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© ot REIC X HRHET R T .
[#ER]
« JR¥ERN, EMG IRENEARHIRAIT, EEE S /NI otz
RPD {RIE14 12, EMG IGEIOIRIEASHEIN L 7=,
D%, 47Ty MEREEILAERIT, IMGEHOERIISbICkE< ot
EHRRe R OB EMEENE, RPD LV A > 7T v MEBIBIEIZ LV, /WS A EENH - 7.
4 R ORMIRENRNE, A 77 MEBIEEIC XY, RPD & bk UCHHMG ¢, RRIZEEHE o> I5E
(5 ]%k&%®ﬁﬁﬁ%<&ot.m<a%y
r‘\uﬁﬁ
A FT MERICLY, HEHHIEENIIEML, TR NS RS EnTHL 2 L
N RSV N e Y
5)

[# 1 F/L] Masseter muscle fatigue during sustained clenching in subjects with complete dentures,
implant—supported prostheses, and natural teeth.
[Z£3E 4] Jacobs R, van Steenberghe D.
[Mez54, % . H] J Prosthet Dent. 1993; 69:305-13
[BW)] 427 T v N IFHRIEENER /N7 A =X E 5250 E S0 EkERT 5.
[xt5:] 53 &4 D& EHE
Dp b 26 KRIKHTRAE (NT) : 84 FH4FEHD 45 % (26~64 %),
BERIRF A (FD) @ 16 4 EXIFEHS 50 sk (33~67 5%, )
AT Ty MXFA— =T o F x —HEE (0Di) : 20 4,
A T v N IFREEMEARR IS ERE R (FFPL) 1 104
[(#Fge51E]
FHRMATIZ XY, FRKENG B (EMGmax) @ 50% (50%MVC) 2 L > F v FIEOFERRAE (Ff
fot T RERFRE)
[ FERFHEEE & Z U H W TR TiE]
+  EMGE B OiRfE#iPH (AMP), Mean Power Frequency (MPF) % ZEAfiL 7.
H7p HRECIIT D AP & MPF DD 7= DIZ, —ItBl@E o 217 o 72 RS H : BERD)
i, PR O A2 1T - 7.
KEETETOLEIL, MIEOH D t REEITV, AMP £ 721X MPF O LD %175 7.
?ﬁ%ﬁﬁi@,%%@%%ﬁ@ﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁ?é%ﬁﬁ%,ﬁ@%@%ﬁ,$%®%g%%N

e ] BEM O E, 8o rts, Bonferroni ZE LI Z21T - 7=,
[P
- REFERIL, A 77 PIFMBEBESSTRBRESH L R LT, ARICEVRE
JIL~vE R LT
IRT—=ZRG NIHIE, A T T 2 N IFRO EE R E IS & R\ T, MPF EO T 5 v
7 hNEBBMIT L.
AMP {IZ DWW, ODi B, FDREE R L7-5E, NTHECTITA RISV EMG IRIETHh - 7.
AMP {ZDWNT, ODi BEIZFD BEL W B EICE VW EMG IRIE TH - 72 (p < 0.008)
MPF {Z-DUNC, NTBE& FD#EIE, fLo#tk v b AEITE»-7 (p < 0.008).
EFaHTIE, FEML O EIZ R L 5.2 0o T
FrgtREMIzBI LT, BEHMTERITRO bR 5Tz,
H*. ErgiHEEIE, EMG BN £ 72 132 b & B L C W e o 7
e =N
A=
AT Ty N IFREE RIS E AT, MiBEEOBEORM O DI T FEED &
IR NEAEL SHRWVAREERD 5.
6)
[ # 4 k1] Masseter muscle fatigue before and after rehabilitation with implant—supported

prostheses.
[£# 4] Jacobs R, van Steenberghe D, Naert I.
[M:384, % . H] J Prosthet Dent. 1995; 73:284-9
(B8] £ > 75> AR T, 50%D 7 L T v FHEORE I % DHME L DR T — 2~ |
NOEERETDH &



[M&) A>T T FEFA—N—FT o F ¥ —FE 104 (40 E~68 5%, FHFERM6ES ) LA T T
R EMERERE 7T 4 (34~62 1%, VM 5010 %)
[#F5e514]
T VL UF U TR OB EE
BRZVF IO 0% (FignlREmERE)
BT E 72 1397 2 0 A 5 S
[ EE2FHMEE A & Z U AW T k]
o IRBHIREIOIRNE, FREEHEER, Mean Power Frequency (MPF) % JI7E
K BFEBICBIT A MPF ODERIZHONWT, HIE0bD t REEIT-T-.
Pearson fABMAEIC L 0, RIS, FiikEH & MPF OZ Lo BIfR 2 514 L 7=.

«  Pearson FHREMREXIZ L W, MPF 7 b BRI E 721308 20 TR & OBMRZ FE4ME L 7=,
[ ]
c WHEERRTA—HTIE, MEBEMICAEEERRBD LN T.
LEARIBNCABZITRO DL o7z,
2 M OBEHHRY, A—_—F o F ¥ —HTIE, EE, FEREICAERBILE RS 2o
BRI, IRIEOAEARINE T LT (b < 0.02) 7%, FRGIERILA S22 iR S
o7z,
TR OIRME & R OBICHE B2 A OHBENRO vz (r =-0.80). (RIEOHIMNX, FF
B oW E AR L CunzL)
TBEET% CMPEF OB BER FHFY 7 haERLT-.
MPF > 7 h& 7 Lo F U FHOBRIRE IR A0 EBRER & ORI, fHREERERO 2
Moz,
[Fm]
A VT T2 MTEDIRER DD AT NIV HT OMLBEERH G- 7.
7)

[#1 kL] All on Four® fixed implant support rehabilitation: a masticatory function study.
[ 4] De Rossi M, Santos CM, Miglioranca R, Regalo SC.
[Me364, % : EH] Clin Implant Dent Relat Res. 2014; 16:594-600
[Bf] All-on-Four 4 > 7' F > MZ X VW IEEEZ T I2BEOMEEEZHMIT 5 2 &
[xt22] 63 £ DEFE (334 DEME, 30 4 D4, 32.8~75.8 5%, R ST. 85 (1 L4DEFIZET
All-on-Four A > 7°Z > MR, 21 ZIXAHETEE, 21 413 L TEHMKEE % HE5)
[#F5E514]
HERBRAEL, RRKMEEZ L F o7, THMEMEMER, e RENGE, 22 ii ks
f1To7~.
[ EEARFHMEER & Z AW R TEE]
WKRREE 7 Lo F o7 (100%) (k428 &L L CTERENEZITH .
IO AT OEER, SHIG0H 5 t MEZMER L CTEHNOMIR CO L E1T- 7.
FER O e, — oA E S BT & ZAUIC#HE < Duncan HEMT 1T 72, BENHEIL, S0
HHtHEICEIVIToTZ.
[#ER]
. %gﬁ%k%ﬁ&vy%yﬁ,im&%m@%,%EE@MM@ﬁ,ﬂﬁ%KEEﬁ%%@%
EE 2R L7z,
7 LT W, All-on-Four #f L AHZEAREL, Tl L7ofidERKIINHE & — 2 &2oRx LTz, {HIgE
LV LILHED sEMG IHEI AN - 7o, FREIE, WAH & el UC, (IEERFIE D) DNEVMEE R L
7. BEM OB T, |HEAEOAAILZHIIMD 2 SO LY LIFESENFEITKN -7
(p=.05). All-on-Four #: L AL L OMICABEEITEO LN o7z,
FE T HIEHVEIERF, All-on-Four ¥ & A hBEAEIL, MITER LV L TEW sEMG iEE 27~ L 7=,
FREIIIEAS & Hele U CHIBE TS Eh 2N E 23> 7. All-on-Four BE & A B BERED EMIEET sEMG 15
B, BRIV LAEICE»-T- (O = 0.01).
EUHMEAEME R, 3 BEILRIRE D SEMG I/ N & — & L, RIEERS & 0 HIEFD sEMG IEEh3 &
<, BERIOFFMZRIIRD o7z,
I, All-on—TFour Bf & A SAREITMIBAN LV LIKAH OB sEMG IEE 278 L, FEH AL
X0 b EVRIEREE 2R L7-, BERI O T, All-on—Four #f & A HHBEREAS IR & (AIEE
DT CREED sEMG /5B 427~ L7=. All-on-Four #f, A HEERED /A OMIGEM; sEMC 1EENZ,
HEFELV OABRICELDERLEZ (p = 0.01).

—
e
i
=g
=P
—

All-on-Four Bf & AHSAREOMLMET, Z OIRMIENERTEE L > TrlERE O & 5 72
INEVT—=varl ) bRV E RRSh D RN H 5 2 L 2R LTS,



8)
[ %1 F/V] The influence of various attachment types in mandibular implant-retained overdentures
on maximum bite force and EMG.

[Z3#E 4] van Kampen FM, van der Bilt A, Cune MS, Bosman F.

[MeZE4, % : EH] J Dent Res. 2002; 81:170-3

[BM] #lORFE EZEENRR ET 2 & OERENKET A LEHONITAH I E

[xt5:] 18 L DMHERE (B 14, & 164, 33~56 %)

[WFgE7ik]
B, #h, 3 ORLRIEEEX VT 1+ Weh, F—N, "= Vv TTHyF AL H)
D2ARDTHEA VT T MA—N—F v F v —%ET 5.
W5 & AMSATE O RTEE), RA &7l L 7=,
BARKRENE, AN UAT a—V &ML CHEEITRE LZ., OFH7 =V, F—K
F 8 sk DM & T R LSRR 8 L Tz
W fs & AMBAT O R EXIL, HBRENZ LT o IHRICREek LT,
BEX, 7T bRIFERNCIHZSE TTY, 2 BEOREIE, HiEEes 72 v F AL bR
LC3MARMER L2t T2 RFIIMERNIT o 72, 3EEORIEE, 30A Z LTV, Z DM
BT X F AL NEFRMITHAZ AT

[FEERFHEEE & Z U H W R TiE]

RO 3 EITTVY, IbEWIKE T, EEEZ®IRL, EAOARFHZHEL L.

DALY, 5EOMBEORBOBREZITo7-. FHRREIIE, MEOHDIBEEIT-T-.

I KA T & ARIEEI O[T Pearson OFHRIRER 25 ~7-.

[#ER]
SIEOYHT (ANOVA) 12X, 520k (FHOFE M, Wa, N—27 U v, R—ATHvTF A
v EW) OBRKRAENCKTAHEERDE (b < 0.001) ZRLUTE.
%&éﬁfm,%E%ﬁﬁimLtﬂﬁ%f%k&éﬁﬁk@ﬂﬁ?bt:k&%bt(p:
0.05).
WREE L, HEwE2A 7T MCEY 721, 170N 725 326N £ TOHEREINNGE
» iz (p < 0.001).
R—ILT & F A v MBI DRI L DRMAEENL, BT 4 v F AL B &Y
LEEICEN>T- (p = 0.03).
T X vF AL NOMEEINEFIL, RKRKKREINTEE L) -7 (p = 0.81).
R L7272 v F AL s OFREEHOA B RNRIT, W & NEER O T TRlE Sz (p<0.001).
FHOPTTIL, HEH L HREM TR (p = 0.003) EMIEER (p = 0.021) @ EMGIZHWT,
ERNBEOONTZ. TH v F AL FOREIZHND LT, SiEEOA 7T MIEERIZ MG
OFBREMAZFED 5z (p <0.001).
IBEAR D EMG 1E, 74 v F A FD72 W HFEH (p = 0.012) &K (p = 0.001) DOWFT,
KO BMG & 0 b A BRI o 7208, A 7T 0 R T, WSHp & RIEERS O EMG
ZRIIZRO b2 hho 7.
[t ]%%&Mﬁ%@ﬁﬁ@m&&%k@éﬁm,ﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁ%b%ﬂk(rzoﬁ,pmﬁmy
r\uﬁ{rﬁ}

AT T MEEOMEIR L LT, RKRKET EXHET 2 EMG 3 BT 5.
TH YT A NOFEIC LD ERIIDOT N THS.

9)
[#-4 kL] Conventional versus implant-retained overlay dentures: a pilot study of masseter and
anterior temporalis electromyography.
[ 4] Dakhilalian M, Rismanchian M, Fazel A, Basiri K, Azadeh H, Mahmoodi M, Fayazi S,
Sadr—-Eshkvari P.
[ME364,, % : H] J Oral Implantol. 2014; 40:418-24
[BH] R % O CHEIGAS OBSEE & Rt E OBl B IER B A R (CRCD) & A 7T v D XFF
R (ISOD) Z LB 2 Z &
[xt5:] ISOD D&EE 10 4 (REFELMIC 2 KDA 7T b)) (A3~T45%, F¥) 62 5%).

(W78 J51%] ) )
- Ty b= AN ERORK T VT, I ARG 7 TR RlsR A B & IR TR
FEITo 7.

FILX, AMOR—NLTHvF A hHY (ISOD) 72 L (CRCD) THIE L7=.
[EEARFBER & Z IS AW HE iRk
WEf5 & ARSE S O i (MWR) & BEEE (WF) ZRIE L7-.
RO EIZIIRIEDH D t BRE, THZ v F AL FDFE, HECHONTIE, ML t BE
T o7
[#ER]
© MWF DL, TH v F AL NOFEII»»D L THAMICAEEZENRBD L7z (p> 0.05).



TR F AL R RDEE O ERIBERG O MWF 1X, =2y hre—Li2BnLiFosx (K
fip = 0.01, MIFEM p = 0.02) WTHEIZHED LTz,
7&%%xybﬁ@w%é,w%&w%%wﬁAm@(W%pzom,Mﬁ%pzow)Kﬁ
BlICEA LT,
THEYF AL SRS DA, EAOMEMBIZEEFIZFE Ok E2 R & o7 (p=.01).
TEF AL MRS, RIRFIIAEL MR TRD bz (p = 0.03).
WHEDMWR 1L, THvF AL ERBHDEE, BHOFTRE»>T- (p = 0.02).
ISERH D MWR IX, 7% v F A2 "37R2WGEA, oy hra— N EREO 7 L F 7 (p=0.03),
| THE (p = 0.02) THMHEOFHTNEN-T=.
2N
i)

(&

p=g
.

TSOD (X #E Pl S8 B OIEIEFSRE L MO EBICHIR L TV 5.

10)

[# 14 F/v] The effect of varying implant position in immediately loaded implant—supported
mandibular overdentures.

[ 4] Shaarawy MA, Aboelross EM.

[Mez54, % . H] J Oral Implantol. 2013; 39:345-54

[BEB) A > 7T PR THA—N—T v F ¥ —IZHT DA 7T MRMALE DL LT 5 =

&
(%] 14 %0 EFEESEE (B 104, ZPE44) (55~65 %)
[wF9E7514]

FUA NI 2T A (BS 4, k24T ).
B Ao > 7T M EEHAT 5.
TN—T1:4KODA T T MEEAS N TALRNCHEA, ZV—72:2 KOA L TF 0 ME
A NTALE, 2AK%H 1 KRAWEWSICHEATS.

[ EZAMEER & Z NIV IR R TFiE]

- BWMEERL, TO%S, 6, 20ARICXBREEREICLDEEEF AT 7.

