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1 ERF-ZfE7 R PFFMLEEAY R ERE: (2 BEF? -%3)

1. 1395 Carl Misch(2007) 0% % » 07 geat o 4 5 227
(A) D1 bone density %% 7 % ¥ Lhd %A A&
(B) D2 bone density TE{s 7 ® ¥ Lend AT
(C) D3 bone density B 7 % % Lk A A&
(D) D4 bone density tEis7 % ¥ Lt B AL

o=

>

2. Tl F LT
(A) Implant ¢4 £ g % » ¥ 5 proprioception ;X3 tactile perception.
(B) p 227 ehtactile perception’ AR 2157 N B b o
(C) Occlusal overloading #1427 %% ¥ i 5 # 5 -

(D) F parafunction s A > — 7 11487

3. THRFRFT R UTiEERY LD
(A) # ¥ ferrule § 2mm 1},
(B) # * crown root ratio % > 1:1.
(C) Crestal bone .t 17 # %48 > bmm 4 b,

(D) 2% tooth crown fracture.

4. 3z Wittneben & A (2017 e £ > 7 MK - T 2@ ﬁ LR 47 B ¥ (screw-retained) 4 &4
2 ik
() % FECRRFRT AT WY FEP
(B) # &4 Fwisimv BT ;5% (retrievability)
(C) $HERMTA 2 s W AR H Lk ar]
(D) AgMESHR o &:,T.%?’ﬁ X 432 F4#¥ 4 (lower profile retention)

5. 134z Meredith % % & COIR(1996) 3 £ > T 7| ﬁ LT Eoi F R BIE v O g T R
(stability)?
(A) 7 #43x X . B §(periapical radiograph)
(B) Periotest
(C)  #=#g F » 47 (Resonance frequency analysis)
(D) Periotron
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6. 1345 Gallucci % 4 & JOMI(2014) s+ % - 4o FEi%{E 48 :E 7| immediate loading #7% & ¢ primary
stability?
(A) single implant v insertion torque = ** 20 Ncm
(B) edentulous jaws & insertion torque * ** 30 Ncm
(C) implant stability quotient (ISQ) = ** 60
(D) mr R

7. 13# Chavda S & Levin L & Journal of Oral Implantology 2018 # % = gk » = 7|~ & % 48 » 4
At BdF Y

OIEET:
(B) FiaRaLt
©) Rt

(D) #P 2 RRFA4AhLl

8. Tomasi C %% 42 #% (2014 &) BB HEHET 5 2, 4, 8 or 12 2 M Faresh>r ¥
S A SRR R s > BRM AT SR S A BT R 0

A % 2%
(B) % 4%
C© % 8
D % 12 &

9. 17T $t Osteogenesis 2 osseointegration fhfcif e &t 7 ?
(A) Bonding osteogenesis #_- #& osteoinduction sk & o
(B) Titanium machine surface implant ¥ % & & - & distant osteogenesis °
(C) #73) e Bioactive material e % & ¢ 4% B2) = soft tissue capsule °
(D) &+ 2 3 F_Bioinert material &3z o

10. 345 Burkhardt(2015) B »+ #5347 #3245 48 (free soft tissue graft) s\ J§ g ceFy > 7 $45 1648
15 & (graft thickness) %% > F A pF » 5 R R R P ETH 4 ?

(A)  1lmm
(B) 1.5mm
(C)  2mm
(D) 3mm

11. #1495 Aguirre-Zorzano(COIR 2014)4*%+% # = supportive periodontal therapy(SPT):=7 % T i
Ao RAEREY Rl RE LahE RS auT Y o T A A AR Y
(A) AF% 2 Plaque Index 7 B
(B) AWt 7 % WA 5 B
(C) fEM¥FELEET NG M

(D) EMERELET ¥ LN T M
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12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

139% Gay(2016) B ** supportive maintenance therapy #3416 #8 i3 % 5 (survival rate) g 8
HREDEZ VAT L > VEMRS SET A peF ?

