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Abstract: The purpose of this investigation was to show how to manage an anterior crossbite in early
mixed dentition with an eruption guidance appliance (EGA). The analyzed clinical case reported an
anterior crossbite, a bimaxillary retrusion tendency, and a horizontal growth pattern. The anterior
crossbite was an unfavorable occlusal condition that could lead to a class III malocclusion growth
pattern. An early treatment approach was suggested to reach a correct sagittal jaw relationship.
Hence, the selected approach acted on the dentoalveolar sector, aiming to have effects on the posterior
vertical dimension and to improve the sagittal jaw’s relation. An EGA was selected to treat the patient
in early mixed dentition. After 7 months of therapy with night-time use, the dental malocclusion
was completely resolved. The patient continued to be treated with the same device, used as active
retention. With the EGA treatment, the erupting forces, rather than the active forces, were used to
resolve the dental malocclusion. This approach allowed a low compliance requirement and had
a minimum psychosocial and psychological impact on the patient. The early treatment was essential
to give a functional occlusion and a good balance of the soft perioral tissues and muscles.

Keywords: eruption guidance appliance; class III malocclusion; early orthodontic treatment; EGA;
anterior crossbite; interceptive orthodontics

1. Introduction

Dental malocclusion is a condition characterized by abnormal relationships among the teeth or
dentition. a malocclusion in primary dentition is a determinant factor of malocclusion in permanent
dentition [1]. The anterior crossbite is a discrepancy on the sagittal plane, which causes the forward
shift of the mandible. This unphysiological position of the lower jaw can favor a class III growth
pattern. Class III malocclusion generally consists of hypoplasia or retrusion of the maxilla and/or
prognathic mandible, and deficient maxilla accounts for 42-63% [2]. Regardless of the growth direction
of both jaws and the functional or genetic involvements, the class III relationship should be treated
early [3]. It is important to minimize the aesthetic impact that the malocclusion may have on the social
life of the patient, especially during adolescence. Malocclusion may lead to low self-esteem in later
years, as children with primary dentition undergo a period during which they establish self-identity
and early personality [4]. Furthermore, early treatment in early development is essential to avoid or to
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reduce the malocclusion severity and to improve therapeutic outcomes. a sagittal discrepancy of more
than 7 mm, in fact, has a high risk of relapse [5]. Early intervention on the maxilla is recommended to
try to reach a correct sagittal relation before the maxillary sutures close [3,6,7]. a class III malocclusion,
if allowed to develop, tends to worsen with age because the growth of the mandible exceeds the
growth of the maxilla. The anterior crossbite favors such a situation [6,8]. The orthodontic treatment
aims to correct the sagittal, the transversal and the vertical relation between the upper and the lower
jaws. Several approaches have been used to treat anterior crossbite and class III malocclusions.
Some approaches adopt functional appliances, which use muscle force to correct jaw relationship [9].
Other ones use orthopedic procedures, such as Frankel III [10], a facemask, which appears to be
the most effective treatment [11], the association of splints with class III elastics and chin-cups (SEC
I1I) [12,13], a Rapid Palatal Expander (RPE) [14] or bone-anchored maxillary protraction [15,16], which
uses high force to stimulate the three-dimensional maxillary growth [17]. After 10 years of follow-up,
the predictability of the orthopedic treatment, with a sagittal approach, decreases and some changes
might not be maintained [2,18,19]. Vertical plane values can influence the diagnosis, the prognosis and
the treatment planning of sagittal-plane-related malocclusions [20-22].

Eruption guidance appliances (EGA) with differential occlusal thickness are generally used to treat
class I and class Il malocclusions. Only one study in the literature reports that the anterior crossbite
can be treated with these kinds of oral devices [23]. The purpose of this investigation was to show how
to manage an early, unfavorable occlusal condition, such as the anterior crossbite, with an eruption
guidance appliance (EGA).

