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. FHE7 fHEMEDLpnt 4 5 T Ak a-?f
() 7 PHEtES <E~ 4 £
(B) £ ~awa s+ £
(C) B>+ B39 RehBE W 157 B R FEE
(D) #E £ 1R A*(cantilever) » ¢ i & if + ok 4

2. ¥ Fujita #F 4 & Implant Dentistry 2012 % % e~ 1}% URRLI-BY N
(A) Submental artery 7 i mylohyoid m. erf 53 T ¢ & 7 % > 3 = NI A ] vk F
(B) Sublingual a. 3 94%7% * 8 4=
(C) Sublingual a. 1t B4 & W Aas 7 R ] vl R
(D) Sublingual a. % #va# % REiTT 81 % 48

3. 1395 2010 # £ #> 2 % 4 & Journal of Periodontology #2:&® > 3w+ 4! 5 &™ #|vi- &
F 3 (coronal ) & i1 ?
(A) va# % % (retromolar area)
(B) va# %
C) /v &
D) =7 %

4. Tomasi C :';%‘i’—‘kalﬂ (2014 &) » L&y 7 ﬁﬁ&ﬁ“#e 7% 2, 4, 8 or 12 ¥z fefl % Flice
B )ﬁ‘ £ BHmMNTET RSB EWY R eRg TR ?
A % 2 3:

(B) % 4 %
C© % 8 &
D) % 12 &

#

5. 1‘5’317%\ Albrektsson (1983)2’7'7/5II 1 0 45 & FhiEtl osseointegration shie & ATt T e K B

(B) Ti02 /%5 13)‘;1 50 nm
(C) #73p # A 5% 20nm > 2 & d Proteoglucosamine & Glucoglycans ‘e =
(D) ra b 2t

6. % Cochran et. al. 1997 shd-F»F % ¢ > ¥4 7 % FlHcieh 2 IPB*F?)ET &R endzit > T A ﬁl i

(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
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7. fAraujo 2015 # shreview article ¥ » ¥303 7 8387 § en% it » T sk e JEIE?
(A) Araujo (2008,2009) =M 457 tE i § #4758 » 7 G »xfe b &5 E Rk %F“i‘iiﬁi@ﬁ °
(B) #27 45 ¥ s ¥ o fort F ] » £.75 E ®¥ «~bundle bone it 1% 7E °
(C) Araujo (2014) PdF4 ¢ > 457 4 B 7 15§ H & ek T4 s fed i 25% 0 4 4 Pl % 3
(D) Araujo (2014) #Hr2 ¢ » fp¥>tp *’)ﬁ] RN T PR S L o

o«

8. 1T 443t Osteogenesis # osseointegration chszit @ ﬂ 2 FE?

(A) Bonding osteogenesis #_- #& osteoinduction 35 & °
(B) Titanium machine surface implant ¥ % & & - & distant osteogenesis °
(C) #73) #hBioactive material h¥# % & & ftt % B3, = soft tissue capsule °

(D) 3+ % # ¥_Bioinert material ik o

9. 3% Santamaria (JCP 2017)=# § - v g 4 e 5 (connective tissue graft) & # %% f =%
(coronally advanced flap, CAF)# % 5 (tunnel flap)® st » * 5t 7 dE SenJL » 7 7 dscit i@
(A) = AR ’iﬁ%dﬁ Wk enT 159 49  (mean root coverage)

(B) "% 35 5 v 2 h= 2 7 19K F 5 (complete root coverage)
(C) " s 438 F v g i R R
(D) "3 S 45S F v R E LN %

10. 1345 Yu(2018) ey » 3 Mgt e #4502 + § & & (biological classification) » 7 7 dhfcit = PHZ

L FE?

(A) # 7 ¥ gt e S48 (non vital cell contained soft tissue graft)# i & P i3 4e i e
% & (tissue thickness)

(B) % 7 wreenfir s {8 (vital cell contained soft tissue graft)# 1 & p ehfisifse & i
(keratinized tissue) % #4315 & (tissue thickness)

(ORI IF-R=p) /o= A (soft tissue graft with blood supply) &]4ri% % *ﬁ‘«(connectlve tissue
graft)

(D) # # 3 & ¢ ehr e B e (soft tissue graft without blood supply) bi4c#53t7 #2(free
gingival graft)

11. #2495 Wen(COIR 2011) =%#= 3% - % Sinus augmentation < jtv? > E4* B ¥ iF( lateral window
approacn) 7 % g 3| b % vR— (% ?
(A) posterior lateral nasal a.
(B) posterior superior alveolar a.
(C) infraorbital a.
(D) sphenopalatine a.
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12. #3495 Gay(2016) B >+ supportive maintenance therapy ¥+>t18 %8 5 7% & (survival rate) @ 58 > 8 R
Bar s L AE D TEN S T 4 gk ?
(A) 20%
(B) 30%
(C) 60%
(D) 90%

13. 4% Anner(2010) %>t 48 7 J5 % e survival rate > B8 %)% @ (D3 # (2)#%1511:}}% (3)7 % i (4)
Supportive periodontal therapy (SPT)
(A) (D+(2)
(B) (3)+(4)
() (H+4)
(D) (2)+(3)

K?