WEAg & AMBERG O FHTEE) (EMG), 36 L OVEETH & 235 L 7=.
EMG 1R8N, K7 Lo F o7, WERi () o, ftash (=2vy) o
\CEMREAT -T2, EMG U XA K ZETHRAD 3 A 7 VIHIE R IRk AT - 7=
IR DRI, BCRAROERZE (ZEt:, HE, BLO2EmRi@Eso 3 >0
RS 2L 0T o7,

[#ER]
AT T U MO, $98.2% EEVMEE R LT

FWMHA% 2 BEE 1 DARICT X TOMIE (7 Lo T2 7, B g, St i)
T2HMICABEEIT -T2,
TN—71O/EXL, Zv—72 &l LT 3 2 H %oV SLHEE I, EER & b
WCHBICE -T2 (p < 0.05).
HEEOEE, 7+u—7 v 7HHOKDY ZRNT, 2507 V—7THR%EThH -7
TN—T"21%, TN —71 L L TRFBOEEEEOAREREZRZR LT (p <.05).
FHBEOHANS, BEMWICEALT, A 7T hEEL—R—F o F v —TE WL E E2 R
L7z

(&7 ]
JEFBHIRA 7T v FOELEE, A 7T v NEBEOBBE ORI, WS & MIEEG O EMG 15 E)
DWW Y %R

11)

[#-4 kL] Complete dentures fixed on dental implants: chewing patterns and implant stress.
[ZE4] Setz J, Kramer A, Benzing U, Weber H.
[Mezk4, % : H] Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 1989; 4:107-11.
[(B9] 1 77 FOBEENENGNSY — A RITTHEL, PO 77 2 Mo 28 A b
L AZOWTHIRD Z &
(4] MEpg7aBE 184
[(WFge51E]
© BMEKRBHEEA LT TURIFE (RN=T H v F AN A= R—F U F BT D.
A>T MWL, 5~50 2> H RIEH L7-.
L LB RS & LT gummy bear & VN, 10 [5] MH W B o> H M & 12 > W\ C
Sirognathograph Z# VW Citdk L7=.
FLERSMFIE, TFHAIZ Dolder N—ZHW, BEE LIEHE EBELZRWEED 2 fifHE LTz,
< HEEEFEO R N L RADOAKIZOWTIE, A LA —TERAWTHIE L.
[EEARFMER & F UV IZHE 0 TIE]
MRS OB OB, MEISEEIC OV RN & EERELE T L.



[#ER]
AT T MRFICK VIEEREEOR DB L, 477 MEER L TER 1243 mm, A

VT MNEEHY THEE 174 m ThHoTo.

A 7T MEEICL Y, HBEENEML, (7T MEER LOHEE % — o O

X, 177 NEEHY DH56E13% ThH-o7-.

10 B DOEEEY A 7 VORI, A 77 MEEH Y DIFHIN, A 7T FEHERLEID LR

< HULMLIZE L=,

HWRA VT T DI A R L RIE, AT REEDIEI D, Dot

AT T2 MTITEIZBIEIR IR0 Z ERHL NI o2,

(&7 ]
KR EN—IZEHESEDLZ LICLY, HFOBIXBIL /2D, FOIZRESEREL, L%
A7 AN RERE 2 7R T

12)

[# 1 F)v] Immediate Loading of Mandibular Overdentures Retained by Two Mini—Implants: A Case
Series Preliminary Report.
[Z5# 4] Bellia E, Boggione L, Terzini M, Manzella C, Menicucci G.
[Me364, % : H] Int J Prosthodont. 2018; 31:558-564
[ BM)] THEA— =T U F v — DO RIRF AN O A 2 5 B, HE A 7 /L, HEEERIZ & i+ 5.
(4] #EdEEE 114 (B34, L84, 68+ 9.85%, b4 85 5%). HRIRRMIC LY, 14
& L7= 10 4.
[#F5E514]
c 290D =AV 7T (FEE10 mm, BEA2 4mm F£721X2.9m) BISA T T b A—A—F
VT —EHEETH.
R ET v — MZEIET 5.
WM YA 7 L DFCEk L WEMG R A AT 5. HBRA NI Optosil & Az,
A 7Ty FEEOFNL, Su—vr S FF R (PD), FIT—I AT v % (Pl), Fu—
v RO M (BOP), WEME, JiEAE R 5
T_NTOT A LT 6 BIEM LUz . A 7T FFifiai (10), BEEFOBREICLE A T
Z v FFREikoOERT (T, MEETOBEFICLDA 772 MiEAKL (T2), BXO3 A% (T3),
6 A 77 MEABEH (T6), BLU 144 (T12).
[FEARFMEE & IOV FiE]
c KERE—TTECE ST 2T, BRI LB EE ST LT,
TO %} T3, TO %} T12 @ BFE G EARERITK LIHEDH D t MEZITV, HEEER L 1 FH DK
FBZOWTHIT LT,
[#55]
s 12 HATOA T T FOEFERIT 5% TH T
BETREIZOWT, T0 & T3, TO & TI2 IZBWTHER L7-fE R, WEET A RO VAS A7
X, BEREMERLE. WMAAT 8 A TR L 2 LIXDIRTL VA7 L), #ifREEE, 8
K DBETEREENSGE, 2413 (LR L ThHoT-. WIHIL, 24 0BETHD Lzt HE L
BAIZLIET L W FEZR L), HEIE, SAOBETHELE QAT LRL). ZhbotkE
1, T3 OWBEIRICEN, TI2 THOEELEZEETH-T-.
MM OB 08 (YA 7 VO FY) B ORI O &L, BT sHhaicho7-.
SEHBR O & (mm) (X, TO0:15.3%3.60, T1:17.4+5.90, T2:17.4%6.2, T3:18.6=+5. 6mm, T6:
19. 74, 6mm, T12:22.8=+8. Imm, H AP & (mm) 1X , T0:20.4 *+ 4.90, T1:21.9 * 6.20,
T2:23.6 *£6.90, T3:22.9%6.20mm, T6:25.2+6. 10mm, T12:29.2+10.10 TH-o7-.
MHMSZhRIL, T1 225 T2 12T CELT-.

i ]

F=g

[
R=A T T M, YR RMRIEE OZEN, PEtE, BIOEEERET S,

13)
[# 1 F/v] Adaptive changes of masticatory movement characteristics after rehabilitation with
osseointegrated fixed prostheses in the edentulous jaw: a 10-year follow-up study.

[Z#4]) Karlsson S, Jemt T.

[MeE4, % : EH] Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 1991; 6:259-63.

[BM] ?"g_fi v MNEEMERIRREEE ISR 10 FRICR T 2 A 0 X &2 — IS O ZBIZ DO WTEE
m42Z&

[*5] 16 4 oMESEE (BiEbs 4, &M 114, 550 %)

[(W9EH51E]
N Brénemark > 5 MIE VA v A A T T — g CEAEEMBREB L EET .
WHIERF DY A 7 V2 A A, EENEE, BAr&ElZ >0 THIE L.
AT T MNEEEFREREE SN (SRR, THEEA 77 v NRETRE 2 D



A%, 1B 10 FRICFHE AT - 7.
1 B OEEY A 2 NVE, A A& A2 (TCD), BIOFE (OP), FEAMAE (CP), We&4H (OLP) Iz
SEILT. BREAREE, RO EL2 CEMICEHME L2, #RESIX crispbread & AV 7=,
[EEARFMIER & AW k]
© FABEEIZOWTIE, Student t BUE (W) AL

Hfi THISZS 3z BT AW 0 ZERIZ OV TIE, o z2iTo7-.
it R
« WHMEYA 7 L ORRGRERIE, ffRIEE A2 2 MAKIS, EEKRERORE L IR L TEEIZ

U OLP B & 72 o7 (p < 0.05). LA L, 10 4ERICIBWT, oL, AE kL
OO T2 (ANOVA) (A 7V A I JBHFERT : 627 =91msec, 1APE 2 > H % : 587+ 107msec,
VB 10 4E% : 588+87msec)
BARGEEE (p < 0.05) LBROMSELSEEE (p < 0.05) 13 2 2ABICERICHEM L. = OfEnH
IR K AFHMEIC B W T HAER S, DO EVIEFRICERE Tho72 (EhFh, p <
0.0001, p < 0.0007). (FrFHEE JHHERT @ 83.5+18.3, VA¥E 2 22HAH : 91.3+£23.8, &JE 10
4% 1 150. 9429, 8)
B O BRSERREE 1L, BB CTROLWAL T Bmn4 .
BIOElE, 2 A% (p <0.01) 5L 10 % (p < 0.001) OWFTHEIZHEMLEZ., 2o
BAIZS AT THRE LT ZAFBE TH-7- (p < 0.0001).

(] YA I NEALDIEMOIZEREL, TEIL TV

/\uﬁ{?ﬂ'ﬁ
T AT I V—v g VEEERREE L, SRR C B DRI EE 52D,
NHMEEN Y A AT ZE L TBY, "= V2R3 L —H OH AN ERIIC—ETH D Z
LAVRIE X T,

14)

[# 1 F/v] Masticatory performance and mandibular movement patterns of patients with natural
dentitions, complete dentures, and implant—supported overdentures.
[ 4] Toman M, Toksavul S, Saracoglu A, Cura C, Hatipoglu A.
(#3564, % : H] Int J Prosthodont. 2012; 25:135-7
[(BI] 24 27T hRFpA—A—=FT 0 F v —, HROREREN, KREO 3 BEOYERHE OUHIFHE
452 &
(%] 30 4 BHE (1TL4DHM, 1340k, K 53.25%, 45~60 %)
D2ARA VT T U NHFEA—AN—T U F AR 104, MEROSEIRFEEAEE 104,
REKHEFZE 10 4
[WF5E7ik]
A= R=FT U F BT, FHEREEIC 2 ADA T T MEEHAL, AT T kI
R—=NTHoF A NEEEL, ETFEMKEHRZHEE L.
TR COBFIE R & 4 WM L%, MR RIRE (T o7 TIEEHRB T,
WMELTF %2 —7 %W CHMGEES) & MG ER 2 JE L2, EMgREEX 15 e L, 18
AR X721, BRICMUTEEZHEE L. IS ORGEIZIZERE 3. 15 mm & 0.5 mm Off
ZRHW, @i EoEEEE L, EMEEESZRE L.
NELMFHE 777388 HH o0 FREEEE) I Z D\ TiE, MKG (K6) % FHVCRisk L7z,
[EFEARFHEEB & Z AW IR 2 TIE]
s BIFURa—TEHWZIEERET), KB OR, BLOMEEEAE (nasticatory area) %5

EL L.
T — R A OIERIMEE TN U7tk — iR ESHMOHTIC LW T — % & 587 Liz. D%, Tukey
ME TR EITo 7.
[ 5]
.« JEAE 3. 15mm OFFC K HUHMEHES) (p < 0.001), EFE 0. 5mm fifilC X BUHMEEES (p < 0.001) 1T
DNT, IHMICEERENRO b,
WHAEEFE (p = 0.019), ABIOE (p < 0.001) (ZIZH5WT, 3HMICHABEEDED L.
RIKIHNBFH OHMFRENE, BIREHEE, 1 7T MR A— =T F v —BEOMH
WRELLV LAEBICEN -T2 (p < 0.05).
T%é%%%ﬁ%%yﬁ?y%ﬁ%ﬁ~ﬂ~?y%v%m¢5gm@%ﬁﬁmibk(p:
0.01).
IR RE OIS REAL, RAEFBEE LY BAERICE o7 (p = 0.004). KK R
%%%4V7§VFﬁ%ﬁ”ﬂgfy?¥~%%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁﬁﬁBﬂ&ﬂok(p:
0.533).
EHBIR S B O/ A &%, RIRWFHIEE (p < 0.001), A 7T FFFA—1"—FT
(501 Fr—BF (p <0.001) EHELT/HIhotz.
i

AT T M= NR—F U F v — BE OIMEENT, ER ORIl B OIENTAE /) X



DHEWZ ERH LMo T,

15)
[ # 4 b ] Clinical Evaluation of Implant-Supported Removable Partial Dentures With a
Stress—Breaking Attachment.
[Z#4]) Suzuki Y, Kono K, Shimpo H, Sato Y, Ohkubo C.
[MEz84, % : H Implant Dent. 2017; 26:516-523
[BEH] SBoHIRFIRBEZICA 7T 2 DICRFRIUER 57 K% (ISRPD) #2575 U 7= B O IR IGES) &
WENZFNT5HZ &
[14:] Eorrsp| KABEE 104 (B34, Ltk 74, 44~815, “FXHHEM 69 )
[WF5E7ik]
« RPD OFIHEEHEFFOZDIZSBB (R—) THyF ALK, b—=D 7Ty hAV N, f#EkD
ERAS PR RPD OREEE A Hls T 5.
TEMG T O FEEENL 2 ® v T 4 (4g) ZHWTITo 7=,
WA 7138 L OWME B A 2 [ E L 7.
< VASIZTX Y, MHME, CREF, ZEM, RE IO 4 - DOFMEE TN L.
[ AFmIE R & F RISV FEH Tk
< MHMETh o FEEEENE, WHIEBIAATE 10 205 19 YA 7 VBV B IHEER) ) XA ERIE Lz
T UANT VR — )L AT M XD IRE T LA R RE A E L.
Hﬁ@ F—21%, —TEESEON (a= 0.05) %, Tukey JEIZ L DL HELBEIToT-.
o AT SRS R (ISRPD) D SBB T X v F AL R —U LT Ry R
&, fEROERZEM (CRPD) (28T 5D, 7 IXv T A WIS A 7 VX2 A L, BE)
REBIZABEPRO b, FOMOIRICHBEZITRO b odlz CEAE B O FEReR:
F=0.867, p=0.432; BACOFEMER]: F=0.673, p=0.519; WSAFHMRT: F = 2.577, p = 0.095;
YA NEALF =3.164, p = 0.068; FERM O F = 4.568, p = 0.020; BAN
FEIEFE]: F=1.889, p=0.171; WEAFEMERE]: F=0.275, p=0.762; Y%A Z /L XA L:F=0.677,
p = 0.516).
FBEEE, EME, PRER, LM, RES R EOTRTCOREUET, e—U T Ty R AN, SBB
THE T AL NDHD RPD AT
SBB 7 Xy FRAheb—D T TNy NAYV MNEEETDE VAS 1E, BEWMEENAEIZSK
EFL/ZZEA/RLT7 (HME :F = 13.884, p = 0. 001;f%¥F : F = 13.898, p = 0.001; Z&EM: : F
= 18.039, p = 0.001; @M : F = 20.053, p = 0.001). L7 L, SBB F¥vF AL Rhéb—
Vo 7Ty F AV MORICEBEITRD N7z,
SBB7 & »F AL NISRPD, BE—VU 773y kA2 K ISRPD %, CRPD O#J 2 5D WA S L%
ﬁ%%?%%ﬁb,ﬁﬁ%ﬁ%%%ﬂt(Wﬁﬁ:%?%%,mﬂ%&%%ﬁﬁzkimap
=0. 003).
B, W, X, R, RESoOZEMEIZH L, SBB TH v F AL, BE—U T TN
v M AV NEHATE
VAS 1LY, MEAMBENGREICHELZZ AR LIZ (IHEG : F=13.884, p =0.001; ¥ :
F=13.898, p =0.001;ZEM: : F=18. 039, p =0.001; % : F=20. 053, p=0.001) L7>L, SBB
THEFAL R ee—=U Ty AV FOBICHEEZITRD LR T

i ]

(&

=g
.

AT T N XFRRAHIE R RPD 1, kO EN & BE W EEOWEE R LS.

16)

[# 1 F/v] Evaluation of transitional implant stabilized overdentures: a case series report.
[ 4] Ohkubo C, Kobayashi M, Suzuki Y, Sato J, Hosoi T, Kurtz KS.

[#E364,, % : H] J Oral Rehabil. 2006; 33:416-22

[BEM] bZvvvatnas 770 b (T1) ZFF A —N—F v F v —EBF OMHIGES) & SR

DOWTEHMET 5 Z &
(5] 7 2o ESE (B34, kitd44, FHEE 69.75%)
(W72 J51E]
© TFTHOEEEOL N A LNEIKIC T o aF AL ST (T EEEA LA ——
TrFr—LET 5.

NEMELER L, TEE 2~3 @R E TI NLE L 1 A% T, FTHEEBRELRE (BioPACK) %
AWTHIE L., BRENT, Z7IFvy o T4 1l (4g) W=, IEHEY A 7 Lo hieis
(BHMEH A 7 LD 10~19 ¥ 7 L) DS D 10 oA 7 /L % 3R UNHESES) & el L7-. 448 (BF
AAE, PO, A, A 27 0) OFHIRERE, LR sEHLE.

