Taiwan Alliance of Denta Implant Associations

iﬁ% AREA CHETHEFEE

e o P AR 112 # 127 24 p 09:30-11:30 2% 5 :

I2E#RS-AHIEPRFHLMBIRERL (2 REFYENE - $5)

T AR A A ALg L HAT 8 4 LT SE 2% (screw loosening) R F] 2
(A) B SHMeEwag s R (i &

(B) #2 55 F ende 4 (torque)ifs ~

(C) @& * 7 o predp enid sk

(D) Bt v & + 38

B R RN R AR WIET AR TARBE P FFES A E 0
(A) v g & @ % B F g & (rigid connection)

(B) Taadidend S p A7 EREF P RAZARR N b | i B

(C) RLIFHALE p X7 BB ehT % » it R 4% R it £

(D) PR Bfe g 2R ERBTET - 4o %

THATFRAUTANEMBEN AL THRE T B Eg oW RSO A-P spread RR] ?

(A) Anterior - Posterior spread (A-P spread)®ipif«< @ Jp{Efl@ M ig.wd 3pfe @ > & iF
@R 2R

(B) &~ A" (cantilever) ! # 42iF 10mm 5 & R

(C) &7 14 fi] cm & 4 cpein™ (lde $2 20 BT ~ EE L4 ) BAF R 57 0 £ 3 AP
spread 1.5 &

(D) #2507 5 (square arch) » +* fiig & § BAFK

4, HERMAFRESES H R B RR O Tkt T E 7

(A) # 4 45 4 (retention) & 4% ¥ & (stability)
(B) £t L FHWREE N ES D
(C) B ok 4 F chdif ez

OETETRERE e

T MK 0 P g (internal connection)shgcit 0 T AR f § 3RT
(A) internal connection ¥ 14" fw fif]’f‘ft/% i (microleakage) s 2
(B) internal connection ¥it3f4c i 52 3R - BB AT

(C) internal connection #7 % 3% 247 40Al m Bk i 2 % Bon sk

(D) internal connection ¥ 12" 8% ¥ xqz(marginal bone loss)

B >* cement-retained £ screw-retained & f&7 et TAIRFAFF ?
(A) screw-retained ¥ &t ‘g7 5 4 5 R0

(B) cement-retained ‘“ #ixiE i ¥ FEEF 2c %

(C) screw-retained #v rifrd & 8his F e iho B E

(D) cement-retained =g 7 % gtk vt RdF
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8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

Mot E & fRy R E Tl R AR Y ?

(A) ER AR P DFER SRR o EX e FLAsFhaimi g5 48

(B) #& £ ¥ if BiehE £ Hie %% ¥ (survival rate)#? #4% % ;x4 (marginal bone loss)F » &2 & i
EFAPR O TGP ELR

(C) s b ™ i dA M DT R 247 T b F P &
(D) ropfFd afenic 4 > AR PELFET GEF LR FF

v A E (Maxillary Sinus)dk#scit 4 3 $# 92

(A) + B A= B oeentpsd > Gt B 4 ¢ 0B R 80 2 100 um

(B) At fi § AL0EF Pt & B3N iie o R G K (R ADE N K R A GUBA)
(© 53§ Uit 2 ﬁ%*nﬁM*’Miﬁmﬁaiﬂufxmﬂ## 4%

(D) ZbMrgk L @ E Lo e 2 7- AT B FOE 44 e .

$07 PIRA @ ¥ 2 %R hd At e R0

(A) &% * ikh(porcine) & 2 h(bovine)z % — ~ = ~ = 3| (Type I, II, III)

(B) A#EP 128 - AR 3 $ i R 0 BT L0 B4 B

(C) 2 = (cross-link)#| ~ = pE(glutaraldehyde) ™ A& T4 ~ F f2 > 4 2 M A WA T

(D) A~ #8p p A2 ®(cross-1ink) 5 fv§ & #(glucose) & 4 pE it (glycation) 2L % = (non-
enzymatic) @ Fl % R 39 @ AP AN H B 2 R

nﬁi

FTHREEFEGC ?Eﬁ Kggensk 4 Shp e A5 g7
(A) 4~ *&? % & (primary closure)

(B) #c % g ix i 3R 4

(O ey ajpmgt

(D) * 2% 4 4F 4 & (vertical mattress suture)

T MRS T 0% ﬁvﬁ’%’%'ﬁﬁ‘“ﬁb e g 7
Z 7= "% (the deep lingual artery) -~ & T # %% (the sublingual
artery) -~ & % } # %% (the suprahyoid branch) ~ # = # # % (the dorsal lingual branch)
B) 27 H%ATELT V& R 233 % 5 9(llyoglossal m. ) @](median)
(C) s Td"%m@Fes | &k B 9 R 3% 3 9(Genioglossal m. )z *t @l(lateral)
D) g7 &%Avd HTR{ RTTRIFHESHFF

