landmarks in this study
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Fig.3 Landmarks in this study
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SKELETAL PATTERN

SNA
SNB
ANB
SN-Pog
CONVEX
GZN
G-angl
SN-Mp
SN-FH
10 SN-NF
11 Y- axis
12 SN-Occ

O GO O UT W L DD =

Fig.4

AN

DENTURE PATTERN l

L1-Mp
Ul- SN
Ul-NF
Interincisal
U6-NF
L6-Mp
NF-UQce
Mp-LOcec
SN-UOe¢
10 SN-LOcc

DO U W —

Method of angular measurement.
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1. EtRIEH
1) Rt (Fig. 4)

SNA, SNB, ANB, SN-Pog,
convexity, GZN, Gonialangle, SN-Mp, SN-
FH, SN-NF, SN-UOcc, SN-LOcc, L1-
Mp, Ul-SN, U1l-NF, Y-axis, Interincisal
angle, U6-NF, U6-Mp, SN-OcclilDWT
FHAIL 7=,

2) PREER9EHAl (XFig 2, 3)

Nasion (Na), Porion (Po), Orbitale (Or)
Nasal Spine (ANS), Posterior
Nasal Spine (PNS ), Point A (A),
Point B (B ), Pogonion (Pog), Menton
(Me), Gonion (Go), Articulare (Ar),
Upper 6 cusp (U6c), Upper 1 incisal
(Uli),Upper 1 apical (Ula), Lower 6
cusp (L6¢), Lower 1 incisal (L1li), Lo-
wer 1 apical (L1la), Gnathion (Gn),key
ridge (Kr), Upper 6 apical (U6a), Low-
er 6 apical (L6a), DEZEHDSNFm#%X
i, SZ@AX EANOEF Y Yihe U 2HEEIC
B 5, &XME, YEEZRDZ, 5612, T3
B{A £ (Mandibular plane & Pog %@ 2THE#HR&
DEE LY, Go ¥ TOIREE) & THE (Ar-
Gn), A ns —Pns k7,

2 . AR USETRILIE

FROFEER IZOWT, 2 FhOFHHE,
B VEHERZE 45K 5 & [ERF IZ B BEOMTAT - il
HOFHH TR T 4077 6%k, S - SN EHE,
Ptm. Nasal floor ##£ Me+ Mandibular plane
FUEETIER L /2o

512, EEIIOWT, AEHEITHEERTR
NEIZOVT, t REZITV, EF4ZE{LHHE %
ML TEEL 2,

KiZ, BREBIOEBEREDOZED 5, light wire
£ L, chin cap®¥, chin cap 8 & LZERTH#5]
B, LSERTF4TIBEL light wire B0 3T,
2HH TOEDFHEDIRTE 21T - 720

angle of

Anterior

DEDO#HREZRNT, ZMEFEOMOER
BT OB WO 1T 27,

Wt R R

1. ¥I2E, LU, WEOZH TOEAIE
(Table 2, 3),

ZIT, BEOMBIEOFHAME T, L3EA

HEBIFET, itk Nskeletal pattern & L T
(SNA, SNB &¥) EHEDHKIE L THEDR
FLamL Twsd,

denture pattern & U Tid, b 3EATH D]
ERE & T SARTHE O HRIER} A MWEE I FNEB T
H o7 chin capffl, light wire FEORITIE
ERLZEIRO N L o7,

KICITROFHAE I HWT, Lk, THEHIZ,
2o DMEIEVESE L2 STV ADIZHL,
denture pattern Tl, EHIZHEL TWVW3ED
RO LN S,

chin cap ## Tld, skeletal pattern DX ED
ZLWwDIZxt L, denture pattern TlE, L%
i /25 [BE[ElEk, T SARTHE O & AIER & b 3HAT
HOBMAERABEE L &2 > T 3,

2. BBOMA, WEROLR
1) L3EATAZETI#E (Table4, Fig.5)

Skeletal pattern & L TlZ, 0.1%, level T,
SNA, SNB, SN —Pog, Convex, Yax-
is?h, 1%level T, GZN, SN-NF &,
ARLZELERL T,

