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1. Tomasi C EE%—"“ 2014 #2773 > LB T 7?,-%%“1‘5 7 %6 2,4,8 or 12 %2 648 % Flix e
By g Ui"*’ CR R R 154‘ CEHmBET T LS R A% R Rtk ﬂ‘«’ﬁ =& 7
(A) % 2 %

B % 4 %
(C) % 8 it
(D) % 12 #

)

>
&~

2. 135 Albrektsson (1983)#7 3 - 45 & Ji 12 4 osseointegration shie = £cif )2 ™ 7 1 Fa ?
(A) s & e d ws i@ Ti02 & Ap B 55 o
(B) Ti02 & & & % 50 nm °
(C) #73) ¥ AF 5% 20nm > 2 & 4 Proteoglucosamine & Glucoglycans &= o
(D) ra b ¥zt

3. t_Cochran et. al. 1997 d R ¥ > {27 ¥ Blge e p 3 PR &R imehicat
TR K F' TFE?
(A) BW=SD+JE+CTC -
(B) JE, 12 months loaded=1. 88mm °
(C) SD, 12 months loaded=0. 5mm °
(D) CTC, 12 months loaded=1. 05mm °

4. % Araujo 2015 & shreview article » » ¥4 7 (8487 Feng it o 0T sk e ﬂ Fx?
(A) Araujo (2008, 2009) zp 447 %éio?#%i@m;\ P N AR A E R ST AR o
(B) #4797 16 & R ¥ w5 ¥ syt F R RV > 75 5 RIF cvbundle bone #eat F % °
(C) Araujo (2014) ¥ £ @ > 427 4 B ” Ig A ’*1&] Lk T F e F it 25% 0 A F e

A1) 3 e
(D) Araujo (2014) =up2 @ > fp¥>tp f*lﬁ} Ll A s i p ook B F T e

b. M T ¥t Osteogenesis % osseointegration sngcit i@ ﬂ F£?
(A) Bonding osteogenesis #_— #& osteoinduction 7k J o
(B) Titanium machine surface implant % % & ¥ - f& distant osteogenesis °
(C) #73) 7 Bioactive material ¥ % & € dit4L % B2, = soft tissue capsule °
(D) 3+ 2 3% ¥ _Bioinert material e ik -

6. T 7[> inmediate implant fhfcit P & 3% 7
() ERMPRAIERRR T RSP SRR Lo e Fes e~ Bt hT
ﬁ&*—o
(B) HMa el FRAFEIF 4 mn ffﬂa‘f??éb R e A AR TR o
(C) —#m ZEMT Sez Mt S F 4 > F30 7 FRFERMERT 4T84 3 mn o
(D)j—»’-? "b”fﬁ'%ﬁ?&m* /F'J‘Fégﬁ‘d’%'}”’lj%?%ﬂ#g%ﬁ% _ﬂ;fé'ﬁ’m a o
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13.

THIRT IR P E MR

(A) &% fx B /T ~ ek afp R o -5 3P 48 10 % 7 3 4 load-bearing capacity -
T 1 fadF o

(B) tEAfciiich 2 S HRETA B EPEP S F o

@)gﬁﬁ%ﬁ”%’%%ﬁ@ﬁJﬁ‘if’%?ﬁ&%ﬁ&av%ﬁﬁﬁao

(D) 2 &4 BB MMncALE 20 & € e fplod > B3 Fmfe s FHED S

(A) ey > cantilever 7% BB WA E A4 R A o

(B) £4 7 B LRI T ~ *8& ~ % | adh 4579 =8 2 RFT A ] v o

(C) 7 EREMT AP B pontics,;_'___g;—}a4; B85 Mo 2 337 pontic 4 3
F2TE

(D) iZpRRldtiad = ¥ &3k > » d{E ?Fﬁ'&lj‘imq\-;ﬁ o

1295 1996 Sinus Consensus Conference Revisited in 2016 > ™ 71 cif Fiﬁ@*;—?
(A) #p#>t lateral window approach ° osteotome technique &3R4 { 5 % *
(B) MEAL it ~ Fd k- FH i > A g n g FHF DT E
(C) tER* AFHBIERR TP TR I SR 6|2 e &R F X AL o
D) pRF 2 EWFHBIELRS VI FLLE £ o

