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i pEE o ¢ = 114 # 11 % 30 p 09:30-11:30 2% %5 :

114 2R % - %17 %ﬁﬂﬁéﬁ’%ﬁéﬁ%ﬁ%ﬁ# EBW (e REFPEFNE- ¥ %)
&
A

l.Torus » ¥ it p#¥ #4+ > 27 Chin & Ramus BB~ ¥ tat iz » T 7 @
(A) B~ Torus '“ 7 € i = fi#2] } ahak ks
(B) B~ Torus '“ #7 € id = % BLeanf® 3
(C) ®~Torus ' &% ¢ % # sensory disturbance
(D) P~ Torus e1= j#FEL B # %

2. T 3im X g L9
(A) Implant ¢34 & g % > ¥ 3 proprioception X3 tactile perception.
(B) B #X 9 thtactile perception’ &#cRE L7 e~ B0 F o
(C) Occlusal overloading #1157 &% ¥ it #5-

(D) # parafunction s 4 > — $¥ 11487 o

3. T A AR IR o BRT RV T
(A) #ecrown fracture, finish line %7 #f%.
(B) va# 5 Miller’s Class III mobility.
(C) %7 3 Miller’s Class II mobility.
(D) Molar 12« 3 radiolucency.

4. 1345 Carl Misch(2014) % iF » {48 7fl § i (preload)f% 4 = 7 ir % 5 229
(A) f1* preload ¥ & 4 4p#id & F #* ¥ «2 4 (clamping force)
(B) preload &% # -] ** i 5% &£ Jhen & JHR ¥ % & (fatigue strength)
(C) preload &% ¥ i4 % abutment screw %77%)
(D) & Bf!’»ﬁl 4 A%4:1% preload & > 4%% ¢ i3 % abutment screw %#:

5. 1345 Meredith ¥ % % COIR(1996) sva % > ™ 7] fe 3 Bk b boic 3 s R iR € v "EiE M enfE LA
(stability)?
(A)7 #4432 X & @ H(periapical radiograph)
(B) Periotest
(C) % #=4g & » 47 (Resonance frequency analysis)
(D) Periotron

6. %2+ B § & % #(sinus 1ift procedure) it 4 4 & dhicit, = 5] 4
(O BJ T ¢ BAEE HE DY £ SRk p + Bt i
(B)e#ta® @ paEF vt 5|3 3 € BB s &
(O)friz 3 4 5oAprt, 2% 4 W 4 2 ¢ § P A e 4
(D)# 4 eh% 3 § =, i F 1 (vascularization) § pFfF -+ &

kY
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7. 45 Dr. Cochran =1 352 3 (2009) T 7|78 f Rl 2457 (6 6 B 7 & 4% F wje £ 5> (! R
7

1. £ 7 ™ non-matching implant-abutment diameters(a platform-shifting)/&s2

2. 457 ™ matching implant-abutment diameters /&JZ

R R P R o A o

447 fE ~ 8 MR K

(D1, 4
® 1, 3
© 2, 3
D) 2, 4

8. 19¥5 NMonje, Wang % 2016 # <74~ & 4747 + 3¢ § 25 & (sinus membrane thickness), 14 i %+
Fent A, BR A GES Y
(A) 2mm
(B) 1. 5mm
(C) 0. 5mm
(D) 0. lmm

0.3 Mid 37 PEMED A peehd 4 B Tkt e B ?
(A) 7 #{ERES XE~ 4 £
(B) ki~ awasd &
(C) B> 4 EH»w 7 Fapldf b 27 % RF KL
(D) &£ PR A (cantilever) - ¢ i& & i * ehst 4

10, % 5ot §5 i L3 Aieh
a. WEF R A RPET L FE AT AT £
b‘f,‘;‘i&ﬁ}; EEREIEEIARBLES
c. ¥ &7 A GRSV R Ry
dpt gt FoflpEy 2 v A7 <49
E %o B 4 chu BESE 167 & 7457 £ 49
(A) abcd
(B) abce
(C) abde
(D) acde

11.Tomasi C ¥ 54277 (2014 &) BT H A >HLT 16 2, 4, 8 or 12 F2 {54 % Bt e
PR A AR RS b BMET T SR B Y B e RE T 0
D) % 2 &

B % 4 &
€ % 8 &
D) % 12 %
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12. 1995 Santamaria (JCP 2017)e#= 3 » - g % % (connective tissue graft) & & = 4 =%
(coronally advanced flap, CAF)£ "¢ g 3¢ (tunnel flap) famest » * 3¢ 7 #% fefydL » T 7|
ATt P E A AR
(A) %o 4R =97 v 47 enT 357 9% ¥ (mean root coverage)

(B) ™kig sV jbrst 5 v B ch > 7 19K E 5 (complete root coverage )
(C) "R s a5t F L b R f R
(D) ki s AsN vt g E et &

13. & Zero Bone Loss Concept - % ¢ > f’r—"ﬁ@*é‘i vertical soft tissue thickness I > % & 8%
F A FEIF SR IA P e ?

