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A girl aged 18 years and 1 month, had a Angle’s Class [ malocclusion,
characterized by anterior crossbite, anterior crowding, and constriction from
right lower 2nd [ﬁf‘emolar to right lower 2nd molar

This patient underwent scaling and g%i—g extraction, and multibanded system
was placed. After 14 months, anterior crossbite and crowding was corrected,

and bothdental arches were improved.

After 6 months from debanding, band space disappeared and any relapse

was not detected.
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