14, 3 M7 2%E7 » T AR F i

w

(A) #.7 15 gap = L & Xenograft, ¥ ¥ & ¥ &z o

(B) = 7 # ¥ -kL ¥z > implant apical 1/3 % % -

(C) = 7 ¥ kT > implant middle 1/3 & % -

(D) = 7 ¥ ¥ -kTexz > implant platform level & % o

15. 1234 Tarnow(JP 2000)5%= 5 » ipAs{E Rz B ikdr 3 " s g ?

(A) 2mm
(B) 2. 5mm
(C) 3mm
(D) Hmm
16. 1395 Urban %= 3 > %i& {7 Lingual flap advancement P&¥ #-7T 873 R4 = = % » T 7l fcid v 4538 7

(A) Zone 1 #=** Retromolar pad
(B) Zone II i=>* High mylohyoid attachment
(C) Zone 111 #>** Deep mylohyoid attachement

(D) # Zone III ¥ i 3| & % ehLingual flap advancement

17. 145 2019 & Alberto Monje % % 4 % e )I?% s B R A S R P 0 E 3R e % R * buccal bone
wall B i 5o ri po o2 b d 2302 ol i nd s dp 7
(A) 0. Imm
(B) 0. 5mm
(C) 1. Omm
(D) 1. 5mm
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18. 945 2020 & Yuseung Yi ¥ 4 & J Clin periodontal. % 4 1= fev oo TR AFIZH ¢ {EME FIU
peri-implantitis ?
(A) emergence angle >= 30 degrees (.7 crpn ¥ & & < 3% 30 &)
(B) emergence profile is convex (7 erpi 3] iy 1))
(C) high crown/implant ratio (&7 /+E %8 6|3 )
(D) the implant splinted to adjacent implant (JE%8 ¥ i 7 4pid %)

19. 134 Yu Seung Yi % % 2020 & M iy #E 2 RN ] Ry SApdu iy ? o g
FREB O GRELEEY FL?
(A) BdiTiTe =8 afa g o
(B) B daiTsp o B ey o
(C) ¢ Ferfedy o
D) itz FapFiy-g43 -

20. 12495 Lang ¥ Lindhe(2015) 7% i > % implant ¥ » chi42® > F 148 2 Sk < 8§ 4 e canal » B
bone #-¥ it % ¥| press fit »cfls » T FlAcit e 48 3% 7
(A) 45~ = % Flenah v F el 3R 3 & 4 A s(microfracture) e
(B) A 4 3 ek e B ML 3 5 i o
(C) R T T eEgeny £ RRFR-R T s ~ o
D) FRrFer @ 5% 2RLR-

21. 1395 Lang ¥ Lindhe(2015)»% i¥ > T 7|3 B End cutting & end non cutting implant #cif i@ *‘ﬁ‘é:%ii—‘?
(A) End Cutting implant 24848k 3Bt HARK T UM A ¥ EFRA L 5 4 o
(B) End non cutting implant F & % canal ¥ & # % 4 i % implant % » -
(C) End Cutting implant # % # canal P¥ % 3 B 8 <1+ > final twist drill €158 E & k] o
(D) %16 % h& 3R %5 - End cutting stability #3R'* end non cutting implant % ¥4+ o

22. Roohollah Naseri % 4 % 2019 # » 47 23 & meta-analysis v s T frfe 7 4 pe3 8 I > 2 patient

level kg » - % wzr+ 3t 2043 ﬁﬂ,&ﬁf_ﬁ_‘? 4 prertp ¥t b & (Relative risks) 3 # &7}:’—%’1 A9
M43

(B) 1.3 &

(C)0.85 =

(D) 2.2 &

23. &t 5§ PE=(lateral wall) » & ¢ § % p »» & 4c(intraosseous anastomosis) tfz3| 4§ 2 X k=g ¢
R o w85 0 2
(A) 100% = 100%
(B) 50% = 50%
(C) 50% % 100%
(D) 100% % 50%

Page.4 /15



24. 1395 Greenstein ¥ * & JP(2006)% # 597 3 - {57 P& /R & mental nerve =iz § > T Flfcit P F§
#?
(A) £ %8 27 mental nerve % > jE3(safety zone)# 4%+ 2 mm 12+
(B) & * $*endx 4+ ) s j mental formamen feif i& < 2 > £r 3 [E3§ > 7% mental nerve 3 anterior loop
(C) & * $#odf &) i mental formamen fef i =22 » ¥ wi& » 7% mental nerve 7 anterior loop

(D) & * # g 4] < ¥ mental formamen fedP i& < 3% » ¥ %0 i& 0 7R mental nerve & anterior loop