o

FRHET S E T E o TR F AL ?
(A) R T & A s 1
(B) L RMFEEA 53425 5 mm e
C) $HFFTARI 6 mme

(D) ML ER § AT~ 1 mme

=
pZ=
2 mm °

123% Santamaria «9#7 § > 1t $ % 2 % (connective tissue graft) & & 5% ff =%
(coronally advanced flap, CAF)# “if * (tunnel flap)s fifivst » » 3¢ 7 $0% Srerkas
- %J_'rh,!k;:ﬁlfa—glﬁgg?

(A) Z o 4R 295 v fodd e 329 139 F (mean root coverage) e

(B) " s pest§ v h= 27 R E S (complete root coverage) e

<C) Kﬁ—ga /{h"’\‘”‘ L ﬁ’&" m[}‘z f}'i_ o

(D) "k A G v RE LN % o

145 Lin chery > SE S REDET 28 g% > TIldkit R F 3 T 7
(A) fER= % B "R =K Y (cingulun implant position) e

(B) &* T 2Bt 2% (platform switched abutments) o

(C) %4 2% #15( connective tissue graft) -

(D) %g%ﬁfr*g B F 2 B B4 2eF # (bone graft) o

195 Burkhardt B >t254E7 #2454 (free soft tissue graft) ;7 4 g cheFy > 7 42
M 05 & (graft thickness) ¢ 5 -5 E 5 pF > s LA 7 &P AT 4 2

(A) lmm

(B) 1.5mm

(C) 2mm

o
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(D) 3mm

1% Yu E’f‘lf’ﬂ;gz 3 OB S D 4 ¥ & & #5(biological classification) @ T 7

4t P ﬂ T ?

(A) * 773w fres#1(non vital cell contained soft tissue graft)# i
£ pha iAok R (tissue thickness) °

(B) 7 7 fwrzhgrle f‘«%ﬂ‘a (vital cell contained soft tissue graft)® i & p &
i e & T e (keratinized tissue) % #irles e & (tissue thickness) e

(C) # 7 =& gehfresifie (soft tissue graft with blood supply) bideis 4 o
(connective tissue graft) o

(D) #F3 & gohfresfie (soft tissue graft without blood supply) &4
#7 # (free gingival graft) o

1245 Zucchelli ##= 5 » * %% 4f =#(Coronally Advanced Flap, CAF) % &J2 7 &2
4 P Mz £755 4@ (triangular incision)feH3)*» #(trapezoidal
incision)= 4 “7 @ Pfehk B % o T Akt F o LA 2

(A) =z &2 *7 RenF e fp PG 0 f e 27 11 F (complete root coverage) ©
(B) = &2 @M% o g ¥ it h% 55 % (recession reduction ) e
(C) =z &) aehe s P&k * 30§ £ L& K5 4 (esthetically demanding) e

(D) #H2)r Rehz v 4R =95 b —m)ﬁf' (keloid) e

fiwb‘; 1998 # Albrektsson T, Zarb GA 7% % % “r4 (F e 7 S # B8 » T 74zl @

(A) &lti REBENZ T FEOEINRL E 2 EIAR AT LT - AL XY
E R Bty B I AR .

(B) /»MB9 ERARR ~ P RS ER L o

O TRAtkhpr > 57 L3 TP g o

(D) 7 difFre g aticis- & & &ty G o] 0. 2mm -

PANETR i 8] §;¥ & sk o T AR :‘fﬁ?
(M) EHBEEFNES PB4 i pRTN2/3-

(B) (00 3 s L2 C T 4 TR R R
(C) 1:5' fi_p_}\‘ﬁﬁ'mﬁx i;"w-;;,f ];Bﬁbﬁgﬁig\;o

"'El\-g

D) EHREFSHSET 3: BRI 2HTT 2o 4B LB R LD

# Zero Bone Loss Concept - 3 # i’riﬂz =3k vertical soft tissue thickness I
LEEREL ST AR RL hp h?

(A) 2mm e

(B) 3mm -

(C) 4mm -

(D) H5mm °

F 2R oo B AT AT 4R

(A) Lbﬁ-'($)§£j,; EQES - Jart= 2 CaR g e mAd M AT RS B A
(B) K3 wHLenit > & R i B F -
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C) L fMentapd v RwFp?r 3t EFL 40 -
(D) by

