AEEA PRI HERE

~ Taiwan Alliance of Denta Implant Associations

EREF P #AF 111 E57 159 09:30-11:30 2% %5t -

lllﬁ)i —-—w}a?%ﬁi¥ﬁmbﬁp§3“‘$sﬁ#,§g (E 'ﬁlﬁIF:’ "41 $>
1. 1335 Papapetros ¥ (2019, JCP, p-958 ) +* # te— [ 427 < jiepr £ F B A p 45 4 S {5 4HHE

R Bl sk e gm0

(A) CTG @23 &1 7 85 R - o

(B) MR Bt & h ek BIREpT 5 o

(C) CIG 214 » § A R< 2.5 mm P¥F > H 3 4o 5 R > RAPERE % 6|5 5

(D) b & e

Koo et al (J.P. 2020,p-392) “r= 7 4@ oh A2 4a k8 % ) L cnhf (2pF > B9
(A) Emergence angle £ bone level {£%#8 marginal bone loss 7 & #&M % -
(B) Emergence angle ¥ tissue level 4% marginal bone loss F E 4&Bf % -
(C) C/1 £ peri-implantitis 7 & 48 % -

(D) kA

w7ty 6113 {88 chearly failure éhw @i o479 > Wu et al (CIDRR, 2021, p-280) # 3 ?
(A) Maxilla Jjewje % %1+ 5 Surface modification £ Bone augmentation °

(B) Mandible w4 presidua B o

(C) ™ Augmentation procedure %3 > {57 4 prF g o

(D) mw e

%/ % esthetic biologic concept F¥ > Gomez-Meda et al #& ! € B2 5% %4 emergence profile
FFE 5 7

(A) 3-D implant position °

(B) Quantity of available soft tissue °

(C) The final contour of the provisional restoration °

(D) m+ g o

1345 Majzoubetal (2021, perio) ¥ ew #p {4475 » 1548 -4k 48 emergence angle Bd+ &
AR 4 €3 #0b chmarginal boneloss ?

(A) 50°

(B) 60°

(C) 30°

(D) 40°

Zazou et al (CIDRR, 2021) **#& Periosteal releasing incision, Double flap incision,
Coronally advanced lingual flap, Modified periosteal releasing incision % 4 f&jkrs\
& * >t Ti-mesh-GBR #hclinical outcome * T & ¥ 5 & ?

(A) Coronally advanced linglual flap ¢ flap advancement »T% & if o

(B) Periosteal releasing incision #7 flap advancement <% & % o

(C) Ti-mesh exposure incidence '™ double flap incision # i o

(D) Double flap incision &= Ti-mesh #7exposure % & ] °
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1.

10.

11.

12.

13.

195 Coyac % % sinus graft iR %P hm > TrRALRE 7
(A) New bone grows faster in autografts compared to bone graft substitutes °
(B) Osteogenesis was evident in both autografted site and xenografted site °

(C) The osteoprogenitor cells originated primarily from the internal periosteum of
Schneiderian membrane °

(D) The osteoporgenitor cells orinated primarily from the epithelium of Schneiderian
membrane °

T 7|vR— 4 bone * % i onlay grafting P¥ - s fc it ?
(A) Intramembranous °

(B) Endochondral -

(C) Bone marrow of hip °

(D) Tibia -

TR A 52T

(A) Implant 7% € g% » ¥ 3 proprioception i3 tactile perception e
(B) B # 7 shtactile perception > @R Z4E7 e~ B11t o

(C) Occlusal overloading ¥H1e 7 %% ¥ & 7 #5 -

(D) $ parafunction A > — ¥ 44T -

TRERGT R NTiEE R 27
(A) # % ferrule § 2mm ™ * o

(B) # ¥ crown root ratio - 1:1-

(C) Crestal bone 1t 17 # 54 > 3 Smm 14+ o
(D) ixF tooth fracture °

ST TR YRR

(A) #ehcrown fracture, finish line %7 #f% -
(B) va# 3 Miller’ s Class III mobility °

(C) m 73 Miller' s Class Il mobility e

(D) Molar 2« 3 radiolucency °

4% implant overdenture £ completely fixed implant prothesis ‘“#pF » 11T 78— 38 % §_
implant overdenture &2k ?