NI T RE R S IZ DWW T OEZIZEE AL, 100 mm @ VAS T, R X, HE LT X, 25, %
EVED L~ LW CEek LT,

BEFOEERFEH (CD) & TIOD #3535 Lz & S ICEMGAIRE e RGBT 27 v — MZEE L



72, 19 FEOB ML EZ TR L, HHENSEMEET 1I~5 D Vﬁﬁﬁ"i’ﬁof:. BT 3 oDH
FAY— (D 5], DRV, TEEZZERRW) 2T TEZ L. VAS 12Xy, ®
e, @AM, ZEM, WAL TE, RE, WER, WET, MO 8 SOBEFEOE LA M
L7-.
[EBAFmIE R & F NI W FEH Tk
«  CD & TIOD DEe#lziE, Wilcoxen ENZARE % V-,
[#ER]

TIOD & HERD CD Tid, FFHO VBRI ARBREITRO b2 -7= (BADfE: 2z = 0.00, p =
1.0; BAAAH: z =-1.859, p =0.063; BAAH: z =-1.521, p=0.128; YA 7/l z =-1.183,
p = 0.237). TIOD OE®EREL (CV) 1, PARMZERE, itk D L H/hEho7=. Ll
ZnHo vV (BARfECV iz = -1.014, p = 0.310; BAXAE CV: z = -1.183, P = 0.237; w\/\
FECV: z = -1.014, p = 0.310; HA Z /L CV: 7z = -0.507, p = 0.612) IZ>\T, BEHFED CD
L TIOD & DICHBEZITRD Lo 7.

PEHRDCD TIXTLTALNT 7 5 DB (< HA, BONEAN) OIEIENTE
&wotﬁ,nw%m7%¢5%m@ﬁ?%t FREECHE IO/ (727 3: biiw
INDATA A, HAH) 1E, CD 2335 U7-REETIL 3 LA MHME TX, TIOD &2 3E3% L 7= kae
TRCOBENIEECTE 7. i?‘:ﬁ%ﬁif“?/ﬁ 1~2 ORI, EENHET5 2 kﬁ>
ES

STHHE D VAS A a7 %, TIOD FEDH VA LLT ZORaTIZIHEEAEBR o7 (2
=-0.507, p=0.612), LD 7THEDO R I TIIHREIZ #Oﬁ(ﬁAf:%=2w7p 0. 028,
F2EME 12 =-2.366, p=0.018, WL : 2z =-2.201, p=0.028, WEF : 2 =-2.366, p=0.018,;
MELIE : 2z = -2. 028, p = 0.043; %ﬂazzamm,p:QM&'%ﬁﬁ:z:ﬂﬁw,p:am@.
o) BEHRELMELEZDOE, TIOD OFEEFDOLEMTH - 7-.

liii)

TI 2% &, FHEMKREHROLEN L PREMEOUCERTREL o7z,

[t

E=g

17)
[# A V] Functional adaptation to full-arch fixed prosthesis supported by osseointegrated
implants in the edentulous mandible.

[Z# 4] Book K, Karlsson S, Jemt T.

[MEZ54, % : H] Clin Oral Implants Res. 1992; 3:17-21.

[H%TF WAy BAA T T v—a A 7T o D IR E AR IS % 25 15 O NEIE R 01 i
Z{ﬂ:%’fﬁﬂ LT HZ &

[ﬁ%]m%@% SR (BYET4, 134, 34~T76 5%, XD 60 5%)

[H%ﬁ&]
THEESNL, 4ty iay (AT —FAiEEEAER, 1A%, EEIA%, EE1
FJE) TITo7. BRI, crisp bread éfﬁﬁb\f_.

m@%%ﬁwm,#4ﬂw54b(mm,%DWOE,%DW(@LE%HH@W)K%%L
BHEA O B, F'aﬁl:lg% BEIYICHEAL L 7.

/\4' M7 —7\ZEHFE LT force transducer (2 j(” Aﬁ%(ﬁ”ﬂib

BARAENDE, 4By vay (DT —FHik % % , A1 %, "t%?)ﬁ‘ﬂf%:, 4L

B 1ER) Tiror-.

[EE@%%@E&%M W R R TR ]
8 A DOFEERSSE Tz DT, ﬁwmtt@m%%wt.
B R OZERICOWTIE, St EIT-o 7.

[%%1
o B AT NE A N(TCD) I, A 7T o DRI E AR BB AR L7 (p<0.05).
TCD ¥, D% 3 D AMIBABARLZAE RS ool 3 A %D B 1% F T TCD LA RIS
B o(p <0.001) Liz. o<, TCD X, BHMEICHEERkEE2 /R L (p <0.001).
BR DB, BADEREE O, GBERRET, BnEoRL, AEENSES LN (p > 0.05).
Fﬂlﬁmi‘ ibj—ﬁ uiﬁé’UDLtZ)), #Jhn‘l‘é’jfcﬁﬁ?% imr_‘&)gﬂfcﬁﬁ")f;
ARMA N 1 BEMBICEZICEM LT (p < 0.05). F7-, 1 BEM®%OREE 3 »A%OHEE
TIL, AEETRDONR o290, 1EBRETHREIZEMLZ (p < 0.01).

e ’\ﬁ& SR T, EEf)TﬂﬁF’EJEP J=RAS )] IE TN B el

r\uﬁ{rﬁ}
TR v A AT L— g oA T NI E E M LETLHZ LTy,
%)Jﬂﬁkott}ﬁﬁﬁ;ﬁ EEROFRIE, WEINITHEEE 2, %Z%?Ltﬁﬁf\? vERRLTE.

18)

[# 1 F)L] Changes in chewing patterns after implantation in the edentulous mandible.
[ 4] Benzing U, Weber H, Simonis A, Engel E.
(M54, % : H] Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 1994; 9:207-13



[BE9) A > 7T MEBARIORE LA V7T 0 PR TEA— =T v F v —EEZOHEER /3
B BRIl A L

[WF42] 16 4 D4tk (46~T755%, FHIEERD 58 i)

(W72 075]

- IMZA T MEER TFEIZH AL, Dolder-bar # V- 243 L7-.

1B HOZERITIEE T OLERERZ AT, 2B BIEA 7T FEWRLIES 6~41 A% (OF
Y18 A 12T -7,
NI EE) R % — 1%, Sirognathograph Z T, gummy bear |2 X Y fidx 24T -7~
NEMEHE SN KR ESY O [R5k & FRE, MHERESLEE (BRI DR L BANEE), SR C R 72 NS A,
ISR CRZEPRICTT DAEELE 1L VA 7 A58 1594 7 VETTHRIE L.
@ﬁﬁﬁﬁgﬁﬁ%@%,%%ﬁ?ﬁt%mﬁ,%ﬁﬁ?ﬁt%ﬁ%@%%mﬁbt.%@ﬁ
1%, 3L

[ EEARFHMIER & Z NI A W R TEE]

Hf} A 7T MEARTE ORI EMOFEIT, Student t BEIZL VIToT-.
;‘u%
- REET, HEEERIVZEL, HAIELL 2o/, NHAEEIED L (17T b

L :16.33%2.41 ;A7 T MY 4.25+1.53).
NHMEE) O OFIFEIE, N—72 L 61. 17 LD N—5 0 48. 27T FE~ LA LT
SR OHEMSHIEILX, N—T X v FAL XA LT T M AE—NRN—=FT o F ¥ —I2&D,
27. 00mm® J/> L7223, RiFEEI I, A1 > 7T FUAE Y T— g %, HIE X —2 28 10.75
mm® & DT NIIER LT TH -T2,
RFGEENCBE LT, N—=T X v F AL XA T T bA—NR"—=FT U Fr—2LbY, +C
OEENER LT, BIOMAIE, N—7 L 24.38 FENHNA—H Y 17.36 FE~ELHD LT
FEARGE R, (277 b XFRREE AR SN L7228, Z2HIA3 2. 3Tmm K& oz
(A>T b LA 8.22+2. 14mm, 4] 8.13%£3.29mm ; A > 7 F > h&H Y A 10.59+
4.12 ; 4511 9. 87+3. 18mm).
5 ZHOBEIZEBNT, 47T MIFHBREEIESIC L HFEE S X0 ERIC R oTm 2
LRSI, TADOEFITBWT, OIS REMEANE I N2, 34 DAFEHmIZ T

(53] BHIRFGEE OFARIITEN R SN2 o7z

r‘\uﬁﬁ

N=T 2y F ko FIFHRREIC LY, ETHILT, THEDHZABICKET L2 LN
AREL 72V, K0 AN TR R EB S AR L 7R .

19)
[#4 kL] In vivo evaluation of occlusalcontact area and maximum bite force in patients with
various types of implant—supported prostheses.
[ 4] Baca E, Yengin E, Gokcen—Rshlig B, Sato S.
[Mezk4, % : H] Acta Odontol Scand. 2013; 71:1181-7
[H%]%ﬁ&gyfzybi%ﬁ%%pﬁiéklﬁﬁéﬁf®%kﬁéﬁ,Wé%%ﬁ%mowfﬁ
MPTT5HZ
(k5] D7e< &b FEANEEHTED 60 4 O BHE (F% 32 44, Lk 28 £, 4Fi 49~64 1)
[(WFge51E]
 BFEIN—T1 (T61) 1 24 7T 0 RFA—N—FT T v — (WEARIRKE ),
BRI N—7"2 (162) 1 4 A 7T FEFFA—N—=FT 0 F v — (RITAEIIRIEH),
BRI N—7"3 (163) : 4 A 7T v FIFFA—N—F v F ¥ — (KIEHRIRES),
BEIN—T4 (T64) : 6 A4 > 7T bEEETET Y v ¥ CHAAHER),
BT N—TF5 (T6G5) : 8 A 7T v NIFEET Y v ¥ GelHaA thi%a)
WX BIREEIToT-.
ay ber—LEHE, 3 ha— A —71 (C6l) : ETRRICHERDETRE R IC L D16,
o ha—)L 7 —72 (C62) : L TFRAIZFb BEA et
WX BIREEIToT-.
C61iE, < &b 1 FDRBRICTM 41T o 7.
T UENT VLRI ERG, BEDT), WEEMER, WEBMEE e L.
[ FERFHEIEE & Z U H W TR TiE]
o BEMIERERICIE Kruskal-Wallis BRE A WTITVY, Z D%, Dunn @ post—hoc FEIT-7=.
[RE5R]

WA (mm?) 1%, TGl : 10.59+3.61, TG2 : 18.12+9.68, TG3 : 18.34+11.61, TG4 : 5.5
+2.13, TG5 : 16.44+£13.78, CG1 : 20.99£10.93, CG2 : 18.97=*7.41 & R L, EEMICHEZEMN
b= (p = 0.0001).

BRWBEE T (N) 1%, TGL:416.29+137.17, TG2 : 640. 31+249. 06, TG3 : 626. 41 +367.89, TG4 :
254,85+ 116.39 ; TG5 : 516. 58+85.58, CG1 : 841.24+332.71, CG2 : 685.24+167.26 #= L,
HEMICHEEZENRD LN (p = 0.0001)
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20)
[#-4 bv] Occlusal contacts of edentulous patients with mandibular hybrid dentures opposing
maxillary complete dentures.
[F#4]) Suzuki T, Kumagai H, Yoshitomi N, McGlumphy EA.
[Me564, & : H] Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 1999; 14:504-9.
[EW] E%E{Eir\/f?\/ FFINA TV v R &AL ERHEEOWE ), WEHEAmfEO =R %
A5 2 &
[xt4:] 80 L DR EEZ A LT T2 "AT Y » REWRE40 4 (BPE 164, &ih24 4, FH)66.2
%), EROFZHEEE (B84, Zeth324, FH67.85%) ITHHETDH.
[(WF9EH71k]
T U BNT VR — U XV G ) & A B R A E L.
A DOWEE 7% R E N EWRE T TEl-T100 23 U7-IExtFriEdaii s Rt L.
[EE72FHMBE A & Z U H WG T IE]
c AN EWEEEMTAE, FERPMERRENS, PEROFEHEBEL A T Y v FEREBER]IT t BUEICE
D iR a1 T 7.
[FE5R]
c BRAET NI, BEROFEH 242.02125.3N, A TV v RFEH 342.12163.6 TH Y, WEERIC
HEZENRD LN (p < 0.05).
WEAEEMRIERE (m?) 1%, TEROFEW 5.9+3.7, ~A 7V v b5 10.3£56.2 THY, WEERH
WCHEBZEBRD LR (p <0.05).

PEROFBHICHAN, THA LTI bXEAL T Y v bEEIL, KRAED ERAEEMEmREICE D
TEALTWHA.

—
e
i
=g
=P
—

21)
[# 1 FL] Changes in oral health-related quality of life after oral rehabilitation with dental
implants in patients following mandibular tumor resection.
[ZF# 4] Sato N, Koyama S, Mito T, Izumita K, Ishiko R, Yamauchi K, Miyashita H, Ogawa T, Kosaka
M, Takahashi T, Sasaki K.
[MERE4, % : H] J Oral Sci. 2019; 28; 61:406-411.
[EfY) FEE O EeEETisg o ORI QoL (OHRQoL) L HIBRE /I OWT, A v 7T v b H il
468 (ISP) DR AFHT 5 Z &
[4:] 1SP & %535 U7- OEEEPIRES 104 (23~75 /%)
[(WF9E71E]
ISPRRFEEA VT T bA—N—=F U F v —FAD) & A 7T N IFFEEERZ ST SY
BT 5.
OHRQoL 1%, ISP EEF5R& L35 1 4ER%IC, OHIP-49 (H ARZEEAR) A4 H U CE-E L7-.
ISP 3535 1 4E1410, H RIS & 2WHMBRES)OT v LT L AT — W K DA &~
WRENX, TUvINT VA= L& RN T{To 7.
[FERFHMEEE & Z U H W TiE]
+ OHIP-49 227, OHIP-49 & N A A 1, HCIMEIC K DUHMFRE S D ZE(KIZ-DW T, Wilcoxon £
BATNERT R E &2 TV T Ebiz U 7=,
OHIP-49 & A C.HFHIE & 2 WEEE /) 0 2 BE O bk, Mann—Whitney UMEIZ L W ITo 72,

[#55]
 3HENLLEDAL T T MEFERIT96.8% TH o7

OHIP-49 A 271X, 65.3%£9.79 L D 33E% 1 42T 46.0E8. 14 12 L7z (p €0.01).
ISP #EEIC X, HEREHIRR, BRI, B X OFRBIIESE OMEE CToOY) OHIP-49 A =27
DEBICHA L (F1FH p < 0.01, p < 0.05, p < 0.05). H{KAERE, LEMEEE,
DIEE, BIOANCT X v v FOMEBKICEIT A OHIP-49 X271, BEEITRD LN
I T2, KL RABEANH -T2,
NR—=Z2 T A UBFETITEESE 1 ETO 10D BE L IFP B O OHIP-49 2 o VA EFEITERD
S0 T,
B A X AUHMERE I, _R—RA T A VB 54.549.79 Th o= M35 1 4£T 68.0£8.37 12
L7 (p <0.05). EHHCEEMIAMRE T, N—R T A W, 33 14512 TFP BEL 10D B
L ORNCHEBEZTIRO e ho 7.
MHMEEE ) &I A ) & ORI BEBIHRIIFED b e o 7.

e A%, IFP L0 & 10D D FNMEL R AR H - 7=,

/‘l:lﬁéﬂ'ﬁ



ISP DYHIC LY, OHRQoL & E FHIIC X SUUEAE A A LT 5. & 610, MR
OHRQoL |Z K& fi%%ﬂ%'@i&b‘ﬂﬁ‘éﬁﬁxgbpé

22)
[# 1 Fv] Effect of implants on maximum bite force in edentulous patients.
[ 4] Rismanchian M, Bajoghli F, Mostajeran Z, Fazel A, Eshkevari Ps.
[MezE4, % : H] J Oral Implantol. 2009; 35:196-200.
[ BR9] 1k LEAEITIREH - THREMRFHEIES Li2BE L, 1k LRz - THA 77 b
XA —NR—FT Ty — R L EREORRKRE N ZIRTHZ L
(4] MBS 754 (B304, Lotk 45 4, 45~65 %, TFHIHE#H 54. 35, 4 %)
[WFgE7ik]
c EETEHEREE 3BICHET S (1) K6 AROEROEIHIKER, (2) 10 FLL Eofeko
iR ER, (3) LEAHIKRER, THA LTIV MRA— =T v F ¥ —
T — ML, BEOMBYIEEICKHT 2mEE L, O RO A FRek L.
WENE, AN F—UrFx 2B TRAEDREEEYHOTHE L. B RKERERO
KA 77 (MBF) Zfil< 3 [EEIE L, FHEEZRE L.
- AT, EMEZMEH LGRS L.
[ 3723 HEIE B & Z W TR ]
© T — MERLEE ORI, SWOAT ANOVA), tBRE, A 2 FbE, 3 LT Pearson
FHBERREIC L AT L7z,

[#EHR]

< 1 BETIE, MEOYE) MBF %, IS 5. 15kgf, AN 5. 12kef TH Y, BHETIZENEH
6. 48kgf, 6.23kgf Th-7-.
W2 BETIE, APEDEE MBF 1E, IS 6. 42kgf, AN 6. 18kgf TH VY, BHTIZENEN
6. 86kgf, 8.31kgf Th-7-.
BIRETIE, LMEOESMBF 1%, M3 9. 36kef, AIA3 11. 29kgf TH Y, BHETIZIEFNEN
14. 86kgf, 14.06kgf T - 7-.
SEHIMBE U3, &5 1 #Ei%, 5.65E1.46 kef, #F 2 #E1%, 7.01%£2.1 kef, % 3 #EE, 12.22+27kef
Thote. FIFEOWY BREINIMMO 2L b ABICEL, ABRZENROD L7 (p<0.001).
F7o, BLMTRIMICAEREZEZRZEO b (p < 0.001).
W BEOEIMERENE, A2 24%, A 24% Tdh 7. EIEBEIEA AL, FEFIEEHIRE
L0 20%Em T,
55 2 BED TNEMBMENE, 2% 24%, 4D 20% Tdh o7z, MM A 1L, FETIEHEE A
TE0H 17. 1%ED - T-.
53 BEO EMHMRMANE, {28 24%, A1IDS 22% T o 7=, EHEMAIREA 1L, FETIHERIR &
HEod 2. 1%m»oTz.
TRCORET, EEEAIEE 1L, FEEEBAE DL bAERIZE 57 (p < 0.001).
BLRETIE, BROWREIL, T6%MNHEFITHME L THY, 20%03H e LTz,
H2EETIE, JWEOREEIL, 4%23EFITHE L TH Y, 56% 03 E LT\,
FIFETIE, BEOMBEL, 0%BIEFITHE L TEY, 36%M e LT\,
FBIHBLIOE 2L LT, F 3 TIXBEETOMEEICABERFEFHNENBO BN (p<
0.001). Pearson OFHBIMIE TIL, WFFCREME CREECE & MBF (SR IS H B2 MBI MR D
57z (p < 0.001).

