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Abstract : Objective

in orthodontic treatment. Methods

To explore the treatment efficacy of mini-implant anchorage and headgear anchorage
A total of 104 patients undergoing the orthodontic treatment in our hospi-
tal from March 2014 to March 2016 were divided into mini group and head group randomly, 52 cases in each
group. The mini group patients were treated with mini-implant anchorage and at the meanwhile, the head
group patients were treated with headgear anchorage. The successful rate after two years treatment, the upper
central incisor convex distance difference,inclination angle of the upper central incisor,displacement of the mo-
lar,SNA angle,inter-canine width and the rate of adverse reactions were compared. Results The displacement
of the molar, the upper central incisor convex distance difference,inclination angle of the upper central incisor,
SNA angle,inter-canine width in mini group were better than that in head group.,differences were statistically
significant(r=29, 634,22, 216,7.232,7.579,7. 365,8. 165, P<C0. 001). The successful rate in mini group after
the treatment was higher than that in head group, the difference was statistically significant(y*=8.302,P =
0.004). The rate of adverse reactions in mini group during the treatment was lower than that in the head
group(y’ =10. 084, P=0. 001). Conclusion

success rate of treatment and reduce postoperative adverse reactions, which is worth popularizing in clinic.

Mini-implant anchorage has more advantages in improving the
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