[#E 5]

fRR EDERRZ AR SFEELTAE, EBMA
,Iﬁém'cmé EBMZ XX Z 5EARFM I, £k
AFERRESF Thd, FHARRTIET VRIF
f{%gﬂl’séé‘*ﬁlﬁm:u:«r‘zﬁ FYRDERMD LTS

4 EXDETIL, UpToDated BARERA RSN
BDIEE2RIFHMEEEICAF TETHIRENENDDOH
S, BEEMAFTIET U REMAHIZIE, L
F1ZIZHLPubMedZ{FLMER T A ENH S,

o EAIE. H%&ﬂﬁuwﬂﬁﬂ,ﬁrémltvzm DUV T
BRRL. BEHMEIFEERERLTE -, SHEIE. FAEE
MEELF] ‘é&ﬁ/fptl—éﬁﬂtmﬁﬁiié




(5 i&]

UREBREIUVIE. PubMedB KU ClusterMedZ{&
L=, #&FE A&, 200447 A308, BEKIE.
Orthodontlc Appliances, Func’uonal[MeSH] AND
Malocclusion, Angle Class IlI/therapy[MeSH]# &
UileltsE{EL\only items with abstracts,
Randomlzed Controlled Trial, Humanl=5%49 3

= R YA AT,

2 RIZ. ClusterMedZfE LY, TRRSNT=wm X F K
g‘:g i Exl}) CEaAl(FL, 2), -r—-e;“;u(a%s 4)[Z




[#%5 HR]1

\| | & ZFE I, : Orthodontic Appliances, Functional[MeSH] AND
Malocclusion, Angle Class II/therapy[MeSH] 6814wk
L7=o RIZ. LimitsZ{E VR ZFESTHZ . only items with
abstracts, Randomized Controlled Trial, Human Tk YA A
AR, 284 v L=,

o LML, 2004F6 HICHE TS T=Tulloch JFED—3E®D
Eﬁ;h,@B—‘fxﬁliib\lndexerd)\zwf’&)75\|: wkL7EUY, £
ZT. B ENMAT-FHR. 29 BEREINT-,

i R[Z. ClusterMedZ{ELMERSNT-29 DX 7 5EL
T" §1—4) %%E‘lljfli Tullch JFb(UmversﬂyofNorth
Carolina School of Dentistry, USA) ﬁ‘S{#TT%gb\’DT’ §E1 )
AR ZE KEIS5H. —1—S—5 K5, EESH 7
VL2, FEE. ML Zo1=(F1),




[#5 R]2

<‘ o T—TRITIX. Ealry Treatment of Class [IAV 1444 &
RUE. TUDEELTRSEOERE
(Favorabe)ZfR&tL TAHEM X I 44 T, 37~ TTulloch
JFEMDiHX THo1-(5R2a) , AEFRICEHT HiHX
1. SEREEEICRET D244, YD IMEIZEET
HimX1{ETHoT-(F3a),

O FERBICHFET HE, 1990F K174, 200045 LU
12{4 T, &xBELVERXIE. Harkness MM 199345 D
X TH-o= (1., &2b),

L BEABOARMETILFISTYNEERERET
1B FRLETE L =3m XX (& Tulloch JFCD—E DT
1217 T&HT=, Tulloch JF5(X, 20045 [CH LT #&
HECTCRHBEROAREZEELTLV=(FK2a),




[#5 W

L L BRINEXH., b EOERXI1993F (I HEnt-
LD THY. %*Luﬁu( IIEQL\II:T/Z&&éEﬁmI
ﬁﬁbféb\( 1)

o BEATE. AEOBEERAREORAROR
BHETRTHROIE T R LFELLEL,

2 Tulloch JFEDMEMNSE 1HBEZTE T ICRBEHE
LA DA 75\J:EE’CJ]|_|75\5’1~1 T2 TBH)RIH 2.81E
=W EEHho=(FKD),

LEHEESBRELT. 77053 F IV TITSATUORBEIZEK
HEEFEEDRIE) R T7ITEELLLY,




1993 1995 1997 1999 2001 2003
1994 1996 1998 2000 2002 2004

=




=1 FE IR

I Tulloch JF, Phillips C, et al. (8)  USA

_I Harkness M, Herbison P, et.al. (5) New Zealand
' Wheeler TT, King GJ, et. al. (5) USA