#9

ua‘<

25. John Kois % 2004 # & H Eagw 7 467 £ & chipify - % 05 BB ERTR 0 T AR
(A) Relative tooth position » 4 %|E_Apicocoronal - Fac1al—11ngual ~ Mesiodistal = B> » o
(B) 7 % ;i (Form of the Periodontium)4 3 & (high) ~ ¢ (normal) ~ ®(low)= & -
(C) 7 #% & (Biotype of the Periodontium)4 % % (Thick) ~ # (Thin)= #& -
(D) 7 # Al % (Tooth shape) ¥ » % = 3;(Square) ~ “F[f]17;(0void) = 44 o

26. 1345 Gallucci et al (2009) {8 f & 4 ff@/fk'?"}éﬁ, > f jm4E 7 (immediate loading of
immediately placed implants) = F & X E_ & ?
(A) + a7
(B) * %t 7
(C) =5 7
(D) T EEis 7

27. Derks, J. #2016 % 4 — > B >* 4248 % ] X (peri-implantitis)& & 9 P T4 2 > B EM Y Bl Lo
il TR A EET
() Bxu7 0 &2 187 45% hx @4 e 1t ¥ Bl X (peri-implantitis) °
(B) 3 7% Al A AR S ¥R AEE IR R ¥ (peri-implantitis)=»5 & 8 4.1 &
O3 %7154 &gfg_’&é’ et 4 SRR Pt % B L (peri-implantitis) ek 5t G §_15. 1

—

oY
=
—
n\%— W

Bt o 9&E2 (61857 £ R % B L (moderate/severe peri-implantitis) H # * ggit = 8¢

28. 1395 Luongo(2020) & JOMI chaf 2 » F 87187 B § AM B R 2 HF I > TR gF w4
EEN A R R Y
D) PEF b 28 d § 225184 o
(B) } 87§ 5% 7ol 2R B FHINE BT WA ot 2 4 .
C) r gzt 43 kp RIVenF 2 PRl end > AR 2 H2IE - RPN G o 7 Fes3
i T VS
(D) + 5§ v~ b5 (graft) » @4 » F 4 (graftless) ehizis % kg o

29. B>+ 4 k¥ (Bundle bone) shgcit - imf 5 2472
(A) - A Fh# ¥ (Lamella) &4
(B) &% 0.2-0.4 mm
(C) &_Sharpey’ s fiber ¥ 1% &
D 7THxfH-B?2REFTL
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30. LF B ARGEFL A > - nds AE R o ¥R Rt F’—*ﬁﬁi&?
(A) ot i 2 ) 47 o
(B) trigw o i Fenr > £ 45 -
(C) Forek g A2 F 4 K52 > 5 mm o
(D) Z R TSR MR ¥ )7 hEE AT S B PR Kk o

BLfE7 144 £ 4 pagt cnin il ony £ BT AT B PR
(D) rgp&ed Fond Fhifomggat [ LR 2L -
B)m~tupaprntk & CBCT % & e
(C) B BFR & el g p v o7 B 8 LT 94 5 o
(D) B~ giig & chdi e L8 B T0%03 0F -

i
N
N
EL)
-
W
A
(2
)
ol
}%
)

P iR ¢ 0 G M (S & W B #% (Posterior superior alveolar artery ) ik £ 85§ # EEM
% > 95 Guliz N. Gincii® ~ 2011 # >t Clinical Oral Implants Research # % » jé4a b &t & T "o ¥tk
e ( CBCT HEZR% 5@ 7

(A) 15+ &AL B g 2 5

F_L

FEEE F RRen i)

(B) 6+ &t dsrim® ~ 5 At g F AR
(O r&fdrmiey * 5o 5pg Fa v
D) miztpigs g
33. & two-piece fEREE P > F FoMEEMELF > FFEF §MmMe T LE £ 3 ( vertical

reposition) I % o 3k T 7 e 7‘5 FE AP A TEE ERFE?

(A) Fixture £ abutment R &micromovement

(B) Abutment € 4§ # “ﬁ? 213 1 & ( repeated disconnection and reconnection)
(C) Abutment =& - #2¢k 4]

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

34. 1245 Dr. John Kois & Joseph Kan A5 » t# 7 % 8 %9 $0f55 & 4 34 & B IL @ peap s w22
(A) o R®l: 3mm #3 5 ®: 4. bmm
(B) gg o ipl: bmm A8+ ®]: 5. Omm
(C) g ®l: 3mm A3 e R/ 3. 4mm
(D) g ®l: 2mm A e R/ 3. 4mm

35. B> Socket-shield technique #¥3% iy it v+ 45387
(A) § 2  FRIPDL, 7 i & R R R X
(B) ik * 3t% 7 2%

O REiKEFTIHeHGE
(D) F4BI # AR S PIAA7 2 Faee ¢ R s LdFrEm

3y
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36. Urban #2018 ##& 3 ¢ » #7315 7 %22 % FH# 2 (Vertical augmentation) & RI1457 I fuyse>