(A)2mm
(B)3mm
(C)4mm
(D)5mm

14. Screw retained restoration figgET™ 7w &53% 7
(A)4p ¥t cement retained restoration, screw retention st 7 iwfiid a8 ¥ Rl o
(B & #idi . 42
(C)F #c & & /e > restoration ¥ &£ ikii%fjﬁ? IR RTY 3
(D)#2 42 48 abutment 7 # & chmarginal fit -

15. 1245 Benic & % & 2014 # 2 7 % » T 7@ Jﬂ" 4_immediate loading #p ¥
contraindication ?
(A 7 %~ & ¥
(B) £~ P pFi& 7 F BE§ % B 4iF
(C) Mzt 4 7 B 7 & # « Hhparafunction
(D) m kA

16. % B = T4 7 T rlkcit > P EAE?
(A) 92 4T > 2 5 5 Ffe o
(B) # 5= 757 » % €% Fxice
(C) Gap # DFDBA » ¥ ¥ & % % 45 -
(D) # & P CTG » 7 4% F 48 R Az o

17. 245 Urban 7%= 7 > %i& {7 Lingual flap advancement p¥F# #-7 BF 5 ]~ = = % > T 7l feif fﬁ'ﬁ
#3F7
(A) Zone 1 =*" Retromolar pad
(B) Zone II #>* High mylohyoid attachment
(C) Zone III #=** Deep mylohyoid attachement
(D) #Zone III ¥ i 38 % ehrlingual flap advancement
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18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

133% Leonhardt et al 2003, Furst et al 2007 # Persson et ai 2010 ** #&*® > {5487 % B o e
MAET R X AR AR P D ERR 7

(A) Enterirc rods(% i % &)

(B) Yeast(@z* #))

(C) Staphylococci(# ¥ % #)

(D) Fusobacterium periodonticum( 7 1§+ 1% f#])

195 Galarraga-Vinueza ¥ ¥ ¢ 2020 # 5 3 > {548 % [l L& (7 £ fieip 16 0 B e Sl free %
EfeT Al H s APM Y

(A) A=4ofet8 % FF sk £ (initial peri-implant bone loss)

(B) & i~ Zp» % & (Width of keratinized mucosa)

(C) 7y mtdFF

(D) & jisjies\ g

BT EEMEHE A R WITT MR TAEEFFFHFSARFY
(A)v fsg & 1€ * W27 2sd % (rigid connection)

(B)iTaidend S pRT2REF p PRAZERRD b ] Fhd R

OF St EERVE ELAE ER AL TR LI TR
MLy ip A788 TR HEDELT - %

R Y LA [ TEA T TY TRE N TP
(A) #=3 #Frl(gentle probing) P H 3 & fo/ & it 3k

(B) & 1§ # AH 5 & BB JRITT B endta 14 S d & 4 4 > 5 mn
(C) % %/#A (probing depth) = 6mm

(D) ok % IR 7 R e

Roohollah Naseri % 4 % 2019 & » 47 23 & meta-analysis " RS Lfode 7 £ prF M 0 M
patient level kg > — % ik + 20 20 430 f H 127 4 peenfp $th & (Relative risks) & # & jx
i ?

W) 48

(B) 1.3 &

(C) 0.85 &

(D) 2.2 %

Wang et al. 2006 & 4% 2% GBR = e f) > 2 ¢ g 00 T vR— 18 ?
(A) Primary wound closure

(B) Angiogenesis

(C) Stability

(D) Shape of the defect
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24. 13495 2020 & Seyssens F 4 3 % 112 JF*J%“‘ PR T HE T TR LG > T AR H 3 A g R
iR 7 *&Qi‘%ﬁ(faeial side gingiva recession)s%| % ?
(A) fERE A -Jp Rl B R ILR
(B) &% i 4 sk ohf 8 & ¥(connective tissue graft)
(C) #& ' K=(concave) =i 7 A i
(D) #4Fen @ 7 =% (central incisor position)