3 M TR T %44 S mandibular nerve (=R # 5% = L > V3) s L F4 G lingual nerve f#

FHpEm o 3 7

(A) &4 5 h|d I Flgi~(superior pharyngeal constrictor m.)™ = £ 7 %5 % 3~(mylohyoid m.)
ZEF Mg L ATEYZ & d 2 Va% {8 R (retromolar area) shE B o

(B) 24 &% = ~ vadh CEJ L35ped s 9.6mm> &2 % - & 2 CEJ T355E4 5 13 mmo &2 % = /] vad
CEJ T 53t 5 14. 8mm

(C) gl Axm a7 wit ¢ 5d Rlif(lateral)w @ = pl(median) 1T

(D) B4 GaAxe 5 7 % i2 > &2 CEJ pedd%iT
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13 BE» 7R m 8 2 & R 2 At 0 TP HHE?

(A) # & tascrew-retained implant prosthesis ¥ » screw access channel # 3% 3% T_# cingulum
area °

(B) # & i cement-retained implant prosthesis F¥ » screw access channel ¢ slightly lingual
to the facio-incisal angle > ™ %3 & 43 raxial wall length % retain implant-supported
crown °

(C) Implant fe#% 7 §E4E 3 > 0. 5mm > & @] ® EE AT » 5 2. Omm 5 & -

(D) Implant platform R % & #87 CEJ s % Gingival zenith i %/ apical 3~4mm > i 2 & 33 3 &
49 7 Bz = & i ehemergence profile e

14, 7 5im 4 & 248 % 12 Implant-assisted overlay RPD £:2¢hi & R 7] 7
(A) Unfavorable crown-implant ratio
(B) Unfavorable implant positions and angulations
(C) Anchorage in grafted bone

(D) Non-linear configuration and restoration of the corner of the arch

15. 7 B i 7 % Implant-supported fixed dental prostheses % follow-up stage 2 #zit > T 7| i@ —‘ﬁ

Fe ?

D FZvrZieam TEBRARG ERFE T FRAECEICEDE -

(B) # % &t deliver implant prosthesis &=  * = + > implant prosthesis ehiT.< g A7 %
4 mesial migration @ loss of interproximal contacts e

(C) tdeliver implant prosthesis & L4y ¢ > # 3 implant overload sf-ms# 4 ; @
Subgingival margin design #7cement-retained implant prosthesis % ¥ 3 residual cement
34 % bone level 1 7F o

(D) 1245 Pjetursson BE ** 2018 # sireview study # 7 > chipping and fracture of laminated
porcelain surfaces 4% & % 5 6~9% -

16. 345 Salvi(2014) %>t Anti-infective Preventive Measures ¢ F# Biologic Implant
Complications and Implant Loss &1k siiw gg » T 5 @ ﬁ 5 32L?
(A) J&% peri-implant mucositis ®#3EF# peri-implantitis e+ f2_ -
B) 2 I LI B I EESF EEFSPT
(C) 7 w& =7 ’*p‘fffiﬁ%?— Fo < ey o
(D) Residual probing depths 7% % i = peri-implantitis ¥ implant loss °

17. B>t Partially edentulous patients {7 &wd & 3K3* > ® 5 fe 1L F& ?
(A) % £+ Single posterior implant F¥ > F &
(B) % £ Multiple posterior implant ¥ » § — &£ % Canine guidance 7 v & #-5% -
(C) % £2= Single anterior implant p# » F K[ F & & * fEMRE 7 L& L5310 R-H351 5§ keep
as minimal as possible > i I p¥ & & 4 condylar inclination g lp -

(D) % £& Multiple anterior implant > Centric contacts % Z £ 5 Convex cingulum #3;

......

Z_Tripodized contact ™ J|*vek & e 2 o

\F‘\ﬂ
\w %‘

'?' 4 o
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18. * %JF~§'% % - 4 Implant-supported posterior restoration i3k & splinting #fFie ?
(A) Implants are misangled, and not perpendicular to the occlusal plane
(B) Anterior guidance is provided by the anterior dentition
(C) Maxillary posterior quadrant

(D) The quality of bone anchoring the implants is questionable

19. 4245 Carl E. Misch # # >t 2005 # 2 2006 # implant dentistry < & > 3 B Crown Height Space

(CHS) ehfeit » ™ 5 im 4 3% 2

(A) The ideal CHS for fixed restoration : From 8 to 12 mm ;The ideal CHS for removable
implant overdentures : > 12 mm CHS

(B) Normal CHS requirements for Bar-Overdenture : >14mm ;Compromised CHS requirements for
Bar-Overdenture : 10. 5mm

(C) The CHS is measured from the crest of the bone to the occlusal plane in the
posterior and to the incisal edge of the arch in question in the anterior region.