2. Materials and Methods

2.1. Case Presentation

A 5-year-and-10-month-old male reported with forwardly placed lower front teeth, which worried
the patient’s parents. He was in good health; his medical history showed no significant abnormalities
and he had never done orthodontic treatment before. The patient’s father presented a skeletal class III
malocclusion, implying a genetic predisposition. The boy remained at about the 75th percentile for
height and weight over the entire period of observation.

2.2. Clinical Findings

On clinical extraoral examination, the patient had a straight profile, good face proportions, a flat
cheekbone contour, an open nasolabial angle and a regular labiomental angle (Figure 1).

Figure 1. Extraoral pretreatment pictures: (a) frontal view; (b) lateral view.

He did not have clinical symptoms and the articular examination did not reveal any problems.
On clinical intraoral examination, the patient was found to be in early mixed dentition. On the sagittal
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plane, there was a mesial step on the deciduous molars, a canine class I on the right side and a canine
class III on the left side, with an anterior crossbite with 1 mm negative overjet. Around the transversal
plane, he presented a 3-mm deviation of the mandibular midline towards the left, while the maxillary
dental midline was coincident with the facial midline. During the opening of the mouth, the upper
and lower jaw midlines became coincident and the chin deviation disappeared. This was the sign of
a functional problem and not a skeletal one. Around the vertical plane, a flat Spee curve and a deep
bite were noticed. Oral hygiene had to be improved (Figure 2).

(©

Figure 2. Intraoral pretreatment pictures: (a) frontal view; (b) lateral view of right side; (c) lateral view
of left side.

2.3. Diagnostic Assessments

Lateral cephalogram and orthopantomogram were taken (Figure 3) and the following analyses
were performed:

e  MBT analysis

e  Gianni analysis

e  Wits appraisal

e Jarabak and Fizzel polygon.

The cephalometric analysis (Table 1) highlighted a class I with a class III tendency (Wits = —6 mm)
with a biretrusion (SNA = 74°; SNB = 73°). An increased anterior vertical dimension (SN"GoGn = 38°;
SnaSnp“"GoGn = 32°) due to a postinclination of the mandibular plane was associated to a hypodivergent
growth pattern (SAr"ArGo = 134°; ArGo"GoN = 58°). a retroinclination of upper incisors (+1"SnaSnp
=76 +1"Occl = 93°) and an increased interincisal angle (+1"—1 = 166°) were recorded.
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Figure 3. Pretreatment radiographic records: (a) orthopantomogram; (b) lateral cephalogram.

Table 1. Cephalometric data.

Parameters Normal Range Recorded Values
SNA 82° +2° 74°
SNB 80° +2° 73°
ANB 2°+2° 1°
Wits -1+2mm -6 mm

SN"GoGn 32° +2° 38°
SnaSnp"GoGn 20° +5° 32°
FMA 25° +2° 23°
SAr"ArGo 143° + 3° 134°

ArGo"GoN 50° + 5° 58°

NGo"GoGn 70° £ 5° 71°

+1"SnaSnp 110° + 3° 76°
IMPA 90° + 2° 86°
+1"-1 130° + 5° 166°

+1"Occl 60° + 2° 93°

—1"Occl 70° + 2° 72°
U1/A.Pog 5mm + 2 mm -1 mm
L1/A.Pog 2mm + 2 mm -5 mm

Nas"Lab 102° + 8° 113°
SL/Sn-Pog ¢ —0.5mm + 1 mm -3 mm
LL/Sn-Pog ¢ 0mm + 1 mm +1 mm

Sna: spina nasalis anterior; Snp: spina nasalis posterior; FMA: Frankfort-mandibular plane angle; +1: upper central
incisor; -1: lower central incisor; Occl: occlusal plane; Ul: upper central incisor; L1: lower central incisor; Nas: nasal
angle; Lab: Labial angle; SL: superior lip; LL: lower lip; Sn: sub-nasal point; Pog c: cutaneous pogonion.