20, A A & Rk AR 0 T i G VR
(A) #4ciu®8/ % &7 % ## (bone-to-implant contact)
(B) 7 #4484 2 8 22 (stability) e 4o
(C) # > # #w# (bone apposition)
(D) *# myE iy # 4 (removal torque)

26. 139 Bouri et al. 2008 %7 % » TG MY BlOfi e R L ERE?
(A) 7tz plaque index, smoking, thickness of gingiva & » ,T*‘u’sfifuit Fi- 7 $2% A& 2 BOP
L AR
(B) #4c & F it 7 frie ¥ v %% M alveolar bone loss % 34 soft tissue health
(C) mean gingival 1ndex score, plaque index score, radiographic bone loss fie %8 % %
7 >2mm & Fi 7 S5
(D) 775 & i 7 8 HEHBOP 2§ B2

27. 1395 2018 & Lee et al. ssystematic review and meta-analysis, ~ 7|B >t alveolar
ridge preservation & it F¥ ?
(A) #27 #£ 3 L3 117 alveolar ridge preservation ¥ EFH R X F A F L R
(B) &7t 7d% A& &i¢* flapped #? flapless ridge preservation #$i2F 8 ¥+ chL £
(C) ¥ &% B A it * flapped §¥ flapless ridge preservation {$iXF 8 ¥ F chi &
(D) # * free gingival graft #iridge preservation f& ¥ &gz ¢ +* flapless ridge
preservation #x’*

28. 194% Lin et al. 2016 %7 3 > laser therapy #*t peri-implant mucositis ¥ peri-
implantitis t eipfp i ™ o G R FE?
(A) &% 3 5¥Epe non—surglcal therapy ¥ ™ ‘&%« 4 BOP reduction
(B) #* Er:YAG & %47 123 »z#cd PD reduction
(C) &% C02 %47 114 »scd CAL
(D) dice F &7 rii@dh dired 7 4% 55

29. 1345 Sarah § ¢ 2012 57 g > T A2 AL 2 2 EFAOME Il L R IE R £
(Linear deviation) P A R
(A) Mucosa-supported
(B) Tooth-supported
(C) Bone-supported
D) #xFLP
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3014waﬁwa R 2 T A RS

31.

32.

33.

=0
ok
2

W
\ﬂ'
~0

(A Edgent g€ @ HEjptlfg s

(B) =i mfg_‘ig%\» PR R TR i S R
(C) # %3 = g feens i fhed & D @R &4 g

(D) {ER8Bp @ — 47 — RSB PR

1345 201Tworld workshop # >4 48 ¥ [l Js (peri-implant disease):hfcit ™ 7|7 4 453% 7
(A3 F1+ 47 Foe

B)¥ Rl kpik B2 pR7 7% Fatp v &R
(D*”?§f9“%*%4Emﬁ%%ﬁﬁﬁ&%ﬁ$

(D) B = fefk b chdp k5 7 £ R0 & 1Y 9k ~ R RIE R (probing depth) <+ %6 3K 2 7 ¥ 5
& X AZ3F 3mm
1395 Stephen Chen FH2~ }gﬁ‘?ﬂﬁéﬁ(systemic review)fF 3 o W P BEw 7 R 2 TR T

(immediate 1mp1ant)bk’3ﬁﬂ 1.7 (early implant)e% £ 5% > 1T ik o ¥ 5 3% 2

(A) = %42 7 (immediate implant)£? % #/4& 7 (early implant) > J13R{E %Y m1dfac1a1 mucosa
recession # 3 1pIF

(B) & #7427 (early implant) ! 348 %8 midfacial mucosa recession # 3 & i<

(C) =427 (immediate implant) & & @ RA ¥ oy » ¥TEFH e B2 BT LERF F B

(D) %17 (early implant) & & @R ¥ /o » ¥TE e AR BT LR R R0k

1245 Tan & COIR(2012)#0= jpr v g (systemic review)# 3 » * fRA 1 7 3L S 4r % 2 215
P gL o & B0 S e R T At ;a—*»”‘ 3 2

(A) 7 s® P L3 5 RSB 11-22%

(B) 37 f&# ) F %k 5 & %1 Bt 29~63%

(C) FI e eRIE > RTHRCKFEANLE 3 AT
(D) F#f 2 gremER 0 g7 LGRS A R

=k

34. 139 Hof (2015)# 2 hF7 3 » T AW St 2 T 7 oS 157 ¢ Ap$3 I 4 L 2 24918487

30.

FRFNEE D

(A) Pink esthetic score

(B) White esthetic score

(C) Subjective esthetic score
(D) Papilla index

M RAME ARSI RE Y ?
(A)bone guided implant treatment
(B)prosthetically guided implant treatment

(C)dentist guided implant treatment
(D)r2 b 2t
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36.