(D) Even when a cantilever is extended from an implant and the crown height is increased

from 10 to 20 mm, the lingual moment force and apical moment force are not increased.

20. 3 BT R T £ A 45 B g g it L LG ETR 84 (CBCT), 11T e 5 2
(A) 5 4 7 A & ok &
(B) 5 % e & T 6 T 7501 6
(C) sk &L T "%k 40 (CBCT) e 2 & i;};; AR B TR
(D) 7 F4ik & T 647 & #H 4y (CBCD) enif s+ & 5 2-16 F &

21w A0 O el ekt 2 Wag e & £ o (individualized CAD/CAM  healing abutment)¢h
P S e ?
(A) #2548 7 #7 chpn 3 A & (Emergence profile)
(B) # 34~ =48 % (primary stability)
(C) #cig # # ¥ <7ff & (alveolar bone healing)
(D) # A F(biofilm) f B &£ 5 (abutment) ¥

22. 3 MAEM T BL2 2% F5 > Tl K B A Y
(A) ©giid 57 PP LR
(B) 7 % % 5 fed8% Wl k2 %A
() #lEp AT FAAILT ¥+ %> 8RBT
(D) WA 7 & B A0S k2 it i

23. F M7 2T T G BRI 0 TR A ?
(A) 7 CIG % Free Gingiva tissue thickness(FGTT) % & -
(B) £7 L # 15 > FGTT s % -
(C) 127 # palatal side > FGTT } ¥ it % & o

(D) CTG 4 /% # 4 FGTT -
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24. 1395 Golmayo ¥ ¢ 2020 # & JCP # % e~ J‘Jc B R AT BT % B Ao T 18 e (Free
gingival graft augmentation)fiest » 7 7| #zif ir ¥ 5387
(D) AFERFUHE -5 e mERG &7 w8 F R B F R > frgraft shrinkage & ¥ 3 4
(B) s bk % L AMFE % = B2
(C) fEflAcp 227 § EF RS ehd it w S R > fr graft shrinkage + =
(D) #isis — & » Tiograft shrinkage ** ’wJ B 2R7 5 36.74%m 487 5 61.8%

2. PRIp 2 gzl & 4 2020 £ A FHEM Y B USRS EMP UL 8 0 £ 2 5% (regenerative
treatment ) ¢radiographic bone loss &iZitris S B ¥ =G g § ?
(A2
(B) 4 7
(C)6 =
(D) 12 i *

26. 1395 Monje & A 2019 e & F F % R EMERERFFERART &3 552"
(A) 1mm

(B) 1. 5mm
(C) 2mm
(D) # -1 * Imm
27. 1345 201 Tworld workshop # ¥f* 1548 % &% f5 (peri-implant disease):hfcit ™ 7| ir 4 3% 7

(D) % FlefpfE R p A7 9 ptk
(B) BeL 7 %o L Lo 4 F I i Al ¥ B R 6

(C) Tk + 2 %7dp 5 47 RI7F & (probing depth) < %3¢ 6mm
(D) Tk + & #rdn 5 F 5 & £ A24F 3

28. 1345 Testori 2020 & ez jk » = 7 fo f & T4 BERE B B A FIREARR 2 f23)40 B F] S
(anatomic-related risk factors) ?
(A) + 8§ "% E R (sinus membrane thickness)
(B) #4% # % & (residual bone height)
(C) 7 #8# #2454 (gingival phenotype)
(D) # ¥ &R (buccal wall thickness)

29. 1345 Mariano Sanz et al. (201T)e%= 3 » $303 7 62 T T hE b ° o B> RIS F 442
(A) &d87 162 e 7 4§ RIF%A FEHF R F (buccal plate)>lmm »5 = F 33 %o » Meiy 5 e > 47 i) #

Z¥Te

(B) 2487 18 = T4a 7 & RII%A BE& 4 R F (buccal plate)>2mm & 5 s 20 > it F s > 4 )4
29ke

(C) 2de? 18 = e 7 & RIF%A BE& 4 R F (buccal plate)>3mm & 5 ks 8 20 > it F s > 4 )4
28k

(D) $=Tfa7 £EHERF FEArns RS R EF - HS v AR F Rk @s
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30. 1345 A. Ravida 2020 & #tiich#7 7, B> implantoplasty $** implant survival rate #cif ™ 7@ ¥