(A) ¥ - a8t} shpara-function e

(B) 7 &RE PR IRAR

C) w5 57k -

(D) $F 5 i24p -

1245 Meredith % 4 2 COIR(1996) % & » T 7| im & fefips ¢ bt § »eenh bl v v fi M efe 2R
(stability)?

(A) 7 #4432 X kBl i}(periapical radiograph) °

(B) Periotest -

(C) % ¥=#7 =~ #7(Resonance frequency analysis) °

(D) Periotron °
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14. ¥ Dr.Cochran s 72 3 (2009) ™ 5170 flfkuk A48 7 15 6 B 7 &4 ¥ i@ b (2

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

BE )P

lTj #& 7 ™ non-matching implant-abutment diameters (a platform-shifting) &J2 -
2.16.7 11 matching implant-abutment diameters AJZ -

T~ e R o

4487 45~ i F MoTER ] B F o

D 1,4~

(B) 1,3~

©) 2,3

(D) 2,4 -

i &.4%#36 - Crest area # %% 5 10mm - #37, 35 B EES 8mm > #& T 44 5 ¢ BEAE S 14mm -
BAFE T G 7

(A) 4x12mm -

(B) 6x12mm -

(C) 5x9mm °

(D) 4x10mm e

450 Dr.Botticelli ##% @ =4 7 (Immediate implantation) P¥ > jEf822:8 4% % 2 &
PRI TRZPRE AT PSR é‘_’?i“iéf)%fr‘jﬁﬁ‘é =R ?

(A) 1-1.25 K -

(B) 1.3-1.5 £ -

(C) 1.6-2.0 £ -

(D) 2.-2.5 EF -

1395 Tozum & Wang #2011 & 3 % 54 &7 0 {5+ &4 F #"%(Posterior Superior Alveolar
Artery) 7.5+ 85§ (maxillary sinus) P¥ > &t ¥ Ajeen? Wit €8 95 "3 R ¢
RS L

(A) 25mm -

(B) 22mm -

(C) 18mm e

(D) 14mm -

1395 Wen, Wang #2013 # > % % 3 B # ¢ %% (Septum) e~ #g¢ > % f » %> & Zygomatic
process 2. % » % medial-lateral 4% > ¥ ¥ 3% E>6mm > 2 ¥ R EAFTRIT S N E?
(A) % Septum ® < # - ®% (window) °

(B) % Septum % %5 & B - BF o

(C) f=Septum ¥ - BF » 2R3 91* wall-off £4 buccal wall -

(D) #Septum * R - B % - 2R{¢41* wall-on 3 buccal wall /Lt & o

i@ ¥ osteum T nasal carvity £ maxillary sinus &pid i g v ie A ?
CORRE S
B) ¢ fe o
© T4 o

(D) g2t
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20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26.

1345 2008 # Wang f- Katranji <%= 3 > # & 3 % 70 ABC ~ 5§ > % & 14 osteotome i3t &
FRATHB T S EEMPRE s > 22583 0B RO ?

D) T2 e

(B) 6 «m -

C)H=ame

D) 4=2m

$#0 5E AH B 4 (sinus 1ift procedure) dvsitd 2 & cgcif » T3l 5 27

(D) AT BEFHEDERERLD ¥ Bl E-

(B) afia® @ p gt ant ol 2 ¢ BT & o

(C) frizcf 2 wopt | 2l 4 wenE b F 4 2 ¢ B BE il 4o o

(D) & g A 4 0% 3 g e ANCRT RS s }f%;}*n\Dr Murray #74&
Sl (Caglne effect) |

T A|R— R L5 A B
(A) rEpspe
(B) »=pspip -
(C) THq R -
(D) THE R -

#3495 2017 & Alessandro Cucchi # %3‘ Clin Implant Dent Relat Res 32:%% # Evaluation
of Complication Rates and Vertlcal Bone Gainafter GBR with Non-resorbable Membranes
versus Titanium Meshesand Resorbable Membrane. A RandomizedClinical Trial & jtvi
e BN RA F TR LR 2

(A) 4cmEw >t £ jdp (surgical phase)i#z® o

(B) &ww S £ #p (healing phase)#z % -

(C) &3t =+ jis8p (surgical phase)l:’i?-‘lﬁ} £ #p (healing phase)=i® o

(D) &kt =+ jis8p (surgical phase)# B £ #p (healing phase)=af L o

1995 Gallucci % * & JOMI(2014) ¢ 4 > 4o fxinie48:E 7] immediate loading #77% & th
primary stability ?

(A) single implant 7 insertion torque = ** 20 Ncm °

(B) edentulous jaws s insertion torque = ** 30 Ncm °

(C) implant stability quotient (ISQ)* ** 60 o

(D) g .