2.4. Prognosis

The class III prognosis is hardly predictable, meaning that it is difficult to predict the severity
of the problem. It depends on genetic and environmental factors. If environmental factors have
a major influence, there is a greater chance to control them with orthodontic therapy and to have
a better outcome [2,18,19]. Reaching a correct occlusion, with an appropriate overjet and overbite
values, is fundamental to avoid dentoalveolar compensation and to favor orthognathic growth.
The hypodivergent growth pattern is a positive prognostic factor.

2.5. Therapeutic Intervention

The treatment goals were to resolve the anterior crossbite, reducing the class III relationship,
to center the midline, to establish a stable occlusion and to improve the profile line. The treatment
selected for this patient has provided for the use of a functional appliance. An EGA was chosen,
specifically an LM-Activator High Short (LM-Instruments Oy, Parainen, Finland) (Figure 4).
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Figure 4. LM-Activator High Short (LM-Instruments Oy, Parainen, Finland).

The adopted device had a higher bilateral thickness on the molar sector, compared to the anterior
one. Even though the intraoral device was preformed, the customization aspect was in choosing
the appropriate model and size. Finally, a LM-Activator High Short 30 was selected. The appliance
was for night-time use only; in particular, it had to be fitted soon after dinner until the next morning.
During the first weeks, afternoon use also was strongly suggested, to adapt sooner to using the device.
The afternoon usage was discontinued when the patient did not lose the appliance anymore during
the night. The orthodontic check-up was fixed every 3 months only after verifying that the daily use
was reached and correctly done.

3. Results

After 4 months, the patient presented a double occlusion, one in the anterior crossbite and the
other one closing edge-to-edge on the frontal incisors (Figure 5).

Figure 5. Intraoral frontal picture: edge-to-edge occlusion obtained after 4 months of treatment.

This was a sign that the appliance was operating. After 7 months from the beginning of the
therapy, the anterior crossbite was resolved. The initial negative overjet and deep bite were treated.
The mandible’s functional deviation disappeared and so the lower midline deviated 2 mm on the right,
the opposite side of the original deviation (Figure 6).
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Figure 6. Intraoral post-treatment pictures: (a) frontal view; (b) lateral view of right side; (c) lateral
view of left side.

The profile became harmonic (Figure 7).

—

(a) (b)

Figure 7. Extraoral post-treatment pictures: (a) frontal view; (b) lateral view.

Follow-Up

The patient is continuing to use the EGA during the night as a method for retention. A bigger
size was selected because of the molars’ eruption (LM-Activator High Long). This approach aims to
keep an intermaxillary correct relation and to favor a three-dimensional growth of the dentoalveolar
processes. The correction of the occlusal plane has to be preserved over time.
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4. Discussion

The functional anterior crossbite has an unfavorable effect on the growth pattern because it can
lead to the development of a skeletal problem. In this condition, the mandible slows down the upper
maxilla growth and its advanced position favors the mandible’s forward growth. This situation
has to be interrupted as soon as possible, reaching a correct occlusal relation, to be maintained over
time [24-26]. Furthermore, the familiarity with a class III malocclusion could genetically predispose
the patient to this kind of malocclusion [27-30].

The selected early treatment aimed to reproduce an ideal sagittal condition, acting on the vertical
dimension and using the eruption forces. The anterior crossbite correction could be realized because of
the dental disclusion while wearing the intraoral appliance. In this way, the incisor teeth can return to
their physiological position. Moreover, this EGA has some slots in the frontal area, which correct the
incisal erupting trajectory. The incisal inclination change of the teeth exploits the principle of inclined
planes described by Graber et al. [31]. The correct incisor position can avoid the expression of the
mandibular growth pattern only on the mandibular body, distributing it also on the branch.

The occlusal plane is the most important component affecting the lower face vertical dimension [21].
The bilaterally increased thickness on the molar section, typical of the used appliance, allows the
extrusion of the anterior sector and reduces the eruption of the posterior one. This controlled eruption
of molars and modification of the occlusal plane is associated with a counterclockwise rotation of the
mandible and a slight vertical distraction of the condyle in the glenoid cavity [32,33].