= O'Brien K, Wright J, et. al. (3) UK

~I Jacobsson—Hunt U, Markowitz DL, et. al. (2) USA
_ILee RT, et.al. (2) UK

_! Cevidanes LH, Franco AA, et. al. (2) Brazil

1 Other Authors (2) Wuhan, Turkiye *OR DB (L6 &




F+2a EE B —E No.i

= TU”OCh \JF, PhI”IpS C, et. al. (8) University of North Carolina School of Dentistry, USA

® Outcomes in a 2—phase randomized clinical trial of early Class Il treatment. Am J Orthod Dentofacial
Orthop. 2004 Jun;125(6):657-67.

® Incisor trauma and early treatment for Class II Division 1 malocclusion: Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop.
2003 Feb;123(2):117-25.

® Early treatment of Class II, division 1 malocclusion——comparison of alternative treatment modalities. Clin
Orthod Res. 1998 Nov;1(2):107-17.

® Benefit of early Class Il treatment: progress report of a two—phase randomized clinical trial. Am J
Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 1998 Jan;113(1):62-72.

® Influences on the outcome of early treatment for Class Il malocclusion. Am J Orthod Dentofacial
Orthop. 1997 May;111(5):533—-42.

® The effect of early intervention on skeletal pattern in Class Il malocclusion: a randomized clinical trial.
Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 1997 Apr;111(4):391-400.

e Self-concept, Class Il malocclusion, and early treatment. Angle Orthod. 1995 :65(6):411-6.

e Stability of the palatal rugae as landmarks for analysis of dental casts. Angle Orthod. 1995 ;65(1):43-8.
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Nov;16(3):118-26.

® Ratings of profile attractiveness after functional appliance treatment. Am J Orthod Dentofacial
Orthop. 2000 Oct;118(4):371-6.

® Associations between changes in selected facial dimensions and the outcome of orthodontic
treatment. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 1996 Jul;110(1):46-53.

e Maxillary and cranial base changes during treatment with functional appliances. Am J Orthod
Dentofacial Orthop. 1996 Jun;109(6):616—24.

e Mandibular changes during functional appliance treatment. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 1993
Aug;104(2):153-61.
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_Wheeler TT, King GJ, et. al. (5) University of Florida, USA

e Comparison of peer assessment ratings (PAR) from 1—-phase and 2—-phase treatment protocols
for Class Il malocclusions. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2003 May;123(5):489-96.

e Effectiveness of early treatment of Class Il malocclusion. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop.
2002 Jan;121(1):9-17.

e Attitudes and compliance of pre—adolescent children during early treatment of Class II
malocclusion. Clin Orthod Res. 1998 Aug;1(1):20-8.

® Anteroposterior skeletal and dental changes after early Class Il treatment with bionators and
headgear. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 1998 Jan;113(1):40-50.

® Temporomandibular disorders after early Class Il treatment with bionators and headgears:
results from a randomized controlled trial. Semin Orthod. 1995 Sep;1(3):149-64.
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P O’Brien K, Wtht \J, et. al. (3) University Dental Hospital of Manchester, UK.

e Effectiveness of early orthodontic treatment with the Twin—block appliance: a multicenter, randomized,
controlled trial. Part 2: Psychosocial effects. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2003 Nov;124(5):488-94;
discussion 494-5.

e Effectiveness of early orthodontic treatment with the Twin—block appliance: a multicenter, randomized,
controlled trial. Part 1: Dental and skeletal effects. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2003 Sep;124(3):234-43.

e [Effectiveness of treatment for Class Il malocclusion with the Herbst or twin—block appliances: a randomized,
controlled trial. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2003 Aug;124(2):128-37.

) JaCObSSOI’l—Hunt U, MarkOWitZ DL, et. al. (2) University of Pennsylvania, USA

® Headgear versus function regulator in the early treatment of Class II, division 1 malocclusion: a randomized
clinical trial. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 1998 Jan;113(1):51-61.