Tl A5 3 i & inmediate loading % 7
(A) =7 & J I R o

(B) —T%FT 1 e o

(C) =

(D) it £ o

Slot et al. % %3+ 2012 # International Journal Dental Hygiene # - +# 7 k|55 % 7 7
APIE R FIME - AP TR 2Th % 24T FoRE " 50T FAE? ?

(A) 41% -

(B) 58% -

(C) 65% -

(D) 70% -
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27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

3 B>t ARP (Alveolar rldge preservation) e’ ekt o r’ﬁ 23k?
1. #Fpts o s (BOP) 2o v & & 25% -

2P 4 BT % R RS b e

.&% 257 o

4. % #% (Bone factors,Bon loss/age) & 0.25 »

A 1,2,3-

(B) 1,38,4-

©) 2,38,4-

D 1,2,4-

Bisphosphonates =i & (&% i §_ 4@ 2 ?
(A) 3i4v osteoclast sractivity °
(B) R#rosteoclast shactivity °
(C) #i+4r osteoblast eractivity °
(D) R#rosteoblast shactivity °

T A ML £ ekt n’adﬁﬁ?
(A) 417428 K9 {RL W02 S 5EdE 3 e
(B) 41743243 7402 FF f2 > FE4E 3 m
(C) & 577 %7 FR T HILAE SFRTET 477 0¥ F & (osseointegration) P ¥
EHD6HBE o
(D) %I %H R FEFSHENE BRI 2903 o & & (osseointegration)ps iy
E3D4B2 o

BT S RNy riz i

L%%%% BRRET S F R E R VAT L
2. AW EA B T ISR IEE
BBEET B AT 7T ISR

At g s d Fangop ey 2 8 747 L8

5. rﬁ—“—@fﬁikmﬂ—@lﬂﬂf#]@?” 77 + i

M) 1,2,3,4-

(B) 1,2,3,5°

(©) 1,2,4,5°

(M) 1,3,4,5

5 Yu(2018)r’1’7’¢§z 7

T 7 gt w F’ i 7z 9

(A) * 3 7 wiechit e 5448 (non vital cell contained soft tissue graft)# i
il ﬁ.f’_%m/i%-)%.(tlssue thickness) °

(B) 7 7 Mwrechfic e 4g(vital cell contained soft tissue graft)® i & p
figf e & 1Y e (keratinized tissue) % #iries e & (tissue thickness) e

(C) F 3 & ¥ gt e %4 e (soft tissue graft w1th blood supply) b4 4 o
(connective tissue graft) e

(D) # # 3 = f it e 5 (soft tissue graft without blood supply) &]4c58g
7 #(free glnglval graft)

B g s e ohd 3§ 2 & (biological classification) -
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32. ¥4 Zucchelli (IJPRD 2016) =#= 3 - * %% 4 i=#¢(Coronally Advanced Flap, CAF) % e
7 aﬁ@if{'ﬁ pF oot = & A5 R (triangular incision)fe#-35+» & (trapezoidal incision)
S TR B 0 T P A 2
(A) = &Rz e =575 & F o= 207 1K E (complete root coverage) o
(B) = &7 duchm-w 4 27%5 it h% 45" M (recession reduction) °
(C) =z &) 7 Mihm v 292k * 20 £ L& £ 4 (esthetically demanding ) e
(D) #3)* MinT-w 4 PG R _'rﬁ:f;s;)%r(kelo1d)

33. 12495 Graetz(2017) ¥ Generalized aggressive periodontitis > (i 17 # 7 supportive
periodontal treatment > H# Progrostic factors T 7|f® —*Ff ENEN

(A) Active smokers -

(B) MobilityII

(C) teeth with furcation °
(D) upper dental arch o

34. 1995 Zeza(UI D& $ L7 e &7 ¥ i 7 g 4 $ SPT K & h 58 T 7fp ¥ 1 7 9
(A) 7 % et 9 g 4 AR L -
(B) LEMb 7 ¥ ey pm A AR L3
(C) fe &7 % el 7 s A "E/EJR Bt o
(D) s & T AR B F

35. 1345 Monje, COIR(2019) > ™ #13 B Peri-implantitis =4 sfcit fp 4 4538 7
(A) Class la #4p angular bony defect -
(B) Class Ic #_circumferential defect -
(C) Class II #4p Supracrestal/horizontal defect e
(D) Class IIIb &4p 2-3wall defectthorizontal bone loss -

36. 1345 Urban 7%= 7 » #:&{7 Lingual flap advancement P&+ #-7 B & R4 = = % » T 74
A7
(A) Zone 1 =*" Retromolar pad -
(B) Zone II #>** High mylohyoid attachment -
(C) Zone III #=** Deep mylohyoid attachement °
(D) % Zone III ¥ & 3| % e Lingual flap advancement °

Flrglt e m nl

37. 1"“':}75 Karim & ¢ 2019 # g > S jiefide cn? denlic@ friz ¥ ¢ ¥R
27 5 A albmitip ke ?