Denturepattern & U Tid, 0.1 %level T,
U—SN, Ui—NF, SN—=0¢, NF-U
Occ %, 1%level TlZ, Li—MP, Inter in-
cisal PEBLELERL T/,

2) chin cap# (Table 4, Fig. 6)

skeletal pattern & U TiZ, 0.1%level T, S
NB, ANB, GZN, SN —Mp, Y —axis
», 7=,
BELEEARL T/

1 %level Tliangle of convexity A’
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Table2. Mean value and S.D. in each group (before treatment)

max111ar:y chin cap light wire
protraction
group group group
mean S.D. mean S.D. mean S. D.
SNA 80. 85 3. 62926 82. 47 3. 16466 82. 095 3. 54267
SNB 83.735 3. 55588 80. 985 3.01053 80. 46 3.14395
ANB —2.88 2.34832 1.475 2. 5768 1.63 2.02413
SN- Pog 81.59 6. 22052 80. 035 2.97074 79. 55 3.08018
CONVEX 182.97 7.47951 175.115 5. 56042 174 .86 4.60472
GZN 82.435 4. 94887 81.94 4.15805 83. 445 3.02877
G-angl 133. 415 4. 54239 136. 895 3. 30325 133.67 2.60348
SN-Mp 35.84 4. 98522 38. 84 4. 57672 37.115 4. 04157
SN- FH 3.895 3. 06651 5 3.01977 5. 26 2. 96047
SN-NF 9. 3.1939 9.225 2. 6946 9.215 2. 5281
SN-UOc¢ 23.695 4. 69281 24. 085 5. 69581 21.165 3.46631
SN- LOcc 11.815 6. 35093 15.23 7.76898 17. 265 4, 96551
NF-UOcc 14.7 4. 87863 14. 845 4. 8676 11.86 3.07415
Mp- LOcc 24. 045 3. 38105 23.59 4. 29533 20.3 3.18748
L1-Mp 81. 005 6.39418 86. 37 6. 2795 86.175 4., 72566
Ul -SN 105. 745 7.45188 102. 215 7.92876 100. 55 3. 89686
Ul - NF 114. 745 7. 36909 111.43 6. 86295 109. 855 3.38149
Y-axis 67.07 3.94729 68. 885 3. 06076 69. 39 2. 91546
Inter incisal 137.39 10.1109 132.595 10. 2413 136. 165 6.51109
U6 - NF 81.115 5. 90671 86. 29 6. 80316 80. 105 3. 2655
L6-Mp 83.97 5. 61098 78.39 7. 06498 85. 225 3. 80787
SN-Occ 17.755 4.68311 19. 65 6. 30964 18. 985 3.147
Over jet —34.7 23. 5544 —26.8 12. 9792 —17.65 8. 58647
Over bite 53.55 23.9447 36. 23. 8411 26 18. 5769
ANS- PNS 493. 23 22.73 483.4 26.57 483. 22 25. 67
Pog- Go 678. 55 32.23 676. 53 35.78 713.67 44,73
Gn- Ar 1017.46 44. 46 1015.51 44. 05 1065.82 60. 39

denture pattern & L i, 0.1 %level T, L1
-Mp, U;,—SN, U;—=NF, SN—=UOcc
A, £, 1%levelTix, U6 —-NF »#»HFE
ZEAERL TV,
3) light wire®# (Tabled4, Fig. 7)
skeletal pattern & L Tid, 0.1 % level T,
SNB, Y-axis?, 1%level TSN -Pog,
GZN, G-angle, SN-Occ PEELZZEILE
w7z

denture pattern & U T i,
Ul-SN, Ul -NF,
UOcc,

0.1% level T
SN-
L6 -MP 27 HRE 2 & L Z/RL /=,

Interincisal,

3. B2HMTO, #E, WEODEDED t
BRE

1) Light wire 8 & FEERT S ES |8 (Table 5)

skeletal pattern & L TlE, 1% level T,
ANS-x,y, Afi-x, y, SNA, ANB,
SN-NF i25%Ilevel T, Or - x,
PNS, Kr-xIZEEBEEIFRs5 N1/,

denture pattern & L TiX, 1%level T, U
6C-x, Uli-y, Ula-y, L1i-x, SN-
UOcc, N F-UOcciZ, 5%level TU1l1i-x,
Ula-x, E¥&AULli-y, U6c-y, L1-M
MP, Ul -NF, SN-OccliZHBENI A LN -,

