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ABSTRACT

Successful treatment of growing skeletal class Il children with Twin-Block appliance.
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The treatment of skeletal Class II growing patient is to move the mandible into the Class I molar positon via facilitating
mandibular growth. The functional appliances are to be designed to exert three major functions such as palatal expansion, forward
growth of mandible and increase of the posterior vertical dimension. One of the devices that can achieve both the palatal
expansion and the eruption of the mandibular molar is the Twin-Block introduced by Clark in 1982. In this part, we present the
treatment method with Twin-Block functional appliance for the correction of skeletal Class II growing patient.
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Table 1. Twin-Block treatment protocol of PNUDH. ?!},’
i 0x
Visiting Steps Weeks Procedures 0
1 0 i_gFil bz ﬁ
2 2 SHAF A (2-4 turn / week ) _?ﬁ
3 8 Ao AR ZE AR - AlOF pite 1 mm A o
A ” St M 1 TRl HE ol = gﬁ
ZH - Aok pite 1 mm AMH| ™
[e]
- . sfot Al 1 47X BE ol =
ZH - Al pite 1 mm AkH| i)
- T ——— f
i N oL Al 1 O £ Hol % e
ZTH - Ao pite 1 mm AMH| 0z
; » Aot bite 25 ARIA| ZH ¢ Y RA| 2| ﬁ
otk M 1 LRI HE A ZZFRUAMAR &0l
8 38 SX| 2| - Full time wearing
9 44 K| 22| - Night Wearing
10 52 K| ZX| ZEF EE= Full bonding?
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