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[Abstract] The Invisalign system has been used in the clinic for nearly two decades and its invisible, comfortable
and beautiful features are increasingly favored by doctors and patients. In recent years, Invisalign technology is constant-
ly innovating from mild crowding (G1), relatively complicated tooth movement (G2), anterior tooth torque control (G3),
anterior open bite (G4), deep overbite (G5), first four premolar extraction (G6), and posterior open bite (G7) to the correc-
tion of skeletal class II malocclusion in adolescents. Its indications has covered almost all areas of traditional fixed or-
thodontics. However, as this technology is in the developmental stage, there is a discontinuity between the computer-de-
signed positioning and the clinical results. Although Invisalign has manifested excellent performance in correcting tooth
intrusion, tipping movement and distal movement, its ability to correct tooth rotation and extrusion still needs improve-

ment. This paper reviews the characteristics of Invisalign G1-G7 and Invisalign MA and the efficacy of these systems in

correcting different types of tooth movement.
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1 PB&iE ZE (Invisalign ) 2 R € # F01& K iE

1940 4, Kesling {if J1] #} 1 A7 & %187 IE IR 9T
HEAT fc 2 1K 40 R 8 7, 70 ~ 90 4F 4, Sheridan
SRR O S B DR R A O G 4R TR
BT A BEHRG T R S B 8l o 1999 4F , 2 57 A ]
HEH T K Invisalign 248 . ML, B ia BRI H T
il JBC AR 5 A A0 O EASE , ROV TRS A AL AR O A
B R R — DR B T £ B EIR 2
HRE IR BB
1.1 Invisalign G1~ G2

FIT Invisalign G1 B AR R A BN T B, HJ&
BOMREEFTIR SR S U IR o BRI O T Invis-
align [ A0 C A 5T 820, {H /2 Djeu 553 i [l o5 4
WFoE K B, 762728 5 B 21 1F 2 AR A i )32 5 T8, In-
visalign 5 [ % 57 16 BE & 2 SRR &3R5 i 78 78 2%
S ) R R A DA B A IE TR 15 45 T I [
FEFEA AW R, B, Invisalign G1 1Y i&
IR R R R I R FR I

B o ] 32 AR B AN W e T W BRI 7E Invis-
align G2 B W 4 28 0] L E SR US AR g B 12 LA A2 %l
B A5 1) 42 51 o Kravitz 25 '3 1 (555 0F 5 % 0,
Invisalign G2 7E 2 # §% J7 10 H fE ik 3] 35.8% 1) i
Y, AR D7 T BB IR B 29.6% 9 TS, (HUEAE N
e 5 AT 18] B (lingual constriction ) 75 T 7 ik 3] 419% 1
i . Krieger 55 M g5 50 ] Invisalign £ & B9 AR
J5 B AU F ClinCheck® models & PR, Invisalign fE #48
Hi R R T A A B, AR AR BRAR 47 M 2] TE IR

o IXEEHF Y B ) Invisalign 2R 48 7E 45 il

FRREFTE s . I, Invisalign G2
A3 7 TIEATS o 8 B 1) R W O, (ELHG A0 1 b I
T B DL R B 2 0 T Sy S A L
J12# 255 (Smart Force ) FT T T JEhit
1.2 Invisalign G3~G7
1.2.1  Invisalign G3 4 T 5547 Mo X 28 U5 264 7RG
B =4 %% )], Invisalign G3 il i Smart Force 7 & T
AL B Coptimized attachment ) , I HilC & 78 +F
JERYATE b o [FIh T fnsR Aligner X FiF A 4% (1)
Ecoa I s 1 ) = RS2 A e R 2 S LI R a7 s
Power Ridge , Hoj"* Az (9 A8 28 LT [T 5 7 16 )
M. PR, Invisalign G3 3= % FH 458 il 77 - 5 4
1.2.2 Invisalign G4 2011 4F, % 55/ 6] &40 Invis-
align G4, H: = 145 S5 2 1 T SmartForce® features
DL R 45 SRS B I 7 S R 22 1Y SmartTrack®, A
5T — T 72 ) S5 A R ) 4 I A P iE S