[#&5m]

© THA VT T U MR AA—T U F v —BEO MBF B, (EROEHKRBFROBEOLY HH
BlIEWI L E R L. ZoERT, WEHLHESROWE, BEWCEORFECBIT 5
BA 7T NOEBEREZEEZRLTCODAEERDD.

23)

[# 4 kL] Evaluation of Bite force and Masticatory Performance: Complete Denture vs Mandibular
Overdenture Users.

[ 4] Possebon APDR, Schuster AJ, Bielemann AM, Porto BL, Boscato N, Faot F.

[Mezk4, % : H] Braz Dent J. 2020; 31:399-403.

[ BR9) ek itk (CCD) & A 7T h FHA—N—F U F ¥ — (IM0) FEHEIZBIT2AE
(BF) CHHMEEET) (MP) M OFEBAZFHmT 5 Z &

(%] 24 L 0BFE (124 O CCD EHE & 12 4O MO A, FEIF# 63 %)

[#F7E771%]

< PERI, i, BB L OTHOERETED D ORI, THORIEEZHET 5.

3 A OSHREE 2GS S0 bRE N E2RIE L.
AL, 30 OBIEIZL Y, Occlusal Force—Kratos gnatodynamometer (model IDDKv4) %
AT 7oz, B —i38 2 /hHEEFH 1 /NHEORICEE L, 3 FORED T EFIHL
72. 5.6, 4.0, 2.8 mm O EORBREMLOMREFRE LT, HEE ME 5.6, ME 4.0, ME 2.8)



PEH L.
[ =S AHMEE B & Z NI AW IR R TFiE]
T —XOFEHMEIL, Shapiro Wilk BiEIZ X > TT A ML, BEMEOZERIE, Student t FEIZ X
(2] v, MP & BF OBI#EMEIZ DUV TCIE, Pearson OARRIRE 24 H L7-.
[ S
< CCD BEDEHIEMNT 62. 3327, 35 5%, MRS/ - CTH D OFHHARIT 24. 89+15. 36 4, MO
FEDHERNIT 70. 1617, T3 7%, MEHBHIT/2 > TH S OFHWIFIZ 19. 65+15. 68 £ TH - 7-.
« CCD BEIZEL -, IMO FETIIMEA SIS 127.52% T X 0 H2>- 72 (CCD:3.27+0.90 IMO:7.44+5.20).
- MP & BF, B, 4, EHHBLOTHOMENE) D OB, 8L OTHEOERINORED
A BEBR IR H e o 7.
IMO B (coef =-0.57; p=0.05) TIIMPX50 & BF ORICEBERADHETHY (coef =-0.57;
p = 0.05), MPX50 fEAMEVY, DFE VT 2 FAENLOKMBEENNH ELTWAZ &%, BEMENEW
TECEHELTVWAIEERLT.
WP BHEEBERFRET VIZEDD &, REET/LTIE WPX50 OFSEOANREE ThH -7 (F =
5.05;p < 0.01;r2 : 0.33;p < 0.01).
(&5
« IMOEAAEIE, CCDEEAZE LV W BF BN ZIEEHEREE A LTI b, IMO FEOIEMFRE /I,
KR ERET) & BF & ORBIZHHBIR S H iz,

24)
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overdentures: a retrospective study.

[## 4] Bilhan H, Geckili O, Mumcu E, Cilingir A, Bozdag E.

[Mesk4, % : H] Gerodontology. 2012; 29: e116-20

[BW] THEA 7T R A— =T v F ¥ — &35 U A E O R RS MBF) 1&, 74
VTR RNEAT, AT T MR, W, FERR EORFRED L S ITRET D mET
LT L

) x 27 2 v F AL "VEEOTHA L 7T 0 b A —R—=F o F v — 25 L EHHES 62 4



(&ctk 32 4, BE 30 £, 42~90 5, FH4FE 64. 0310, 07 5%)
[WFgE7ik]
c 2fHDOR LA — N K0 WIS — K BRI TR A I B HIE L.

REE 3 EUTV, AKDOEAEHER L=, BRI, &8k 10 H5RIZET TiTo7-.

[ 2HIE B & F RISV FE PR FE]

« IEHSHT A 2EBEOkERIZIE, Student’s t BREZ W TITo7~.
Ht} EHST 2T 52RO EIE, 1 TREE SO 2 AV T L.
E R

c TEHRA T TV b A= R—TFT U F v —HEE A O MBF 1% 60. 5~305N (4 128.65N), A 7T
v M EFFTRWEES TCIE, MBF &I 29~160. 5N (3£ 73.15N) Th-o7-.
BIEBE O MBF X, ZtEEE L LFEICEEICE -T2 (p < 0.05).
iy, THAvTF AL MOEE (7 —H—TH9vF ALV NER=NATHFAUN), A FF
| U ROREIZOWTHEZTRD SN ho72 (p > 0.05).
liit]

AT M, BEEEZEDOME 24 275 MO ITEERICEIISES.

THyF AL NOFEITAE KB E RSBV E O THD.

(i

=

34)
[ # £ F ] Clinical and radiographic evaluation of three—implant-retained mandibular
overdentures: a 3-year retrospective study.
[##4]) Geckili 0, Bilhan H, Mumcu E.
[Mesk4, % . H] Quintessence Int. 2011;42: 721-8.
[BE9] D, BRWAT) MOF), A > 7F v MEMEODGE A MBL), BEWmTE, L O0EE
DE (QoL) DBUEMNS, 3EEHZD 3 KDA T T FERFFTHA—AA—F U F ¥ —%FHET 5

s
(k5] 23 4 oMU TREE (B T4, Zik 164, 55~80 5%, FHIFH 63 i)
(W72 07E]

BT AR EN, FTHIIAR—ATEZyF AL (124) £RFIAA—T2ZyF A (114)
WCED3ARDA T T ML D FEA—N—T v F v —%EET S,
SAKRDA VT TV FEFFFHEA—N—T U F v — O R E L LTVAS, OHIP-14 % 3 4EZIZHIE
L.
A V7T NEBODZE O (MBL) 133/ T~ X RREEHH L CRME L 7.
AT TV MR H BIGH LRV ORKRRA T MOF) 13X, F—RKEA#EERIC 2 EOR b
VU=V EER LRl LTz,
[ ZIE B & F ISV fE 2R FE]
- FEHDFREO NG XA —F Z o 2 BEO HHRIZIE Student t ME, ERSTNE HILRWVIEEITIT
Mann-Whitney U €% AV 7=,
« MBL ZH R, FH, EZOKA T T2 FTHRIET D729, KEMEDBIIT 21T, Z0O%
Bonferroni #iEIC L W L ELEK AT 7-.
AT T N EHEERE L JEEEEO MOF O, sHa0dh b t REEITH-T-.

[#55]

c AT T FDOREERIL100% THh -7

« MBLIZE, 0.70~1.66mm (*F¥J1.04mm) T, 7T ¥ v F A NOFEEIZ XL 2ZTRO SN2 -T2
EFREOA 77 MNEBOMBLIE, A0, Z[ (FhEi, p=0.001, p=0.03) OAf 7
Zo MNAEEAEENBO SN, AREERMOA 7T 2 FEHO MBL 121, A BT
SZeho7z (p = 0.998).
A TTUNEER LDOMFIL, A7 T bEEHY L0 bAERICE2 -7 (p = 0.001).
4yf?y%®@ﬁ&mmMm,ﬁE§,ikmmm®mfnm&@%t%@@m&mok(p
> 0.05).
THyF AL FORIEIZIE, WREEBIO QL FHMEOWTRICBWTHLAEREITRO LA
Mol=. MBF X, A7 T FHERHDEE1E 78.0~204.5N, 17T FHENLRVES
X 29.0~124.5N THY, A>T T b ERNRHDLIBEDOFTNZ2WGEE L bERBIZE -T2
CGERHD5E 118, 1N, 72054 1 64.2N, p = 0.001).
RV T X F A N FFOYA O MBF 1% 106.029. 0N Tho-DIZK L, N—T X v F A
M ZFFDOLHA D MBF (£ 134.8+£46.3N TH Y, 7T X v F A > ORI L D RAEZEITHE
N oT= (p =0.114).
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L ERT.



35)

[#1 F/v] Comminution of food with mandibular implant-retained overdentures.
[Z# 4] Geertman ME, Slagter AP, van Waas MA, Kalk W.

[MERE4, % : H] J Dent Res. 1994; 73:1858-64.

(BRY] 3HEO FIRA 27T o F SRR E A H O N TR OMIE N 2 6T 52 &
[R5] 84 4 DI FHEA (39~75 7%, )M 57 7% ; CDBF : 28 4, BE T4, Lebk21 4, 57.7+9.1
+9.2

% IMZ BE 20 44, BME6 4, M 23 4, 56.07.6 % ; TMT B - B4 27 &, &tk 74, 56. 2

k.
(W72 07:]
s AU NEREBEBR A TSI (M) ICXBA T T MNEE AT F
—IMZ AT Tk (IMZ) 2B A T T2 bERFA— =T U F v —; FL-25KRE
WOWTNNET .
AN T#BR AL Optocal 2 HW-IHMERES1 % | 42 ICHIE L7=. Optocal 17 {8 10, 20, 40, 60
BIOIAMEY A 7 VAR ITERIL L, IR T2 (Xso) ZFH L7212 K 5 60 [RINEIEEE ORI 5347 )
O HgURIEE (XB0) A sReD, MHMEEREN & L7z, X5 EMHMEEIEMN D, JED 00 O F Rl kiR %
DT DITHEREEEE (N1/1/2) Z2H#E L.
PERFIFMHEEF OMHBEE (N1) & FHA V7T 2 MR A — R —F o T — 435 (N2)
DO RATR % ST CRid L7z,
[ EEARFHMEER & Z AW 2R TEE]
« 10, 20, 40, 60 [EINAMEZ D Xq & N1/1/2 O 3 BERIOFE1Z, Mann-Whitney URREIZ L VIT-7=.
L EHBIZIL, Bonferroni fiEA M L7-.

THA T T NFEA—N—T T AR L iR U C, EROETRIR I R AT,
Rl DR T A XD/ ERT H7-012 1. 5~3. 6 (EOIEIERIE N LETH 7.

™I A>T he AT Ty MEEEORIZHEIES & RICERITFBD oo T,
RO FRAL X50 1%, MEMEEIEIC b BT, WA 77 v MR THEEZEITRRD b
57 (p = 0.53~0.89). A 7T A —"—F o F ¥ —#L, ECRMBERBECHA~, X50
DEPEEIT/NEDo7 (p = 0.0002~0. 004) .

N1/1/2 1%, ERFHREL A V7T N HFFHEA—N—FT v F ¥ —BHCAEENRD LN (b
=0.0004). TMI fE& IMZ fEE ORICHBEEITBO DN -7= (p=0.81).

EERTTHIAR TIX, TERRIEHREE T9HA 7T A= =T o F v —RE L DX, 20 [ANEME
] % T 3.6 [EOEMGR AL L LT,

liit)

AT Ty MEESPHEE X ROBREOZE TR, FTHEROZEHOM EA, HIEFEN %
WETDHZEEREBLTNS.

GEED)

G

F=g

36)
[ # 14 /] Masticatory performance and chewing experience with implant-retained mandibular
overdentures.
[ZE 4] Geertman ME, Slagter AP, van 't Hof MA, van Waas MA, Kalk W.
[MeZE4, % : E] J Oral Rehabil. 1999; 26:7-13.
[BEW] £ 77 NEEIZEIT D, NEEEOREIN AT A —4% (N THRBRELOKmEE (HMEEET))
EEBRNT A—F (HERER) L oBfREHLNC T L
[%14:] 84 4 DM FABE (39~T75 %, T4 57 %)
[(WFge51E]
c AVTITUNREEZTZ 2 00T N—T L RO EEHKZEHR (CD) 22T 1 0T v—T
BT, AT T MEFE  BEERA L FT b (M) (2L BA 7T b EA—N
—FrFx—, WMLA VT T (M2) IZEBA VT Ty NXFFEA— =T v Fx—DWTh
NI 5.
AN TFRERA L Optocal % VW2 IAMERE ) 2 J7E L7=. Optocall7 fEIZ &L 5 60 [EINANEHE DORLE 5y
Hi b RIRIR (Xs0) ZReD, WHIGEES & LT,
WHMERE /1D 7 o — AL, 8 FEHORMICE T 2 EM CRMii S e, AL 3 BEREOFEHMm
A= (0=RV, 1=, 2=8E\) THZE L. el B3, ¥ 78 A7 —F,
F—X, WERN ) o d, =Y E AN
L3, THENFNOREOHEMBRERE, FHA, MR W7 v r— MNiEEITo 7.
© REORASMIZRTEREX, VASIZX 0 FE L.
[FERFHHEE & 2O TR TE]
< MR, e, TEHEMTEIIRE, TEHEOE S, WHWERES), WHMEREN T v — MER, 20k
JBE O RRENEIZ DT Pearson fHEAMRE 2 H L 7=,
NHWEHE 7] 2 f IR 5k & L= E R i 21T - 7=.

GEED
© HMFREIRBRIL, A 7T PR TEA— AT T v — AR T, ORI IR L



D HAEBEICEN T, M BEE IMZ BETIE, MEISRENICAEZITR D bR o Tz
MHME T A2 MBS 2RISR 2RIZE, WA 770 ML b, R NHEIC TR 7
Mol EEE LT-. CDRETI, U EAHEREO THER OB 22 TRV, LV RERN
HDHZEnbnoT.

KEEF O 7 v — MERIZ, 47T 2 FEETIZ CD BEICH AR A 2N 2 R &7,
™I #E & IMZ BEE O ZITFEE Tl e o7z,

ZOMMORETIE, HEEZETRD LN hoTz.

THIGRE /B LT, FAEDIRIERENSE LN, WA 7T MEEE b, CD BEICEE~, i)
(77| BRCTRERATTZRLEDN, BiA 772 MEROZEITRD o7z,
WA R (10 ASHE5) 1%, MA 750 METE L, ML, IMZ BEOEHEIL, 8.4,
8.2 ThHV, CDEETIE, EHRaTN6.7TTHY, CDEETIE, WEENAEITEN-T-.
MHIERE 1L, 4FEln, B L Ub, EEREORNMORE L IIAEBRMEEE RS o723, TH
W OARM (r=-0.48), HHERABR (r=-0.43) SMEZRLE.