# 4 (smgle tooth gap);kin™ » HAR 4 B3 7 o L ¢ &
(A) 23 o
(B) 3% -
(C) 43f -
(D) 5% -
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38.

39.

40.

4].

42.

43.

1345 Chen et al. 2009 » #g ¢ , Typed implant placement 732 2L% & 37 7| T?’ﬁ ?
(A) i‘a 4r /r")%f F%FE'I&

(B) ridge #h& 1 & A LRI T IRH o

(C) # B e o 38 3 SRR L a2 AL 7% -

(D) ¥ a7 &% ’P e bone augmentation °

15 Galarraga Vinueza :;?—"f 2020 #ewTy o fERE R FLEF IR 0 B g
R ET AP K B M ‘?

(A) A=dotE kg% Eﬁ%ﬂf&i(initial peri-implant bone loss) °

(B) & itAp%-% & (Width of keratinized mucosa) °

© A3 mPHAE -

(D) + st g & o

1945 2020 # Endre Varga Jr. ¥ % 4 4 e ged M!g 9 £ ¥ frechand surgery §37¢ *

FREFEIDERT IR R 2 ST E R A~ pete CBCT B2ijaprt 27
T 5)ie K § b ey ?

(A) Angular deviation (JEME fhd B ik L) o

(B) Coronal global deviation (JE#8 % k=h¥ &2 FF crfEdg) o

(C) Apical global deviation (28134 # &2 FF cfERE) o

(D) Voxel overlap ({E#8¢h= Rtk chd fp A vt o

1345 2020 # Yuseung Yi ¥ + & J Clin periodontal. 4 % &= fk# > TR 5% 3 § 3
e 48 % B X peri-implantitis ?

(A) emergence angle >= 30 degrees (i7 erpnad & & < 3% 30 &) o

(B) emergence profile is convex (M7 erpn g 4] fx iy 1)

(C) high crown/implant ratio (&7 /{88 Gl#B ) o

(D) the implant splinted to adjacent implant (%% FF i ? fpididi) o

1335 Henrike Herrmann # 4 »% 2020 & #7# £ 923 » T 7w AlEMH Tt H(Z 2 )4 b
FEE D FRICRELR?

(A) Ti-p>Ti-m>Ti6A14V>Zr02 -

(B) Ti6A14V>Zr02>Ti-m>Ti-p °

(C) Zr02>Ti-p>Ti-m>Ti6A14V -

(D) Ti-m>Ti6A14V>Ti-p>Zr02 -

134995 Rebecca Ellis, et al. 2020 #% % & COIR e 3 » fadsdr i (7 TR T i #8:5
3‘& P, T ,. ,«,_& yi“?

(A i&il(taperedﬁﬁ“’ b Rt (R

(B) ® A(straight)fEf e ¥t { FiETIE -

(C) & % ek s(coronal )35 % JAF I ¥ s o

(D) J(taperedh‘B R 4228 (apical) & gt v 6] end #:78 (bone—to-implant contact)
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44. 135 Lang £ Lindhe(2015) 0% 1% > & implant ¥ » cuE427 > FHEAEE jTek < 303 450

45.

46.

47.

48.

canal » P bone #-¥ it 5 ¥| press fit »2fl > T Skt e H 453E-?

(A) {2~ % Flep i 4 sl 36 3 & 4 e d(microfracture) e
(B) A FH# i R kA 3 0 o

(C) fERE T ¥ sp ey % KRS Eigse s ~ o

D) VRFVEFTLIFEERLR

#2020 Hyun Ju Kim ?—*ﬁév\%"’r B 2t Amm ARG R R P BRI AR SR R - PR

Ao FFEE T B E RS Tk e S0

() G5RPRFATE 57 L peF 2 MR R FM -

(B) 7 RERFFAITI L7 A peF & /s | 1405 F & ®(functional time following
prosthetic loading) 7 B ¥ 4pht o o

(C) WimmpSEFOm G- FFRRPFET -7 Bt e 3E R ¥ 3
L2

(D) AR F12 1 AnmpF > B - AT & - e H M E R T
FRFLR -

5 2018 # Lee et al. shisystematic review and meta-analysis, T 7|B*" alveolar

ridge preservation 3 i ¥ ?