(A 20%

(B) 30%

(C) 60%

(D) 90%

£ %t Anner (2010) #1427 Jp % hsurvival rate > BFFF (DR A (DO#BFp )7 ¥p (4
Supportive periodontal therapy (SPT)

() (DH+(2)

(B 3+4)

(© (D+4)

(D) (2)+(3)

g Gallucci & A 22014 #2877 > U T @ H AT % & immediate loading =& R| ?
(A) 24Fehprimary stability
(B) 2% systemic/local contraindication
F
(C) % 7@k g ~ 2 h "R pF
(D) FEF kP g B i SR P

(E) wmlty 5’-\

1395 Benic % * & 2014 4 % = 3 > T #| i & inmediate loading 4p ¥t <h contraindication ?
(A) 7 %= E et ¥

(B) Pt pg&siv

(C) fMstsm 4 B 7 &2 i hparafunction

(D) mby R

245 Grossman % 4 £ 2005 % & 567 § > T 71in % LAEHHG 4 splinting soif g ?
(A Frrevd £ 5 & R

(B) 53pr fExenp R7 B

(C) R E 247

(D) A

145 Jivraj & 2018 % & o > T 5]fe 4 7 L4 & {E MR K3 #5 P screw-retained s cement-

retained 1% % ?

A F#aryIER

(B) =Rz & 7 B (interocclusal space)

(C) 1 provisional crown fadk sk % a7 hg K
(D) # # & 8(biological compl ication)
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18. P 7 Bl A2 | V= o R Fl_l_lﬁ‘,‘{?

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

(A F_2wey > 2 F 5 Feiee
(B) 2 fp#ez a7 > 2 €5 Fxfco
(C) Gap # DFDBA » + # & ¥ % &5 °

(D) 4 Rl & 5 CTG » 7 4 1 4 R i o

1395 Monje, COIR(2019) - ™ 71% B Peri-implantitis cha ffscat i 4 4538 7
(A) Class la #4p angular bony defect

(B) Class Ic #_circumferential defect

(C) Class Il &4z Supracrestal/horizontal defect

(D) Class II1b &35 2-3wall defectthorizontal bone loss

1295 Tarnow(JP 2000) %= 3 > spaf{E 42 AP REEd 5 S s g § 7

(A)  2mm
(B) 2.5mm
(C)  3mm
(D) 5mm

195 Karim & 2019 & w3 > S fircny S e @ friz 8 §HF P FEmit o 5 LHEIFH K
(single-tooth gap);KRim™ » $Ar$ BT & L35 ¢ &2 27 3 Py hbmitip b ?
(A 23

(B) 3
(C) 43f
(D) 53

1395 Simion ¥ § # 3§ Mff 2007 # 5w 3 > & * dPTFE membrane ¥ 1:1 mixture of DBBM(Bio-Oss)
£7 autogenous bone graft i F3lEF L 24 > &2 B2 ahd K5 T3HE D 4 > dcrest bone

regeneration ?

(A) 1.15mm
(B) 2.15mm
(C) 3.15mm
(D) 4. 15mm

1245 2018 # Isehed B H BB TR E% Y 0 % enamel matrix derivative i& {7548 ¥ Bl
2+ pEin ok o 3-&_\5&1&55 W EFTE?

(A T0%
(B) 80%
(C) 90%
(D) 100%
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24.

25.

26.

21.

28.

29.

22

Roohollah Naseri # 4 % 2019 # » 47 23 & meta-analysis ‘' #& T frfe 7 4 P > 12 patient

level kg > — <20 20 43enf 46 7 % Reihip ¥ b ' (Relative risks) 5 2 4 5 ?
A 4%

(B) 1.3%

(C) 0.8

D) 2.2

Wang et al. 2006 & #& ) & GBR + jiscnR Al » 2 & Z 104 T oR— 38 ?
(A) Primary wound closure

(B) Angiogenesis

(C) Stability

(D) Shape of the defect

FE0R B d(mucogingival junction) % = 13w 4R = ¥iF apically positioned flap 78 % > pFRF
mEF RSB E?