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

* B % (lateral window) (¥ BE & 3 % £ jvp% > 12T 5 B ¢ = membrane perforation s4zif @ —‘F%
0

(A) & window P¥ » * carbide bur ** * diamond bur #z % % = perforation

(B) 7 septum ‘i septum # % i¢ = perforation

(C) Schneiderian membrane #& & pF# % :$ = perforation

(D) sinus floor s7h pIEEE: p RIEEL & o~ P % 1§ = perforation

1“‘7#; Lazzara £ Porter & [JPRD(2017)% % 787 3 » ™ 7B ** 4248 platform switching shgcift
LFE?

(A) d Tarnow & % #% !

(B) %85 platform sw1tch1ng§‘— ¥_# € bone loss

(C) 4&:¥ implant abutment junction =% :x% 5 B

(D) kA

™
\‘l"‘l"
~0

M2 7 cement-retained £ screw-retained A #4» 2 vt fi > B F R A ]
(A Sva & 5 g L ap s o

(B)fripsera £ 33 Bz Ay 2 d o

(O A4 2 FERE % s i R s i it

(D) > B4 00 5 #7545 & o

Joseph Y K Kan #2003 ##& 213 7 €7 £ 09 ¥ =k > T 7P 229?

(A)fe 7 & 11 2-stage * ;%4& » » & facial side srbiological width +“ p 28 7 &% -
(B)1E %8 % BliTig < papilla B & > B~/A*t 1 kEp R 9 interproximal bone & & o

(C)7 #2 5 & (Thick biotype) peri-implant mucosal dimension # & «(Thin biotype)+ o
(D)ip] & 7 # e biological width > ™ 7 % ¥% 4B £ pocket depth #cig 1§ 7 o

Jia-Hui Fu #2011 & J Periodontol. ¥ # ¥| » greater palatine foramen e v & % % 4 f:
(A) palatal to lst malar

(B) palatal to 2nd molar

(C) palatal to 3rd molar

(D) between 2nd and 3rd molar

& J5 Dr. Annibali 3 /& 34 7 fF & é}‘ih » 427 @& * platform switching (PS) # conventionally
restored platform matching # %\14 frif % ¥ & 4 (marginal bone loss)™ 7| PE R

(A) £7 # * platform switching = # &% (implant success rate) #& % o

(B) #£7 # * platform switching = # &% (implant success rate) #izi< o

(C) £7 ¢ * platform switching :#% ¥ &2 & % (L5 % 0.5mm) °

(D) {87 & * platform switching i# % % € % > (L3=-> (. 5mm) -
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42. i 95 Sangeetha Raghavendra & 2005 # ¢fov grw g 42 5] - {54 Bde » B {2 PR TR 2 15
[
Dl & -
B2 & -
O3 & -
D)4 -

43. %95 Misch e % » JKAE 30w & 5 EEAE 5 0 fuif & 7 Hest & & ek 3 ?
(A) 7 mm
(B) 8 -12 mm
(C) >15 mm
(D) > 25 mm

44. 199 Resnik #2 Misch(2017)eh¥ 17 » {57 tha # F (3§ » L 4K 2 AL 5 £ & > 4 iR
CEBEAE A S TIEINMET Bt b T Wkt P F 2R

(A) ~21459 g4 7 Wenid) > B k& 7 Hch & & REL S o

(B) FREF LT Wkt 57 €2 ARG RGP EES R F i

© %’w‘ﬁﬁ' HEE T W ks FF A R EI TR RS TS FE N &4
R qgE o

(D) 7 He pivAack LT 0 TRP T LH B HPALTT 0 L5 REIR -

OO

45. 1345 Nevins % % (201D h¥ 17 %7 2T > s E A ERDP o EH%E HEE TIRE D
Y e
(A F~FRen=E F2REGE - FRFFI EF 2 me
(B) 1a#enT Srp 2R7 3 @ §e 1.5 mm; = 3g4pA8chplatform switching #4813 >3 2.0

(C) &= 7 & apicoronal position =% %#87 CEJ:#% ™ 3 mm -
],

46. 1345 Stefan Lundgren ¥ + 2017 +# & Periodontology 2000 % # = gk » B>t ¢ 37§ 3 % /¥
( Sinus floor elevation)® i * L fa#4a ¥ 4 e 7 3 F ik 5 @ —‘ﬁ‘?
MDFBEHSET B L &G
B)REE#ET £ 5 ik
OFFEWABEFHREBBHET B 5 5
(D) & faié * #4a ¥ 4 = ;8 & P g ot b ifi