EERSH T, TFEBEOART & TR 2S8R sz,

RIS SRR (LISREL) TIX, THERRE ) & FHRAZE OFSRERIATE & ORI E R 22 BRI

RO Lo Tz,
(#5561

THMSRE /I DOMENHERBR LR L Z E 2 EBR LAV L2t
37)

[# 4 V] Masticatory efficiency of implant—supported mandibular overdentures retained with
attachments compared with conventional dentures: an in vitro digital colorimetric
image analysis.

[Z#4]) Salami ZA, Jasser EM, Makzoumé JED, Boulos PJA.

[k, % . E] Gen Dent. 2020; 68:60-64.

[Bf) it kpFzmEREL 20 —H =T X v F AL WA VT T FEFEA—R—F U F v —

FHOWGEEL g T 5 2 &
[42] 20 4 DEBEFAEE 2 T 0 & L2 EFA L THOM G THEROMfRIEE 2 2EE L2104, (77
U NKFEA—NN—T T v — EHUBER O RR IS E 235 LT 10 B2 ET 5.

[(WFge51E]

MHIEZhRIL, 2DF a—A » HEERWZRAT A N E{To7.

[FERFHMEEE & Z U H W TiE]

© 2ADFa—A AT L LHBBINTAZRDCOAEO G EFTHET D ViewGun ¥ 7 U =7 ZfEH]

L7-RBBT A MT k> TRl L7-.

KERE DI (a= 0.05) ZHHLT, 2 207 V—7OMHIGEHHHEL g LT,

BEAOSE (FBEHERZE) (VOH) ZRAEORE L LTHW .

(5 5R]
© HIRREE OFEIC X DT, VOHIZ 10 A 7L, 154 A 7L, 20 %A 7LD CD 7 )L—

LD b 100 ZA—FOFBKRE M1, ZOEREDYA 7 VT bR E TR
STz,
BBV A 7 NVEORREZHE TS &, 10D Z/—T7 DY 1 7 V80, BEIncfE-> T Vol
PAERICHEA L7 (b = 0.001). 541 71L& 20 A 2 VHOBAL, HEIICHETH -T2
(p = 0.001).
FEEIZ, CD Z— 7 ClE, WY A 27 VK2 % L VOH 2 L= (p = 0.002). 5 A 2
15 HA 7R (p = 0.014), 544 2L L 2094 2R (p = 0.003) O TEEIHIC
HETh-oT-.
10D #f & CD BERNCHEHOICE BT R oned-7- (p > 0.05).

(]
FHA 27T A A= F U T, R TR B L C R SR
WS DRI SN2 T & R 5.

38)

[ # 4 bv] Masticatory performance and oral health-related quality of life in edentulous
maxillectomy patients: A cross—sectional study to compare implant—supported
obturators and conventional obturators.
[Z%%# 4] Buurman DJM, Speksnijder CM, Engelen BHBT, Kessler P.
[Me554, % : H] Clin Oral Implants Res. 2020; 31:405-416
(B A 7T v FFlREE 2R L7256 S EA L 2WGE o EERYIEREE OIHNERE /) & O
/LB QoL (OHRQoL) % Helged % = &

(5] LBEUIBREHE 1940 (Bl 114, &8 4), Brown (LBHOKNE) %I, Ia2vb 11d OFf
PN 17 4, Brown Z3JHICE EFN TR WA (SP) OXRMEN 24 Th-7-.

[(WF9EH71E]



IHLDBEL, A7 F 2 b—2RFOLDICHI R RIS KO/ R ITEHEEOEY OFICA
T MEEAE T ST, AT F a2 b—F 23T D7D WBA 7T v Mo —HEE
Ltz 2 2OA 7Ty FMEOAR=AREWVGEE, RBOREFIEE LT *y b7
Ny FAV NEFALE.
BAREIIT A MAT) 2HL T, Vv I AX T Ly "NOREEIT A N &iTo7=.
FEAOME X, 3 >0 OHRQoL EMZETHIE L : (a) MESHE O ONEfRARE T 7 7 (L
(OHIP-EDENT), (b) Obturator Functioning Scale (OFS) (Kornblith & 1996 ), (c¢) 47 v~
EDYNRT—)LAEI Y T — g VERMENR— 3 0 3 (LORQv3-NL) (Engelen & 2017;
Pace—Balzan & 2008; Pace—Balzan & 2009 4E; Pace—Balzan & 2004 4E).

[EZERRHEEE & 2Ot R A FE]
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39)

Fisher's exact M7E, x? test, N . L7= t BEIL, ANOWET—Z LHKRT —F DERIZS
WTCRRA Tz,

ATy MER T L —F L EROFEHEED VAL 237 %, EHOM L TWAEAITIE, s
L= t BE, FNLSOEETE, Mann-Witney U MiEA WA L7-. IEHHTIL, Shapiro-Wilk
MEIC XL DR L.

Mann-Witney U #7EIZ LV, 2 BEdD OHIP-EDENT, OFS, 35k (NLORQv3-NL ERIZE (IE/FF —%)
DFERZ g L7z,

%%}E%%L%@%@@m,ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁ%%,%i@T%ﬁ@%%K%LT,ﬁ%Lﬁﬁb
2ol

YRR T1 % (FAPH 59~85 %) @ 10 A DBEE L, RO ET a7 —EBOWBREEZ T (7
N—T"2). TN—T20 1 4DBELET, HoRNRIKESNN THICFER I, RV DILAD
BEDILIATIE, THOZRNPA T T N CREES L.

MAT & 5R1%, FEERSHZR L7290, Mann-Witney URREZ AW, £ 7T bFOA4T
F ol —ZBERELZHEA L TWAEE (18.6611.37) 1%, MEROMBEBAMHAL WS E
& (22.36%3.16; p = .015) XV L HEEIENIZVAT AT 2R L7z,

Zhick v, THMERNEE) O 7 KA A 1%, OHIP-EDENT (p = .001) & OFS (p = .007) O
FTCAVT TV AT F 2 —252EH L THWAERETLY BWEREZ R L.
OHIP-EDENT @ [BEOPSEE | OV T RAAL b, A 7T MRS O BE CHEICHE
NegFEOPESZR LI (b =.026).

LORQv3-NL o [OIERERE] OfEEIE, 4> 77 v A7 F o L — 2 REE AR EED
FFRENR TV (p =.030).

FTF o L — F BRI E L BE T, AT PR ERREE A LB LY
b ETEY OBE R AREETH 7 (LORQv3-NL ; p=0. 000)

SEYIMAL ZAaT0E, A7 70 VAT F o U— ZfifRdEE A5 L7235 T 18. 663, 16,
WERDAT T o L —HffifiEE A2 i L7235 T22.361.37 Tho7-.

AT T ML D EERYIBRSE Ot AL EEE S X, OFERE, TS, BXORFOPE I 2k
EL, ZOWREER, EHEURNEZTZBEOMRY NV T —va v OMErRET LT
HOFATHRERFECTH D.

[ %1 kL] Masticatory function with implant—supported overdentures.
[Z5%# 4] van Kampen FM, van der Bilt A, Cune MS, Fontijn-Tekamp FA, Bosman F.
(#6364, % : H] J Dent Res. 2004; 83:708-11

Q=L:6)!
[*4]

TR T DRI EIER, (7T P A —"—=F o F v —ikg, 74 vF A MEHE
2%, THMBEES) - g, wWE FRMMICEEBE 5250 FHLMNITH L
18 DM E (BME 174, &Mt 14, 33~56 5%, WHIEEM 51. 6 %)

(Ar7e071%]

REFLIRIC 2 KDA T T MRHEAL, £ ETHICKEROFHELZES L-. AL NAKE
IZ 2 [ HDOFIEIT, TOBRBMET X v F AN, XR=THvFRAL N, R=NTHF A
FNedEE Lz, TH v F AL bEEATAIERITZT VA AL, BX6NDTNTO 6 FEHD )
AW, BT 2 yF A ML, 3HRBMER L.

- RG4S Optosil o 15 [A1F X OV 30 [AIIHMG L » & OEEO 50% 235 @iE L 5 28 in Lo 55

WTH D IR RAE (Xso) &, PR THRAEZ 57129 D DI ZE /R HMFE S (THIE
W) N1/ Z25HH LT

- BETFRIMMEIE, SIAHA—F (dg; KX X 20X20X20mm) 2LV, BERAEE S A F CIC LI IHNE

¥z BF A ATz, ZOMEIT 2 BTV, EEA TN REIE S L.

< 14 A OEELE T, 5 BIOEERE IR L OWENEMZRE L. 1EEOREIE, 1EEOF

M ATIC N CIT 7. 2[EAE, 2 [EHOFMOERNICATY, 36 HERE, REcET 4 >
F AL b LI 3 A RICAT o 7

[FHERFAME A & Z iU ATz ftit R FiE]



« 5 B DOHIE TH LA RITHETI R ZEN 720 & W ) IRIEFGRERET D 72012, ERIE 5/
INTEATV, ZO%SELBRE LT 7.
< VBRI X AHIEHRE ) DAk & A ZE R T ONEIEHE 71 D[#] C Pearson MRS A FH L=,

[#ER]
© TEHMBRET] X0 lZDOWT, [HFRH, B, BET7T ¥ v F A b, N=T X v F AR, T~w7

&/%%/%msﬁﬁf BB 5 2 L2 L (RIERIE ANOVA p<0. 001) . Frfilzs 1
AR EIC N, R RPIREREEICREN o7 (p < 0.05). A>T MNEEHmEwIT,
m%ﬁ&%%@m&&,ﬁ%mﬁibt(p<omn.vﬁ*y%?&y%fyhm,ﬂ~7
HFAE, R=NATHF R bwmﬂ%ﬁéﬁi DEBILS DD (p<0.05), "—=THvF
AU RNER—=NVT H T AL FNOHEHMBREINIIZER RO LI o7z,
M®W%M,E%@kﬂ~7§y%f/k f~w75/%f/b(r—ﬂﬂ;p<qm1x
Btk 7T Z o F Ak (r=-0.5; p<0.05) THEXLHENPRD NT-.
MHIEZYANL/1/2 122V T, IR &t TH R 2R bvie o 7es, £ 77 b
BB, X—=2 Uy ER—=1LTHyF AL FTH0EMNDS 25 [ (p<0.001), BEMET & v F
A T33E (p < 0.005) ~EHBEIHED L.
e N BMEIC W T, SARMOAEICEET A Z LA /R Lz (BEREIE ANOVA p < 0.05). [HEEl
@ﬁf,%%@i@%%?if@@ﬁﬂbfﬁm%ﬁot(30@75y%fybﬁ&ffp<
0.10
MHIEHEREIL, 3 FEHDOT X v F AU MOENENEFEHA LA > 77 v MRIERICA BRI WE
L7z.
3 FFEHDT & v F A 2 MEHEMN CIHEHEEE IO T MR ZRRNEO LN, BET ¥ v TF A b
iD%f—»?J/7kA~7)/7@ﬁ#m@‘%@bfﬂﬂ%ﬂfwt.

Hti AT T NRIER, WETE CTOEEY A 7 VX, bIhThHo = b L.

r‘\uﬁﬁ

c FEEA T T U A=A =FT U F v —E, WEREEE LR LT, ARICEFRHEERES R

LRSI, M%Tﬁ? VFRAU N, N=THyF AN, R=NLTHvF AL MDOWTRIT
}51/\‘(%) l:@_l] ’11:7%% ib?‘#iﬁ%bﬁ’.um&’)%ﬂfcﬁﬁ)ot

40)

[ # £ b /1] OHRQoL, masticatory performance and crestal bone loss with single—implant,
magnet-retained mandibular overdentures with conventional and shortened dental arch.
[Z#4]) Grover M, Vaidyanathan AK, Veeravalli PT
[MEFE4, % : H] Clin Oral Implants Res. 2014; 25:580-6
[B] OO FEE 255 LT\ 5 B8 0 04 B QOL (0HRQoL) & MHMEHE S 2 i+ 5 7=
DI, HB—DA 7T NFFOBMET Z v F A v MEFFFHA—N—T v F v — %ﬁmﬁé_
LEFHET A Z & @2 BEOA— N—T v F v — & L7284 0 0HRQoL, WHHEFHE B ED
’%ﬂté)ﬂﬁfﬁ‘é NP
[xi5:] THEBALEDSRIN L7z 10 44 (62 mE~T7 ik, IR 70 %) .
[ﬁnﬁ&]%/77/%ﬁﬁﬁ~ﬂ~7/?k“(Bw)&Lt
4/77/F747z%v DK ZBERINGFHET 5 72012, 7 v 24— =R BoT 1
STHE, BEE 2B L.
Aﬁﬁ%@®3ﬂﬂﬁm%%®éﬁﬂ%miéImD%ﬁ%%H,Bﬁﬁ%@®3mﬂﬁﬁ@%
WA & B 1S0D B EZ 1 72, kD 3 A BIXE O &21T- 72,
OHRQoL 3 OHIP-49 B RIZE-CHIE L, WHMFEE)IF ™ —T v VI X B fisvE Gl L7z,
© XEREEIZXY, T OB A TG L.
[EEARFHMER & F ISRV IHE N TIE]
(it ] ST A MY w7 (Wilcoxon JENIARTE) ZATWEFEAZIT%T LAkl L 7=,
;‘u%

PERDATRIRFEHIZ X AIBERTHZ TOZ a7, OHIP TiX, 54. A%RENH LN, BEZEN
R (p < 0.05).

PERD IR FEEH & ISOD D] T HAHBIRIMRANFE ® H 41, OHIP & MHIEHE /1 O i 5123 T IS0D
OfFE I L v &R SEN R LN,

WRECHERA L 2 O, 7T PR A— =T F v —ICHHBBERERRD b
k.%%@éﬁﬂ%@m@ﬁ,@m@ﬂ@ﬁm&,#&T@ﬁ@ﬁ %mf%wx:?@
Bif&7po7- (p < 0.05).

MHISRE SO\ T h, MR & b ICHERAIE SIS 0 1S0D D553, T TORBEBEMEICIBW T
HEICE)>T- (p < 0.05).

ABEL BEEDOHERIZHOWT, HRHID 3 AT, 7THB®OHIP A a T ICHEREITZR o7,
L22L, 97 HH (90~180 HH) IZIXEBERENA LN, /787 X MY v 7 Mann-Whitney
U-test 24T\, AREE BREOM CTEHERD & ik L 7=,

Wit 3 2> H R, SDA ISOD Z Fc Wl DMifRIEE & L THM LIZEE, BRENDRNZ LN
7.



1

(7]
H—A VT T NBWETZyF A NEFEFTEA—AN—T U F ¥ —F, BEEHFBED

OHRQoL, MHWEHREN Z#kET 5.

E=it
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[# 1 F/v]Benefits of rehabilitation with implants inmasticatory function: is patient perception
of change in accordance with the real improvement?

[F#4] Vieira RA, Melo AC, Budel LA, Gama JC, de Mattias Sartori IA, Thomé G.

[MEFE4, % : H] J Oral Implantol. 2014; 40:263-9.

QEL:S) I?Hé;ﬁﬁifi%%@ﬂiftbliﬁ‘é%%‘@%E%éﬂii)i, MHIERE /TR OFER & — B L TV DH ) E 9 I aFE
(T R s

[%14:] MmpgsaBE 144 (BE44, &M104, 42~75 5%, V1 58. 14 5%)

(W52 J75]
TEHA 7T v bR E e R, R I L D RIE A T o 7.
it J2 B & WHERRE ) OFREE  (EBIDUHT) L UEMERE DRER (BB ) 13X, TRIERT (RX—2A T
A ) (T1), BHE20 Hi%(T2), 8 A% (T3) ICFFAf L7-.
BV, 13V 2 OISR REIZ B L.

VAS Cili 2 A Rl L 72, i
EMEEE SRR E, A TERBRAS (Optocal) (ZX 5 20 [E, 40 [FIMHMEGHE OMFEEI N L 0 3T L
7.