= A7

(A) 4= 45% 74 3 (bone loss rate)p# >t {e 48 A =(implantoplasty ) ¥4 %8 5 % & (implant
survival rate) ¥ 5+

(B) it {718 48 A2 (implantoplasty) #1848 5 & & (implant survival rate)7 % ¥ #%

(C) 74 %-#(clinical parameter, * Bl ¥ /x4 marginal bone loss, ¥k 4% :Ri% A probing
depth) f.i& {7 £ 48 & 2/ #=(implantoplasty)fs § Ag ¥ £ 8

(D) % =xieimw# 2 L ¥ 2 (supportive peri-implant therapy)¥>tfe& %#(clinical

parameter) i & ¥l g4

31. 1395 2020 CT, Lee ¥ A chem g » 1T frf L FE ?
(A) Age {r interproximal gingival recession iZF & ¥ 4p B
(B) Vertical distance between the Gingiva margin and Bone crest f= mid-buccal gingival
recession 7 & ¥ & 4p B
(C) Gingival thickness 3 mm apical to the gingival margin Frmid-buccal gingival
recession 7 & ¥ & 4p B

(D) 7 & Flap elevation {r interproximal gingival recession iZj & ¥ 4p B

32. % BEBI A F AT chh 4 pepd > ERDBEFA ST AP F 7
(A) peit
(B) #sa +jists
(C) i

33. 1345 2021 & Lorenz Seyssens %7 7 » W fERF » § 2 CTC frix = CIG S Bg Fehfpir £ 2 5 @ 2
(A) Marginal bone level
(B) Vertical mid-facial soft tissue
(C) Horizontal mid-facial soft tissue
(D) Probing depth

34. 1345 2021 Chin-Wei Wang et al. &%= 3 > & * Er:YAG laser # B4 /5% 1548 % B (peri-
implantitis) ehfiin™ » 7 F o5 @& * 4424 4] (mechanical debridement) 7 &% £ £7
(A) R & ®FR % < (Probing depth reduction)

(B) 7 % ¢ %34 (Clinical attachment level gain)
(C) 7 #Up # (Gingiva Index)
(D) ## 415 (Bleeding on probing)

35. 139 Grossman ¥ 4 & 2005 4 & %7 § > 7 5 ir f LpE R4 4 splinting s Mk ?
(A) #rderwe & el & B
(B) %372 fExehp 227 7Y
(C) fih =8 24

(D) » ¢ AL
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36. 1395 Lorenzo Tavelli & 2020 #1427 % Rl ek chwr 3 - 7 54t @ _Lé‘?

(A) @& * & i b3 & k3% (keratinized mucosa width augmentation ) & APF (apically
positioned flap)pF » & * P44 graft 4t € # > probing depth

(B) # * soft tissue graft # APF » 3 & * autogenous #iteikes 3 & 44 » KMV § 5 & % 4
4e

(C) w73 APF i5% c0F 2% 2 (FGG, ADM, CTG, CM, and APF)* > iR CTG € 7 & i£ o KMW 3 4e 52 %

(D) » k& review % 7= APF + #riesk# {8 *> 7 probing depth fri2 48 ¥ [l soft tissue
dehiscence sk %

37. 945 Seyed Hossein Bassir 2020 # Bt 5 #p{a 48 & *c (early implant placement) %23 > #H
FH AR T R e Y
(D 1-2 &
(B) 3-8 &
(C) 12-16 &
(D) 4 #t= {1

38. 1345 Monje % 4 & 2019 & Mt H ¥ B Ly o T AlP F 40
(A) B F#wsjceni=% £ 4 @)% 5 (buccal bone)
B) BT vAFH T BT L F A2 EMY FU
(C) 1b £ % & e #5443 4] i& (defect morphology)
(D) tERg2 B enpEdp s ¢ i3 &4 5 «F 5 & 4 (bone loss)

39. %i'%?‘%@/*’%—“ 7 ie 4 B>t 5 I3t (lingual foramen):his i 5 45 2
(A) & st ’?i’—’?'a 100%
(B) = Fes v 104 5 ¢ R (median) 2 B> % (lateral )@ ~ ¥’
(C) # = % (median) % % 24 >t 55+ 408 & 4 (symphysis) & B > * £ 2~4 B
(D) B> % (lateral) ¥ %2 T L& F S @l o

40. 1395 Amit S Gharpure ¥ &  *% 2021 & B>t 7 S35 {r? & @ nd AT R LMY B 2 1l
¥ RACLOR Y o TR A TR
() Feh7 UL 7 $EF {8 Ef Y B2 8% Far L ag 4 5 o
(B) Ben7 d& B en T A enfE R Bl L2 R RARE L e 4 STk o
(C) #Een? &t Eeh? #0758 3 { Merje t % B L2 £ % RAELahg 2 5 o
(D) # & i ch & it ApAcdp A 3R >2mm -