AT A FREINES > #3020 E2d RS hf et > T 5t e ‘ﬁ'ﬁ;ﬁ—
(A)# 4 T4 4 (retention) 22 4% % A& (stability)
(B) #2430 & #5075 85 58 R & ihif fs
(OB 1k # H ﬁ« Lk X e
(D)ecdra & 4 g1e0 o
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48. 195 2017 & American Academy of Periodontology £ European Federation of
Periodontology World Workshop # i » f@sk % & L% Tk - LU ¥ B L ek dpik e 42
B b o AR A 9
1. probing depths of =6 mm
2. probing depths of =4 mm
3. bone loss= 3 mm
4. bone loss= 2 mm,

M 1, 3
B 1, 4
© 2,3
D 2,4

BT Y

-

49. 1345 Tali Chackartchi & * # 2019 # ** Periodontology 2000 * #8348 %8 % ) #x X
Feodp s mil § eh & 12300 (keratinized mucosa )fTHt Bt e TS AR
(A) #izehfre gt ( soft tissue stability )

(B) #ital w4 et ( hard tissue stability )
(C) #iv f » #r e i34 ( soft tissue recession )
(D) r bt

-l &

50. 345 2017 # American Academy of Periodontology £ European Federation of
Periodontology World Workshop #% 1%t A 148 7 chdzit » T 7i4cit @ i‘ T FE?
(AP a3 IR 7 % 5 3o F et % B X ik g5 fAp 2
(B)fEhE s BIREAEAL ¥ § Seshiod ~ 3Rip s & B I Bk
Oy R @ ¥ REFERFR R KT R
(D)tE %8 % B % ¥ Egp3® 25 86 2 angular bony defect # % 2

51. 1345 Dr.John Kois & Joseph Kan ##% » &% 7 2 & %7 41 %2 L 54 ¥ P i s u)
27

(Mg ®]: 3mm #54&a ®]: 4. 5mm
(B)gg % ®]: bmm #%#w ®): 5. 0mm
(Cpg s ®]: 3mm #84a ®: 3. 4mm
(D)o B: 2mm #FEs ®): 3. 4mm

52. 1395 Quirynen(2009) & ¥ 7 ¥ s { o * e X supportive periodontal therapy (SPT) » %f3%
W inhHEE Ty s 0 SPT ¥ et 2 4 5 Jetddfz & «0h %k (Albrektsson &
Wennerberg 2004 ) ~ 7| ﬂ TFE?

(A) ¥t minimally rough &% & %
(B) %t moderately rough 1& % & »%
(C) %t rough &4 & »<

(D) Ti Unite & **4= rough +& %%
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53.Urban % 2018 &7 @ » #7887 R &2 ¥ 73 2 (Vertical augmentation) 13 R|1345% I

[arAEARa SN Pos i G- B -

(A) Zone 1 ®#: /% Retromolar pad i* Mid-crestal incision, #X{s:i& {7 bone level &
Tunneling elevation > #-% i# retromolar pad #%t -

(B) Zone Il ®#: %15 ™ > 3 mylohyoid muscle attachment, #fr4:z 3 ¥ & * 7 514 partial
thickness incision ;% :#-ZR¥&svp 522 o

(C) Zone IIl W : & 2% mylohyoid muscle ** Zone II { ™ » fe § Fs¥eiv R 12 2 €3 Zone 1
R

(D) Zone III W® & ##* semi-blunt = 3% » * 15 %.7 B d o {543 (Sweep) > 7% M i -4 54|
%ﬁ o

4. LR R ABFH T ERTI TS RF R T AP E LBET
()£ ifmas™ ST 7 5 % iR ik
(B)#§ % 8 7 & et #
(O£ pieiizd @ i A 2 S (Scar tissue)
(D)# * mid-crest i@ %4p#87 intra-sulcus incision - 4 # & vertical incision

55. ## * open membrane technique # ARP (Alveolar ridge preservation) : 1'5d%iﬁfﬁ???§-?b?
(A) 2% * 3 i~ ehe-PTFE (expanded polytetrafluoroethylene) membrane &k i
(B) Open membrane technique ¥ ™ # * :z% Muco-Gingival junction (MGJ) sz %

(C) @ * d-PTFE membrane #LARP - % & F iZF ¥ & 4k > fRic § oesif e & 1o 2R PR
(D) # * open membrane technique # ARP (Alveolar ridge preservat10n) VR EREL X
it F 3 R

