FREF 2012511 A% 41 5% 31 4

BSEEEZLSHiaEZRIAIERILE

SRS

# R RER

(l.wmN frami i _ARER2EFR 618000;2. FHEFHRMEER 2 A, B F 810000)

w =E:H®

Wit a5 S @A LI HFEe BN E, Ak
L Al Bl eGSR A AT R R AT, A AN il A 2 B AL B L AR,
BEWMAMKAL R Y TEBRALSHEGE WA KERZFH A%+ FEL(P<0.0D), &ig

RFCLERFEH ARG T M 24 b LB AL T %
ZER AERTHA.FRTAKEF. AL
B AR R L R

HEZRHTLRBALINE M ALHZARRB I ETERTRALE, BARKEREZ MAMRHT .

KB A A AL B ALE HeaF
X#kFRiIRED: A

doi:10. 3969/j. issn. 1671-8348. 2012. 31. 015

XEHS :1671-8348(2012)31-3278-02

Comparison of orthodontic treatment efficiency between self-ligating brackets and straight wire appliance
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Abstract : Objective
Methods

To discuss the orthodontic treatment efficiency between self-ligating brackets and straight wire appliance.

65 completely treated cases were selected. 24 cases with malocclusion were treated by self-ligating brackets. The other 41

ones were treated by straight wire appliance. And we investigated the efficient difference between self-ligating brackets and straight

wire appliance.the data were analyzed statistically. Results

Among two sets of data from extraction treatment group and non-ex-

traction ones, the visit times with self-ligating brackets were lower than straight wire appliance. There was obvious statistical differ-

ence among two groups(P<C0. 01). Conclusion

wire appliance,especially in extraction cases.

The orthodontic treatment effects of self-ligating brackets were superior to straight
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