(A) #27 154 13 7 alveolar ridge preservation s H ARG BF L B o

(B) &7 it 782 & it * flapped #2 flapless ridge preservation {523 B ¥ F ihi
L

(C) ki A Z2 3 A& & * flapped §? flapless ridge preservation {si273 ¥+ ehi
L

(D) #* free gingival graft #iridge preservation f&# #ffwiqjz ¢t flapless ridge
preservation #" o

P53 Lin et al. 2016 %73 - laser therapy #+** peri-implant mucositis §? peri-
implantitis &g T P H 5 &R

(A) i * F 5445 non-surgical therapy ¥ &%+ BOP reduction e

(B) @ * Er:YAG § &7 2§ »xecd PD reduction e

(C) &* C02 F&++# 115 »xecd CAL -

(D) dioe T &+ 11l iy 7 4% &5 o

1395 Giovanni Zucchelli ¥ 5 >+ 2019 5 £ > M3030 7 2 BT H AT A 0% Rl e R P

%l /4 4% (facial peri-implant soft tissue dehiscence/deficiencies at single implant
sites in the esthetic zone) =% #f > 17T i 5 g7

(A) b2 g1 e eny T AR AR R 7 2. T dUE % 8 2 e 5 28 > A w iAo
(B) 1245 f%215 2 (papilla dimension) 1§ & i&— ¥ k3 &~ 58 (subgroups) e

O gl ool ge§ { /419« % (more apical ) °

(D) Armug la> &+ 5% 5 CAF or tunnel + CIG (or other graft substitutes) o
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49.

50.

ol.

2.

53.

o4.

#3495 Kyung-A Ko % g4 2020 = "} Fo crm gAML FZ\;'J/EH % > mucogingival junction(MGJ) &
S L A L s - ﬁul&ﬂg e

(A) 1 mm
(B) 3 mm
(C) 5 mm
(D) 7 mm

1345 201Twor ld workshop # $~+ 2.4 % K15 % (peri-implant disease):ifcit ™ 7 - 44 3% 2
(A) Rops %+ 27 Fpa
(B) % Flieipifd Aoz p X7 9 B ptn &3
(C) &9 5 Bt 7 % e L R E MY BLOR GRE -
(D) PRk o indg iR i g #RRI AL 2 19k ~ 3RRIFR (probing depth) < »+ %3t 6 &1 2 3
# Ep £ A2 3mm e

Istvan Urban # 1 4%t 5fa 7 (maxillary anterior )k ¥ #4f %3 » R F L5 5%
R4 EEFETES RO KT gt e AR 7
(A) L& 4%7% %25 %A (depth of the vestibule) & iF & AXR P2 48 F = jirds FEE o
(B) L& 247+ & ¥ ehid & 42 A (periosteun quality/integrity) @ 4o% 3 2138 /2 54k
P2 A F £ AR FEE o
C) L &A% ZHE &1 3% & (width of keratinized mucosa)
D) §FEFR R > RPN BRI TR TFER 7 & H R % 3F 5 B R
A ¥k 4 5 ¢ 7 saftey flap periosteoplasty-papilla shift 2 % double-layer suture-

195 Batista ¥ % &%= 3 (J. Prosthet. Dent., 2019) > pa8e % sp{E 4y » 5 %2 B4R 48
splinted ¢ ** nonsplmted ?

(A) #2°> marginal bone loss °

(B) #2°"> prosthetic complications °
(C) #2°> implant failure °
ONIETE

%95 Hom-Lay Wang BIFf#= 7 » BB = =% 7&E A 171648 % B X (peri-implantitis) fesk %
bl G VT i S e % B X (peri-implantitis) & 3% F1% (local contributing
factors) » # @ MI GB B HFE S 7

(A) EH-3 sﬁ*"*EfE'J(Too—buccal implant position) °

(B) #F e 34 35 5 (Thin-tissue biotype) °

(C) & 72 i&%—:@ >(Minimal presence of keratinized mucosa) °

(D) #&H A8 * 2 (Poor-prosthesis design) °

M >*4E 7 cement-retained £ screw-retained # 842 vt i > B H BT H 5 27
(Ao e & G 1 LA -