SmartTrack®#H F T Ex-30 % 8T 4254, % A= 3% i
RS B /NS (R RS Sl R R A A Ex-30 4
AR Z A O SE T LASCRE . InvisalignG4 Smart-
Force® features A LA T = ANFE i : DAL A MK AT
FI697 T #5 (multi-tooth anterior extrusion ) , B L4 J5
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QT I v In] A7 I 28 A DA K G A v 470 2 () B
IF, 0 5 A5 AR 7% 2y, kA 6 &) #% 50 (optimized root
control attachment ) ; @) I & ] Y] 2§ 22 - 1i1 4 5h
(multi-plane movement feature ) , 7 2 1 41 5% 14 01 1)
F R AS = A AR WU A e 2 R, Invisalign
G4 1Y NI Hi 2F TR, OF HOHRETE IRl fevh
Bij 1k 2 i

1.2.3  Invisalign G5 2014 4F |, % 5% 2 @) & 1 In-
visalign G5, H: = 4F 45 &« O FE SmartForce®
features "5 B & JJ X (pressure areas) . F JJ X%
INAESRIG % 0975 O, AT {fF Aligner 7 £ Y IR A 1 5
FREAF B, QR MR, M
0 Aligner 7 ] (1) B 2 (bite ramp ) £ J§ 2 43 &5 [F]
I BE S A S AR T 1 . BFE 2 F Spee I £k
N, 30 e G A B A i 2 O b i 2F Y
AR LS. Invisalign G5 B 3E B IE N B 4 K
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1.3 Invisalign MA

2017 4%, Z& 5% 28 wlfE G HoA T &S 2 RE Y
Invisalign %7 36 %% , Bl Invisalign MA , FH TG 97 £ K
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TE Ji EOBT BURE , O 4 b o T SR T B B, SE R
R R S

24 DL B SCHK, Invisalign G1-G7 | Invisalign MA
AR BB LA IR 1.

F 1 Invisalign G1 ~ G7 . Invisalign MA [+ ARG H L3

Table 1  Innovations and advantages of Invisalign G1-G7 and Invisalign MA

Invisalign HARA B e
Gl H AT ROEBRG 4 RIT R R AL IR RS 3l 2 1
G2 TF R AL GE M AT R A RS B (R B4 )
G3 IF S AL BT T2 L 42, PALMACT 2

H % SmartForce® features
JF % Power Ridge

G4 BT SmartForce® features BRI AR
FF & SmartTrack
G5 T SmartForce® features BRI E ARG
J¥ & Bite Ramp
G6 JF & SmartStage £ R X BRI S — R B A 1 AR T, T R ST LRI
TF R A R db AR
G7 HHT SmartForce® features B 1 i 2 A k5 L P 2
MA AT WU DI BE Y Invisalign BFIA T XA KBTI A 2R RS AR BT AR B, AT S T ARG YT

2 [F&i&E £ (Invisalign ) F 7 s BIRBE

Bet3d 3¢ 19 87 VA R8O © B K 2 88 A 2 3
[e] 71 H H 2 gl 9 R%CRE D7 T BIF S — ELTE
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WA BB N T AR Z RHET 4214,
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LI e
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JEAR 2 Invisalign ZLRER = AL B 720, A5
38 3% 39 48] 57 B ] 4 TR B AR 9 & B Invis-
align X {1 A P-4 R A4 0.72 mm, HoAr e fi 1
] F R i U)S RCRE B 3 0l O 44.7% F

46.6% . L) B ELRE F K, AR 32.5% , 3K AT
AEZ W TP LR LS bR i A
— BT A A TEE AR R R —
R LLSSUB 9 28 % 20 07 20, B 02 R 2 BURARHR 2
A8 %F JE A (relative intrusion ) , B £E B & 17 F 19 =
W, FE— MO0, B AR I AN 75 SRR IR A B
1, AL RIS 2 DX 30 14 8 7K SR B DA 3 i
Y NE AT . Khosravi 538 1 X [ 40 SR E AR
e N IDNENEE S A =W 8 e S e i
1.5 mm , £E I\ R Be0E 35 BB R A % 21 b 3 1 iR
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W A T TF B RO . B AR BRGE S5 76 Al A FRARSEOR
AEAE GRS A — e )\ R BRGE A R X
T HA R, RETE TR AT iR A U
fIJ5 22, Moshiri 2523 1+ % 30 451 B € 45

() B Sk 5 I i HE S 5 R B U6-PP -2 [ AIK 0.4
mm, L6-MP ¥ 3 & ik 0.6 mm, SN-MP “F ¥ % I
0.9° . HEIR Beih 38t W] 7 55 A 9 191 vt 3] 4 o e
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HEM .
2.2 ¥ ¥ (extrusion)