.Screw retained restoration BT AP F 43R 7

(A) #p%f cement retained restoration, screw retention st 7 M if e 48 % Fldc
4 %‘ o

(B) Fgtefdr 4y o

(C) ##c % &% » restoration ¥ & i&ii%ﬁﬁ? M- s e

(D) ¥ 42%8 abutment 7 # & Hmarginal fit-

5P AR TR W% (maxillary sinus 1ift) ?

(% et 18, e S -

(B);;:afﬁ;fgr rT; WE % i type IV e EE o

(O#7 % 35T ¢4  (pneumatization) ¥R ¥ W % & -
(D)rs S‘ﬁ °

1945 2013 & > Wen shireview article » Sinus Septa # 4 e > < $ ZARBHRET ?
(A) 90-80% °
(B) 70-60% °
(C) 50-40% -
(D) 20-30% -

¥ Sinus Augmentation F¥ » &4 * B ¥ i¥(lateral window approach)j wRit = ;4%
# % buccal bone buccal island(%g @] % %) ?

(A) wall on technique °

(B) wall off technique °

(C) wall gone technique °

(D) mrgw e

A Sinus augmentation e+ #F¢ > E i * B ¥ #F(lateral window approacn)# 7 % &b
3| e 7R E R - 0k 7

(A) posterior lateral nasal a. o

(B) posterior superior alveolar a. °

(C) infraorbital a. °

(D) sphenopalatine a. °

195 Wen, Wang % 2013 &, % % 3 B # ¢ "% (Septum) s~ 457 |, F # ¢ "% i~ & Zygomatic
process 2_ %, % medial-lateral 4%, ® © "% B >6mm, ¥ * & & B 4F gL > N E_9
(A) % Septum ® & B - B % (window) °

(B) # Septum = s 2B - BF o

(C) % Septum ® FFEE - B %, RisF1* wall-off £4 buccal wall -

(D) - Septum ® FFF - B %, 8¢ 4/ * wall-on 3 buccal wall /Lt & -

M gk % (Bundle bone) shéxit » N
() £- A FAk#* (Lamella) &4 -
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28.

29.

30.

31.

32.

33.

(B) &% 0.2-0.4 mm -
(C) #_Sharpey’ s fiber *t%
(D) 7 #H- B 2B gFho

o

3 MRS g e ¥ 3] (Diagnostic wax-up) - 2004 # Dr. Daniel Buser #23%
AU R g TR A 20

(A) final gingival margin position # % #geniz ¥ o
(B) facial surface &% o
(C) embrasure form 7 7] o

(D) tooth color 7 #iggd o

295 2004 # Dr. Daniel Buser e7# % > 5 B £ jiv¥45 (Surgical templates) 4
gL T 7w -‘ﬁﬂﬁ"ﬁ Sz 9

(A %% ii}‘iﬁﬁ%‘éﬁ o

B) =H- -

(C) 7 +4f Mg oL ¥ o

D) g -

7 M A 35 ARP (Alveolar ridge preservation) i@k > T 7 g 52 ?
(A FoRFE A2 Eendr £ o

(B) ™ -k L Af # eng Ao

(C) #-%B4a 4 (prostheses) 7 HiEE@EiE % o

(D) ARP ¥ % e b # 4 4 et e o

2005 # Dr. Joseph Kan # >t M FEEOFFH? > T AP F 3 Xk F ik
%)% (Clinician-dependent factors) 2

(A) =&4 8k (sound biological concept) »