41. 124% Simon Windael ;\:%?",5"“ 2021 & K>t e s e Early peri-implant bone loss (EBL)¥giR|{e 48 %
¢ (peri-implantitis) 10 &% pete A= » T Ffe L FE7
(A) 14587 3 42 cndcdy » 1248 10 & {2 e Mean crestal bone loss % 0. 95mm e
(B) 248 % - # EBL>0.5 mm ¢ 7 5. 43 B e ¢ A k3 B {58 % B L o
(C) 48 % - = EBL>1 mm € 7 5.43 B e § A KB S 4% B -
(D) 4% - = EBL>2 mm € 7 5.43 B ¢ A kg B S EM ¥ X -
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42. Y95 Monique Charlene Cheung % %‘i‘ﬁ’“ 2021 & 3% 21 Bd T BRrirEs YR EHMESORE T
71 1’?’—%‘,&?"9
RN aigu' k3 50%r 2+ L FFRRF TR TG R TR ALT MR
(B) w7 hlx2s 7 Fsa/7 gwufiaypd { 5% 7 peri-implant disease e
OFT P At hd BRI HRpBRREY @27 Mo

(D) re g & e

43. 1% 2021 & Lorenzo Tavelli, et al # % 2 ks w g~ % (systematic reviews) 34} M {248

I pepc e g & R3] (peri-implant soft tissue phenotype (PSP) ) ™ #|#zit f?ﬁjkféi ?

(A) PSP ¢ 2 & % 7 #8% & (keratinized mucosa width), 7 #5 & (mucosal thickness) » 7 ¢ 3%
7 #4-® % B ( supracrestal tissue height) -

(B) # * g% 2 (bilaminar technique)i® * 4 w3 & #¥(connective tissue graft)s &+ 1 &
(acellular dermal matrix)3%+ 123 +eh? 405 & (mucosal thickness) e

(C) % b #5347 free gingival graft #2249+ B 2 4 #(apical positioned flap)#j e &
B9 Rk LG L9

(D) ra b g & o

44. 1945 2018 = Thoma % & % M Aot ¥ B (7§ = 8 4f (soft tissue augmentation)z {53k 4 47
{7 e (sof t tissue graft)'li‘g}%w&« TR F L TR
(A) ## 5 (BOP)
(B) ##: A& (mobility)
(C) ¥#% * # % (marginal bone loss)
(D) # % & (bone density)

45. 1395 Heitz-Mayfield ¥ & ¢ 2020 #& M crig # % J5 b *& 3= (Implant Disease Risk Assessment,
IDRA) » F 3iim Fx 2 By Fh2 - ?
(A)7 % i ¢ (History of periodotitis)
(B) & #t¥tez 7 #& ¥ (Number of occlusal pairs)
(C)7 % £ #4458 (Supportive Periodontal Therapy)
(D)E &7 % f & % 2B % (Periodontal bone loss in relation to age)

46. 1335 Tormena * % 2020 # ch< F » &4 M % Rl 8115 % (adequate access to peri-implant
hygiene) $>*15 8% Rl sk cnit B 258 T Flscit @ FaE
(A) »F5%k? »AZF/T = mfg%%"%ﬁi T A FHF IR I (no adequate access) -
(B) tew & chif Bigs > & ¥ ARG R T hie Bt > @ AR e N BF L 5t e A
(marginal bone loss) °

(C) fth iz im PR BE > 24 T cnie w35 § § 3% { % 4% ip 112 (bleeding on probing)
_:j')‘:
(D) &% tefeen] > 7 Fzdp#ic (plaque index) ‘& § 5L PF 7 4o -
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A7, 1395 Carcuac ¥ * 2020 # & 4HE ¥ B L LB AF LG FIF 98 F > TR KRR BRRT REEM
j@ ?
(A) 57 {87 % o
(B) i gi- #PFafe ¥ Rt 3 & -
(C) i Bi- &R adERlEF iFR -
(D) tE 8 chd & RJIZFEAF ©

48. 1395 Heitz-Mayfield & ¢ % % 2020 & B >+ {2 48 % %]ﬁ’?ﬂk %% 3= (Implant Disease Risk
Assessment) =3 » T 5| e ¥ FH ¥ A H > H
(M) 7 % pp ¢
(B) 7 mig* L Z@# (platform switch) 3+
(C) B4 i BT K
(D) %7 a2 7 % LFEILR