KR AR R AR A B sl 7 0 > FEfi
TE /N A U0 28 F0 R as u) 2 e T
Aligner%ﬁﬁ%%?ﬂ%ﬂ%ﬂiéﬂéﬂ , Ak AR ME Bl 2
T [ 2D ARG DRI A 27 28 TSRl AL B A7k
PR A MR FRE R, Guarneri FF iz
TE 38 A e b BCE KB T R s E A R
BOF 121 2 By 28 4 A K RS sl BB R TR 4 mm 1)
FERE R 1] Jﬂfﬂl‘,Krieger%[zsiﬁﬁ(ﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁﬁ
e PL A 5| R B 5 Aligner XTI AT 2 3 1 1) 4 42 1l
J1o (HAAEEM R, Aligner 23 1 2 15 & 11 19 B
Rt 7, PRI 2 DR A g e 2 7 A R Y i )
Bl o X AT BE AT AT 2F AT R B B BT, DT 3
SRR LA R B Jo oL
2.3 7% # (rotation)

T ¥5 7% B 1 Invisalign H 38 IR ROCR AR
Nguyen 55 2" BIF 58 A I A LA KIS A 1Y) 25 41 5%
KR HLREIK 2 39% , 17 Hh U1 2F R LAGA 21 60% , 1F 2
I 3 AT B SR TR A RS 2F 1 9IOR F 1R SME
JIF 3. Kravitz 550K 37 Bl E R G 3D AL 5
Clincheck H AR 3D B R & J5 K BE , 75 341 Ji
FLEE 2F v, 231 [P AT DLGA 3 50 L) B £ H
FUA 70 U2 g ik 3 15° L ) 5 %% . Boyd ™'
WAEXS R I i 2F i B LB iR h 45 7 10% 1Y
A IE o Kravitz 5510 @ SRR I6 200 ~ 30° B4
It O BF AT SR 0 000 7 R TR B A2 L 7 95 3 30° LA
L O ek AR b R R U B A 5 | O e
BEIA B35 J5 A W K 4 15 52 (refinement ) A" 8 56 4
EAEE
2.4 iZ P # 3 (distal movement)

TE W B — B+ T A W v m # 5l
A LU bR A B E AR R, 4
I ] FIE 53 IE 52 Invisalign 18 i3 7 9 8 4% 5
AT LABE R 2S5 FRMIE . Boyd 55 4y
L] B s A h A% 5 3 mm DL B BRI 2E2 53
FEHE ) . Simon & 12 X L HE & 30 1] BR3¢
BAEARET G ARG 3D A S LI, 1.5 mm LLF BT
WA B R IR MOCR T 3K 3 88% . Ravera 55 HEFETE
J o S T T T B AT IS 2 R A S
% . Morton 55 HEITE I 2S48 5 4F FH R 1Y 5R Ai 8
SCPL, SR % 5 . A TSR] i Tnvis-
align #EAT J5 A % 19 8, KR s IR kAR
B E AL, X Al e Invisalign B B J& B BT 7= A 1)

B ERONA
2.5 B+& @445 3 (buccolingual tip movement )

il 4 F8 B 7E Invisalign H1 A 35 825 I SLRE S
Schupp %5 i 38 Al ) FH A 2 19 AR i (IR RS
3l BEA RO HI R 2F FF AR o Kravitz 48 19 BF 58 3IE
S AR AR 2F DX, 2 T I EURE RS 3l G RSCRE Rl ik 2
53.1%, i J& 1) 1 BURHS 3 9 2CRE R REIA 31 37.6%
FEAREI Invisalign PN USRI 23 A9 38 RE 2 % G i 24 1Y 2
B o DAL, FRATTRE 32008 oA 28 % B3 R A6 5 1Y i 2F
HEAT R 13k B 1 ABLAE SR B0 i 2 ), 2o
1E N AR N 0 HVOKRE Power Ridge 575 ] s 7
SRR 25 G DR RE AT 2F SO B TE TSRS o Hen-
nessy 5 7E — I A ML R 50 P L3 T 22 6] In-
visalign 1 22 49 [& 5E it A B IR 45 U5 T b 1A
A0 138 1) 4728, 25 5 7R Invisalign R & 55 76 BT
PR VD E TSR s 25 S T g i o AR
NN Invisalign 7EHEFF 52 v BE 3 £5 i n) ik 21 5 [#]
FERTIR R ROR . (B, i T ek Az
T YDA AR A S R 1 AN R TR i 2
WALA R it — LRI
2.6 F=AHA% 3 (root-control movement )