A -
(B) - &*
(C) = @>*
(D) = B 7"

95 2018 & Lee et al. isystematic review and meta-analysis, T 7|H > alveolar ridge
preservation & & & ?
(A) #7 #7527 3117 alveolar ridge preservation & ¥ g H AL ¥+ L R
(B) &7t 7 &% A i * flapped #¥ flapless ridge preservation X5 &%t hi R
(C) *eEpH A% %R A* flapped ¥ flapless ridge preservation 43 B ¥+ ch4 &
(D) #* free gingival graft #iridge preservation f& ¥ #f«wjc g+t flapless ridge
preservation #&->

95 Lin et al. 2016 %" 3 - laser therapy #*% peri-implant mucositis ¥ peri-implantitis
s T R S LD

(A) # * 3 &3 pe non-surgical therapy ¥ 12 @#a 4 BOP reduction

(B) @& * Er:YAG § %+ 123 »z:z % PD reduction

(C) #* CO2 7%+ 3 »xecd CAL

(D) dioe T &7 riifp chrcd 7 4% 5

te 48 % F] % (Peri-implantitis)£? ™ 7|vR3E %)% & B ?
D BF255 857 %R

(B) &% &7 Hip

© EHF7=mR

D) BHEF 2 EAR
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30. 134 Sarah § 2012 chFr g » T A= L 452 2 $ e 4 & & % £ (Angular deviation)
P FL ] ?
(A) Mucosa-supported
(B) Tooth-supported
(C) Bone-supported
D) mEgFild

31. T 7l F # AE &4 WA (inplant type)fr 3-D #3154 (3-D dimensional planning)P+3 & % g
17
(A) ®ifE4F (retention type)
(B) vz & #5% (occlusal schema)
(C) +7 #p 498 % (prospective mucosal margin)
(D) # % (esthetic zone)
32. 1395 Stephen Chen % 2 % ¢ # A (systemic review)# 3 » vt 5w 7 ®ig * = Ti 7
(immediate implant)# % #4527 (early implant)e# B &% » 1T it e FyFE?
(A) =457 (immediate implant)¥? & #7418 7 (early implant) » 13448 midfacial mucosa
recession #34p
(B) 5 #1457 (early implant) 4! 315 %8 midfacial mucosa recession # & fix i<
(C) z 747 (immediate implant)& & & RI4¢ o o 47k e e &2 g LR T8
(D) % #1427 (early implant) & & 4 RI4F 5 o 47k Ffe e ARG R LF LR BT F B

33. 1345 Tan & COIR(2012) = /I?%'ﬂéﬁ(systemic review)F 3 > A TG+ 7 &u}%‘.% Sdrk A iFER
RJE o 2 0 (h ] T T kit R
(A) #7 oS FwLs g Rt 8ps 11-22%
(B) #7 o4 H kT 3R % RS 29-63%
(C) #R7 LA F R FEE ) LT RFRTFE AL E R RE
(D) #YpEPaLredhig §F LHaE "0 T

]

34. iz 95 Hom-Lay Wang BIFf# 3 » B = =& F& b A 171548 ¥ B L (peri-implantitis) Tk & &l - fF 4
I A x> A8 % B U (peri-implantitis)enk 8RR %)% (local contributing factors) > ##

W b F T E S 7
(A) e8> % %% B (Too-buccal implant position)
(B) @ endi ek 2 47 i (Thin-tissue biotype)
(C) & F i 2958 > (Minimal presence of keratinized mucosa)

(D) #=&F A8+ 2 (Poor-prosthesis design)
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35. * B % (lateral window) (¥ % § 3 & £ ji¥pF > £ i 42 7] F 0§ P A=(medial wall)vRifs ¥ €3¢
dte 9
(A) Posterior superior alveolar artery
(B) Posterior lateral nasal artery
(C) Infraorbital artery
(D) ra b gzt

36. * ® ¥ (lateral window) i 57§ 3§ % + fiep > 12T § B i$ = membrane perforation eh#cit @ 4 3
F7
(A) # window ¥ » * carbide bur ** * diamond bur # % i = perforation
(B) 7 septum ‘X septum $& % i# = perforation
(C) Schneiderian membrane # /& Fr# % i$ = perforation
(D) sinus floor #*h ke ph k22 & # -~ PFiR % i3 = perforation

37. 47 &+ ji¥ & osteotomy preparation P > F R RARESC > 1 » 45 ¢ & = ¥ 37 (bone necrosis) ?
(A) 37