B)pfrtrrd 2 B3 P2 B E 5 E 4 o

(Ot 2 B2 e R adF i i -

(D)ips > BHF LR SR e 48 5 o
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55. t Araujo 2015 # chreview article ® > ¥3M3 7 (6347 § it > T kit e ﬂ FE?
(A) Araujo (2008,2009) P 347 18 sjé'a‘&j:mﬁ—\ W ILF AR 4 E R e B AT
(B) #7142 ¥ Wil b wyot S EAF R - 275 3 fF hbundle bone #il i o
(C) Araujo (2014) ersp# @ > 37 41" {5 p R & kT8 s oot 26% 0 47 Ry

3% o
(D) Araujo (2014) =dR @ > Ap¥>tp R & 2o A ¥ s v g

LML N g ha

56. Chung #2006 # J Periodontol. &%= % » % 3 &3 it 7 d2 4 a8 % FIpF> 0™ xa—"f £?
(A) #8046 £ _rough surface > ¢'“#75 % fibone lose -
(B) £#84 & &_smooth surface ’ € #3 % cHbone lose e
(C) # g 1eteni 5 £ smooth 2 & rough surface - #% ¢ +* #2275 bone lose °
D) Th*FAFFF % -

57. & 2016 & J Craniomaxillofac Surg. &7,k it w g~ % - #& F| & alveolar ridge

augmentatlon duE LY 5 T A E i 5327
(A @ Fods > e ¥ > 702513 Tim 03 & -
(B) #* #evkT 2 mal ¥ > ¥ ou 58313 Tom 7% & o

(C) 4r% -2 * w44 40+ & * titanium meshes > € £ % 34— B3 & -
(D) #F+4c ¥ ¢ * titanium meshes 77 ;% » vt @ * & 4 sehcomplication rates 5 B i% o

58. Derks, J. %2016 % % - Fa;?ﬁ‘%a % B L (peri-implantitis) & & 9 2 G%T 3 4R 2 » Bow

TEAR ¥ B ey TP R

(A) F5BT > Q&2 183 45k 3 fe A2 Y B L (peri-implantitis)

(B) 3 7 ¥ ek FriAeily 7 ¥ %‘*‘ B3 e fl % X (peri-implantitis) %% & v 5 &_
4.1 % -

(C) 7= 47 455 >0 AHFHEMD A2 20 A JFHEAE 19 FHEAY % L (peri-implantitis) ek 5
4E15.1 & -

D) BEET 9E2 75 £REMY B (noderate/severe peri-implantitis) H
dE T EGEE R 9 2R’ .

59. &t B F PlEE(lateral wall) v F F B e £4c(intraosseous anastomosis) i f#3|5 % X
Ry ? MRS F o g f 09
(A) 100% = 100% -
(B) 50% % 50% °
(C) 50% = 100% e
(D) 100% % 50% °

60. &4 Dr. Annibali 3 & 34 47 & 2 }g’% » 48 7 # * platform switching (PS) =&
conventionally restored platform-matching # = # Z{ci % ¥ & % (marginal bone loss)
= 7 1?’—*FfJ_F‘7
(A) #£7 & * platform switching = # &% (implant success rate) #i§ -

(B) #£7 1 * platform switching = # &% (implant success rate) #ixis o
(C) £7 # * platform switching ##% ¥ €4 #& % (L35% 0.5mn) °
(D) 487 & * platform switching 8% # & £ #&> (L35> (. bmm) °
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61.

62.

63.

64.

1345 Karim E1 Kholy et al 2019 &% 4 v #b3 % > § tooth-supported static guide 2
A3F7 BB ALE S w’yﬁirx%7$r&*%_L@# iR °?

(A 1-

B 2 -

(C) 3-

(D) 4-

1395 Stefan Lundgren % 4 2017 # % Periodontology 2000 % # = 1,}‘% AR
#¥( Sinus floor elevation)® & * & fa#fe ¥ cie 7 3 S scit 5 @ ﬂ * 9

(D) FREHEBEF L ERE -

(B) Ef#EFH -

©) (SF RN PR i o 2 L‘ﬂﬁ%r]‘a%‘—} B iE o

(D) & * BIEFH> NEAP S LB -

145 2017 # American Academy of Periodontology £ European Federation of
Periodontology World Workshop #& i » f@fk b & L3 Tl » Lot % B L ik dp ke
SRR T SR A5 Y

