Nonextraction treatment of a class W malocclusion in adult patient
Park CO, Ji HS, Choi HS

A case report is presented of a Class II division 1 malocclusion with a
macxillary arch length deficiency and a significant anterior posterior
discrepancy. The patient was treated without extraction.

The patient presented with a end-on Class II relationship on both sides.
There was an arch length deficiency of approximately 4.5 mm in the maxillary
arch and 1.5 mm crowding in the lower arch. The maxillary and the
mandibular dental midline was coincident to the facial midline. There were
5.0 mm of overbite(60% ) and a large overjet(6.0mm).

Cephalometric evaluation showed a Class III pattern, due to a relatively
prognathic mandible. Facially, the patient presented with a brachycephalic
and concave profile.

Because of the normal position of the mandible and the moderately
retrognathic relationship of the maxilla to the anterior cranial base, it was
believed that extractions would have an adverse effect on facial appearance.
The patient had initially requested treatment without the removal of teeth.

The plan of treatment was therefore presented as nonextraction and
initiated as such.
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