49, T IFERE T S N F b T o Fide 4 P fos A A LT chd d A dpt 4 BE RS 9
(A) = 45 7 (immediate implant placement)
(B) & #1457 (early implant placement)
(C) #£#4¢ 7 (delayed implant placement)

(D) ra kg &

50. 1345 2021 # Mariano Sanz * § F 5w 3 > FHEM Y FlA & b frp AR L2 4
FRABFLRE > TP K 5
(A) LA B PR ™ o 5 88, 0% iRk B4 BAL LG R AT -
(B) F o % [ ¢ efi v 02 M % I L emfe R AR 7 4 L 8 0 B ndk iR A (mucosal
dehiscence) °
(C) 23 oAbl i 4% A A8 FHEM ¥ BACLfoal s A g 8 -
(D) &7 # et i & RIFRIFA (probing pocket depth)> 6 mm e4F 5 % » i B 4 -

51. 3 {48 % B (peri-implantitis) & 4 :
(A) tpamee M4 7 S v 5 S g -
)T ?‘m ST TEFUE T
(C) &t efofl A
(D) R 5 enig R A 2 o

#£9

kO

52. 303 MAEAY B4 LR o

(A) # 2@ g4+ > & stage 2 implant surgery ¥ & - +* 42 prosthetic loading 6 ¥] 12 i *
pE o B R AU

(B) ime¥ -] % (fine trabecular bone):t e é¥ | % (coarse trabecular bone)H A& i & #

(C) % % #dk T ¥ shbone » ¥ 11 brie ;8% 4 (progressive loading) **K4 ) % 1 implant » 3%
implant fcrestal bone K= #2 I+ rstrain > &5 3 FF 5 c0f B BB 4

(D) - teehd 253 2 b A A& (D1,D2,D3,D4) @ 2 - #% 2 /=~ & R4 > & inplant crestal
bone Auih ¥ s % (strain) » 2 D4 ehidiciE 5 B "
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e

53. 7 B implant complication ® 7 abutment screw loosening * T 7| fﬁﬁ i 2k

(A) ¥ i = implant % Bl crestal bone loss
(B) # Wb KA ehfie4 P> 48%F % i3 & screw loosening
(C) ¥ abutment #rantirotational component 4% % > screw lossening v 4 F 4% 3

(D) #/7% * implant/abutment connection  external-hex *“ internal-hex &% 4 & %

54. 1345 2018 # Karlsson ##7 % - {ERR @ * (S BT & cPpF » S f Lenja L 3 58 -4k # (implant-
supported restorations)s i #F E ?
(A) 12 5:%7% (screw fracture)
(B) & #8%74 (implant fracture)
(C) 2 5x&tm(screw loosening)
(D) -4k % pLAF (restoration chipping)

55. 1395 Tarnow(JP 2000) = 3 » ApARe tR 2 B RIEHL 5 " F 7
(A) 2mm
(B) 2.5mm
(C) 3mm
(D) 5mm

56. = I{E7 - 4F<h temporary abutment ¥ armgendtF it | birfrleSai i o B
blood clot. d: Fi# ks o7 R SUE-f NI
(A 73 ay
(B) %3 a c¥
(C) =3 d b %
(D) % F a.b.c ¥

5T. w747 2 TRAfe@ AR > EkE4 B2 50 2Nem- 4 i BHEES ?
(A) 25 Nem
(B) 35 Ncm
(C) 50 Ncm
(D) 70 Ncm

58. ¥>v et surgical bone drilling #5F1% fcit @ 4 3 3%°7
(A) #eeh4 £ (drilling forces)gﬁ%gi A E P el & (length of cracks in bone)
(B) BR- ~A8ARLEHR 4TRSS - | FRQEL 3AEFY § FIZERm LI
(C) gben™ wfed F 4 csisk Haversian systems, or osteons f*7 ehi% §4# 245~ 4 2

= B}
At E

(D) cortical bone A% 5 > & 4 edui4x L
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59.

60.

61.

62.

63.

64.