AR 2 o TR P T

(A) Zone 1 %% : /- ¥ Retromolar pad i Mid-crestal incision, #3%&i& {7 bone level ¢ Tunneling
elevation » #-% i# retromolar pad #%t °

(B) Zone Il ®#: 1% T > 3 mylohyoid muscle attachment, #fr1:zZ ¥ i * 7 512 partial
thickness incision 3% :#-Ak5gr vep i g2 &

(C) Zone 111 %=#*: 82X mylohyoid muscle ‘* Zone II { ™ » e § Fm¥iv X123 M3 Zone 11 2 AR

(D) Zone IIl ®3# #* semi-blunt = 3% » * 15 8.7 % d o 118 45 (Sweep) & 7% i #-FE 54 38 -

37. 1999 # Dr. Sclar A G #& 4! > &447 % » Bio-0ss {¢ » 2t ¥ e R ## (CollaPlug) &t B E !

* %% e Tissue cement (Isodent) i&fd# # # %34 ARP (Alveolar ridge preservation) ¢ fiL4
T 5] vR iR IE ?

(A) Open membrane technique

(B) Pile-up technique

(C) Bio—Col technique

(D) Ice-cream cone technique

38. Araujo £ 2005 & R o § MILT § e & B TP T E RS SR L i 0

a. Blood clot b. woven bone c. Lamella bone d. Granulation tissue e. Provisional matrix
(A) Abcde
(B) Adebc
(C) Daebc
(D) abdec

39. F MR B X 4P it e ¥ R0

(A) I erfa e g R o cant1lever SR B A B REA L

B) ## 7 % 2RIF7 ~X& % v 57 =8 ZRMT 25— ad

(C) » 2 X PEMF A= B pontics> L1 22 2 B%EF M » 2 HI pontic4pt % F 27 &
(D) e PR BAETE R B 223 > A WAL T2 2904 Bk cna o

40. —’ﬁ &g’f—é’_? ,5./’{,{:,7—:‘—1-%5{—,}_% 5 ’T}ql’f;l_n‘zikg_‘a‘_g f)

41.

(D) ERRAFET HHA 28 35 2 m
(B) {EAEEE%A 234 3 > 5 mm

C #H#HFFHARI > 6 mn

(D) 414 EA § A30T 5 1 mn

T A R A ki K 4 3R?

(A) E88 -4k 4~ 12 screw-retained g 48 % Bl L b "k i<

(B) cement type w148 4k 4 /7 it 4.4k (cement )7 ¥ 2 B* 4L

(C) tEAgR 5 B4 - i M b AR 4 5 & ek 5 & £44 (heavy contacts)
(D) 58 -4 4~ 0pi 21 4] fi (emergence profile)? ¥ it % ! (convex)
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42. F BET * BB Fd B2 AR A ML E B 4 8 4 47k 2upt v BE (Guided Bone Regeneration with

Collagen Membranes and Particulate Graft Materials: A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis)

T ik 3 3R?

(A) & 3pp kBT F 2 7 SR 0 S £ 4 B4 )2 &4 F 05 2> 72 (Guided bone
regeneration with particulate graft materials and resorbable collagen membranes is an
effective technique for lateral alveolar ridge augmentation).

(B) F15 22 s (548 7 ch 4 S Ap i » 2382 T8 7

(O HEsdenen® ez 2 A FHF P L2 8%

(D) 28 (cross-linked) e} d=v e 4 Wk B G 22 R v 3

‘w

43. 95 Hu(2020) &4+ F ek 6 (moderately rough)sfe #8487 &7 % i * Supportive Therapy (SPT)

$HET PR ET Slie B A2

(A) SPT *%# i< peri-implantitis &t i

(B) SPT ¥ r2*% ™ peri- implant bone loss

(C) SLA Ak ffag i@ % etk & (moderately rough)
(D) 7 % i t6 ¥ r4 8 M peri-implantitis 3 2

44. 1395 2006 & NYU Dr. Froum ¥ Dr. Wallace e fem# % F M 358 § 34 % st * «of 45 Allograft

27 Xnograft et fie T A4kt e 2 = it FE?

(A) F3%* %2 Vital bone % Xnograft +* i3
(B) 4 %%*» %+ #t2 Vital bone % Allograft +* & %
(C) % %> % “T & K new bone ' bl %

(D) F &> 2470 & Far sckdod

45. 3 ¥ implant complication ¥ s abutment screw loosening > T 7| TF‘*'%]" 5 2L?

