BERERICSESE 2011 £ 36 %5 43 ( Journal of Chongging Medical University 2011.Vol.36 No.4 ) — 483 —

WERTFSE  CEE4i5:0253-3626 (2011 ) 04-0483-04

MK Pendulum 5 R Jones JZFB IS F i %} Le 57 B

KR LR M AR LREHRLE KRB
(1L ERERAEHBAIEROBER, EX  402160; 2. BRERCEHYE D EERIERF, EX  400015)

[# E )86 FITHR Pendulum 5428 B K Jones 3 BRI BT P RUITR. 4 ok £ 22 Bl BEAT A BT L IR 1T
KRR, N TR AR FFACLA% , BB RBISCF BN RO 2 M, A 5IR T 2 R B i P, 77677 AT
FEHEAT X GRSk R B AR R B A4, SR A SPSS B MU AT S AT . 45 R 2 R P B AR M R BERSHRE
B REREE WFERE LS REFURE BT NHAENET M EX2RAETFEL, %8 YR
Pendulum BF1A 25 Jones 35 B I AT AT 0t e U 2 0 B3, (HB R Jones 28 B 5F [l vp 8 A R AR ABUA BB 20, S IA B (A1 4,
BBl A B, SR SR AR

[ %41 |8 R Pendulum BFAES; MR Jones 368 ; BT P35l L IC I 68

[ EEESRESES JR7835 { SCHRHRERS JA { KR E# ]2010-01-13

A comparative analysis on molar distalization with modified

pendulum appliance and modified Jones
ZHANG Lin-lin et al
(Department of Stomatology ,the Affiliated Yongchuan Hospital, Chongging Medical University)

{ Abstract ] Objective: To investigate the clinical effects of modified pendulum appliance and modified Jones on distalization of maxillary
first molars. Methods: Twenty—two moderate anterior crowding of class [I malocclusion patients, between extraction and non—extraction
treatment were chosen. The 22 patients were divided into two equal groups randomly. This study measured the changes in distance,
velocity and position of maxillary first molars. The effects were evaluated by cephalometric radiographs and dental models analysis before
and after distalization treatment. SPSS was used to determine if there were any significant differences. Results: Two effects of distal
movement were obvious. However, there were significant differences between group A and group B in the travel speed, molar central fossa
width, overbite, the inclination of maxillary second premolar and first molar. Conclusion: The results indicate that both modified
pendulum appliance and modified Jones candistalize maxillary molars effectively. But the molars of Modified Jones Group have less distal
tilting, and with short treatment time, faster movement, and consume lower anterior teeth anchorage.
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