A similar therapy concept is adopted by the treatment with splints, class III elastics, and chin-cups
(SEC III). The SEC III approach provides a vertical dimension control, using a thinner ramp on the
anterior sector, which causes an anterior rotation of the mandible [12,13]. The Delaire facemask,
instead, uses a different approach to cure skeletal class III malocclusions. It applies active orthopedic
forces on the maxilla which are inclined to the occlusal plane, resulting in forces directed forwards and
downward [34]. This movement trajectory does not control the molars’ eruption with a consequent
clockwise rotation of the mandible. This rotation is accepted in normodivergent and in hypodivergent
patients, but it is not appropriate in hyperdivergent subjects. For this reason, in hyperdivergent
patients, a bite-block appliance in the mandibular arch should be associated with a facial mask to
prevent mandibular rotation with progressive closure of the gonial angle [35].

The therapy with EGA allows for perfect management of early, unfavorable occlusal conditions
while waiting to understand if orthopedic therapy should proceed. Furthermore, the analyzed intraoral
device stimulates the perioral muscles. To keep the device in the mouth, in fact, the patient has to make
an effort to keep his lips closed, activating the surrounding muscles [36,37]. This muscular activation
seems to stimulate a counterclockwise rotation of the mandible [5,11]. The muscular activity is also
stimulated by the proprioceptive capacity of the mouth, induced by the material properties of the soft
transparent biocompatible silicone.

The use of EGA can be very useful during an early approach because it makes both traditional and
digital teeth impressions unnecessary. This is an important advantage since both alginate and intraoral
scans can be not tolerated in early age patients. This removable and easily washable oral device can
also encourage better oral hygiene and better oral health status [38]. One of the main advantages of the
proposed approach is the low psychosocial and psychological impact on the patient [39].

Early orthodontic treatment with EGA can control some aspects of the growth pattern, like an
anterior crossbite, which could end in a class III malocclusion.

Limits of the Study

The main limit of this study is the absence of a radiographic control and the impossibility of making
a superimposition of traces to record the skeletal changes on the skeleton. This flaw, however, is justified
by the As Low As Reasonably Achievable (ALARA) principle of radioprotection [40]. It was not possible
to make a control lateral cephalogram after only 7 months of treatment in a 5-year-and-10-month-old
child. The second limit is the lack of a long-term follow-up.
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Following the promising results of the case report, it would be desirable to carry out a clinical
study in this regard, in order to clearly assess the effectiveness of dentoskeletal effects of this kind
of therapy.

5. Conclusions

The treatment of the anterior crossbite with an Eruption Guidance Appliance aimed to have
a sagittal control acting on the vertical plane, with an occlusal approach. The chosen EGA was able to
correct the occlusal plane inclination, to cause a downward stretching of the condyle, and to harmonize
the profile, improving self-esteem. The short-term effect of EGA is dentoalveolar. This therapeutic
choice is extremely respectful of the patient’s everyday life because of the minimum psychosocial and
psychological impact. All these features make EGA another solution to treat patients with anterior
crossbite in early age, during the eruption of incisors.

Author Contributions: Conceptualization, G.P. and M.P,; methodology and formal analysis, S.C. and T.C.;
validation, M.P., G.P. and G.EF,; writing, investigation and data curation, M.P.; writing-review and editing, S.C.;
visualization and supervision G.EF.; project administration, G.P. All authors have read and agreed to the published
version of the manuscript.