(A) ¥ ¢ = implant % Flercrestal bone loss
(B) % Bipd KA 4 pF > A% F % ¢ & screw loosening
(C) # abutment fhantirotational component #% % » screw lossening e 2 4% 3

(D) ## % + implant/abutment connection i external-hex '* internal-hex &% 4 F 3

46. T 7|3 implant eni 7 W iEFFE B2

(A) Erficw #-4p e ad jacent teeth econtact surface w7 & 02 B > v f]#-% implant
prostheses %]

(B) # implant A_% f=# {& 7 ehcontact surface & fia~ 1% T 7 & & > B:%:E # cement type » I 7|
* abutment ¢ core #4& & & > & T {79 & contact surface > £ ®iTH + crown e

(C) close tray & #-p% » 3 & & L % impression coing Fip & v P B7 > L3l plfde p > H g
B 4p#>Y open tray B HCPF 0 impression coping E #: pick-up P p ok 7 g

(D) HRgH 7 vt &3k T 5 E'Jﬁx?fﬂ?? e Prdfd > B0 R ER ] 0 22 wide centric
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47. = 714 Joseph Y.K. Kan % % 3 2007 4 # ¥4 41 » B0 9% 7 £ % T4 6 (immediate implant )&

$27 § & 4447 (defective labial plate)2 7§ &RA » in & 45387

(A) Prof. Kan #4279 § 7k 4 444474 5 V> U~ ultra-UUD3 /5.8 5 « & % R ih & mﬁ#ﬁ -
FRRATHRTHE > T & G K- PR TR (primary stability)er s ## 51+ 4 2 (GBR) > % - &
e Y & # %7 i 100% o

(B) # # 44 =% &% 7 42 midfacial site P % V shape » o 574 # i (7 T 44 T a7 o % 24 » B ipl &
7HR 5 I I 27 $% N -

(C) %4 447 & £ TV shape + » 2 13903 L4 7 {9350 5 #igs 5 2 FER] 5 U shape defect » o
Brie 7 T TR (5 A R A 3 40 Im 2 9 8L -

(D) & 4 FE B2 LA HT 2 7 T m S Fooa o LL%.#%‘F“E ultra-U shape defect » i fe Pri&
FACH > 74 R R IR AT Inm £ A @ A RehE A AL

A8, 3T Himre 2 AR H T R A HET L0 T R E 2 B R 9
(A) Platelet-derived growth factor (PDGF)
(B) Bone morphogenetic protein (BMP)-2,
(C) Enamel matrix derivative (EMD)
(D) Hyaluronic acid (HA)

49. 1395 2019 # GE ROMANOS = gritinmte # e & § § (overloading) » ™ #lfcit n 5 247
(A) &4 7 l%%F’T & f*(overloading)shiedl » B a4 % B 7 ¢ A2 2 ¥ BUR
(B) Miyata et al % % i SEfEag T2 fLcnt SRS EF TR S dva &4 § BRI Flsh -

(C) 7 purehdafiz A4 4 VB R f $(overloading) - ¢ 4c@ o8 % FlA s it B
(D) a#fFkEr? » =¥ f f(imediate loading) #azf & § §(delayed loading) & 2 7 L B ¥ eh
Ll U i )

50. 1345 2019 # Ana Messias, et al ¥ g & & 220 COIR #2382 Systematic Review > #3425 7 b FF0K3"

(neck design)fr# & &2 (surface modification) 4k (Titanium) £ HiE%8 > 2~ t?iﬂ” L2k

(A) * - &4 (functional loading)if Bi ¥ #F%5f 2% (transmucosal collar) £ i 3% 48 4 (two-
piece implants)&if % ¥ #f #& %4 (marginal bone loss)& & ¥ £ £ o

(B) #8441 57384288 ( Machined collar implants )*“ e #&5f %42 %8 (rough collar implants) 7 { &
5 8y 4 pr(early failure)enh ' o

(C) #eif = (Microthreads) £ 7 #t#c s # d2( LASER microtexturing) # ¢ i > % & Jz(bone
resorption) °

(D) kg

5. 1345 Moy & F 2020 2 grw fF 7 > S FI v R F & B e h b o T A T PE R
2 Jjﬂaiﬂzﬁ‘?
(A) Bds % @3 BUARenL F o 00T ST 5 A S0 1 ST i
(B) # %Amﬁ%% <2 55Gy P 0 A A EBE T o
(C) % 58P 2 L iU frn A2 4 pog &® 1237 52 o
(D) it AK#W%w‘ Fosi R B MG AT LR
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52. 1245 Heitz-Mayfield ¥ %‘%}‘ 2020 #%& & ﬁ?fi%ﬁ'ﬁfiﬁa)ﬁ % =iz (Implant Disease Risk Assessment, IDRA) -
- 5njfaﬁj,¢h/\ BYEFREZ-2?
(A) 7 % Jfs € (History of periodotitis)
(B) = ¥¥tv2 7 #ic & (Number of occlusal pairs)
(C) 7 % & #1455 (Supportive Periodontal Therapy)

(D) ##tez 7 % 4 & 4 2 2(Periodontal bone loss in relation to age)

53. 4% Roccuzzo et al. (2016)eh- & EHF 7 > % Bl & Tt L 7 etz T 7 fa—ﬁﬂ?kf{&ﬁif?
() & ReUF
(B) #pldis gt 2
(C) * &4 3
(D) AMETHHH

