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-ABSTRACT-

A CLINICAL CASE OF TREATMENT OF SKELETAL CLASS E PATIENT BY USING TTBA
Chul-Woo Baek, D.D.S.. Joon-Seung Oh, D.0.S.. Youn-Sic Chun, D.D.5.. M.S.D., Ph.D
Department of Orthodontics, College of Medicine, Ewha Womans Universily

Many orthodontists have treated class I patients who are in growing pericd by using orthopedic appliances such as chin cup,
protraction headgear, etc.
But these appliances have problems in esthetics and wearing.
These reasons make difficult to get patient’s compliance.
Therefore orthedontisis cannot expect good treatment results.
Because of these reasons we (Ewha Womans Univ. Hosp.) have used TTBA (intraoral anchorage) for many years to correct the
juvenile and adolescent Class I patients.
In this paper, We introduced TTBA & a clinical case treated by TTBA.
Advantages or using TTBA are as follows ;
1 It is easy to get patient’s compliance because of estheficity.
2. It is easy to use in mixed dentition.
3. It is possible to mainiain dental arch length.
4, It is advantageous to maintaic oral hygiene.
5 1t is no time loss for retention perod.
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