[ FERFEME E & 2 AU 7= stat R Fik]
< R ORI RHT & TR % TR 5 721 Wilcoxon MiE & VN TZ.

(5 -] Student t #&E (EHIA) & Wilcoxon #iE (FEIEHGAR) ZMEH L, WEMGHEES) 2 5EM L7z,
;‘u%
Tl OEZE % T3 ORIZE & ik L2, T XCOEMMPHHIICSEE L.
20 B A 7 VT X AMEMEE AR, T1 & T3, T2 & T3 DMICAEENRD L.
40 YA 7 T L AUEIBRE BRI, T1 & T2, T1 & T3, T2 & T3 THAEENRD L.
MHMFEE TIIZDOWTC, Tl & T2 TIHEMZEICHEBEEITRD DR o723, Tl & T3 DTl
A EHEMEELZEZERB LI LOERNT, AERUWENRD LN,
T B E DFRFEIZDUWNT, Wilcoxon MEDFESR, T1 & T2 L D], Tl & T3 & ORMICAHBERZEN
oo (p < 0.01).
Optocal Z AV /- IHIEHERE CIX, 5.6 O TIX, 20 EOEMET, T1 (3.22g) & T3 (2.04g;p=
0.009), T2 (2.64g) & T3 (2.04g;p =0.01) OMICHEMICAEEPREO BN, 4017
LTI, TL (2.27g) & T2 (1.06g) (p = 0.03), T1 (2.27g) & T3 (0.55g;p = 0.001), T2
L T3 (p=0.03g) ICEBENEDOLNT. 4.0 OFFTIE, 20 A 27T, T1 (0.34g) & T3
: : (0.6g;p=0.04) TiF, BEENRDLNT. 40 A 7V TlE, BEEITIRDLNLIL-T-.
fEiam
THAA 7T PR EE RIS E & ERAEIRER IS L0, MR OEIEREER b R
ORI N 5.
NHMERE S O 1) BTk 4 5 B OF8, & il e E OfRIENE, WgRE o EE —E L T\ 5.
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[ %1 kL] Psychometric Analysis and Masticatory Efficiency of Elderly People with Single—Implant

Overdentures.
[## 4] Amaral CF, Pinheiro MA, de Moraes M, Rodrigues Garcia RCM.
[MiZE4, % : H] Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 2018; 33:1383-1389.
[BEM)HE—A 7T b A= R—=FT U F v —IZL DAY Y T — 3 ORI O &g O LERF) S
F A—2% (BFEWEE L EMEEET)) SRR EZFNT 5 2 &
[5%}£:] American College of Prosthodontics MZ3¥EC, Class II1 & L<iX IV DERE 12 4 (B3
&, P94, EHAEED 68. 6615, 22 i%)
[(WFge51E]
© BEREIH TSI ETHEMRBEEE L. BiElE 2 02 A%, AT MEREA
T, SHADOF vEeAA T L= a Y BiBO0L, dA—N—F U Fr—FHE LT,
VAS 1T &V, &EME, X, WHIERE), BE, HROLLT X, FBEME, HiaflRERO—
W 75 e BE VRT3 2 IR R AR L 7.
MHIERE 1L, VAS THEEALN (v, BHnF—X, V—t—, LZX, ¥—F oY, oo,
= VY) wIHMGEEOIHMSRE S 23 Hm L 7=,
< EERERIL, VU a—r_—20 AN TRBREMLZ AW EHSIEC L v E L.
[FERFHEEE & Z U H Wi TiE]
Shapiro-Wilk REDDH, Student t FAEZITVY, 1IEH/HA L TN A BE T EEEZE, HEg
RS, MHMSZHERIZOWTHNT L. Wilcoxon REIX, /v /3T A MU v 7 OBREMCEEME
Zxt LT o 72,



[#ER]
< BINEL, FLVWEROEEIRBHE L LT, THHE A T I 0 b F—NR"—F o F v+ —D

LEMIST D EENm E LS HE L (p = .0057).

UK ER R — (LT h A=A —F o F v — BT 5 &, M 5 R AT

L7 ((p=.0339).

B—A VT T A= R—=FT U Fx —~OBITIZL Y, WENRN/AEITHEIM L7 (p<.0001).

(7]
B—A T T M= N—=FT o F v —i, FEE~OWMBEELRT L0, BEWEE LR
X
HEESHRIL, E—a 7T FOF—=NR=F o F v —FRABICAERICSKE L.
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[ %1 kL] Influence of Age and Time Since Edentulism on Masticatory Function and Quality of Life
in Implant—- Retained Mandibular Overdenture Wearers: l1-year Results from a Paired
Clinical Study.
[Z# 4] Schuster AJ, Pastorino DA, Marcello-Machado RM, Faot F.
[Mezk4, % : H] Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 2019; 34:1466-1474.
[BM)] 4277 bR TFHA—/S—FT > F v — (IM0) B OHMSESRES & O 0 PEm AR ICBEE 4 5
A3EOE (OHRQoL) (k3 5 Mtk S DA PS5 2 &
[%14:] 33 L DM FABE (65 LA FOBE 16 44, 65 Az 5B 17 4)
[(WFge51E]
T2 OO T NV—7 (FNEN 65 LA T & 65 Ll l) I2hEET 5.
EHBRIZ 70> TN OFE (25 A & 256 LI L) THET 5.
c FHICA VT T MR AT U F y— RS T D
[(EEARFMER & F AW IZHE N TIE]
- THMBFEREX, IMO BfTAET, B XU IMO Atk 1, 3, 6, BXUN12 A DOIHMFRE SR L O TR
BT A REITH.
MEMERESIIE, A TERBRES (Optocal) % FHWT X5 CKIT 50% %@ 2EE), B (R—F
AD¥)—M), ME 5.6, ME 2.8 #HH L7,
OHRQoL 1%, AfFRIE 3, 6, BLO 12 »AKIC, AMEMmERE YT~ 7 (/L (OHIP-EDENT) ¥
L OEA O A RHIfEEC (GOHAT) 12 &V #Fl L 72.
KIGED B % T —#12%F L C Mann—Whitney BE, Wilcoxon f 5 HIENIREZTT - 7=,

HEfn, MEEEREMIRG T, MHMEEE ORI RICHFHICEBEREZIR D b oTz (P> L 05).
MO 2554, I®IOA T, MR CIMGREIFERICHERREENE O b7,

5\, MHMEEES) L WE TR O 7 2 N CHIE S 7= X COMMEEEEORE R (X50, B, ME 5. 6,
ME 2.8) 1%, 65 LA FOFHEOIE ) BNEViERE R L.

e FBMET A N ORI & Y1 7 VBRI, 65 AR D EE DN 35% LN A 7L L EE A S
L7EGEIl, 6 0 AR THRICE R DBREZ R L.

GOHAI 3 L OVOHIP-EDENT EZED A a 71X, "—A T A LWL, mMFoEME T/ N—7
MICHFHICE B E=nBlg sz,

GOHAI 7 > % — F DL PR fEIL (<65 7% : 10.81+1.33; > 65 5% : 12.12+1.18; p = 0. 006)
LA (K 654F : 25.44%3.39;> 654F : 28.2942.14; p = .004) ICHEENRD LN,
OHTP-EDENT B RiZEIL, N—RX T A ' TOHRIERFEE (<65 7% : 4.63+2.19;> 65 &% :
2.94+2.01; p = 0.049) ICHBEENRD L.

IMO %5557%, 12 7>H @ GOHAT B ZE D% & & RPFEOFEK Z RV THEZEITRD bvkd o7
(<65 3% : 7.1970.66;> 65 % : 6.760.42; p = 0.039).

NR—RZ T A L TO GOHAT E R Z I W TS SRR & OMICA B ZIIRD Lo 7.
NR—2AF A > TP OHIPEDENT BERIZEIZ R\, AR & OficAEEE2 /R L : 7 u—2
Jb (K25 4F : 14.47+8.47;>25 4F : 7.69+5.31; p=0.018), HEBEMHIFR (<25 4F : 3.88+1.73; >25
41 2.7541.91; p=0.028), BRI A (<25 4F : 4.53+2.53; >25 4F : 2.50+1.90; p=0. 008),
BRREE (254F : 2.59 £2.03; >254F : 1.38%1.31; p = 0.034), BLUHEREE (<25 4F :
0.88=%1.05; >254F : 0.06+0.25; p = 0.013).

MO SE3E#, Bt 3 23 H O GOHAT 71— 3L (<25 4F @ 28.940. 97;>25 4E : 29.63+1.59; p
=.014) Z=rE, EHEZEMIEE OMICHEZRITRD SN T.

i L mEESEEIM (0, 3, 6, BL V12 0 H) [ GOHAT 33 & OF OHIP-EDENT & HZE K X A > D
Zhia (BS) 1%, GOHAT OEMZETIE, 65 LA FOBED, HFR (ES 0-3: 1.1), LEfhs
B (BS 0-3 :1.5) fEIKCRWVENBRRSDEEZR L.

OHTP-EDENT & FHIZE-Cl, 65 mkLA T OBE D, HaEHIR, B RMENE, I X O RS HRE (S
0-3: FNFN 1.0, 1.4, BLUL3) Z/RL, ®mWEHBEDRERLEZ

S, HEHEELIENE INO M35 OIEMSEERE IC B 2 B 2 22 v 7278, IMO (3R E o TH Sk RE
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EABICHE L. Y, FHEEREBEMMAE Y (Q54F) HVWAE (K65 NLVEHET
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[#-1 kL] Apilot randomised controlled trial evaluating mini and conventional implant retained

dentures on the function and quality of life of patients with an edentulous mandible.

[Z#4) Jawad S, Barclay C, Whittaker W, Tickle M, Walsh T.

[MiZk4, % : H] BMC Oral Health. 2017 Feb 15; 17:53

[HI] A > 7T v MAROFHI D 7= DIC B RERIC OV THLNIZTH 2 &

(k5] 46 L OBEE T X LT 2BITEID K TS,
S=A VT TV ME B 104, K124, A 68.519.5 5%, EHKALL T Mt
B9 4, Pk 144, X4 68. 18,5 %

[#F7E771%]
THIZ2 KDI=A T T b, LI 2ARKOUERMA T T FEHEE LT THEWRZ R
L7
EIEOE (QoL) 74— (OHIP20), Jfs & REZD AT, 71X —IZLDHEHEEET A
rE{To 7.

A 7T ME L EETITORIFFART 21T - 7.

rﬁ&TﬁbOMTiMS CTXVFHME L.

R—=AF A v, EEINAYE, 6 AL T T NORKRIIR, EFERETHE L.
[f%ﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁ&%h W R FE]

KW TR SNl st R A e Lz, (eiZe L)

[ﬁ%l
AT T NOFMEIZ L DEER D OEE, BOLNRNoT.

OHTIP20 1%, FMfEL H 6 22H% D OHIP QoL A 2 7~ — R T A > & il L CIE TEAICH b
O Zefi A2 W2 B L 72 QoL DEEN D HivT-.
MI BECIXRIEE & 72 5 F5 ,Mbenﬁwot# CIHETIT 4RO LN (8.9%). D)
%1#1#& XB5H0T, SR LD DO THoT-.
EQ-5D 2 WF&$wm TR, MIBEDIZO DN CIBEL D b B EEZ R LT,
IV —IZKDHEMEEEST A M, FENRT o r—hERERE R > T

(st ]4Vfﬁy%@%%$M%%$1%®ﬁf%oh

=] ﬁﬁ‘ﬁ
QL, £ 7T FOEFRITIBEICESTEETHY, AR EBEHICREREELE5 25
72, FEARKEREEL L TEET RS THS. BMEX, 770 MAIERTE 6 DA%
1THRETH 5.
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[#-1 kL] A prospective cohort study on survival and success of one—piece mini—implants with
associated changes in oral function: Five—year outcomes. Clin Oral Implants Res.
[##4]) Enkling N, Haueter M, Worni A, Mitiller F, Leles CR, Schimmel M.
[MEEh4, % . H] 2019; 30:570-577
[BEM)] DoE—RAI=FT 27T b (MDI) O 5 EAWKOETRERDELREL, DI
TEOZELEHLNITH &
[%74:)] 202 DEE GHDBEMEL 1540 n =10: <65k, n = 10:> 65#%).
[(WF9E071E]
TREZE WS HIEE, 4 Vo —2 MDI (B 1.8 mm) 1 7T MEE A NI A fLiEkIcHE
A, Eﬂﬂj%ﬁﬁk L7z,
fw%?%y@ﬁﬁqm,%i@lE&SE@EW@ET,m@@%(ﬁé%ﬁ%XF)?ﬂ
L7z,
- KBEEWS ) (MBF) ZFiEkL7-.
[f%ﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁ&%h TRV BRI FE]
REFEST A~ 05 HIHESHERIL, @HEOH (VOH) (2 X 06 L7z,
AT POATFERERDIRIL, SEMO 7 v —7 » 7T Skillings-Mack ¥EIZ L 0 A
L.
[F-]%%K£6%ﬁm,mmmmﬁ%ﬁ@&Wﬁﬁ&Tikmwﬁbk
i
- BREMRSEHOT o —7 v SIS TE .
6157 PHABDOERTFREMIFILIEL L H 100% TH o7
MHMEZhRIL, R—ATA LU T, 1 FTHEICKE (p €0.001) L, £/2T5EH#KTYH
t# (p = 0.033) LTCuW/-.
MBF (5 D7 41 —7 » 7 CTn=19) 1%, RFEOREE & HITRRFIIZHEI L7 (p<0.001).
65 LA EOSIIE (n = 10) X, EORERTYH, TALLY LEVSIIE LV L AEITEWIKE
J1Th o7 (p<0.05). MBFIX, 1% E CTHEME THEIMLZY (b = 0.326), 65mLl LD



ZMNETIE, 1END EOFTHEICHE D Lz (b = 0.027).
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[# 1 L] A parallel 3—group randomised clinical trial comparing different implant treatment
options for the edentulous mandible: 1-year effects on dental patient-reported
outcomes and chewing function.

[## 4] Hartmann R, Bandeira ACFM, Aratjo SC, Bragger U, Schimmel M, Leles CR.

[MERE4, % : H] J Oral Rehabil. 2020; 47:1264-1277

[BM] T%E??%_ﬁ%ﬂ%%‘ﬂiﬂﬁé SHHOIBIIEIC L 5 1 FERIOIRHEREF L HEHERE D Z{ Iz >V T S
MZTDHZ &

[e42] Mg maidE 37 4 (39.2~77. 2 5%, “FH4Fi#n 63.518.8 %) (single-implant A —/S—F o F
—(G-T; n = 11), two—implant F— X—F o F ¥ — (G-II; n = 13), 4-implant [EEMEFH
(G-III; n = 13)

(W52 075:]

- BERIEHR (CD) WERT R TosME IR s, EISHEO®%, 3 SO L—T70 1
DT X NTENY YT,
G-I & GIIDFEIZOV T/ R—=NTHvF AN, Gl OBFHFIEI=a=hLT /3y A
v hERWE.
NR=2F A (D AT—V) BLOA T T MERRIGEGZEN—2T 4L 1 A, 60
A, BLO 12 22H THIE L.

[FEERFHMEEE & Z W2 T1E]

« VRS FITIE, DA BYE QoL (OHIP-Edent), S~ dE 2 H L7z,
RABENT A ML, 20D0F 2—A L HLERANEIRAT A N EfTo72.
T—H ML, REDH D t-T A N, hREOHE, —MbHEE RIS L D EIRSHT 21T

> 7.

[#ER]

o BEWICRHT A BB R (p = 0.584), OHIP-Edent A =7 (p = 0.864) I[ZBIL T, Z /L —

THOERIIFBD SienoT-.
OHIP-Edent Z a7 %, N—ZF A v L HIR L THEMMFMIC X v BB REEL R LE (b <
0.05).
N2 595 6 2> ABIZHNT T 20 [EIEMGREOIEMEEE S (p < 0.001), 50 [RINEMGIE OO NG
HEHE (p< 0.001) THEICHEL, 1220H% bk L=,
N—RF A LB LT, OHIP-Edent A2 7 3 L, MEENEL 2o7=. 6111 O%RE
NS, IA—THOFEZEIR LN T2.
T N—T DI D T- DB L= 2 &L, & (-0.69; -0.74) 726K (O -0.94) O T
ot

[#&55m]
T RTOIERIE, N—RT A REEN S OBATHR I SE L.
TRARE R, METARE I LA 7T MRIENBEERE L0 L, @O RREBETEL
R END NS DZ L ERBEL TN,
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[#1 kL] Single versus two—implant mandibular overdentures using early—loaded
titanium—zirconium implants with hydrophilic surface and ball attachments: l-year
randomized clinical trial.