Convex,
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Table3. Mean value and S. D.in each group. (after correction)
maxillary . . .
. chin cap light wire
protraction
group group group

mean S.D. mean S.D. mean S.D.
SNA 82. 845 2.69583 82. 355 4. 34862 81.54 3.47698
SNB 82. 065 2. 84093 79.19 3.49432 79. 095 9.16235
ANB 0. 825 2.07617 3.15 2.07617 2.3 1. 88388
SN-Pog 81.555 2. 75165 78.52 2. 75165 78.67 3. 24809
CONVEX 177. 345 4.41083 172. 26 4,41083 174.15 4, 29028
GZN 84.17 3. 85196 84.52 3.85196 84.94 3. 05441
G -angle 132.93 3.92734 135.9 3.92734 132. 86 3. 04867
SN-Mp 37.09 4.27172 40. 42 4.27172 37.825 4. 42966
SN-FH 4.14 2. 94875 5.27 2. 94875 5.41 2.64214
SN-NF 7.225 2. 37697 9.2 2.37697 9. 58 2.47459
SN-UOc 16.24 4. 5446 20. 26 4, 5446 18.97 3.5847
SN-LOce 12.315 6. 184556 15. 26 6. 18465 16.54 3.87961
NF-UOcc 9.015 3. 85239 11. 075 3. 85239 8.4 3.11464
Mp-LOcc 24.785 4. 09002 25.415 4. 09002 21.27 3.42346
L1-Mp 78.215 5. 89232 81.705 5. 89232 86. 23 4.90175
Ul-SN 112. 225 6. 94333 110. 39 6. 9433 109. 475 5. 66532
Ul -NF 119. 435 6. 2854 119. 585 6. 2854 119. 055 5. 34467
Y-axis 68. 4856 2.90473 70. 745 2.90473 70. 565 2. 94266
Interincial 132. 485 9. 20855 127. 485 9. 20855 126. 475 8. 27834
U6 -NF 83.935 5. 39616 83. 305 5. 39616 78.13 3.36201
L6-Mp 81.195 8.51648 79. 055 8.51648 83. 32 4,025
SN-0Occ 14. 285 5.1277 17.64 5.1277 21.36 3.47756
Over jet 37.2 16. 8768 35.65 16. 8768 33.7 9. 63899
Over bite 13.5 15.1357 20.7 15.1357 16. 45 13. 2003
ANS- PNS 502. 02 31.61 494. 51 31.61 492.79 26.78
Pog-Go 698. 35 34. 88 691.2 34.88 718. 86 43,25
Gn-Ar 1038. 46 44.16 1026 .37 44.16 1072.16 60. 84

2) chin cap Bt & light wire # (Table 6)
skeletal pattern & U Tl3, 1 %level TAr-
y Ei, 5 9%level T, B-x, A-x, A-y,
Me -x, convex|Z, MEMICHEEENALN
denture pattern & L Tid, Ula-y, Lli-x,
L6a-x, y, LEBHNT, Uli-y, FERENT,
L-x, Lla-x, Interincisal |2 MR IZH
BEHMFRSNT,
3) FE¥ER1H5ESIEE L chin cap (Table 7)
skeletal pattern Tl&, 1%level T, ANS -
x, vy, PNS-x, Af —x, y; SNA,

ANB, convex, SN-NF iZ, 5%level T,
Kr-x, [CHEENRD SN,

denture pattern & L Tl%, 1%level T, U
6c-x, Uli-y, Ula-x, y, FE¥EBANT,
Ula-y, SN-UOcciZ, 5%level T, Uli-

x, UL-NF IZHEZ RO SN,
x =
R AR+ 2, REBOSEIL, &

LREXINTW B, orthopedic approach #°
FhbhaEIihy, ZOBETOREIKE
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Table 4. Comparison of before and after correction data in each 3 groups.

