HEOAHFHEE $11%E H15 (55~66) P 446 H 55

(B& FR)

ANB®®) 5 LA E OB RS TEHATZZD
2 BBIEIRERE & # DEEIRAIZELRIZOWT

e BIE, &HE FE, B/ s, BF &3

HARBIERRIBTFTAT

(Frk - £ TE)

A clinical study of 2 mandibular protrusion cases
which show below minus 5 degree ANB
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Abstract

In recent years, surgical orthodontic treatment for mandibular protrusion cases has been

done prosthetically with improvement of surgical orthodontics in Japan.

But on the other

hand, not a few patient have refusal feeling about surgical treatment.
Here, we wish to report 2 cases of patients treated for mandibular protrusion solely by Begg

technique with excellent results who originally would have been treated by surgical orth-

odontics.
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