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A CASE REPORT OF MANDIBULAR PROGNATHISM TREATED WITH
THE LABIOLINGUAL APPLIANCES

Dong Joo Lee, D.D.S., Byung Tae Rhee, D.D.S., M.S.D.,
Dong Seok Nahm, D D.S., M.S.D., Ph.D.

A boy (Hellman dental age MB) with mandibular prognathism was treated by
means of the labiolingual appliance and the chin cap.
Following results were obtained;

1) Except the problem of development, most of treatment objectives were achi-
eved after 8 months of active treatment.

2) The axial inclinations of upper and lower incisors were changed by the
treatment,

3) The most notable change was the reduction of gonial angle.
4) The patient has retained the good occlusal stabilty till after 18 months of

retention.
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