71

maxillary protraction group

chin cap group

mean t-value mean t-value
SNA 2.06 5. 47593 % * SNA —0.12 . 523077
SNB —1.655 6.551 k% SNB -1.79 6.72033 k%
ANB 3.715 8.865 k% ANB 1.685 5.01227 sk
SN-Pog —1.385 5.1099 ** SN-Pog —1.515 6.49173 k%
CONVEX —6.985 8. 52327 * * CONVEX —2.58 3.63298 *
GZN 1.73 2. 98919 * GZN 2.59 5.36282 %%
G-angle -0.43 1.03875 G-angle —0.985 1. 93861
SM-Mp 1.25 3.77019 % SN-Mp 1.605 3.98184 %%
SN-FH 0.24 1. 31876 SN-FH 0.28 1. 96861
SN-NF —1.795 3. 66271 * SN-NF —0.025 . 0876821
SN-UOcc —7.46 9. 52488 * * SN-UOcc —3.82 4.85482 %%
SN-LOcc 0.5 . 463202 SN-LOcc —-0.24 . 237163
NF-UOcc —5.675 7. 84949 % * NF-UOcc —3.785 . 48581
Mp-LOcc 0.72 . 804016 Mp-LOcc 1.825 2. 36239
L1-Mp —2.81 3.58116 * L1-Mp —4.78 5.29778 k%
Ul-SN 6.47 5.2196 ** Ul-SN 8.19 7.501 k%
Ul-NF 4.68 4. 03852 * * Y-axis 8.165 7.97159 %%
Y-axis . 1.625 5. 47808 * % Interincisal 1.845 7.3475 k%
Interincisal —4.91 3.29338 % U6-NF —5.11 4.15146 %%
U6 -NF . 2.815 2. 22732 L6-Mp —2.965 3.12241 x%
L6 -Mp —2.775 2. 40759 L6-Mp 0.675 . 45742
SN-Occ —3.485 4. 44223 % ¥ SN-Oce —2.025 2.68149
Over jet 71.85 12.9715% % Over Jet 62.5 11.2376 *%
Over bite —40.3 7.20614 % * Over bite —15.5 3.16439 %

%1 % level *%0.1% level
light wire group

mean t-value
SNA —0.55 1. 83156
SNB —1.235 3.93276 **
ANB 0.665 2. 26481
SN-Pog —0.895 3. 20003 *
CONVEX —-0.71 1. 34202
GZN 1.505 3.43715%
G-angle —0.805 3. 06517 *
SN-Mp 0.695 1. 99532
SN-FH 0.24 . 947796
SN-NF 0.26 1. 08882
SN-UOcc —-2.21 4. 36156 *%*
SN-LOcc —0.24 . 274961
NF-UOce —2.46 4, 43032 * %
Mp-LOcc 0.985 1. 32834
L1-Mp 0.065 . 0737512
Ul1-SN 8.93 7.65037 *%
Ul-NF 9.195 7.5391 *%
Y -axis 1.18 4. 38908 * %
Interincisal —9.675 5. 48183 **
U6-NF —1.98 1. 87952
L6-Mp —1.895 7. 04856 * %

SN-Occ -1.23 3. 00937 *

Over jet 51.4 17.32 k%
Over bite -9.1 1.61883
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X

Figh.

before treatment

Superimposition of before and after mean tracings (maxillary protraction group)

------ after correction of reversed occlusion

3), 8-18)

THERBIZITDbNA L) Tk -57,

G raberlg)iiT%ﬁmﬁi‘ZE&iEW@ control |3[A
HTh3H, BEHMIZHZ 5 chin capDfFHIC
0, 2LOMEMEE, THOKEHMOT
HANDEAILAHETH 5 LB XT3 ,Sasso-
uniZO‘Li, %6 D orthopedic approach |Zxf7
ARIBIVZEENT, THEEOGE, TEDZL
PELZEDTHAHERNRNTN S,

Janzenmii, TATHI &V 8 FEER T,
chin cap 12k 1, FEEEIRIZE, counterclock-
wise rotation ## 2§ & ) ZELAFLD T,
LAL, ZRIZDOVTIE, ERRAIIC, FEiEsh
TV,