1. probing depths of =6 mm °

2. probing depths of =4 mm -

3.bone loss= 3 mm °

4.bone loss= 2 mm e

(A 1,3

B 1,4-

) 2,3

(D) 2,4-

1345 Alberto Monje % + #2019 #** The International journal of oral & maxillofacial
implants 7 M 127 primary stability % secondary stability #p3 B iaerw= 3 = ;gw@ei’
TR AE L E D

@Y) priﬂmary stability {v secondary stability 7 43t} 5 2]t v Aphd o

(B) #lprimary stability P##7# implant stability quotient ( ISQ ) erlicdpirie 7 7%
FEFRFIRAE

(C) #l primary stability PF#7# insertion torque ( IT ) erficdpirie 7 a5 & 5 st b
R

D) 11t # e
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6.

66. =

67.

68.

69.

123 Andrea Pizzini % 4 2021 #3% Clinical Oral Implants Research = )I?J%‘Wéﬂﬁi" ek
w o RI% ;Y (lateral window) * SEf 3 & =47 &2 1+ 3§ P %5 3 (sinus membrane
perforation) £ 7™ 7| F]& izt 5 B 9

1. #& 5 &= (thicker lateral walls ) e

2. %% % 1 37§ (narrower sinuses) e

3. %~ ®% (larger windows) °

4. % B % (existing sinus pathology) °

(A) 4-

(B) 3,4 -

(€) 2,3,4-

(D) 1,2,3,4-

two-piece fEREE P » F K A 1‘9 LB ;‘#T ¢ e TEE £ ¥ (vertical
reposition) % o FFH TP F LG A F F e T L

(A) Fixture ¥ abutment & micromovement °

\mL
[
o2
A
e
~0

(B) Abutment £4F45%7 £ 4% ¢ ( repeated disconnection and reconnection) °
(C) Abutment & < 2#¢h4] o
(D) Abutment screw *rik% dtorque * £ % /| °

B> d k¥ (Bundle bone) ehfcit » fmf 5247
(A) £- A F AT (Lamella) B4 o

(B) BAX% 0.2-0.4 mm -

(C) &_Sharpey ‘s fiber *f¥ R o

D) 7&HFAH- BT LBEFTA

B>+ 4 £ <0 Modeling - Remodeling st » o 5 2£ 7

(A) Bone remodeling 7% 2 #& Bone modeling % -

(B) Bone modeling i & crdg i) b A B s | & 4 i d chal-B F iz o
(C) Bone remodeling #4qitj 22 ¥ gt 3] ch CHT oo

(D) Bone modeling f= remodeling 7 # &t Fe Pt 2 o

MR E 5 P gt o ¥ R0

(A) ®iEerfe el R cantilever 5 B R > Whid 22 FREP L o

(B) Z# I BLRFT ~ X~ B ot 45T =R LRI E F— | o

(C) =&k Ip#8= B pontics> L 82 & B %€ M2 E3f ponticApr B 27T & -
(D) PR MALHEA =B 23 > ~ AT E 2 207 F Pk end ot o
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70.

1.

T2.

3.

4.

TG B 7 # e e (gingival fibroblast,GF) -7 % 4 a* =¥ (periodontal

ligament fibroblast, PDLF) :“#ir 4 5 %7

(A) 3@ 4p i 215 7 % &2 F 0% periodontal ligament cell #f§ 7 19 ¢ 514 7 1940
i F eh7 $UE S 25 gingival connective tissue #7123 ¢ 224 # i E7 ¥ B
functional periodontium (Melcher, 1976; Boyko et al., 1981;Meyer, 1986; Egelberg,
1987) -

(B) 7 #4 &+ w2 (gingival fibroblast,GF) =7 % % @* "¢ (periodontal ligament
fibroblast, PDLF ) #° morphology and growth rates ®._ip oo
) = —*‘ At #2 % passaged culture = % i# B growth rate 4p iz »

(D) A '“'Tp v AF protein matrix 4= Collagen type I, Collagen type IV, Fibronectin,
Gelatin, Laminin, Vitronectin % 7.7 % % % w? PDLF %’Kz‘iﬁgﬁ deey R § A7 R
a tmre OF 432 225 o

2048t (surgical bone drilling) i #higi# (spindle speed) % ‘Fi*”j‘v (feed rate)