(B) 41
(C) 57
(D) 67

38. John Kois # 2004 & # 1 H g 7 157 % & chjnsfy > &4 5 B ¥k > T AR S L0
(A) Relative tooth position s 4 %|%_Apicocoronal ~ Facial-lingual - Mesiodistal = # > & o
(B) 7 % a8 (Form of the Periodontium)4 % % (high) ~ # (normal) ~ ™ (low)= #& -
(C) 7 #25 & (Biotype of the Periodontium)4 % 5 (Thick) ~ & (Thin)# & -
(D) 7 % 4] f& (Tooth shape) ¥ A % = Aj(Square) ~ “F[f]7;(Ovoid) ™ & -

39. Joseph Y K Kan % 2003 #3035 7487 £ F 07 ¥ 32k > T 7P 4 5 287
(A) 127 %11 2-stage * ;%4 » » & facial side e7biological width * p 2% 7 &% -
(B) et ® FliTid .~ papilla 3 B » B~ kEp A 7 interproximal bone % & o
(C) 7 #% E(Thick biotype) peri-implant mucosal dimension #i# ¢(Thin biotype)* -
(D) pE 7 % erbiological width > 2 7 % ¥ 4-p| £ pocket depth #ciE 7 v -

40. Jia-Hui Fu % 2011 # J Periodontol. ® #% ¥| » greater palatine foramen & v &% % 4 &
(A) palatal to 1st malar
(B) palatal to 2nd molar
(C) palatal to 3rd molar
(D) between 2nd and 3rd molar
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41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

i ¥4 Sangeetha Raghavendra % 2005 # ¢~ FrrAEe P Mt~ BB OERAETIER K
(A 1ik-

(B) 2% -
(C) 3&-
D) 4% -

1% Phillips K, Wong KM. 1995 # & 1 <1 L > Fixed-detachable(hybrid denture)#i 3 shd-2 %
L4 hen 9

(A) 18mm
(B) 9 mm
(C) 11mm
(D) 8mm

195 Tarnow et al % %ﬁ 2003 # g Al B Ay ) FREAPEIEHOLTFNLRIHBIAR A
(A) 3.4mm

(B) 2.5mm
(C) 5.0mm
(D) 4. 3mm

Rip 287 % 4 2017 > Clinical Oral Implants Research 3 B ¥ 2 4t = *%-(Schneiderian
membrane) 5 B F B I B B 71 el & B4k s R e %k #F4 (cone-beam computed
tomography, CBCT)eup| & #1718 e % fp ﬁ i F?

(A) Toeerh %< pmsr »plR bR -

(B) T %tk 5 %l mImsr R R o

(©) TR fo s ¢ HE B A2 2 X

(D) T Hourf fomiLsr Rl R AR M F AP M

45 Stefan Lundgren ¥ % 2017 # & Periodontology 2000 % # = JEL C BET SRR N B
( Sinus floor elevation)® i * & 64 84 4 e 7 73 7% & #eidt & 7 4

(D) FRAEHSET B S 3

(B) Ba#tEt P55k

O FRAEMAET LR BT L 5 R

(D) R *BEFL>NEP R LR

46. 1245 2017 & American Academy of Periodontology ¥ European Federation of

Periodontology World Workshop # i > fesk t 3 & b Tk - LU 48 % F] X chfesk 3p ¢ 3537
g e AR FA5 2 1. probing depths of =6 mm 2. probing depths of =4 mm

3. bone loss= 3 mm 4. bone loss= 2 mm,
(A1, 3
(B) 1, 4
@ 2,3
(D) 2, 4
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A7. 1395 Tali Chackartchi # * & 2019 #** Periodontology 2000 # 4341848 ¥ [l 4 s i chp < &
tpdi s Gi § hd A0 (keratinized mucosa )#THk ehdE i T Al R K S
(A) #id e g ( soft tissue stability )
(B) $i iz emd = “«ﬁ # 1+ ( hard tissue stability )
(C) #ic "~ #r w5345 ( soft tissue recession )
(D) r b g4

48. 5 AR KT BT RFGHEIE B ST R K& L A4 2 = 4 (black triangle) 7
7422 A 2R T T AR hEEAL A (8] A
(A) Imm
(B) 2mm
(C) 3mm
(D) 4mm

49. B>r 4k ¥ (Bundle bone) shgeit > 5 257
() - A7k k¥ (Lamella) ﬁ%ﬁi
(B) 5A % 0.2-0.4 mm
(C) &_Sharpey’ s fiber ¥ % &
(D) 7 454 - B2 5 BEH L