56. Araujo #2005 # 3 > 5 BEIRT %m/@é‘@ﬁ’ TS RRA S AVER LR
a. Blood clot b. woven bone c. Lamella bone d. Granulation tissue
e. Provisional matrix
(A) abcde
(B) adebc
(C) daebc
(D) abdec

BT. 7 M 5347 2479 4 & > faﬂﬁé:&‘;:i—?
(A * i x B j% ~ ﬁi%lfﬁﬁiigjiﬂ%-i%ﬁfa%ﬁiééii’f%4c load-bearing capacity ° 3f & i+
(B)tetcngcp 2 HA- TR ERTLP 253
(C) 5 3F1afte » pF > AP E - B0 % B EFH i 7 e FmR
D) &4 B HhAiE Mo AZB 20 B EH 4o 4 » @3 F e~ B MEY L F
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5. MR 4 4 prj A~ = Bt % B (marginal periimplantitis) Infectious dental 14 % if

59.

60.

61.

62.

7% B (V9% ) retrograde (or apical) periimplantitisc 7 B = KL P g3 2

FE?

(M FREEY R LA > BREA2 R AERAFNL IV ES

(B)if {7 124548 % [l L chs F1 77 ab & % 328 9mﬁﬁ%%‘3?m%%k‘ﬂﬁi%%ﬁﬁ9ﬁ%
TR 2

OB Y B L2 P A S Ak > S EWY B2 P A7 ¥ 5
#4840 B

(D)t X7 07 D8 BT B p B 2372 Sty s 2

3% (Holtzclaw et al. 2010; Bassetti et al. 2013)* i® alveolar ridge
splitting/expansion (ARST)¢ anatomical requirementsfﬁ-ﬁ Z#?

(A) a minimal horizontal bone width of 2 mm,

(B) a minimal vertical bone height of 5 mm,

(C) no concavity in alveolar bone profile and

(D) the horizontal osteotomies have to end at least 1 mm before the neighboring teeth

BRI A y’% (periodontal ligament, PDL) #cit e ¢ 5 37

(A) &5 4# 317 &2 FenPDL g4 S 150-400 um

(B) H2 5@)?:'? £ 24 Type I %R 3o & i

(C) *k kenf\ k& (mechamcal loading) # PDL e3 B fot it iz 3 §1es
(D) &voxd #iiupmh » RDER

124% Monje (2017)# ** Preventive maintenance Therapy and compliance and peri-
implantitis B} % > SE A48 % Bl L o3F 4 F %% Peri implant maintenance therapy ° #% &
P TR ﬂ’?‘]{ w27

(A) Probing depth

(B) Plaque index

(C) mucosal recession

(D) Suppuration

245 2006 & NYU Dr. Froum 22 Dr. Wallace erfem#= 7 F M 85 8 & 3 5 irorid * cod b
Allograft ¥ Xnograft &t fi T 7|4t @ ﬁi FE?

(A) 9 2%+ * 2 Vital bone % Xnograft ‘* &|# 3

(B)g %+ % #t8 Vital bone # Allograft ‘* bl ®

(O B> TR A ¥ new bone " bl#eif - &

(D)@ sk H#70 & XA* >0k f
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63.

64.

FHZTET R RRECIE ™ 2 F e ?

(A) 7B f

(B) maxillary tuberosity C.T 7 # % fat tissue

(C) C.T Donor site ¥ it &_ palatal areas

(D) maxillary tuberosity C.T 7 # % collagen fiber

2 Fr4e 7 > A 4Feh temporary abutment IS arEHandtF i | biite Rl . o B

blood clot. d: FiaF ki o THF% m—*ﬁ&fi:
(A 77 ay

B eniE R R 5 U R

F
(B) £ j acH
(C) ©% d.b. %
(D) %3 a.b.c. ¥
65. 1345 2015 # Gonzalez-Martin &%= 7 > &7 £ 7 Mo ¥k 4 B 1)
(peri implant buccal bone)r“ F "2 } e%g ip| ¥ 25 9
(A) % fz (overestimated)
(B) #r&(accurate)
(C) ™ s (underestimated)
(D) kA
66. 345 Carl E Misch ¢7dental implant prostheticsiz# 2% > HZRie » HA T 5 % - * &
% & buccal-lingual fr mesial-distal =% & #®?
(A)#v {6 7 # e central fossa 4 > ¥ fem {2 7 & X R4
(B)# {4 7 # ehbuccal cusp i 4t > ¥ 3w 2| VadhiiT- g
(C)#n {6 7 & ehbuccal cusp 4 » ¥ #gis > x adhiT— 8
(D)= f& 7 # e lingual cusp i 4R - fewv {8 7 & F jE4E
67. T #|d Joseph Y.K. Kan & 4t 2007 & #7ivde & > B>t 8E 7 £ L% TH T (innediate

implant )22 427 § & R4+ 4f (defective labial plate)2 #3 2BA - Tﬁ’i@*‘%i-
(A)Prof.Kan #4347 § ek RIF 4245~ 5 VU~ ultra-UUD3 &% % - & B R EH @ B4
27 rﬁ xﬁﬁ TR TR G S PR TR (primary stability) @ == ansl 4 4 =