FRMRY R FY R RSB E LA S A 47 & S v fE (Guided Bone Regeneration with

Collagen Membranes and Particulate Graft Materials: A Systematic Review and Meta-
Analysis) ™ ™ @ _%Iz 4 389

(A) @& * 3k BHEH R 2 7 o je R R 3t 8 £ 2 A8 e )2 S 4 0 222 2 (Guided

bone regeneration with particulate graft materials and resorbable collagen
membranes is an effective technique for lateral alveolar ridge augmentation).
(B) P15 22 s {i45 7 cnsi b S 4p i » a2k 2 T 7
(C) BwdoutenH e 2 3 LA TR HF L2 85
(D) 2® (cross-linked) #v% & 3o ehf 4 Wk B b 2230 R v 3

B>+ ¥ 570 Modeling f= Remodeling shgcit » i 5 24 7

(A) Bone remodeling =% # # Bone modeling %

(B) Bone modeling i & i3 o] & v A B s RIF A2 5 chd3 F et
(C) Bone remodeling &4pi2 F sc %4 8 b Alen “F" dec s

(D) Bone modeling f= remodeling 3 ¥ it ¢ P 4

B>t dk 4 (Bundle bone) shicit » fe 5 249
(A) #- A FA#k* (Lanella) B

(B) &A% 0.2-0.4 mm

(C) #_Sharpey’ s fiber it ¥ % 3

(D) &A= B BEEnh

w7 37 2 wie 7 (Inmediate implant)if#z » T 7lie 4§30 L £ B 7 it § £ 2% % ?
(A) A7 237 % 4@ cs

(B) i * Platform-switched #5487 5

(C) z 33y Ha 5 47pF 7 £ (Provisional restoration)

(D) BT 22 TR M b 4 L HEE TR R

F_‘-

2018 % 6 1 BEFP o0 (R Bk 7 ¥ pis) o M (EBIT % Aeis) B REE L4078
Fota % Aok s B S R 2

(A) BT 4% > g7 % Lfo it 7 % &
(B) 6887 # > A8 E 47 % % fri
(C) {5487 $8 2 » fE8 7 ST frietd
(D) {548 % w8 » oAl % B00 frid 4y

““P ““P \rm\-

3]
3]

B>t Socket-shield technique #¥3% iy it @ 4 &5 387

(A) & > i 4 @ PDL, ¥ 2 3F L 4 R 45 B 2 % 55

(B) #k * %7 F|%

(O RERFTIHHFE

(D) E4RETEARL PR AHET B Faee & BRI s LBIER
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f two-piece R Y o F % - FR ;ﬁ%“':}&ﬂ'ﬁﬁ R A gV g mMeTELE £ 8 ( vertical
reposition) B g o FR TP FEAGSF Vo TLE LE FF?

(A) Fixture ¥ abutment R 7 micromovement

(B) Abutment € 4F#% ’f 213 1 & ( repeated disconnection and reconnection)

(C) Abutment & &2 ¢k

(D) Abutment screw #*7 X% & torque * & = |

1245 Frank Schwarz % + 2018 ** Journal of Periodontology 7 M {548 % B engcit & & 4 2
(1) voghrd 72 2 AR ETW AL WY B LR % ‘ﬂ%( risk factor )

(2) &R # 1 F 2Lk (progressive crestal bone) & 3 ;ﬁ;ifu g W EE L eh

B RRTREA RS SN My R

(4) @& & L MY B Lg% %1% (risk factor )

M, 2

B 1, 3
© 2, 4
(D 2, 3

195 2017 # American Academy of Periodontology & European Federation of
Periodontology World Workshop # i » @k 3 @& Lo T » LETHEM ¥ ] X ihfpk dp ik e 35480
A o FIFRAL 25 9

1. probing depths of =6 mm

2. probing depths of =4 mm
3. bone loss= 3 mm
4

. bone loss= 2 mm,

L 1,3
B 1, 4
© 2, 3
D 2, 4

HWyp 287 % 4 2017 * Clinical Oral Implants Research 3 B £ 2z 4t = *%-(Schneiderian
membrane ) é75 B A 7 o B 3L R B R e & gk st f T Mo %R #7 4 (cone-beam computed
tomography, CBCT)&up| £ #1717 e % fp H L FE?

(A) THe¥rk 5% B> SRR DER -

(B) R*GHTA 5 &1L YRR R o

(C) = ra¥rk ﬂfrﬁfai‘“)’ FREOERE R - R

(D) R FGUTA fopm> FRIE Oh ARG BEFAM

145 Carl Misch(2014)0% i® > 48 03 f j= (preload) P24 ™ 71 i@ Jﬁ L g9

(A) 41* preload ¥ & # tpxit 3 % Bf w2 4 (clamping force)
(B) preload &% ¥ -] %% % & B s ok & % B (fatigue strength)
(C) preload &% ¥ i & abutment screw %74

D) 4% T LR 5iAR$R1T preload & 0 A% € i3 & abutment screw ¢
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70.

1.

12.

13.

4.

5.