Funding: This research received no external funding.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1.  Bishara, S.E.; Khadivi, P.; Jakobsen, ].R. Changes in tooth size-arch length relationships from the deciduous
to the permanent dentition: a longitudinal study. Am. ]. Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop. 1995, 108, 607-613.
[CrossRef]

2. Kapust, A.].; Sinclair, PM.; Turley, P.K. Cephalometric effects of face mask/expansion therapy in Class III
children: a comparison of three age groups. Am. . Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop. 1998, 113, 204-212. [CrossRef]

3.  Battagel, ].M. The aetiological factors in Class III malocclusion. Eur. J. Orthod. 1993, 15, 347-370. [CrossRef]

4. Zhou, Z,; Liu, F; Shen, S.; Shang, L.; Shang, L.; Wang, X. Prevalence of and factors affecting malocclusion in
primary dentition among children in Xi’an, China. BMC Oral Health 2016, 16, 91. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

5. Baccetti, T.; Tollaro, L. a retrospective comparison of functional appliance treatment of Class III malocclusions
in the deciduous and mixed dentitions. Eur. J. Orthod. 1998, 20, 309-317. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

6.  Proietti, D.; Barbato, E. Il timing di trattamento delle malocclusioni. Mondo Ortod. 2000, 25, 205-217.

7. Wolfe, SM.; Araujo, E.; Behrents, R.G.; Buschang, P.H. Craniofacial growth of Class III subjects six to sixteen
years of age. Angle Orthod. 2011, 81, 211-216. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

8. Baccetti, T.; Reyes, B.C.; McNamara, ]J.A. Craniofacial changes in Class III malocclusion as related to skeletal
and dental maturation. Am. J. Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop. 2007, 132, 171.e1-171.e12. [CrossRef]

9. Tecco, S.; Nota, A.; Caruso, S.; Primozic, ].; Marzo, G.; Baldini, A.; Gherlone, E.F. Temporomandibular clinical
exploration in Italian adolescents. Cranio 2019, 37, 77-84. [CrossRef]

10. Frankel, R.; Frankel, C. Orofacial Orthopedics with the Function Regulator; John Wiley & Sons: Basel, Switzerland,
1989; ISBN 978-3-8055-4697-3.

11.  Baccetti, T.; McGill, J.S.; Franchi, L.; McNamara, J.A., Jr.; Tollaro, I. Skeletal effects of early treatment of Class III
malocclusion with maxillary expansion and face-mask therapy. Am. J. Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop. 1998, 113, 333-343.
[CrossRef]

12.  Ferro, A.; Nucci, L.P; Ferro, F; Gallo, C. Long-term stability of skeletal Class III patients treated with splints,
Class III elastics, and chincup. Am. J. Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop. 2003, 123, 423-434. [CrossRef]

13. Martina, S.; Martina, R.; Franchi, L.; D’Anto, V.; Valletta, R. a New Appliance for Class III Treatment in
Growing Patients: Pushing Splints 3. Available online: https://www.hindawi.com/journals/crid/2019/9597024/
(accessed on 24 April 2020).

14. Baccetti, T,; Franchi, L.; McNamara, J.A., Jr. Treatment and posttreatment craniofacial changes after rapid
maxillary expansion and facemask therapy. Am. J. Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop. 2000, 118, 404-413. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0889-5406(95)70006-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0889-5406(98)70141-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ejo/15.5.347
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s12903-016-0285-x
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/27590299
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ejo/20.3.309
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9699409
http://dx.doi.org/10.2319/051010-252.1
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21208071
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ajodo.2005.07.031
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/08869634.2017.1391963
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0889-5406(98)70306-3
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mod.2003.70
https://www.hindawi.com/journals/crid/2019/9597024/
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mod.2000.109840
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/11029736

Int. |. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3587 90f 10

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

34.

35.

De Clerck, H.J.; Cornelis, M.A.; Cevidanes, L.H.; Heymann, G.C.; Tulloch, C.J.E. Orthopedic traction of the
maxilla with miniplates: a new perspective for treatment of midface deficiency. J. Oral Maxillofac. Surg.
2009, 67, 2123-2129. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

De Clerck, H.; Cevidanes, L.; Baccetti, T. Dentofacial effects of bone-anchored maxillary protraction: a controlled
study of consecutively treated Class III patients. Am. J. Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop. 2010, 138, 577-581. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Chatzoudi, M.L; Ioannidou-Marathiotou, I.; Papadopoulos, M.A. Clinical effectiveness of chin cup treatment
for the management of Class III malocclusion in pre-pubertal patients: a systematic review and meta-analysis.
Prog. Orthod. 2014, 15, 62. [CrossRef]