(GBR) » % — & crja &8 = # & _%é 100% -

(B)# # 44 4F Iixf_%? & # 7 2 midfacial site P& 5 V shape » s* #f# 18 (7 TR T fEFE»TE 2

W B Rle 7 #F 5 IR AT Imm 2. 7 &Q{‘{ﬁ °
(O 44 % & # PV shape + > & 33 g & 7 423

defect » s PR (7 PR T2 E 0L 0 L4F > 3 €5 +
D)% FAAFFFIHE LA AT 27 RiFwd Lgo b o

e A T B A AT I £ A g A
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S v“’;‘é:u\i 2z B pER] 5 U shape

* Imm 2. 9 4% 55 o
i aq—#F = ultra-U shape defect > %
FOEEY T



68.

69.

70.

1.

12.

TG BT ieR Rl st P H T

(A) IJ?S@E&?J v 95 Ak cantilever*;a B > > 357 3 (square arch)F & e {3 jZ i
(A-P spread)‘* ##[17;(ovoid arch form)% = & 2)(tapered arch form)7 5 =

(B) #5354 7 @?}E%ﬁé}jﬁ;? DARER IR 58 ic e gt

C) 78 RZF-EF2re o cnied » TRES 8-12 mm» &~ €)= £ F Hcantilever
(D) sivgivds 4 & ¢ PN 4 > o R A WA S N E8E R R GE R

TERmE R AT Er T R 2T L4 T frH 7 Rl ol e
(A) Platelet-derived growth factor (PDGF)

(B) Bone morphogenetic protein (BMP)-2,

(C) Enamel matrix derivative (EMD)

(D) Hyaluronic acid (HA)

%95 Reiser 1996 7% % 2 }gkc‘ , 7 B palatal vault % Greater palatine foramen (GPF)
=% 3 CEJ T fﬁﬁiﬁ ?

(A) Shallow palatal vault, GPF ] CEJ % 17mm.

(B) Deep palatal vault, GPF ¥ CEJ % Tmm.

(C) Adverage palatal vault, GPF 3 CEJ % 12mm.

(D) w2k

(E) =t &

LM E 2R PR M (restoration) - BRFE T ¥ R RO IR AT A 0 LT Ak

(3 ﬂ@é:j-?

(A)- 4335 > 2mm =0 & i 7 #2(keratinized gingiva)® 1mm %% 7 #(attached gingiva) &_
v Ak 7 #Re 4 (gingival recession)

(B)H 3 e %8 + /B4R %8 (restoration) &% & fd < 5 R+ & (naximum intercuspation
position), W#F 80um =fF M4 (clearance) e

(OfEf p X7 Fled Sl > af 2ot bt FIERMT Fp R7 57 b > &3
B Sp AREBEHAET ¥ d g oo

(D) ki &

1345 De Bruyckere ?—‘k L2020 & ﬁu’e‘ *EIEF LA (BRAHF e aBECIOLEET ®
W e ST TR RS 0 T Al At P oY

(A) CIG % 2o A WEiS R O AR R B E ﬁnrs

(B) GBR j2up 4 1S s % (hematoma) #2. & #

(C) CTG ‘= * 2% 2 4p fc(mucosal scarring index)- 324 #cfe®

(D) CTG o AT 9% @4 #c(pink esthetic score)f ¥ i %
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3.

4.

15.

76.

.

%‘“#; 2020 # Tavelli ¥ % ¢ $H{E 48 % B4 2 38 2 4 34| (phenotype) » ™ 7| @ f&iiv5" i 48 ¥
CREAR R 5B e ?