(B) #j¥m v *=iz (pre-surgical evaluation °

©) %j‘;}‘ & R H Y (patient’ s demand or expectation) e

(D) iz g %8t 3] (appropriate contour of the restoration) °

1245 Renvert(2019) 443 # % peri-implant diseases and maintenance care e
7 4 0 #2 Home care ik > T Al 3% 7

(A) 7 FlETE7 RIS AFET ¥ e Raiz kg §es o

(B) 7 BR|& 7 M7 § a7 ¥ Fdc e Bt o

(C) #&* % 0.3% triclosan &7 F 7 11§ »casFfg 7 2 p o

(D) s A B FdE * Fpidc T K A GUREHE 7 dE G FTE o

45 Lin (2020) 4% Supportive Therapy(SPT) #4427 g 8 > = 7| g S 2e?
(A) Recall interval é} A ﬁ 4F o

(B) SPT # 124§ 44 48 <1 Survival rate °

(C) SPT ¥ 3 peri-implantitis ¥ peri- implant mucositis e°

(D) Chemical agent =& * ¥ impalnt loss L F B4 F

1395 Jepsen (2014)%F7fF# peri-implantitis T 7 5 2472



(A) Bleeding on probing #_{&#8 % ¥ w g L & 2B chdy kg o
(B) peri-implantitis ¥ mucositis & & ‘Jﬁiqﬂ‘i Plaque -

© ;I;q B REfi] 7 ¥ IR A peri-mucositis H_g e e

(D) excess cement ¥_peri-implantitis #kmINF|% o

34. 1945 Zeza(QUI D S H LT fe & 7 % i 7 o 4 44 SPT e j e e » ™ 51
Fr ?
(A) fe 7 ¥ penfi 7 g 4 ERA RA -
(B) fe 7 % peiii 9 o A EIKUE LT o
(B) LEf L7 ¥pentiy ot R ARG LB
(D) 5 4 KT ARG B

&
-k
2}

35. 1245 Salvi(2014) %>+ Anti-infective Preventive Measures g F# Biologic
Implant Complications and Implant Loss &7, sttt w g » F 7 f‘a—’ﬁ 22 ?
(A) 7 H& 227 % 5% - BRETLR -

(B) is% peri-implant mucositis ®#3gF peri-implantitis =+ fz2 - -
C) 3T HETIEHaHFEGFES Jﬁf;"’ SPT -
(D) Residual probing depths % % i¢ = peri-implantitis £ implant loss °

36. 245 Wittneben % % (2017) &8 & » 7 FHEMISR * T 7] 7 % 240 47 B L(screw-
retained)# & 2_ B 2L ?
(A 2 * FCRFAT AT L mtlE AN o
(B) @y Bz ts»¥ BT 5k (retrievability) o
(C) et rA 4 4 VAR R hk ] o
(D) e iend 5 ,T&’v"”ﬁ X 432. H4F 4 (lower profile retention) e

37. 1% Linkovicius % + & COIR(201D) 3 & 457 ¥ e Sdck R T 7 FALF H|

(residual cement)#-+ s ERisF1t7 % 5 B mjﬁ’ﬁﬁ_t A AT T BT

# % (margin of restoration )% &2 2% F 4% W enhf 5 > 11T Azt i A7

(A $HEMET F5RETTRT FRAAF  MAFTEAFHOEARS o

(B) # M7 #5%% 37 # (above gingiva) s ¥ 27 7 % T (at gingival
margin) » it 53 F »aAb “ﬁ% R Ll i 3 R

(C) % 1T #4532 7 627 (below gingiva)lmm> ¥ % 2 FiFiciE > % 2L 5 A
T AF A -

(D) FHEMET F5R T & (below gingiva)2mm £ 3mm - & AR F R A T E 540
B oRPES BT 5«;

38. Restoration space # E_¥ i¢ ig = oRut [3 57 9
(A A E k24 o
(B) A4 & 2,8 gL B o
(C) 4t 3 B o

(D) =g A

39. 1395 Lazzara & Porter & [JPRD(2017)% % = 3 > ™ 7| B >+ 4248 platform
switching szt i@ ﬂ T FE?