[ 4] de Resende GP, Jorddo LMR, de Souza JAC, Schimmel M, Leles CR.

[MizE4, % : H] Clin Oral Implants Res. 2021; 32:359-368

[BI] T8 1A 27T M A— =T o Fx— (1-10D) FE2 A 27T FEfA— =7

Fx— (2-10D) ZUwT 52 L

[&t82] 47 £ OB (44~81 1%, F¥J65.4+8.55%) (1-10D : 23 4;2-10D : 24 44).

[(WF9E71k]

R E AR T X A2/ (1-10D : IEHER, 2-10D @ REEH) IZHF LT,
F—NR—=F o F ¥ —DRFITIIR— LT Z v F A N LT-.

BRBORE EPABLCRPHOTZru—7 v ) (2%, BEmERE, ORI QoL,
NEIEHERE  (OHIP-Edent) ZJIE L7-.

[EFEAFHEEB & Z AW R #TIE]

TSR, SA—THNB IO —TRIO R, B X O HEE R E AT,
NR—=Z2F7 A L6 ABIORR20ADOT7 a0 —7 v 7HIEIZOWTIX, vavar Y o H5)E
REARE 2 L7
B TR, v al Y U EIENRE R LTz,



(]
© N=ZT A LHBELT, FEEEERE LERMOT 1 —7 v 7T, OHIP-Edent DA E7/RU

EORBIE SN
OHIP-Edent A =27 & QoLFAST A =2 72D\ C, 1-10D 7 /v—7 & 2-10D 7 /v— 7 [HZEFIT58D
SR T.

PRI T D BB REIL, XR—ATA b6 AD Ty —T v FTETCHEICHEL,
1HEE TS, S —FMTEITR)-T-.

TBIFEREDORE &1L, BEVPRE LRI L THAL ROZEBE R LT,

THMFHERE (VoH) 1Z, BT TIE, _—2F 12 (p <.001) BLV6 A (p =0. 002)
Tﬁ%?&%ﬁ%b%ﬂﬂﬁ@ﬁ@&%@ﬁﬁﬁﬁ%1%@71D—7yifﬁ$ént@
=.023).
GEE BUFET /WL, BRSEAE (p < 0.001) 12X L CRERMICAERERIRERL, HS L IRER
OO EMERIZIZEEL 5 220 (p = 0.133).

(#5561
FEEIL, 1-10D & 2-10D O AFOEA A2 LE L, 1-10D 1%, ZRIRBRREE LTZ T ANLLR
5.
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[ # 14 FJ/L] Assessment of masticatory function of mandibular implant-supported overdenture

wearers: A 3-year prospective study.

[##4]) Khalid T, Yunus N, Ibrahim N, Saleh NBM, Goode D, Masood M.

[MezE4, % : H] J Prosthet Dent. 2020; 124:674-681.

[BEW] 477 R FHEA— =T F ¥ — (MOD) EEFHICBITDE—AT A (T0) D 30
A (T BLOIE (T2) £ TOMEMEEEOE(LEZFML, N—RX T4 O THEEORS & FFE
MG R IE T B AT 5 2 &

[%t4:] L ToAMHESREL 23 4 CEEFED 60. 749, 94 5%)

[(WFge51E]

FEBHREL LRI 74Uy I A% 2 —T7 2 FHERAITIRAT 2HEMERES (MP) ZHEHL,
FTHAMREL L CEMELZEGEMEES MA) ZH L, MEEHEEEICSWTEME L 7=,

< BrRREIEE 3y AR (X—R T A T0), MOD 2453 » At: (T1), 344 (T2) IZHIE LT,

[EEARFHMEE & F UV IZHE 0 TE]

© MOD %555 3 A OEAEMM (RX—R2 T A VHIE) ZICHEHEEE DR M 21T > 7-.
AT Ty MEERIC, a—rbE—Aar Vo —XWEHRY (CBCT) E@)bE0E S & H
DR—2Z A AHIENE % Tk LTz,
MREEIITHENA VT T v b EFA— =T T v — L& L, BN ERORE L2 H
Wiz,
NR=RATA PO EAE T 4Vl Y G FIRARE Tl L. HEEEREICK3 5%
BoOwEL, LEEREEIRSTZ#EH L THRE L.

WHDBEDOI L ITANT VAa—TEMEEHEE L, 6 423 LOCATOR 7% v F A FFih &4k
HLZ. 2H4DBMED S B 1L4LOBNNEIL, SEZLDOFTMETET Ligdoi-.

B OF LT 21,46 mm, B AR TS 8131 mm® Th - 7.

MP : —0. 32+0. 69—0. 67+0. 48—0.62+0.66 p < 0.05 TO0—T1 (p <
MA : 3.10%+1.65—1.57+0.79—1.77%0.68 p < 0.05 TI1—T2 (p >
TO 75 TL ~DIHMEEE I D ZALITF A E TH-7= (p <0.05).
SEHHMBRE I A 2 71, T1 7205 T2 T 0.62%0.66 [ZHOTHNITHEA L=, BETIER»o>T-
(p> .05). L2L, TO»DS T2 £ TOMHMEEN AT OWFEITHEETH-7= (p < 05).
SINFIL, TO (3.10+1.65) THHEVVEHIEERE S 2 27 (L) BIEEEEE D 2 /K0 2
a7) 2L, T1 (1.57£0.79) TRHIE-T-.

TO 225 TL ~OMHEKERESI A 2 7 O ELIIAETH 7= (p<0.05) 23, TL 5 T2 THTH
W L7228, BB TR > (p>0.05). TO D T2 ~OEITAEETH -7~ (p<0.05).
BOES L EEEZ, B (To 225 T1 £7213 T0 225 T2) TOMMGRE I £ - IXHBRES 2 a7
OB EREEE 5 2727, LirL, X"—ZXF7 A L OHBRESS A2 71E, T0 226 Tl
FEITTO D T2 ~DHIGHES ) A a7 OEAICEE A KIF L=, T0 725 T1 ~OUHMEFE 1L,
0.80 == DM (p<0.01) L TOMNDT2~D0.98 ==y DM (p<0.01) &72o7.
PRI, AEEN, EPEHOELL, HIEREAE-ITEEREN R 2T OLBLICHE BB RIT S
Mo T,
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[ %4 Fv] Mandibular residual ridge morphology in relation to complete dentures and implant
overdentures—Part II: Predictors for effectiveness of implant overdenture therapy.
[Z#4]) Xia Y, Ma C, Chen J, Witter DJ, Zhang Q, Creugers NHJ.
[Me3E4, % : EH] Clin Implant Dent Relat Res. 2021; 23: 140-148.
[BW] (1) /EHETOFEEOE S (2) THCD OLEEOHEELH LN THZ &
[xi5:] 30 & DIERBHEE (67.917.05%) (I8HDBME : 67.227.05%, 12404 : 69.0+7. 1 5%)
(W92 J75]
NAEETOWEREE DR S (PRH) 28 > 6.15 mm & < 6.15 mm O 2 FEISAHHET 5.
Freits (3 22H1%) % T1, intraforaminal IZA > 77 > ME#E (10D % 3 2>A )
T2 &1L, 10D & L7
SN 1% OHIP14-CN & Fe i /2 (VAS) OERIZEICAIZ LTz,
[FERFHEEE & Z U H W TR TE]
© BN OHIP14-CN & 5 R (VAS) OB REEICEA L, BRAENT A V& ZIT- 72
T2 COAaTHTL L L (RIEDHD t RE).
BEMOTHEHEIX, vY AT 4 v 7 ZEREBRET VL TOITE{To7.

PRH 73 6. 16mm RGOS MENL, RAA 2 THERERA) & THERPEE], 3K O0HIP 47T
FETAIC A BEITIRWEE OHIP 2 a7 &R L=,

T1 & EfE LT T2 G, PRHZY 6. 15 mm R OSMF 1L, CCD % 10D (TR L 7=t DOENE 3D 72>
572725, PRHZS 6. 15 mm A EOEAIZIE, T2 & T1 ORICHEICEBRZITIR LN o T2
T1 T CCD OZEMEIC GEFIZ) Rz > TSN 1E, PRE 28 6. 15 mm RIEOSME L [F
HOMBEE R L.

T2 TliX, FAA Y TEEARA] & THIRRREE] OYE) OHIP A 27 & OHIP-AFt A =27
WETL L L CABEICE T2,

CCD DZEMEIZ FEFIZ) MR LTV ASMEOLRE, 12 & T1 OFBROMICHFICE R R E
RGNS T,

Fethim R ETE A, VHMESHERE, FEOMRE, BLOOMEOPE X2, PRH 23 6. 15 mn KOS
METOH T2 THEICKELT.

CCD @ 10D ~DZEHaiE, PRH A 6. 15 mm LA OB IME DK OFEMELZRNT, BHEROFEM &
REICAB IR EERIT S a1,
BABEHATIX, WMHDOTIN—T0 T2 THEIK) - 7= - HMERE 1, CCD % 10D [ZEH L
7o%, /NEW OO S S IR WE L.

0 AT 4y 7 [BUFHTTIEL, PRHAS 6. 15 mm LA EOSINFE & el L-C, PRH 23 6. 15 mm A5 D
SMNEE, FAA 2 TR A) (OR=8.46; p=0.015), [F{KEE] (OR=13.75:p=0.022),
FBLOOHIP & (OR = 6.02; p = 0.043) Z/RL7=.

T1 T CCD D EMEIT FEHIZ) R &2 Ff o TW =& 1, T AR A (OR = 28. 84; p=0.015),
[ERAREE ] (OR = 16.35 : p = 0.006), OHIP 4f& (OR = 8.93; p = 0.027) Z<L7-.
PERISCHE N & OF B RBEIIFED b o 7.

0V AT 4 v 7 ZIEERIFSHTTIE, OHIP OAFF (OR = 0.07; p = 0.034) ZERWT, MERIR
(5 FOVERG & OHIP, it/ A DR a7 L OF ERBEIIERO b T-.

At

PRH & CCD Z2iEPEDTE R FEIL, THH 10D ¥k X 5 N A B o A& D] L 2 e ok
FEE TR D0 DOMYIRIEE L o7z,

GEED
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[#4 ] Impact of mandibular conventional denture and overdenture on quality of life and
masticatory efficiency.
[ 4] Cardoso RG, Melo LA, Barbosa GA, Calderon PD, Germano AR, Mestriner W Junior, Carreiro
AD.
[#E554, % : H] Braz Oral Res. 2016; 30:e 102
[BEM)] BB EIC KA THH2 A T bA—NR—=FT v F v —, b LAIERDOBHIBEIC L DEEHD
FPZE DR R QoL & IHMGh R 23 25 2 &

[44:] Ve &b 1R, ETFHERORIRER A EE L2 50 4 (B4, Lotk 41 4, 44~75
%, XN 57,5 %)
[WFgE k]
o FEIIECROAEKEE, TEA—Z Vv T AT AILD 2 KDOA T T M A— R —
ToF v —f, (n=25), HETFTHEEMKFKEE (b = 25) ITHET 5.
MEMEZhe & O et AL BEE QoL 1E, FEIEA DORIL 3 20 A RICFEE L7-.
7 Z PIVRRD OHIP-Edent BRI A2 H LT, DO IZRIH QoL % 37 L 7=.
o THMERhERIL, HREIEIC L AWENE S SRV TEME L.
[ 2IE B & F RISV FE PR FE]



Kolmogorov-Smirnov HiiE & FHWIERMEICOWTHNT L, T —F NIEHSTH LTz, J
JUE % Beigs U 7=, TRIERHT & R4 O OHIP-Edent & WEWRAN=R D {07 2 BER CEL T 5 728
{2, Mann-Whitney M /E€ & FH\WCiT o 72,

7L —7" N O EEEIZ1E Wilcoxon NBATRRE 2 V=

OHIP-Edent & MHIgE%h=E > AHBABALRIZ Spearman D BIRE T1T - 72

@%t%,ﬁﬁ,ﬁ% MEHTEEIARD I, PR AERSE QOL B L OMEHMSRhRORE RICHEE KIF
o Tz,

10D #ECl, OHIP-Edent DFEHR, Jii, OEMIARE, HEROEE, LEEREE, HEEErH] R
DEY T A — BN T, VAT —2 g VRICHENICHEERRENRD DT,

OHIP-Edent ® h—Z /L2 a7 LA EL ﬁTbt(p<OmD L2 L, CDEETIE, WD h—
AU AAT EIMABD b—F VAT DETZHERE T2 ho7 (p=0.117). JBHADOH T A7
— IV RRIEIC S E A R LTz (p=0.003) LIAME, MOV T Ar— A ORAaTiEZTXTHET

X7 o7,

?Enm%%%%f THMS N RICA B RZEZNRBD B (p < 0.001). CDAETIE, 3 MHKZIZ
HERZTBO SN2 -7= (p=0.889).

DWW@%%#@L \Z5-2 D880 F, 10D BECIE CD BBF I THEIZIE > 72 (p=0.001).
NEESZh R IX, CD FECIX OHIP OFER EFAEICHEI LTV (p > 0.05). LA L, 10D #ETILHH
] BRSO (p < 0.05).

il

AT TV NF =T U F v L, PERO TEHEWR L 0 b EN - EHMERR & O e A RS QoL
PRI D 2 L ERIERT S,

GEED
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[#4 F] Implant—supported mandibular removable partial dentures: Functional, clinical and

radiographical parameters in relation to implant position.

[## 4] Jensen C, Speksnijder CM, Raghoebar GM, Kerdijk W, Meijer HJA, Cune MS.

[MEz84, % : H] Clin Implant Dent Relat Res. 2017; 19:432-439

[EM)] RPD TS B4 07T 0 R A21TH Z L OFE LI bR A 7T MiE CNEH (PM)
FITRAEE (M) fEEK) ZHOCTEI L

[5F5] 30 4 o BRAMEteSE, TeAm Mt KRB 304 (B 154, it 154, 43.8~71.0 &%,
PJAEE 60. 911, 2)

[Bbdi/f]

FURNZ2ODA T T ME (PMEIIM) AL, 3HRBEHLZ.

MEMGEENNE, Vw7 AZ 7 Ly b 16 [BIIEIC X 2IRAREIFEE (MAT) ZfH L CREM L7-.
ER?(N~X§4V%%WW,E@%Vf?yFiﬁRm,mﬂﬁ%yfﬁy%ﬁﬁmmﬁ
IZRHM L 7.

FEIR B L ONX BRI D/ T A — 2 Z 3 L 7=,

7 — 7V X (PPD), MEAIBHE (REC), 7 wu— 7 EEo Hiifl (BOP) IZ-> W CHIlE L7-.
EREELSLVE, AT NORESEHEBIZHE L.

[f%&&ﬁ@ﬁ&%h W R FE]
M4/77/%§ﬁﬂ}M4/77/hﬁﬁﬂmm®wuf%éném@%ﬁ%nmmmmm
THE L7z, HFHICERRES («<0.05) 21X, ZEREDZODORY 7z —=f{K%
LT, RARMNKyZ U4V ay Vo faftx llﬁfi*/\ﬂé%ﬁot Mann-Whitney UREIL, THE

iy &R (PM—=M YR — hFE 72X PU-M AR — 1) IS 282+ 570 E S hi-.

it R

< MAT IC L AWHMBEENIE, REMECERICRE > T (X2 (3) = 31.68, p < 0.001).

MAI 2 270, #HRPD EEERIT, ARICEILE RS-0, RFER L ka2 iT-7-8 2 A,

HEIZEONLCHESISNE. (R—R2F 42 19.2+2.2, FHRPD 20.2+2.1, FAhA > 77

y%i%mm1&m14,mﬂﬁ4y77/biﬁmDN9iL&.

A TT 2 FONLE M 21X PMIE, HESREIICE B EE 5 2707,

AT T NETIT RPD OAPHEIRBE ST, A7 T b EEOM T TRKRNE L O

MR RTA—HIIBIFTHoT-.