54. 139z Gharpure et al (20213 - ™ 7lie H 387
(A) thin gingival phenotype 4p ¥+ thick gingival phenotype s %18 TI1548 % [l L 2 124 ¥ )
ZE X (peri-implantitis and mucositis) ® ¥ 3
(B) thin gingival phenotype 4p#** thick gingival phenotype & 4 & 7 PG % 3
(C) thin gingival phenotype fv# & 334 i AL%-8 % 4p Bf B4 c
(D) <2mm % i AB%EAR $30>2mm & i H«"irﬂ}}% ARRTREG RS R R

55. 1% Wolfart ¥ + 2021 # 97§ 45 1! » B ** cement-retained fr screw-retained &g 7 B4 » i

Ko

(A) & * cement-retained 17 4p#e screw-retained snEL7 % loading & 12 B ? 7 #& B 5 J R4
% 7 4% (peri-implant mucositis)

(B) ~EK# 7% tgingival index % 12 i * v follow-up 7 cement-retained =i 7 4p 43t screw-
retained & ¥ #8

(C) mis7 @& * monolithic implant-retained lithium disilicate crown > & f& /4 = 4 & 2
biological complication #p§

(D) 12 W 7 ayriz i gio @ faew o &4 (marginal bone loss) 7% % 0.03-0. 15mm

56. B >* socket shield technique, * 7@ iﬂ”iﬁ ?
(A) HBBARL TR ¥ R R PE F g
(B) P g4 PRty o LR RE 2 E Y HET Y
C) E¥aLmEgrs 2B A®F EL R 2 ~socket shield g 1 &

(D) m g

57, feftE » PFd ¥ 3 & % 424 1} 43 4~ %4 A (primary stability)?
(A) >10 Necm
(B) >20 Ncm
(C) =30 Nem
(D) >40 Ncm
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58. 13#5 2020 # Tomas Linkevicius, et al % % M>*157 ¥ [l e 34 % (soft tissue augmentation)sFip
MAT g 2T At e f AR Y
(A) = ¢ &2 2 5& 07 Ko7 o implant &7 # &crestal side)shZ-E #rie s & (vertical soft
tissue height, STH)F 2mm 12+ 4p %43/ 3% 2mm $ 7 r2%F 4018 7 a0 chd sz o

(B) implant # £ 3%3% fneck =% #_polished surface(machined surface)R| t3% /™ /L FEH % € 7
¥
© ﬂ} % m 2 > F 4B A 1. 5mm 2T e 48 % 2k e w|(subcrestal 1. 5mm implant placement, Group 1)

APETR T 4 k8 B 2 e w|(epicrestal implant placement) & & i€ * tenting abutment 4 %
2mm 7 p 2% (Group 2) » #Fié @ & 1t # bone loss: Groupl<Group2 * & ‘& group vertical soft
tissue height ¥%75 3 4c

(D) #ee%m7 - F 43 & 1. 5mm 2T {548 ¥ 2 2 %] (subcrestal 1.5mm implant placement, Group 1)
APEY KT 4 JE k8 B 22w (epicrestal implant placement) £ & # * tenting abutment 4% %
2mm 7 p ek % (Group 2) » #Fié &% & W diz bone loss: Groupl>Group2 F® & % group vertical soft
tissue height #%5 3 4

59. 1344 Monique Charlene Cheung ¥ % -4t 2021 & #& M B0 & ¢ 92i2 ¥ R4PMHEM S S DR F > 77
#

(A etk 50%'1’m€.—‘k‘”'3f31%’**’3)ﬁvl’ AP R T F RN ET MR
(B) nig* 9 pxrs 7 Fs/7 B FHufp s B { %% 3 peri-implant disease °
(C) AP s MRy BREL B phEY @27 8o

60. 4% Simon Windael % %‘3*“““ 2021 =& k>4t eh Early peri-implant bone loss (EBL)¥gip|4e %8 % Bl &
(peri-implantitis) 010 &% pEfde KFT g - T 5] iF ¥ & /E?
(A Ryp 3 A adicdy > 1848 10 £ 12 i Mean crestal bone loss % 0. 95mm °
(B) f648% - # EBL>0.5 mn € § 5.43 @b ¢ A X5 B+ {40 % F L o
(C) 1% - & EBL>] mm € 7 5.43 B e ¢ A P E 8% B UL -
(D) A% - £ EBL>2 mm € 3 5.43 Benfs ¢ X k45 B S fEa0% @ -

61. 1345 Ramon Pons % & & ¢ 2021 & B+~ {248 #5 i A et AR % 14 (dimensional changes) > ™ #ir
I FE?
(A) # * reverse-torque removal kit # "f a2 @& % (ridge) 4 % i (dimensional
changes) " i
(B) &# Tfa R chle PR32 7 Bone regeneration eiiE# 4 hR A LT A €5 TP
) g e PFi 17 Bone regeneration eia®i ¥ ch 4 AR F F R ER VR A F TR
YA g G B

(D) a# ffa 4 e P7iE (7 Bone regeneration g # 4 e ® ~f A& A F R fod FF ﬁ’}ija’fi € R T e

F_k

k)

|
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62.