® Changes of arch width in the early treatment of Class II, division 1 malocclusions. Am J Orthod Dentofacial
Orthop. 1994 Nov;106(5):496-502.
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)y Lee RT, et. al. (2) Royal London Dental Hospital, UK.

e A prospective optical surface scanning and cephalometric assessment of the effect of functional
appliances on the soft tissues. Eur J Orthod. 2001 Apr;23(2):115-26.

® A prospective evaluation of Bass, Bionator and Twin Block appliances. Part I-—The hard tissues. Eur J
Orthod. 1998 Oct;20(5):501-186.

= CeVidaneS LH, FranCO AA, et. al. (2) Universidade Federal de Sao Paulo, Brazil

® Clinical outcomes of Frankel appliance therapy assessed with a counterpart analysis. Am J Orthod
Dentofacial Orthop. 2003 Apr;123(4):379-87.

® Frankel appliance therapy and the temporomandibular disc: a prospective magnetic resonance imaging
study. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2002 May;121(5):447-57.

2 MaO \J, ZhaO H, et. al. (1) Tongji Medical University, Wuhan.

® The correction of Class II, division 1 malocclusion with bionator headgear combination appliance. J
Tongji Med Univ. 1997 ;:17(4):254-6.

,_: Cura N, Sarac M, et. a|(1) University of Istanbul, Turkiye.

® The effect of treatment with the Bass appliance on skeletal Class Il malocclusions: a cephalometric
investigation. Eur J Orthod. 1997 Dec;19(6):691-702.
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| Early Treatment of Class II (14)

> Early Treatment of Class II, Division (4)
® Prospective Studies (3)

® Permanet dentition (1)
» Bionators and Headgears (4)
» Favorabel, Modified (4)

e Tulloch JF, Phillips C, et. al. : Benefit of early Class Il treatment: progress report of a
two—phase randomized clinical trial. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 1998
Jan;113(1):62-72.

® Tulloch JF, Phillips C, et. al.: Outcomes in a 2—phase randomized clinical trial of early Class
II treatment. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2004 Jun;125(6):657-67.
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= Twin—block (5)
> Early Orthodonic Treatment with The Twin—block
(2)
» Growth, Coparative (2)

' Harvold Activator (6)
» Children, Frankel (5)

* Peer Review (2)
¢ Prospective Studies (2)
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| Pathology, Maxilla (12)
> Prospective Studies (7)

—Vertical Dimension (4)

— Facial Bones (2)
— Other (1)

» Age Factors (3)
> Peer Review (3)
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! Maxillofacial Development (7)
» Age Factor (3)
» Multivariate Analysis (2)
> Vertical Dimention (2)

. Statistics, Nonparametric (6)
» Chi—Square Disribution (3)
» Verical Dimension (2)
> Other (1)

*( )N DEF (L ERICE



F4c T— HIEHE I (MeSH 18, 24 H) No.3

! Regression Analysis (5)
» Patient Compliance (3)

» Other (2)

= Pyschologyh, Orthodontic, Interceptive (4)
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® Keeling SD, et. al. : Temporomandibular disorders after early Class Il treatment with bionators
and headgears: results from a randomized controlled trial. Semin Orthod. 1995 Sep;1(3):149-64.

® Franco AA, et. al.: Frankel appliance therapy and the temporomandibular disc: a prospective
magnetic resonance imaging study. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2002 May;121(5):447-57.
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® Tulloch JF, Phillips C, et. al.: Incisor trauma and early treatment for Class II Division 1
malocclusion.. Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2003 Feb;123(2):117-25.
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Tulloch JF, Phillips C, et. al.

Incisor trauma and early treatment for Class Il Division 1 malocclusion.
Am J Orthod Dentofacial Orthop. 2003 Feb;123(2):117-25.

table IIZ¥ New maxillary incisor trauma during phase 1

Control Bionator
SMEHY 9 3
SMETEL 52 49

OR#vX tk)=9/52 : 3/49 = 2.83
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