50. B>t ¥ zp e Modeling fr Remodeling ezt » o4 5 257
(A) Bone remodeling % 24 #& Bone modeling %
(B) Bone modeling fedii& crdg ] F b B il H &2 4 5 chdB Bz
(C) Bone remodeling €4pi2 3 sc %4 ¢ h Alen “F” feec %
(D) Bone modeling §= remodelmg VoA

51. B »* ARP (Alveolar ridge preservation) 5" chfcit » o f 5 247
(DT FRrxrA2184 20 F R R EFF P2 2% f£5 Bio-Col technique
(B) pwmiixs T pam Rkt 28 it st
(C) # * d-PTFE membrane # ARP » # Z & Rk B k& 14~ %M P (primary closure)
(D) @& * ¥ e fe Rl o MR ARP > o av i D B R 8 L e Ry ek

52. 7 B %ﬁﬁéﬁf’?ifﬁ?«‘"% P K AR
(A) &% o B2~ ok cPfE f 30 - 5 Apd Hd. i?i‘aéc load-bearing capacity @ 3f {& #d+
(B) M cilicp 2 HA-HAET R € B BEY 25 3
(C) 53FHaRte » PF o ¥ iRl 7|5 - B4 R * S bk a7 B o B R
(D)2 &+ B i tpho 2B 20 R § M4 flw 4 > B2 Ffe s REH S F
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53.F M = a7 pr o e pFiE CTG ™ 7w ¥ e ?

(A) 7 B
(B) maxillary tuberosity C.T 7 # % fat tissue
(C)C.T Donor site ¥ it %_palatal areas

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

54w 7T 2 TiAfR H AR 0 ERkE 4 Bza 0 50 PNeme A ae g AT 0

55.

56.

oT.

58.

(A) 25 Ncm
(B) 35 Ncm
(C) 50 Ncm
(D) 70 Ncm

+wﬁﬁﬁﬁgyy@¢r1@ﬁ?saiﬁmﬁfﬁ@%$?

(A) %% 7 % :2 ¥ {48 (Immediate placement) + # # § §*(conventional loading)
(B) r9ts7 % a2} e 48 (Late placement) + = % § §*(immediate loading)

(C) T¥%its7 %48 % 4 (Late placement) + = ¥ f §*(immediate loading)

(D) %7 %z ik 48 (Immediate placement) + = ¥ § §*(immediate loading)

1395 2021 # Rafael Paschoal Esteves Lima, et al ¥ % 2 Systematic Review {rMeta-Analysis

F 0 i A e(inplantoplasty) & e AL % Flehig B LF F ok 10T P 5 22

(A) 748 A2 (implantoplasty )t s ipliF & (probing depth) &g ¥ % »tiFis o

(B) B2z 482 (implantoplasty) > 4R BIF R e > et L Y Fapking ' &
ZRCEFEL DL ok o

(C) {E#a a2 m(Implantoplasty)iris B 6 B * PF{af = F 5 97.5%  $HL_ 24 B * P& 3
94. 7% -

(D) B#HkgrEsE A m(implantoplasty) 15 & {548 % B L B tisf = i3 £X P304 2 )I?rpp_iii
(some evidence in the literature):ns 4% o

12gg Moy & F & 2020 s pro g o S8 F] v R § BRSOl o T ST A
PR L Rk

(A) Bde @ srsUofen b F o 000 T SaniE A 5 78 50t b e Al i

(B) fedsest enfg 54| & « 0 5OGy PF - MDA A F T o

(C) * 5P 525 s Ra A2 SEtlL peg o 1267 4 o

(D) ‘R bR w S AR S B AR F LR -

145 2018 & Thoma * 5* 7MY R 7 A (sof t tissue augmentation)z. s % 4
¥ 0 T e fEAEN F pid 2 ¥ % F F A (marginal bone level )?