63.

64.

65.

66.

67.

{995 Amit S Gharpure % 4 %+ 2021 & M0 7 #23] fife? £ i chd AR R $O0 WY B 2 A
FAR L g o T A 2 A

(1) o7 4t B err7 a5 7 { # o ¥ 2
(B) #eh? 4 B cn? 427) i i A% 0 2 fERE % ¢

(C) eny dt Boen? #2271 F L et by 02 JE40 % BAp e 2 5 o
(D) # & sk it ZRA0d 2 %A >2mn o

1395 AAP world workshop (2018) #+>t+e48 % Bl L (peri-implantitis)sn%# > ™ 7| B >t Peri-implant
health ehgcif 3 L7

(A) € 33 Lk e 225 bleeding on probing

(B) ¥ v 13 % reduced bone support #iE %8 ¥ [

(C) #&i* L& P FadF RI7F R # Bl (range of probing depth)

(D) B ePii Al % BlARNCY B4 e e S (core of connective tissue) > Ak & it &2bé it L R F

Tl g 3 g S A B 4 LR SR (screw loosening) PR F] ?
A B+ ;—%ﬁ’%’ﬁ%ﬂ Weon &R (fit)7? &
(B) 255+ erd2 4 (torque)ifs =

(€) ™ 3 = B et 5
(D) k4~ cwa &+ 4f 4245 Varthis ¥ & % 2016 & & TJOMI “74 % G HI3F1 7 & 4 X7 F > %5

4 Ty

interproximal contact loss 3R %+ F L a3 5 b ?

1395 Frank Schwarz # 2018 # B>t {5 48 % B L (Peri-implantitis) ewmif » &2 B cfg B30 i 4p 0t »
EHYRLET L wmF e S Mo N T R T ERT

(A) Porphyromonas gingivalis

(B) Tannerella forsythia

(C) Staphylococcus aureus

(D) Aggregatibacter actinomycetemcomitans

1395 Lorenzo Tavelli t 2020 #4& 7 % Flgc gk 3 > ™ 7lgcit o 4 § 387

(A) & * & i fp9 5 ptr5¢ (keratinized mucosa width augmentation ) # APF (apically positioned
flap)p¥ » m# & * @48 graft " ¢ #° probing depth

(B) #* soft tissue graft # APF - &3 & * autogenous #i e st £ 8 i i :}L?' » KMW € 5 &5 5 4o

(C) ## APF i ¥ % 2.(FGG, ADM, CTG, CM, and APF)¥ » 57l CTG & 4 d i s KMW 5 4c 2 %
(D) #j review & 77 APF + #riesi 464 &> 7 probing depth fr{£#8 % [l soft tissue dehiscence
ik w

trr gEreks 3 b+ (Er:YAG laser)#fe» £ 4 £ w5 548 % B L (CW Wang 2021) ¢ > 10 4m5e4e 3 844 »~ 5
B bR ERE PRI G B 4RI Srenpr e s T e —‘]575 P Rgenec L ?

(A) 7 % & %" (probing depth reduction)

(B) *4:# 3 4 (clinical attachment gain)

(C) gingival index

(D) radiographic bone gain
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68. 1345 2020 Avila-Ortiz ¥ & ¢ %73 - it Alveolar Ridge Preservation F& > #4# Bone Volumetric
change frbuccal bone thickness & &+ B % » %3 & ARP friz 3 & ARP ehle %] @ » £ 18 Bone
Volumetric change # &< 10% - buccal bone thickness 4 %% > & %> 9
(A) 1.0mm, 2.0mm
(B) 1.0mm, 1.5mm
(C) 0.8mm ,1.0mm
(D) 0.6mm, 1.0mm

69. TP BT T oS HIET P APHIIEF L 2 ST § REF S ?
(A) Subjective esthetic score
(B) Papilla index
(C) White esthetic score

(D) Pink esthetic score

70. 3% A. Ravida 2020 & #tier®= 7, B>t implantoplasty 3% implant survival rate 4cit ™ 7@ —‘ﬁ

£2

(A) 4= 45F 74 3 (bone loss rate)p >t {e 48 £ A =(implantoplasty) 42 %8 5 /= & (implant survival
rate) B 5# <

(B) i& 7 £ 48 #5257 (implantoplasty ) #4 .48 i i & (implant survival rate)7 % ¥ %~

(C) 5k %#(clinical parameter, % Fl¥ /=% marginal bone loss, T/ 3% Rli*A& probing depth) &
T (implantoplasty)ié 7 B ¥ £ B

(D) 4 =x:i&tFw ¥ % £ $F M2 (supportive peri-implant therapy)¥t*:f4 %#(clinical parameter)