Invisalign ¥ H2 AT LL3E 53 B 14 . Power Ridge, DA
Kk AE Aligner BIAME SRt %56 771 . Aligner ] 38
TR A2 2 3 T A DI A4 AR BR R 42 o 2 AR ) a0
AT P[] 1Y 3z Bl 0 BE AR 2F TR T R % AT T8O S
YE) Power Ridge il i3 I R IF 8, Si-
mon 45 BIFSEUE S : #7 Clincheck H AR AL F i 2
AR ) e R AC 0 4y 3D R R T 100, IR 3D A
RUFFHE A #2308 50% W 5% 5 % 2%, H Power Ridge 5
I A T30 A 1 O [680 A7 7 7 S 08 B 22 5 T4
P12 X, Griinheid %5 ' 7E— 101 30 £ Invisalign £
A B o] B B 5T b A B, R S LY B s rp )
Y) 2% 5% Clincheck H br A 5w 56 1) #1510, i — 25
UE S Invislign £ 5 #2422l i #2 o A7 78 5 7 06 &
2o PRI , 7R T2 A VAT 1) 2 R 45 ol Pof 0 34 Y 2% 1
BT B IE . Pavoni 553 1 Geomagic 390 [n] T #
AT B Tnvisalign A1 H B 98 5 200 5 &
B, 1 B R R R F X o ) 2
0.45 mm A10.50 mm. £ [& & B i o, B iR 1 AR
PS8 0 T A BT O R T TSR A Bl
5 W25 5 i S AR 3, T Aligner g 42 i {0 28 F
T, TR A AR 5 T A R Y D0 A {E S M 4 o
5 i B ) o I S e S A I R A
Wi & . {H Houle 55" 45 ! : Invisalign 76 L&y
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SRR, R e RS 3 L i H.
BEE D5 BRSS9 iR E R W BRI, Br
DITEY 5 I 45 7 298 10 i B E o (E AR G TE
R TRV R R R & i ER A, il TR R
e B AR SRR LG R, S e v O 1] AR 5 D
B, W 5 i WA A BURE RS 3l X it — P il TR
Rz A R SN A | 7 B A0 1737 N ]
Invisalign 7] 38 &2 B 28 A1 %5 1B 3211, & BLJE 79 AR
2 M/F (B, A5 S A U0 Y B AR PR s 2l , A
T IR A R AR S T [RI Invisalign 7]
i i Clincheck 1198018 “F #% 5l i) 3 J3 A s /)N A0
Wi A B ABURE A B AR TR R o 2%
& UL B SCHRBERE, Al w0 28 4% 40 J7 s 24 Invis-
align 2P 2 W RCRE (3 2) , JF LAH R it , 2%
M iz H invisalign 78 57 5 151 P 21 A0 3 32 5] 40 25
(%£3).

=2 Invisalign FrR e R
Table 2 Treatment efficacy of Invisalign for tooth movement
AT AR IT
= JE T SRS 2l I R R RS 5
FEARRS 3l A=A 3)
R 8 s 5

= 5 oI

F3  Invisalign JGIT A MES) TR K
Table 3 Difficulty assessment of correcting different
malocclusions with Invisalign
AT HERE RIS

Vi TRPLPIBE R ORI L I RS 2 56 2R o 4

H B R BETRAG B R TR s /TR A AR RS 2 5
LSRRy 5%

A TG A R BT RR

3 HRIE

A TR Invisalign G1.G2, Invisalign JG %k
72 i i 1 5] A Smart Force . Smart stage LA JZ Smart
Track , HAEFEAR FIRARH 2 & I &S 17K
JERHEL . B8R Invisalign 76 5280 4 B9 2241
B2 )7 AN AFAE A L {H HAE HAIR B4 % 3 LA K
L A B ARRAL G2 [ 72 B 16 © R B A 5 i 7
AE . 5 248 Y, BTG T BROE 26 8 % 3h Ak hE
MBI SEAFAE A AR R R BRI - FEAS B )N (B
U FE A5 A — B0 oK 75 A 5 IO T 1Y 22 57 5
W AN, T BRI A B2 R R R T A T AR
HIEH IRR AR v A W 1 A TR B B Y

i, UL A WF IR R 2 I R 2R R, B Y
V4 2 75 X A B0 1 A8 REAFAE 52 W A R itk — 2D
I IR AR E IR B IR W E SR
IEmBEAE R R E AL, £ B R  IF i BRI TR 4
BB 1T Invisalign 87 IR B TT B, 75 78 T8 21 B g H A=
Y 2L R4 T JF 6 2 R B i S R A A
Po3A & AT IR, R O R B A RN
A BEARAT B AEMIT AL
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