(A) E#8e8 1:%99«?‘>Fi #=(Apically positioned flap; APF alone)

(B) {3% # L is4e %R -9 A 7 (APF plus a collagen matrix)

(C) 12 # ifureL jis & & p M 2 %4 48 (APF plus autogenous grafts)

(D) &+F.57% (Maintenance without intervention)
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59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

139 Wolfart & 4 % 2021 # 9% 3 4p &) > B¢ cement-retained fr screw-retained =g 7 -4k

oo HEF

(A) # * cement-retained L7 4p# screw-retained 77 & loading {6 12 B ? 7 #B #5 O
e % B 7 #0% (peri-implant mucositis)

(B) # kK # 7% tgingival index 12 # * e follow-up % cement-retained 77 4p 3 screw-
retained & ¥ #%

(C) 1mts7 i * monolithic implant-retained lithium disilicate crown > & f&/f4 > ;% & 2
biological complication #8 %

(D)12 B * aypeis g A e weif s ¥ & 2 (marginal bone loss) % #0.03-0. 15mm

1395 Javier Badenes-Catalan ¥ § >t 2021 # 3& I B >0 A0 fa dl 4 6 chim 3 o SR T Ao
i 7292

( ) ? t
( ) 3
( )

195 Ramon Pons % & —‘ﬁ 2021 & B A HER A “f t5 AT e sk R AR R 1 (dimensional changes) > = 7

o FE?

(A) # * reverse-torque removal kit # %4 T a2 &% (ridge) 84 % i (dimensional
changes) "

(B) #fs g M hk prit (7 Bone regeneration dng#h 4 che < it 3 §§ Tin e

(C) A rf it enk prit {7 Bone regeneration ergadh # che + b ¥ F & § B > fe > L adh ¥
RRIEAEFRE

(D) A# i 1§ ke B*hi {7 Bone regeneration e ¥ che 4 L& B A frd ¥ ARG F R
fz e

195 AAP world workshop (2018) #+>t1e#8 % Kl (peri-implantitis)eni# > T 7| B >t Peri-
implant health sézit 7 252

(A) € R Lk e 223 bleeding on probing

(B) ¥ it 17 %A reduced bone support sie 48 % F

(C) i T &P FEcdF R7F R # Kl (range of probing depth)

(D) #B et ¥ Flad 4 w2 (core of connective tissue) » At & it &2t d it b L f ¥

1395 Seyed Hossein Bassir 2020 & B *+ 5 #p {48 ¥ 2= (early implant placement) %73 » 3 F
TR ERE AR Y

(A 1-2 &

(B) 3-8 #

(C) 12-16 #

(D) <=2
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64.

65.

66.

67.

68.

69.

B >* socket shield technique > ™ 7| ¥ & 4 ?

(A) HBRBAMRET R T R ERIEDEF R

(B) P o sttt MGy 0 A LER Y KRB 2 RP YR

C) E¥ o gpe HEtAFT FEE - B2 - socket shield e I %
(D) mb R

1345 2021 # Lorenz Seyssens e%7 3 » a3 WwfEpF > 3 22 CTG foi 2% CTG B B ¥ e £ £ 5
P ?

(A) Marginal bone level

(B) Vertical mid-facial soft tissue

(C) Horizontal mid-facial soft tissue

(D) Probing depth

FRELS 2 R LT R A g B R GEES L T AR E 9
W)

(B) fiei +peis

(C) #=ts

D) %ZEppily £33

195 Joseph Kan % 4+ 2011 e 3 Mt F5Em 7 % 7 124_% &2 = 48 7 (immediate implant) =
ﬁ’m%&ﬁ£ﬁ7?

(A) Type I

(B) Type 11

(C) Type II1

(D) TypelV"

1UIp 2 Azl % 4 2020 &5 2 S0 B Lo R e P e 1 > T gt P F AR Y

(A) i&{7 resective {r regenerative treatment ¢ 7{E 48 § 7 % Ip c3f {5 A 4F

(B) i&{7 resective therapy {é # #me 48 % B2 LR EEF % 2ecd » s T;rs with reduced
support

(C) i {7 regenerative treatment is {548 % Fl = “«m 7 ¥ & complete regeneration £

(D) i&7 resective fr regenerative treatment {& #4** recurrent/refractory peri-implantitis

SRR 2 AR

i1 87 %5 g7 2020 & >* periodontology 2000 % £ 2.~ F » 2 7 @ L EM Y B L > fERE2 = L
AER TR E

(A) 1% FRT 2 mmr2 b2 &1 742

(B) fEfgcd ehi=® g * B4R ¥ (prosthetically driven)2 = 5% -

(C) fafcy 27 @ % HuR

(D) &% platform switch &3+ % &
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70.