I %‘]’EA

o

71, 1395 Xavier Vela ¥ 4 2012 #rifm 487 3 fE T ) #* = Je(crestal bone resorption), T 7|ir 3 & F£?
(A) = -k £ (immediate loading) +i& #%¥%( flapless approach)
(B) = #4127 (immediate implant) + = ¥ K& (immediate loading) + PFHLis s 45+

(connective tissue graft)
(C) @ 3T ~##H (platform-switched)+& 7 4p #& 3. bmm
(D) * Z## (platform—switched)+& 7 ¥2 28 7 #p & 1. bmm

72. 13%5 Tomas Linkevicius ¥ % *t 2018 & e 3 4p ) » B>t rie i -F & & (vertical soft tissue
thickness) » ¥ & 3% ?
(A) =% Rlice ﬁ—‘w 4% & B (vertical soft tissue thickness)<2mm > - # & if gi¥ 4~ £ (bone
loss)>2mm °
(B)# % Flor ek L2 & & (vertical soft tissue thickness)=2.5mm > — & {5 Bk 44 4 (bone loss)¥
<2mm il F B 7}‘;4"1
(C) =% l%]#ﬁ‘,”« 4% & B (vertical soft tissue thickness)>3mm > - # & if ged 4% 4 (bone
loss)<0. 05mm °
(D)#:k1 » sk & & (vertical soft tissue thickness)>5mm r4#& = 2 + 5 & (biological
width) °
73. AL%#22 B Au(mucogingival junction) % = 13 4 = ¥iF(apically positioned flap )is 7 PR p
€3 B AchfBE?
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(A - &
(B) & &%
€ =%
(D) =&

4. 1245 Giovanni Zucchelli % & = 2019 &4 £ o7 » M09 7 8% H g 0 Rt o B 2 /%
% (facial peri-implant soft tissue dehiscence/deficiencies at single implant 51tes in the
esthetic zone) ek &g » 11T P 3 37
(A e 7 2 pap A7 78ES 2 OGS =8 > Ae AN

(B) &dk. _E’_f‘e—{m‘w"a’ﬁq’:l&ﬁg 9 9 BT
C) - »8H7 2 HBEH R e L
(D) ¥ m & ;/r-)%‘f\ ®RE 5‘1‘9"}*%%“%

T5. 1945 Esquivel &4 2021 & IJPRD é% g » T 5w 37 7 £ 52 5 A B § 8 4 ) i emergence
profile en%]%?
(A) {£48 % <+ Implant size
(B) Axial inclination
(C) f&4¢2< % £& Implant depth

(D) Interproximal position

76. 1395 Testori 2018 & % Periodontol 2000 =¥ jg 2 }}?L » E R o ARiT BANFERT 5 @ —‘5%‘7
(A) fe#RiTp 2R 7 EEE4E 1. bmm
(B) 4-% &_platform switch K348+ {eik 7 ¥ FE4E 0. 8mm
(C) fr#RiT e 48 & FE3E Smm
(D) w1} izifsmi oorE

7. Ry Ea% 4 2020 28 208 Bl o Rl ér s s £ 2 5% (regenerative
treatment ) ¢radiographic bone loss &iZisis ¥ B ¥ =G g § ?
(A) 2 1"
(B) 4 i »
(C) 6 i *
(D) 12

78. T e & 2L 3% 02 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

79. 1345 2019 Giovanni Zucchelli, et al a%i‘é 47 % Flac e skiak 2 (peri-implant soft tissue
dehiscence/deficiency, PSTD)ens sgdcit » 11T i@ iﬂ’f L9
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80.

(A) &=~ % ¢ » PSTD #n%& #7227 implant location, implant-crown gingival margin = 4p B 55
(B)PSTD Class I & soft tissue margin 32 =% > @ ¥ 3 abutment gg ¢ & Jayfkin > & *
tunne l4+CTG 7pfr 7 14 & 18 7 45 %

(C)PSTD Class IV 22 Class III e %)@ jofk i 5 4FF2 0 ¥ B2 ey F1 A Class IV implant

location, implant-crown gingival margin 7‘53 % imaginary curve line «#f ] Feh ] -
(D)PSTD Class IV £ Class III &% &2 jof i 5 48 520 g a2 vk %) f: Class IV implant

location, implant-crown gingival margin %% imaginary curve line 78 ]2 A/ ] -

= 717 e £ @ § (occlusal overload) #iehd & & 4 (loss of osseointegration ) { % /4R
#”ﬂﬁgf%ﬁﬂ‘ﬁ’\@ﬂ'l » 31]??—}54! 37

(A) maximum intercuspation % . point centric # 1-1.5 mm P & freedom in centric

(B) firm occlusion P¥e## /R4~ & light contact > ¥ 3% 30 um 1™ awd & M 4t
(C) ¥ A k% 7| anterior guidance

(D) 73 centric relation # maximum intercuspation & % discrepancy &+ &
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