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Summary

Two patients received orthodontic treatment after the unusual procedure of extracting
the lower incisors.

The first case was a young male, whose lower left lateral incisor and three first
premolars were removed. The lower left canine and first premolar were used as lower left
lateral incisor and canine, respectively.

The second case was an adult female, whose lower right central incisor and two upper
first premolars were extracted. The three remaining lower incisors were occluded with the
four upper incisors.

Both cases had good occlusion and profiles, and the patients were satisfied with the
results.
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Maxillary Arch (Male— Adults) Mandibular Arch
case Mean S.D. case
. 5 6
9.2 Central Incisor z L 2 5.4 0.4 5.3
7.7 Lateral Incisor A / 7 6.0 0.5 6.4
7.8 Canine g \ : § 7.1 0.4 7.4
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10.7 1st Molar Lo L g . 11.4 0.6 11.9
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case Mean S.D. Maxillary Arch (Female — Adults) Mandibular Arch Mean S.D. case
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