B P =0 4L £ T 2 TR b

W, chin cap & LERTAEFIEBEDEMRIZH
J A3 RE, BADHEIZIVFANREL 720
Z0h T, THIZIE, chin capic kv, L%
D3EDHPMb it prbs ¥, EEE
DRIFBEIZHN, THEOBKE, XU, Mk
WEnE, bhr ot £, EEESEIIHT
ARIGE LT, I EEEEMLT, BEBERES
EIZb Y, BREET, Z OREIFHVFE,
HOKREE, HOoFmIZGLAERGEEL, &
k& LT, MERERSEHOREM % bt &
L7z, MERZELEaE L Tni, 20700, L
B HES BB D YIRAN 7% side effect & L T, |
2H4E 51K D counterclockwise rotation "L,
A EEET S REMZREL 72,
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cm e ———=N

o —
’

Fig 6.

before treatment

LRI ELERIZIB->TEELTH S, FT,

MR IC B 5, BEFROEEIIOVWTTH
5%, TRLLEY, L AES|RIC, i
2L, KEZEWD, $iZskeletal pattern
DEPEEIZA SN, BIL, SNA,
ANBIZAKEZBVWAH Y, FEMHESIET

¥, ANB TF#— 2 8 22 L T F4id,

JER - LT, Tulley 0) S IC & B skeletal T
DRAAEAERER], Bls, ANB A70° & D/han
J“fliﬂé severe 7% [I#HEH & #& 2, chin cap
LRERTAES I DOHFRHTHEE T 2580 20,
,kk,éﬁkﬁﬁé,ﬁmMMé@§KOWT
TdH57H, RRIZ
skeletal pattern & U T, F3ADZFHASDRIH
&), TIHORIHRRLDHKE, nasal floor D

counterclockwise ratation, P 28D clockwise

SNB,

BWT, LIERIHESIBET,

superimposition of before and after mean tracings (chin cap group)

after correction of reversed occlusion

rotation BB L EIL L THE U Tw 3, den-
ture pattern & U TlE, FZEAIHEOBBILER,
THEETE O EMIER, EEOBAE D coun-
terclockwise rotation ’EE &L & L TAL
TWd, TNHDFEREY, LFERTHESIFT
&, TEIL,
#m~ L, LE%lX, counterclockwise rotation %
HoFARE A L 2EIEDLSN S, L
L, ZOR, LSRN OB AIERE ),
FEERCA T mEm D counterclockw1se rotati-
on -5 T3, Graber O)L"), ‘B3 ort-
hopedic force IZxt L, HiZhandle & L THOE)
Exl, HIEEEEIEESH, SHRL2T|
¥EZ 4o LWIOIRGRIIKL, AL, 2RO %
FEELH-TEH, BTEEOELBH 256D L
TOBHMLE BTSN LZVEEZ TV D,

clockwise rotation % f¥- /-8
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Fig 7.

before treatment

Superimposition of before and after mean tracings (light wire group )

------ after correction of reversed occlusion

KIZ, chin capEIZHWTIE, TEIHTHROE
B4t E LT, skeltal patteniZHBWTIE, T
SARTARE R S D %8, T 3D clockwise rota-
tion %82 5 N, denture pattern Tl, | Sial
OEMMER, TIEATEOSMER, L3ERS
T D counterclockwise rotation 2YER 51
72o 22T, EEEEAFIED counterclockwis
rotation {&, EHRIIEREEIZ KO L FEATHE A,
fiEAIcidhbEFsnzE, LU, chin cap
2ED, THARTHIZEEShAEIZLY,
EEAROET 25| ERZ LD EEZ LN
5, ZDEEY, LEATHES|FE L HNNEL,
BRAVEIIDTHZEEZ TS,

k& LTHR3E, chin capil kB3x0R &L
T, TFED clockwise rotation &£~ 7- %38 77,

FEITHY, LIEATEHOBEAER], T3
DERUERD, EEDOEE L TEL TV 5,

LA2L, TSHEEEKROREMHNIZEL Tk,
Table 2,3 ICR 5N 3K, THERE, T%
&C, LBHATAZES|BE, chin cap BT, light
wire BEIZHAN, IEEOMHIARD Sl Z
DHEBFIZL TE, VEHREMELED TS
FTETH 3,

light wire B8iZDW\W T,
T, chin capBEIZ{-ZIL A T EEIZELD SN/,
Bl s, TEEOD clockwise rotation Tdh %, L
L, 89 profilogram TR 3 L5 12,
TDOREEEDE P72,