Sugawara, J.; Mitani, H. Facial growth of skeletal class III malocclusion and the effects, limitations, and
long-term dentofacial adaptations to chincap therapy. Semin. Orthod. 1997, 3, 244-254. [CrossRef]
Westwood, P.V.; McNamara, J.A.; Baccetti, T.; Franchi, L.; Sarver, D.M. Long-term effects of Class III treatment
with rapid maxillary expansion and facemask therapy followed by fixed appliances. Am. J. Orthod. Dentofac.
Orthop. 2003, 123, 306-320. [CrossRef]

Baccetti, T.; Dermaut, L. Interview on functional appliances. Prog. Orthod. 2004, 5, 172-183.

Sato, S. Case report: Developmental characterization of skeletal Class Il malocclusion. Angle Orthod. 1994, 64,
105-111. [CrossRef]

Tanaka, E.M.; Sato, S. Longitudinal alteration of the occlusal plane and development of different dentoskeletal
frames during growth. Am. ]. Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop. 2008, 134, 602.e1-602.e11; discussion 602-603.
[CrossRef]

Wang, X.; Zhang, ].J.; Yuan, ES.; Wang, Y.; Li, C.H.; Varrela, ].E.; Yue, J.; Ge, L.H. Three-dimensional analysis
of the early correction of anterior crossbite using eruption guidance appliance. Beijing Da Xue Xue Bao
2018, 50, 532-537. [PubMed]

Petrovic, A. Auxologic categorization and chronobiologic specification for the choice of appropriate
orthodontic treatment. Am. J. Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop. 1994, 105, 192-205. [CrossRef]

Petrovic, A.; Lavergne, J.; Stutzmann, J. Tissue-Level Growth and Responsiveness Potential, Growth Rotation,
and Treatment Decision (181-223); Vig PS, Ribbens KA: Science and Clinical Judgement in Orthodontics.
Monograph 19, Cranio-Facial Growth Series; Center for Human Growth and Development, University of
Michigan: Ann Arbor, MI, USA, 1986.

Souki, B.Q.; Nieri, M.; Pavoni, C.; Pavan Barros, H.M.; Junqueira Pereira, T.; Giuntini, V.; Cozza, P; Franchi, L.
Development and validation of a prediction model for long-term unsuccess of early treatment of Class III
malocclusion. Eur. ]. Orthod. 2020, 42, 200-205. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Cruz, RM.; Krieger, H.; Ferreira, R.; Mah, ].; Hartsfield, J.; Oliveira, S. Major gene and multifactorial
inheritance of mandibular prognathism. Am. J. Med. Genet. A 2008, 146A, 71-77. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
Litton, S.E; Ackermann, L.V.; Isaacson, R.J.; Shapiro, B.L. a genetic study of class Il malocclusion. Am. J. Orthod.
1970, 58, 565-577. [CrossRef]

Rabie, A.B.; Gu, Y. Diagnostic criteria for pseudo-Class III malocclusion. Am. J. Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop.
2000, 117, 1-9. [CrossRef]

Lippi, D.; Pierleoni, F.; Franchi, L. Retrognathic maxilla in “Habsburg jaw”. Skeletofacial analysis of Joanna
of Austria (1547-1578). Angle Orthod. 2012, 82, 387-395. [CrossRef]

Graber, L.W.; Vanarsdall, R.L.; Vig, KW.L.; Hunag, G.J.H. Orthodontics: Current Principles and Techniques, 6e,
6th ed.; Mosby: St. Louis, MI, USA, 2016; ISBN 978-0-323-37832-1.

