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Abstract

Objective To compare the dentofacial characteristicsof personsw ith Class II, D ivision 1malocclusion treatedw ith either an
extraction or a nonextraction goproach Such comparisosnmight help identify w hich paran eters influence the extraction decision
M ethods L ateral cephalogram sw ere available on 81 casesof Class II, Division 1 malocclusion, 42w ere treatedw ith 4 premolar
extractions and 39 w ere treated w ith non-extraction The cephalometric analysisof W est China U niversity of M edical Sciences
and M odel A nalysiswere used, Realts Patients in the extraction group had larger FMA, FM A and lower anterior facial

height

In the group of extraction, the upper anterior teeth tipped more anteriorly, and the tooth size-arch length discrepancy and

the depth of Spee curve were greater significantly. But the sagital discrepancy and ft tissue' s profiles had no significant
difference betw een wo groups Conclusion: The stability of the triangleof Tweed, the tooth size-arch discrepancy and the depth
of Spee curvew ere the keys to decidew eather extraction or not
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