Z ? counter clockwise rotation DJRA & L
T, ROLI BB EZ SN D,

skeletal pattern
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Table 5. Comparison of light wire group and maxillary protraction group in difference between
before and after correction

X M.P. A LW Y

coordinates mean mean t-value coordinates t-value
Na 5.45 8.65 1.00591 Na 0

Po -7 0.95 1.94001 Po 1.47534
Ba —-2.05 —6.2 1.03928 Ba 1.35854
Or 7.5 —0.95 2.15888 * Or . 908309
ANS 20.65 5 3.70199 *%x | ANS 3.88619 k%
PNS 9.6 —0.1 2.56977 * PNS . 117221

A 25.7 1.4 4.41218 **x | A 4.69869 %k
B —26.1 —10. 85 1.99247 B . 902056
Pog —25.15 —11.6 1.70974 Pog 1.04301
Me —25.15 —10.15 1.79396 Me . 911674
Go —22.8 —19.35 . 471237 Go . 717603
Ar -9.15 —13.95 1.1603 Ar . 512322
Ubc 31.4 ~7.6 3.7247 %% | Ubc . 691791
Uli 55.6 35.35 2.30324 * Uli 6.79344 %
Ula 27.45 12.2 2.04267 * Ula 8.43028 k%
Léc —8.55 -0.1 1.22551 Lé6c 1.98675
L1i —26.35 —5.1 3.31885 %% | L1i 1.12317
Lla —20.3 —10.2 1.26409 Lla . 695258
Gn —24.75 —11.5 1.6682 Gn . 828186
Kr 9.7 —-3.4 2.48534 * Kr 1.11082
Uba 15.2 —1.35 1.90407 Uba . 339129
L6a — 4.1 7 1.34796 L6a 1.48729
Uli 36.1 35.35 . 0955388 Ula 2.58193 *
Ula 16.5 20.3 . 482608 Ube 6.05183
Ubc 19 0.2 1.89337 Uba 2.21226 *
Ubc 9.45 7.25 . 253508 L1i 1.27891
Ubc —15.25 —2.45 1.86923 L1i . 949176
Lla —4.05 —9.05 1.34866 Lla . 111926
Lé6c 1.85 —0.5 . 390562 Lé6c . 633605
L6a 12.9 9.1 . 505326 L6a . 819945
angular M.P. A L.W.

measurement  mean mean t-value

SNA 2.06 —0. 55 5.4229 k%

SNB —1.655 —1.235 —1.04209

ANB 3.715 0. 665 5.96062 *3%

SN-Pog —1.385 —0.89 —1.25812

CONVEX —6.985 —0.71 —6.4329 k%

GZN 1.73 1. 505 . 310034

G-angle —0.48 —1.805 . 611465

SN -Mp 1.25 0. 695 1.15413

SN-FH 0.24 0.24 0

SN-NF —1.795 0.26  —3.76957 *kx

SN-UOc¢ —7.46 —2.21 —5.62806 k%

SN-LOcc 0.5 —0.24 . 533069

NF-UOcc —5.675 —2.46  —3.52677 *%*

Mp-LOcc 0.72 0.985 —.227925

L1-Mp -2.81 0.065 —2.43639 *

Ul - SN 6.47 8.93  —1.44481

Ul-NF 4.68 9.195 —2.6864 *

Y-axis 1.625 1.195 1.11155

Interincisal —4.91 —9. 675 2.06247

U6 - NF 2.815 —1.98 2.91432 *%*

L6 -Mp —2.775 —1.895 —.595483

SN-Occ —3.485 —1.23  —2.54917 *x

Over jet 71.85 51.4 3.25431 %%

Over bite —40.3 —9.1 —3.93474 kx

* 5%level %% 1%level
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Table6. Comparison of chin cap group and light wire group in difference between before and after
correction