(A) ¢ Tarnow % #% 4! -

(B) %85 platform switchingﬁf— ¥ 7 € bone loss °
(C) 42p¥ implant abutment junction =% :x% 73 B o
(D) r b & o

40. B >*42 7 cement-retained ¥ screw-retained 4¢ &4 2 1t fi > % F BB iP
(A) B s BdiR Lasds o
(BB frre & 2 7 Eprz B F 54 o
(C) AR 47 2 KERE 3 Lo - F x4 -
(D) > Flar bR Sh s A 4 5 o

41. B>+ Bg=v 7 labial plate thickness T 7/|4cif faﬁﬁféi?
(A) 90 % Imm or less-
(B) 90% 0.bmm or less -
(C) 80% Imm or less -
(D) 80% 0.bmm or less -

427705 B2 T T 2 it 0 P T AE D
(A) blood clot % % % > 4mm implant—bone gap » ¢ & ¥ & o
(B) facial gap % ¥ » Bl £ 5 o
(C) gap # 7 Xenograft, buccl bone 7&7» £ T o
(D) facial gap & # & » & #XiZF osseointegration °

A3 5 B2 e T T At > P T A Y
(A) fw¥e= g7 > 2 F 5 Bz o
(B) 2 fuezr4e 7 » % € 5 F 5o
(C) Gap # DFDBA » # & & % % 5
(D) 4 iRl & 4% CTG » ¥ 4 o 4 il i o

A4. 5 M7 2 4e T > T AR H Y
(A) 7 & gap = T v # Xenograft, ¥ & & # sz -
(B) =+ 7 4 ip|# -k T exc > implant apical 1/3 & % -
(C) =+ 7 & ip|# kT > implant middle 1/3 & % -
(D) = 7 & ip# kT4 > implant platform level & % -

45. % M 7 2 WHET A GREEERT BRI 0 TP E D AE?
(A) 7 CIG & Free Gingiva tissue thickness(FGTT) % & o
(B) 7 X #15 » FGTT s %54 o
(C) 1£7 i palatal side’ FGIT } # i %5 o
(D) CTG 4 i #i 4 FGTT -

46. P87 AT AT I RY BT L7
(A) CO2 & ¢ -

=k



(B) Diode % #f o
(C) PID 3 & -
(D) Er:VAG g 5 -

T A 7R- 38 2 B_(CO02 laser 2. gL 9

(A) ¢4 water =4z o

(B) €4 pigment (& %)z

(C) # »c/A&J? peri-implantitis and mucositis e
(D) # ¢4 implant 2 % & 4T o

=)

CEPT ISR ER Y L T A
(A) 84 6 P2 Form b o
(B) 7R3 "pp 78 -
(C) 2 FR@RITEf{

(D) 7 % fetitl ® 5 EAn M -

%589

\

‘\_ﬂ;

CFOMAEREE K T AR B L Feh ?
(A) fEf8 % BlgH- A -

(B) #- ERCE IR X_fi m};iixgz 0
(®) 3%%"&5!]?3% °

(D) #aw* §EEFEIBR -

ik R IS 8N N E ) e
(A) # 2env vpiEd &7 Fuyrd)

(B) &ave & fim A B -
(C) EREIZ 4R 15 en T SN & % B2 T chobad A 2% & B o
(D) Jkstibmop @M > blhofdl 3 & Aon o ¥ ot Rop e A LA RS B
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Lo Rt 7 @0 BT e AN Tt B8 X S RESR TS B
20 (FEFP A A K T FREDFRESREIE GBI L
. YHWE A LB M BET L ERT e SR TRET R A EH
4425 By ERE e % -

FIER-XLPRFYARELE F % %

WEL | ¥R | My | OB | OMuR ) ¥R | WE | PR | ME | B
1 C 2 D 3 C 4 C 5 B
6 D 7 C 8 B 9 D 10 | C
n | Bl 2 | p| BB | Cc|u | Cc|B|C
6 | A | 7 | C| B | B| Y |  D| 2 | C
2 | D| 2 | D| 2 D| 2% | B| % | B
2% | D| 2 D| % | D2 | D, % | C
31 | D 2 | Al B C| ¥ | B | % | A
% | C |3 | €| % D|»®» | C| 0 | B
a4 | Al 2 | Al 8 D 4 | D| 5| C
% | D7 B | % | DY | D| % | A