Schudy, EF. The Rotation of the Mandible Resulting from Growth: Its Implications in Orthodontic Treatment.
Angle Orthod. 1965, 35, 36-50. [CrossRef]

Keski-Nisula, K.; Keski-Nisula, L.; Salo, H.; Voipio, K.; Varrela, J. Dentofacial changes after orthodontic
intervention with eruption guidance appliance in the early mixed dentition. Angle Orthod. 2008, 78, 324-331.
[CrossRef]

Delaire, J. Maxillary development revisited: Relevance to the orthopaedic treatment of Class IIl malocclusions.
Eur. . Orthod. 1997, 19, 289-311. [CrossRef]

Cozza, P.; Baccetti, T.; Mucedero, M.; Pavoni, C.; Franchi, L. Treatment and posttreatment effects of a facial
mask combined with a bite-block appliance in Class III malocclusion. Am. . Orthod. Dentofac. Orthop.
2010, 138, 300-310. [CrossRef] [PubMed]


http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.joms.2009.03.007
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19761906
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ajodo.2009.10.037
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/21055597
http://dx.doi.org/10.1186/s40510-014-0062-9
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S1073-8746(97)80057-6
http://dx.doi.org/10.1067/mod.2003.44
http://dx.doi.org/10.1043/0003-3219(1994)0642.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ajodo.2008.07.010
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/29930425
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/s0889-5406(94)70114-8
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ejo/cjz031
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/31067294
http://dx.doi.org/10.1002/ajmg.a.32062
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/18074368
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0002-9416(70)90145-4
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/S0889-5406(00)70241-1
http://dx.doi.org/10.2319/072111-461.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1043/0003-3219(1965)0352.0.CO;2
http://dx.doi.org/10.2319/012607-37.1
http://dx.doi.org/10.1093/ejo/19.3.289
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.ajodo.2010.05.001
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/20816299

Int. |. Environ. Res. Public Health 2020, 17, 3587 10 of 10

36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

Vlachakis, M.; Bratu, E. Functional Possibilities of Prevention in Orthodontics. Available online:
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Functional-possibilities-of-prevention-in-Vlachakis-Bratu/
c0959a98336a849ca747183ddda5165136151ade (accessed on 10 May 2020).

Bergersen, E.O. Preventive and interceptive orthodontics in the mixed dentition with the myofunctional
eruption guidance appliance: Correction of crowding, spacing, rotations, cross-bites, and TMY]. J. Pedod.
1988, 12, 386-414. [PubMed]

Ferrazzano, G.F; Sangianantoni, G.; Cantile, T.; Ingenito, A. Relationship Between Social and Behavioural
Factors and Caries Experience in Schoolchildren in Italy. Oral Health Prev. Dent. 2016, 14, 55-61. [CrossRef]
[PubMed]

Kettle, J.E.; Hyde, A.C.; Frawley, T.; Granger, C.; Longstaff, S.].; Benson, P.E. Managing orthodontic appliances
in everyday life: a qualitative study of young people’s experiences with removable functional appliances,
fixed appliances and retainers. J. Orthod. 2020, 47, 47-54. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

Berkhout, W.E.R. The ALARA-principle. Backgrounds and enforcement in dental practices. Ned. Tijdschr.
Tandheelkd. 2015, 122, 263-270. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

@ © 2020 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
@ article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution

(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).


https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Functional-possibilities-of-prevention-in-Vlachakis-Bratu/c0959a98336a849ca747183ddda5165136151ade
https://www.semanticscholar.org/paper/Functional-possibilities-of-prevention-in-Vlachakis-Bratu/c0959a98336a849ca747183ddda5165136151ade
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/3270688
http://dx.doi.org/10.3290/j.ohpd.a34996
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26525121
http://dx.doi.org/10.1177/1465312519899671
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/32009494
http://dx.doi.org/10.5177/ntvt.2015.5.14227
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/26210218
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Materials and Methods 
	Case Presentation 
	Clinical Findings 
	Diagnostic Assessments 
	Prognosis 
	Therapeutic Intervention 

	Results 
	Discussion 
	Conclusions 
	References