X C.C. L.W. Y C. C. L.W.
coordinates mean mean t-value coordinates mean mean t-value
Na 8.55 8.65 . 032437 Na 0 0 0
Po 1.35 0.95 . 117476 Po 3.95 —1.4 2.10585 *
Ba —7.35 —6.2 . 287102 Ba —3.85 —9.45 1.06223
Or 6. 05 —0.95 2.08888 * Or —-0.9 —4.9 1.00302
ANS 5.9 5 . 210532 ANS —14.45 —19.2 1.20146
PNS —3.25 —0.1 . 879291 PNS —13.4 -15.75 . 759197
A 5.85 1.4 1.04559 A —13.6 —22.3 2.33331 *
B —27.35 —10.85 2.1098 * B —30.7 —35.05 . 659257
Pog —26.9 —11.6 2.01374 Pog —30.65 —36.9 . 937275
Me —28.85 —10.15 2.3458 % Me —31.35 —37.3 . 900515
Go —29. 25 —19.35 1.60045 Go -9.3 —18.3 1.79731
Ar —9.85 —13.95 . 993354 Ar —3.35 —12.65 2.78979 %%
Ubc —-3.1 -7.6 . 985897 Ubc —25.1 —29.6 . 926477
Uli 36. 15 35.35 . 110512 Uli —18.65 —33.55 2.86043
Ula 0.15 12.2 1.91539 Ula —28.85 —47.2 4.11613 *3%
Léc —12.05 —-0.1 1.97012 L6c —18.8 —30.7 2.68394 *
L1li —28.5 -5.1 4.19856 ** | L1i —12.75 —26.85 2.08653 *
Lla —18.45 —10.2 1.06622 Lla —21.9 —25.8 . 626491
Gn —29.6 —11.5 2.29983 * Gn —30.6 —36. 65 . 86852
Kr —-3.3 -3.4 .019189 Kr —10.6 —10.6 0
Uba 7.4 -1.35 2.00748 Uba —27.65 —31.9 . 858967
L6a —20.35 7 3.40981 ** |L6a —17.6 —33.45 2.88185 k%
Uli 41.25 35.35 . 783016 Uli —8.35 —8.35 1.09279
Ula 9.05 20.3 1.45812 Ula —14.15 —28.4 2.3864 %
Ubc 7.3 0.2 1.17992 Ubc —8.35 —12.15 . 554565
Uba 14.15 7.25 1.25891 Uba —-14.15 —14.25 . 020908
L1i —21.4 —2.45 2.93545 * L1i 13 9.4 1.01572
Lla —1.55 —9.05 2.21939 * Lla 15 8.4 2.06222 *
L6c —0.55 -0.5 9.18011 Lé6c 9.55 7.2 . 51852
L6a —4.15 9.1 1.86803 L6a 11 7.35 . 760725
angular C.C L.W
measurement mean mean t-value
SNA - 0.12 —0.55 1.13788
SNB - 1.79 -1.235 1. 34782
ANB 1. 685 0. 665 2. 28521
SN-Pog — 1.515  —0.895 1.70207 *
CONVEX — 2.58 —-0.71 2.11165 * ~
GZN 2.59 1. 505 1. 66437
G-angle — 0.985  —0.805 . 314708
SN-Mp 1.605 0.695 1.7082
SN-FH 0. 28 0.24 . 137727
SN-NF — 0.025 0.26 . 766322
SN-UOc¢ — 3.82 —2.21 1.7203
SN-LOcc - 0.24 —0.24 0
NF-UOcc — 3.785  —2.46 1.38493
Mp-LOce 1.825 0. 985 . 78446
L1-Mp — 4.78 0. 065 3.84131 *3*
Ul-SN 8.19 8.93 . 462984
Ul-NF 8. 165 9.195 . 646708
Y-axis 1. 845 1.18 1.69842
Interinsisal —5.11 —9.675 2.12153 *
U6-NF —2.965 —1.98 . 694508
L6-Mp 0.675 —1.895 1.4757
SN-Occ —2.025 —1.23 . 925828
Over jet 62.5 51.4 1.7608
Over bite —15.5 —9.1 . 808109