1.

12.

13.

4.

5.

8 B4R 4~ hpi 3 Al & (emergence profile) a7k 7 i B EM Y ¥ F - Rypd bt F 5 &=
P ERD EARES R B LEMNY RIF FIRA?

(M15 &

(B)20 &

(C)25 &

(D)45 &

sk @ * dense polytetrafluoroethylene (d-PTFTE) hifghin 5 3 & FE?

(A) 34~ > mizredget F,L:ﬁm"p%]"/\ =

(B) ﬂ»?%%ﬁ?%%’“?”:ﬁ“’ THBP G A Tl Mgl

(C) WFprioshenimbret 3] > &5 Fk 2 L PF > FEMEEy >+ ¥ iRg attach mucosa &
1nterdenta1 papilla

(D) Membrane A £ % i§ ki & o %%“f*‘ oo T E

FRBFDE & A Ft B R 0 Rl - BT REIRRL PG TR F A
FORE R A TR 3R A g ;\‘?

(A) "%:g 5% (Tunnel Technique)i@ 3

(B) » & A+

(C) ## & ¥(hinge flap)

(D) ## A #(rotated flap)

F MY 4 5 %% (inplant abutment)# 7 547 * el T Alkit wF 2 g R 2
(M) HmEEG& BT FPRDRE 4 slé:#fmf%” TFE T

(B) >MI&F & FHFINRIFDZE R

(C) ¥ “45BRILXA A > ¢ 4mm7“i&

D) *FAF & 45 BEF 4 FEEFF PR DK LRES

M >+ cement-retained ¥ screw-retained = &3 ;M ant g T I F iﬂ” PEE?
(A) screw-retained F & w2z & 7 "

(B) cement-retained ' # % % #3| passive fit

(C) cement-retained € F &LF®7A T > 1 R AL

(D) screw-retained # 7 % B~ i3

e m); R FFT ?vfe%“'@?ﬁ#’ﬂmiﬁfx% » T A féf‘ag’“’?*f% ‘e m&zx’r ;avﬂz W2

(A /Fﬁ ;i B 3R “%”Ew 7R 5 - R T E 595 0.5-0. 6mm mxf’ﬁﬁ

(B) = %fp{ef8z2 FFEEdE2 & | > bmm > mfe#gwmw [ jﬁ eI 5] 3. omm ehdE &R

(O BlEHEFHELF > FeRTo0 F15.5 mmhEE 5 A

(D) F8pah 7 ks - EGR TSP T ARG 5 lom i 2RI VLG 3B e
=i EHIFrNT B
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6.

.

8.

9.

80.

LAY B RBIERE A RTRR ﬁm?%%’Tﬁﬁ%w FRAIRE?
(A) g & @ * B H 2 % (rigid connection)

(B) Tadgend o p Ry ERE G p PREZER] Dk | lEd R

() WiFtEHE p X7 @ nT MfF > Bz 2% 02 i vz & 4

(D) PR EARTGL  EREDET - Ld B

13395 Schwartz et al (2017, AAP-EFP Concensus on Classification of periodontal disease
and peri-implant disease) #¥t> peri—implanitis,’ffdf?<ﬁ ¥ £ 3 strong evidenc ¢ risk
factor?

(A) History of chronic periodontitis.

(B) Histroy of diabetes.

(C) Smoking.

(D) Presence of post-restoration submucosal cement.

2022 DGI/SEPA/Osteology Consensus meeting on Peri-implant soft tissue #t*t reduced width
of keratinized mucosa shi3h ™ #lie f & &7

(A) Increased prevalence of peri-implantitis

(B) Not related to biofilm accumulation.

(C) More soft tissue inflammation.

(D) More marginal bone loss.

i % esthetic biologic concept P¥ » Gomez-Meda et al #& ! & B384 %+ emergence profile
FIFFE &
(A) 3-D implant position.
(B) Quantity of available soft tissue.
(C) The final contour of the provisional restoration.

(D) kg A e

1395 Majzoubetal (2021, J perio) ¥ shw # {47 3 - {5 48 /4R 48 <0 emergence angle dodF & -] 3¢ B &
71 € 7 #° drmarginal boneloss?

(A) 50°

(B) 60°

(C) 30°

(D) 40°
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