(A) H &% # =¥+ r(apically positioned flap; APF alone)

(B) 13w # fu¥L i & B 5 4 w34 15 (APF + connective tissue graft; CTG)

(C) e et jiss &g w2 & L K F(APF + acellular dermal matrix; ADM)

(D) 9% # = fareL L & 254 7 484 #.(APF + free gingiva graft; FGG)

1245 Clementini et al. (2019 3 » VBT R & g iF s & 2 T 7 frH S v & F
i Lo oo &R
(A)ﬁa few B2 {887 l%u‘E'Jié_ ’ ’LETF"J"&‘EW]%’E” El ’J'}ﬁb E‘Vqurﬂﬁ),‘i{ﬂ 1"‘4 |‘é?fw’]{§lé‘1—?—,;,{ﬁ'i

[

(B)F = 487 & & & H, 4 (% 5 #rendg R 4d 45 £

(O#7 tew B B&FEGRE > 5 REHF 2p
tFMFLE

(D)F = 47 & W& 4 Weidivrens RUREAE R G MF L H R 7 dif ¥ Bk 3

FRHFCESRYARIRGLE
B%ﬁ@s%mukawmﬁgwwﬁ¢@gm

1395 2020 # Tomas Linkevicius, et al % % B>t 7 % Rl e 53 % (soft tissue

augmentation) e4p B A7 3 2. T A kit e HEFE 7

(A= ¢ &2 2 33# 5% 7 Kot o implant &7 # /(crestal side)sh#- 2 $rie s § & (vertical
soft tissue height, STH)F 2mm 2 _F g 3] 3 2mm $2 7 03 F (s 7 fc ek sz o

(B)implant # ¥ 3%3*%# A neck =% ¥_polished surface(machined surface)R| f3% ™ 2 35 8P
P g RS

(C)i‘ %02 o 4% A 1. Omm T e 48 ¥ 2 e w(subcrestal 1.5mm implant placement,
Group 1)4p¥>> kT % 4 e %8 % *c 2w (epicrestal implant placement) & & # * tenting
abutment # % 2mm 7 p %% (Group 2) » #Fis & & ' & bone loss: Groupl<Group2 F = i
group vertical soft tissue height A &

(D)ﬁ* c%m 3 o F 4% AR 1.0mm 2T R %_%I @ W] (subcrestal 1.5mm implant placement,
Group 1)4p¥f>> k- % 4 4248 % *c 2w (epicrestal implant placement) & & # * tenting
abutment # % 2mm 7 p %% (Group 2) @ #Fié B & ' & bone loss: Groupl>Group2 F & i
group vertical soft tissue height %’K”ﬁ B 4c

1395 Gary Greenstein & 2017 & 87 3 > f?’ﬁ # £ 2 % (immediate loading) & K72
(A) Es3#¥ % & (density of bone) » insertion torque 4% 20 Ncm

(B) & #a#wz &£ B M. (interocclusal space)* @ (T 7 =2

©) 4 pe & B 243 (patient compliance)

(D) 6-8 & & (Soft diet)

1345 201 7Tworld workshop # ¥t 1248 % [l J5 (peri-implant disease)=h#cit ™ 7|7 4 483%- 7
(D) ¥ ReRPORFERS D RT T R Rk

(B) Be£ 7 ¥ i 24 F #F E Y FIUR %

(C) @kt & ¥rdp & %47 Rl & (probing depth) + ** % 6mm

(D) Terk t #4rdp 5 F 5 & % A28 Smm
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78. i durede § s+(Er:YAG laser)#fes £ 2 o 548 % B L (CW Wang 2021)¢ - 11487848 5 &
Aoripl s RS o ApROTLF R Y 4L T Stenirdle ) Tl K F P AT ?
(A) 7 % & %> (probing depth reduction)
(B) "t #4e (clinical attachment gain)
(C) gingival index
(D) radiographic bone gain

79. tav 7 37 1212 Bio-oss fv¥ i -9 sfc%-(collagen membrane)s {7 # % 13 4bv > FjE_F g B~
fx,ﬂ.#« *5 {7 socket seal technique > fr4%7 15 p ’*1&7 Efprt o Fac g3 T f?—"ﬁ.f%%?
(A) buccal bone height of extraction socket itrisw ¥ 25 i i s %
(B) palatal bone height of extraction socket & jiFfsw i ? 25 i x5
(C) reduction of cross-section area of alveolar ridge fisisw B 2 "

(D) rm g &

80. 1245 Testori 2020 & efav jk » T 7\ fe f & 25385 ¢ SR G 8 B A FIIALR 2 f23040 B B 5
(anatomic-related risk factors) ?
(A) r %5 A& (sinus membrane thickness)
(B) #14* % % & (residual bone height)
(C) 742 $ 258 (gingival phenotype)
(D) % i|¥ B & (buccal wall thickness)
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