1395 Varthis % § 2016 # & [JOMI #73f & & ¥ agte 7 &2 p 229 & > LR F] interproximal
contact loss IR %t F L io5 § b 9

(A) 15.1%

(B) 30. 2%

(C) 52.8%

(D) 73.6%

LEFRER LD e RER O NIRRT R Y
(A) g o 2] fga* o

(B) g od BRarR £ goF -

(C) fmof w2 i’gs@% A FaE 8 5 omm e

(D) & REG#I| T 515 4 A % 1y hEL AT R E L B SRk

1245 Luongo(2020) & JOMI =3 % » P 9Rie 7 % { AHF AT ZH 2 §TZ R R T e
RN AR L R o

(A FEF 2wt 4 28d 8 28250184 2o

(B) 2 HFF e VRt AWIER A FRIEHF T 2t 42 -

C) rEgzmbdakp RV 2 pple ¥ enf iy ARALFTHFIER > FATP R > F
ﬁyﬂﬁ%i$o

(D) 5§z~ F 4 (graft) v @se » 4 (graftless) e EF kg o

[stvan Urban #& &1 4-%F+ 8% 7 (maxillary anterior g F #3 %3 > B2 a 51 EF L4 &

WRERE L R NR B T A A

(A) L& 4878+ 5ER (depth of the vestibule) » /& B 4%% B L3 48 ¥ £ jieds Flig

(B) L& 4&#g 4 &% wenithk 2k (periosteun quality/integrity) » 4o% § 2130 R iEaER| &
B L AR T

C) L2 gHE 4+ %5 %E AR (width of keratinized mucosa) °

(D) % FEFRRN > FREEWF 3RS TSR FEHR Y F IR RS AR
s 4 > ¢ 7 saftey flap ~ periosteoplasty ~ papilla shlft % double-layer suture °

|

T e 5 F 3§ £ immediate loading % 7
() =7 &) adw

(B) TE#E

(C) FEv&F

(D) 23 £ 8

o

1995 Meredith % ¢ % COIR(1996) <% £ » ™ 7ie 3 &fpk F doii § 22 RipI & ¢ 24 M D LA
(stability)?

(A) 7 #43x X kB f(periapical radiograph)

(B) Periotest

(C) % 4=4g F » $7(Resonance frequency analysis)

(D) Periotron
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6.

.

8.

9.

80.

&%*iﬁﬁﬁ?%ﬁ§§W$?’%mﬁi RS RS E WL
(A) #=3 4F:#|(gentle probing)p* A o/ ik

(B) % ®:#& (probing depth) >

(C) #HF i F FLEEEBRTT) Faia ARL 2 ek FimL>5 m-
(D) e840 % BlHER 7 de ki vd

2.9

P

1345 2017wor1d workshop # ¥+ {248 % [ o (peri-implant disease)=hgcit ™ 7w HEFE?

(A) 305 51+ 47 s

(B) % Fliahphd Rep 227 7 % jadpvt & B

(C) &5 L7 ¥ pdhp A EEEEY B LR "G iR3

(D) P A sk ek s § AFR D 213k ~ 47 RIF R (probing depth) <+ %3 6 Bk 2 § ¥ 5
A A4 3mm

1395 Giovanni Zucchelli ¥ 5 #2019 &4 & > B>t 5 7 £ L% H Ap{E 4 0¥ Rlgr e 50 B H /3% £
(facial peri-implant soft tissue dehiscence/deficiencies at single implant sites in the
esthetic zone) =4 #f > T P FF 7

(A) 2 et end T2 Apaanp R7 2 THUE S =8 M2 R aE S =8 > A iAo

(B) H¥pf225 58 (papilla dimension) @ & i&— % fma F 4~ #F (subgroups) e

(O &l l BEHeS@gpazeeg { 4134+ (more apical) e

(D) twmup la> &k ok 5 CAF or tunnel + CTG (or other graft substitutes) e

123 Hu 5L B 2020 & cngb5h7 % ke y Rl B (susceptibility)¥H{e &8 = = & g2 8
v o F96.8 £ chig g ¢ oo T P L E K 4 (defined maintenance programme
group) * fEREZ ¥ R E B Lant F 59

(A) 1.0%

(B) 4.0%

(C) 10. 0%

(D) 14.0%

195 Lang & Lindhe(2015) 7% i¥ » B ** osseointegration 4cif » e

(A) Albrektsson et al. (1981)dpdifE » ¥ e H g ¥ B r v g ¥ & 175 it ety -

(B) Zarb and Albrektsson (1991 )45 it 2 ¥ 12 A f 429 27 s M f Jr 3 B3 Tk + &gk B 48
i eh ] T AR o

(C) Schroeder et al.(1995) # it 3 #7542 BRI i 6 > 2 2 ¢ E B2 4 > THREHEH

(D) Osseointegration ¥ 17 % is 4 # ALY TS > Fp 2 7 & F NS g primary
stability -
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