Aot i 3 R0 E A g dp deep 7 b B pERT N Bl P B S A 4R R E

ff e = b — Bl N R R o

(A) 3 4c i dhigi# spindle speed € 3 4cde+ (thrust force) % 4=+ (torque) e

(B) Bix gqm}a;% Edz 4 RAUEAPM 0 3 philiE B Ao pF G R D R ot G 0 A2 ]
FgA50 > g EM o

(© muﬁ BRI RS P di 2 g g P e 0 AF) G R A R 30
2HF RS -

(D) BieFZ R {FT i £ (shearing energy ) 34 & 424 4 g3 > 3 24 # o

3 B 1998 # Uchida é”ﬂéifﬁai‘ R AE BT > B REE RER [3mm 0 T Pkt
IF"%ZJ}EE?

(A 9% & 7.9cc ¥+ £ -

B) *¥Z & 1bccHHE -

(C) 9% & 5.4bcc F £ -

D) ~¥F& 3 2lcc i -

1295 La Monaca(2018) 7%= 7 » ¥ B LinkT £, W4 T 7V 7B ¢ 5 g ¥ecd ?
(A) & B45pli#R (Probing Depth) -

(B) #&ugd ®4£p 5 (blooding on Probing) °

(C) ¥ zpen® & (bone level) °

(D) & i wiehg & (the width of KG)-

1295 Vignoletti F. %4 2012 2k Men s sepbwhg > VRS R° 5P RE § R
FA?

(A) 1.8, 0.9 mm -

(B) 1.8, 1.5 mm-

(C) 1.3, 0.7 mme

(D) 1.3, 0.8 mm e
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9.

6.

7.

18.

79.

80.

1235 Marco Degidi # %Jﬁ 2013 & % % chamber concept ° # immediate implant placement
fs i@ * definite abutment 24f 18 i * {¢ » % 3L bone gap o Kd 2

(A) buccal bone grafting °

(B) connective tissue grafting °

(C) deep plate-form switching °

(D) flapless surgery °

4% Katafuchi 2018 s $4F 2 » § MHE7 chT ak3h » K 2 D/
(A) crown surface facing the sulcus area should be convex to prevent food impaction-e

(B) Crown surface facing the sulcus area should be concave to prevent interfering
with bone °

(C) Emergence profile has less effect on Bone level implant than Tissue level -
(D) Emergence angle has more effect on Tissue level than Bone level o

45y (implant placement) ™ % {E48 1§ §* (implant loading) i@ # 3¢ i R

(protocol) § X FIRE® Nz B B> T H S H ¥ FF 7

(A) 2o g F(bldo 258, ok %5 ) fE4897cy (implant placement) '/ % e #8ehf
f* (implant loading) enfs # 28 R (protocol ) § = FIX LT chiz B F25F > 1T o
=Y FF?

(B) % ek 38Rt (Sldo &g ¥ oh& F, E 24 B8 )

(C) # Fe e df fede & (lde: v pARTF ~ HEIFELS R )

OICEE S

145 Al-Hamed (J.C.P, 2021) %~ 47% f = 4~ i PRP 4 Bone healing 7 # e o ™
ik s Y

(A) Single spin L-PRP #7% platlet £ # double spin-PRP % -

(B) Double spin-PRP /#°* bone defect size # Single spin L-PRP % -

(C) %4 double spin-PRP ¢ bone defect 7 7 #°" si1Macrophages °

(D) %4 double spin-PRP ¢ bone defect 7 7 #°° 7 mast cells -

frtd |-mm £ 3-mm Abutments ¥ Bone level change % crestal mucosal thickness
gitawry ¢ > Munoz( JCP, 2021)% 2

(A) 3-mm Abutment 7 #° interproximal bone loss °
(B) 1-mm Abutment # #> interproximal bone loss °
(C) Abutment height crestal mucosal thickness £ bone loss 7 E &R i% ©

(D) b g & e

& Mucosal phenotype # tissue type %% marginal bone level £ %8<%= 7 ¥ >Garaicoa-

Pazmino et al(J Perio, 2021)%¢ 3 ?

(A) ## 5 2 & hphenotype, Tissue type tE#8 {8 » {8 39¢ £2 frie ey & -

(B) i - & e function, 5 £ /& phenotype F # #p iT 1 Clinicalparameters
radiograp #piT<7clinical parameters # radiographic marginal bone level o

(C) ** & ehphenotype 7 Tissue type t£4%8, 5 #% 7BOP, PI> G 1 -

(D) ra+ ¥ & -

Page.14 /14