* —59%]level *%k —19%level
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Table7. Comparison of maxillary protraction group and chin cap group in difference between before
and after correction
X M.P. A C.C. Y M.P.A C.C.
coordinates mean mean t-value coordinates mean mean t-value
Na 5.45 8.55 1.25621 Na 0 0 0
Po -7 1.35 2.39489 * PO o 2.85 3.95 . 414027
Ba —2.05 ~7.35 1.07397 Ba -3.3 —3.85 . 112077
Or 7.5 6. 05 . 397225 Or —1.45 —-0.9 . 181114
ANS 20. 65 5.9 3.52231 %% ANS —2.9 —14.45 3.41381 **
PNS 9.6 —3.25 3.48299 %k PNS 16.3 —13.4 . 690525
A 25.7 5. 85 4.06784 %k A — 3.9 —13.6 2.63354 *
B —26.1 —27.35 . 164245 B —28.5 —30.7 . 311758
Pog -25.15 —26.15 . 214212 Pog —29.3 —30.65 . 213289
Me —25.15 —28.85 . 458074 Me —30.25 —31.35 . 16807
Go —22.8 —29. 25 . 958878 Go —14.75 —9.3 . 987734
Ar —9.15 —9. 85 . 199208 Ar —10.8 —3.35 1.81657
Ubc 31.4 -3.1 3.41155 %% Ubc 33.95 —25.1 1.39484
Uli 55.6 36. 15 2.64955 * Uli — 0.65 —18.65 3.62453 **k
Ula 27.45 0.15 4.,24655 %% Ula —10.4 —28.85 3.96268 **
Lé6c —8.55 —12.05 . 548049 L6c —20.4 —18.8 . 315275
L1i —26.35 —28.5 . 319021 L1i —18.8 —12.75 . 832586
Lla —20.3 -18.45 . 229283 Lla —21.4 —-21.9 . 075987
Gn —24.75 —29.6 . 59296 Gn 30.2 —30.6 . 062749
Kr 9.7 -3.3 2.61542 * Kr — 5.45 —10.6 1.44459
Uba 15.2 7.4 . 918124 Uba —29.85 —27.65 . 348231
L6a —4.1 —20. 05 1.89986 L6a 24.65 —17.6 1.07973
Uli 36.1 41.25 . 81638 Uli 4.8 -1.6 1.29405
Ula 16.5 9. 05 1.20499 Ula — 3.35 17.45 3.66095 %%
Ube 19 7.3 1.21229 Ubc —22.15 —8.35 1.91958
U6a 9.45 14.13 . 566785 Uba —19.7 —14.15 1.13628
L1i —15.25 -—21.4 1.0892 L1i 5.8 13 1.85452
Lla —4.05 —-1.55 . 709958 Lla 8. 65 15 1.6762
L6c 1.85 —0.55 . 338149 L6a 9.75 9.55 . 055445
L6a 12.9 —4.15 1.90516 Léc 11 11 0
angular M. P. A. C.C.
measurement mean mean t-value
SNA 2.06 —0.12 4.94753 k%
SNB —1.655 —1.79 . 367738
SNB 3.715 1. 685 3.77857 k%
SN-Pog —1.385 —1.515 . 363464
CONVEX —6.985 —2.58 —4.06212 %%
GZN 1.73 2.59 —1.1409
G-angle —0. 48 —0.985 . 735296
SN-Mp 1.25 1.605 —.680184
SN-FH 0.24 0.28 —.173178
SN-NF —1.795 —0.025 —3.1218 xx*k
SN-UOc —7.46 —3.82 —3.27868 *x*k
SN-LOcc 0.5 —0.24 . 500129
NF-UOcc —5.675 —3.785 —1.77819
Mp-LOcc 0.72 1.825 —.934322
L1-Mp —2.81 —4.78 1.64752
U1l-SN 6.47 8.19 —1.05336
Ul-NF 4.68 8.165 —2.25601 =*
Y -axis 1.625 1.845 —.535127
Interincisal —4,91 —5.11 . 103448
U6-NF 2.815 —2.965 3.6563 k%
L6-NF —2.775 0.675 —1.8425
L6-Mecc —3.485 —2.025 —1.34077
Over jet 71.85 62.5 1.19117
Over bite —40.3 —15.5 1.50119
* —5%level *k —1%level
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