FItA 7T MEAFE THREICAEBEIZE W BP 2 a7 R33—b o, (Y ar ) U HEE

RIARE, 7 = 47.5, p = 0.006).

MAYTTUREPMA T T bOEITT, 4277 MEEETEY 12200512, 1 mm o

@%%J[ﬂ?@’%wllﬂﬁwu 5) Bﬂf_

MAYT T hEPMA T T2 MEA 3S»AMIZBWT, XEWOHEBOREBREITZE L T

BY, AERETRD NS T.

—
e
i
=g
=P
—

TFXT 4T TALRPD ~DA LT T "YR—RE, A7 72 FOMEICEMRZR <, THEHE
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[ # 4 ~ L) Effect of mandibular ridge height on masticatory performance with mandibular
conventional and implant-assisted overdentures.
[Z# 4] Kimoto K, Garrett NR.
[Mek4, % : EH] Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 2003; 18:523-30.
[B9] THEOMENRMEN (CD) FicidA 7T v FFEA——F v F v — (I0D) |2 X D IEFE%E DI
MBHENNC L RZT FTHEEOR S 2 M2 &
[t52] 63 & DM HBA (A8~T7 1%, V-HI4EHH 65. 516. 4 77%)
[(WF9EH51E]
« JEDCD LHEHIAIIE T4 6 A TIRAZITo 72,
25 4 DBEN T CDIZ X BIRIEE =T, 38470 T3 10D IC X 2R & =T 7.
TEEMANEE O® &L, W DIz LT, & (2 21 mm), HFREE (> 21 mm, <28 mm), & (
28 mm) TURELT.
E—TF Vb= DAL T, M (PS) ToMMEEES T A b (MP) & e B E (SWT)
TANEIToT.
[FERFHEEE & 2O R TE]
© CDREL TOD BEDR—R T A 2 IR T 6 A% O OE Ol % Mann-Whitney U #E T
FEAR L 7=,
PS & SWT O SERZEALA T, SWT OB &V 7 AVBUE, ST Tl 5l L7- (SRt
[cD/10D] ‘B [ME/HFEEE/m]1). ANOVA O FEIC L W A TH > 72858, Scheffe DIEIC &
LHLBU AT

v

[#55]
c HEEOHEIX, 634D 5D 54 0% AR, 34. %A, 11. 1%25 B4 & il < duviz
CD BEL TOD BEDWEBRE TO MP IXRIRE THh 72, &IKD PSIZBITH WP IZE—F v Y T 38.2
+T14. 4% ThoT-. TERM F=1.77; p=0.18), Bms (F=1.41; p = 0.25), FKiLte:
BESOMBAEH (F=0.74; p=0.47) THEEEZRIRNPoT.
= VATE D PSIT L D WP & SWT RER O HrHTIE, st BER (F 5 0. 03~1.54, p{H 0.21
~0.95), B (F{H0.64~2.44, pfE 0.11~0.93), FAEIEA (FfE 0.45~3.27, p i 0. 06~
0.64) IZBWTHEENRD LN - T
BEMENGE, FEREOEA, BUWEAICEBWT, HBRAREONWE OO FHEEE 2
R, R T 6 2 HICBIT 5 CD & 10D ORBRFEwRIL, 1TEAEDHEE TRESETH- 7.
Mann-Whitney U MiETIX, 3 DB EEICBWT, THEFHEOHEEF ) A o 7106 U ERERIC
ﬁﬁ%f%@,mD@&iﬁ%Mﬁ%%bt(ﬁﬁ:p:Oﬂ%,$EE:DZQ0%,%ﬁ:p
= 0.008).
3ODELLEEIBETOANOVAE, ¥—F v (F=3.77, p=10.05 BLXO®=rY (F =
4.89, p = 0.03) TOPSHEHITIHBWNTC & 10D ZA—FHOEBHEFIAETHDLI L ETRL
7.
LEHEETIE, E—F v (p=0.008) BLO=rr (p = 0.01) TEEMEWEERE T2
BT OABZNRO LN, BEPFPEE EEWVHERE T, AEEERD NN
(p fE=0.38 725 0.76).
E—F oY ERIT= A AT SWT REST, SWT KR, SWT Y4 7 Ao TlE, FegofE
O (F=0.99 705 1.53, p = 0.22 725 0.91), B (F=0.01 7°5 1.22, p = 0.27 75 0.99)
FITFAEER (F=0.22 205 2.48, p = 0.09 725 0.74) WTFRICOW T HABEITZ DO
ot

"
=1
B
=118
g
|1

T IOD IZ X BVEEIL, THEOE SN+ TRWAREIZH LM 3Em< 20, TH IoD L, €D
X0 LIHEHSRE O UEE 72 B9 RMAEMES mV. SRR 12 10D VR Z B DRI, THEE
ORIFEE A ZET DMENH 5.

53)
[# 1 F/v] A preliminary comparison of masticatory performances between immediately loaded and
conventionally loaded mandibular two—implant overdentures with magnetic attachments.
[Z23E 4] Komagamine Y, Kanazawa M, Sato D, Minakuchi S.
[Mezk4, % : H] Clin Implant Dent Relat Res.2019;21:130-137
[AE] REET 2 v F A MR o TRFFESNTZTHH 2 A 7T A== F 2 F ¥ — (2—10D &1
SKRAMIZ L 5 T3 2-10D ORI OIHMERES) (MP) AT 52 &
[xf52] MESZEARE 194 (B4, LotE 104, FHI4EH 68. 4 5%)
[(WFge51E]
BRs AT AR S 72 1 IERBTTREIC 7 U AICHID BT,
BIRFRATREE, 77 MEEAR LR U RICARTZ 5 2 7203, fERAmBEL, 177



MR 3 HRBICATTZ 5 272,
DY Fa—A L HLETIEY —ICLD WP, BEREETOHEE, N—RAF A LML A
7T MEEL 3, 6, 12, 24, 36zb>ﬂféé 1ot

[E%@ﬁﬁ@ﬁ&%n mwt%%$%$%l
WEER] O LLIRIE, RSOVt BE & A ZRREEXH W T T 7.
R L A 7T MEABROZIHMMEICHIT D WP &R KA /71, Mann-Whitney @ U
MRExE AW To 7.

TIVPY—IZBWTAHEIZE WM Y, AR CEIZENT. (b = 0.034).
%1~4/wA ;5wuizﬁ%fk@ﬁ (CHOAEENRBD LN T,
BARKENE, 2B TEORRTHLRERBRENRD LRI T2.

i ]

AWFZEOHIRAN T, 2-10D ORIRFEARIE, FERAM LD bRV CTMP 2855 5 /e &
5.

G D

[t

E=g

54)
[# 1 bv] Stabilizing Removable Partial Dentures by Immediate or Delayed Loading of Mini-—
implants: chewing Efficiency in a Randomized Controlled Clinical Trial.

[Z3#E 4] Mundt T, Schwahn C, Heinemann F, Schimmel M, Lucas C, Al Jaghsi A.

[MeE4, %% : H] Int J Oral Maxillofac Implants. 2020; 35:178-186.

[Bf)] 5 KZEHE (RPD) OMRE XL LTOI=A 7T F DI L ONRERA 14 OGR4
g5 &

[x+52] 79 4 @ RPD 2£535 8

[#f7E51%]

- REESKRBEL, FANEZIZWANC R K 2 REHEEMFET 2 RPD I L, A=A TNy hA U &

BFTHI=A407 T FaEELE.
IN—T"N: I=A T T bR, 0D IfFEDOAD Y7 G V2 235Nem), BB Y Z
A HBER GRA RV 2 <35 Nem) 12 &Y BIERRG 21T - 7=,
7wwf3;wnmﬁww7ﬂy%fyk%@<D&%%ﬁot.
T9ZDRPD DO H, 16 HNBIL, LN N—T A, 8ANTNV—TBIZENETNT &
LIZEID B THNT.

[FERFHMEEE & Z U H Wi TiE]
WEIEZh=RIE, BT Bk 14 H, 4 2H (NP Ty 7T oD, 456 A, BRD
12PAD20F 2—A U HAZXDHEEREIT A MEIT, FHHliL7.
R EAT OFBLMEIE, FRNFEBEMREL (1CC) 2L - THEE L7z,
NHIGhR DX, Wilcoxon matched—pairs {45 & NANIFRE 2 VN THENT L 7=

[#ER]
. WDU?%T*@,ﬁfw???y/mZBE,ﬁﬁxf(n:Mm HITNGT T e TR
T OB EDE (n = 15), itiﬁ&75/?%/F(n7@ ST
W0 R LB LTRSS, U AR Tl L 7 a5 %nt(mco9%89ww109%7
~0.9998).
AT T MERER 4 A (12) o, 70— A ODEHBSIRIINAR LY b4 _RTOT7 41
—7 v MBI TCRCTho Tz,
2O E T 7 a—F R IRFT 5 &, NT UV T ETSIATo AT, 2 HE%
(T DRARESITHT T 2 03MMBFRD =2, 71— B Tid, WD#ﬁ~w?
Ny I\%/%LT< D iz tk, HESERNEEICHED L, FIHE (T-1) &L T4 A
(T2) £THE-TW.
T3 TCONTTU Ty 7T v 7 DOEK A% 4.5 0A), IRATEIIX 1 HF% (T4) @ VOH fi
(53] FTHEBICSEL, FL—TADfHEL Euui.
)
THISEE 1L, OV R — RO REAREEED RPD O ISR I=A v F T i AT 52
ETHETED. ZoWEE, BHART LY bAIRAROH N R o7,
55)

[#4 k] Implant supported dentures: an estimation of chewing efficiency.

[F#4] Okonski P, Mierzwinska—Nastalska E, Janicka—Kostrzewa J.

[Mez54, % . H] Gerodontology. 2011; 28:58-61

[BW] A > 7T NFFA— =T T v — TR L= BE OGN A TG L, 1555 F O FIREREM

1952 &

[*I5] HEEHEEBE 0LD O, JVa—/WInUBE 384 (B 174, kitt2l4, 41~88 5%, F
VI 62 1%, )

(W72 7 35]



FEEAREN, TH2ADA T Ty N —NR—F o Fr—TIHE L.
BT K 2 EBIIEEEEZ 7 o 7 — MLV To 7. IEEICEWVWE O (5) MHfE TE
Ho (1) FTOS5EBIZLAMIE{To7-. AaT7OFHEEEH LT, FEAMICHT 53
BRI 24T > 7=
ZHI R HME RO X, Optocal & A MZ X V{TH7-.
(E%@?ﬁ@ﬁ&%h AW R R TIE]
B BN RIZOUW T, 3. 5g D Optocal & 60 Yo 7 LUHIE L7-. 48 PR S B/ b,
EA 5. 5mm 725 0. 5mm @ 11 8O Z2 W T, HEhREZFKT d50 Z2EH LT,
FBUZ X AT 7 — FFA L Optocal 7 A MZ X AHERIROEB(LIZOWT IR Z T 72,
AN BWRIEER T A%, FOREBRETIET LT,
TR ZALIZOWT, BT %17 - 7.

[#55]
c FBREHERERED T Vi — M oW, BEOFHEIE, A— =T F v —if 1 8 T
HAED - 7273, 2@& Ik EWVEZR L, 5FERIIEED L.
BHOEWVEHMEIL, =T Xy F Ay MR NN—FT v F ¥ —HT2H%IC4.8 %R0, 5
I EHEIE, 4.4 12D LT,
BRI, WEEFAOZRBEEMENTRD Stz (p < 0.0001).
%OﬁuOPT,WﬁW’WMﬂmb%ﬂt.%Mﬁilﬁ% 1% 2.65 Th o727y, bR
Ht]liamk&ot.7ﬁy%x/h®@% db0 EICH B IR B % RIS 2o 7=,
is] ﬁ{?ﬂ'ﬁ
Z OIREIENY, METEEOAETOREEEZE L LTS,
FZERE AR T IR O TIE, F 5 MO RAZIC A T A L IR 52 & TH
IVERDD.
56)

[# 1 F/v] Patient satisfaction and masticatory efficiency of single implant-retained mandibular
overdentures using the stud and magnetic attachments.

[Z3#E4] Cheng T, Sun G, Huo J, He X, Wang Y, Ren YF.

[MeZE4, % : EH] J Dent. 2012; 40:1018-23

[BE)AZ Y RTH v F AL FEBMET X v TF A FOBRIC L 2B —A 7T PR FEHA— N —
T F v —OBE R LSRR AT DL

(ki) Mz EE 1564 (B 54, &M 104, 53~83 %)

(W72 51%]
TEEOEFRRICHEE SNZH DA T T MCT U A LY B CTEAR y RTH v F A
b, D ULLIEBET 2 v F A FOWTIINIC ié?ﬁf?/“f?%ﬁot
%%%EE(MSM;75y%%VF%%E%(N~X74/)&%®%3#Hﬁfﬂﬁbk
(A7 F 2 MRFEROPENE, R, HIE , MERF - Z2ENE, RAmEED 5 HA.)
MHIERhRIL, T & v F A b %ﬁ%k3#ﬂ%u,ﬁﬁ%%@“fﬁﬁbt 2.0g B —J v
YO 30 HEEMIC I VFMM L. £y g T3EERVIRL, 3 BOFEEE RO
L LT,

[f%ﬁ&ﬁ@ﬁ&%h W EER K]
THEF A MEAFIHR T, BENEEFHED VAS 2 a7 LIHE#hZ % Wilcoxon signed rank
test VT LEfE L 7=,
2ODT X yF AL FOFEHEMT, WEEA a7 LSRR OENH Fisher’ s Exact E %
W L 7=,

[#ER]
s 2 HEHOTH T AL POBEFICBTDEBREWMEEL, W7 X v TF A NEERICAEEICSKE

L7= (p < 0.05).
O —X—=THXyF A MNE, BIET X T A b LD LHEHEEE T OGRS DT T E WS R
L7 (p < 0.05).
HBIREMEIERIT, W7 # v F A N TIHRERICABICEEE L2, FEMIC L 5281330
DIV T.
O — =T X TR ]\@&iﬁl‘ﬁ, BtET 2 v F A LU bIFENTD, AR TIERH-
7= (Fisher’ s Exact Bi%€ ; x?=1.500, p=0. 2203).
BET RS L IHIENER D 2 o T\ O REIIERD SR (p > 0.05).
BIXOBREOT X T A N A TDEHIHIZ i WML A e o7z,

[#&55a]

Ol —R2—=THF R NEHET X F A ML, YN T T NN AN
TUF v —OREWREE LGN ENETHENTE
al—4—3~77 4 v LD BT OICHEHEEE B EIL TV .

ZHEIHERIZIIZND 2 BEOT X o F A FOMICEIIR N otz ulr—2—F
~ 774y O 2FEHEOT H T A FOBICIE, FEOICHE SN ZHERICETR O
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[# 1 kL] Masticatory efficiency of patients treated with implant retained fixed bridges in the
upper jaw over a 2—-year period.
[## 4] Akeel R, Fernandes CP, Vassilakos N.
[Me&4, % : H] Eur J Prosthodont Restor Dent. 1993; 1:131-3.
[ EH] Branemark o > 7" F > M ZFFEEMET Y » V&R Lz LR BE OIEMERRICRIT T
EHONCTHI L
[%f4:] EPAMEEESHRE 54 (46~75 %)
[(WF9EH71E]
« FEICAEIREE AR LTV D b A DBHFIC Branemark A 7T v MEHLAZITYY, D%
[ E MR A T A e LT
Optosil # 7 L w b (2.9g%0.005g) ZfEAH LT A M, fiEEEEm, EHEETY
v VHEAEER, BEMEMGREEEE 2 FRITo .
5 AV, 20 FIIEMHC XY, FINSNT-RFORERE LEFHICE TR FOEEEZEFE LT, H
WD =RAEIEME RN (R) AR L7z,
WMDY, 1 EIBIXT ¢ 7 AF v —3Em1 (BFRER) 1Z, 2RIBIX, 7 vy U1
HELUNIZ, FE3RBIX, 7V v UEER 2ERIAToT-.
[FERFHMEEE & Z U H W TiE]
- IRERT (EEKEN), 7V o UEE T#EB, 7V v VEER 2EROLEE t REICL VT
7-.
[FE5R]
<1 [AIE OWEESERBR T, WBRE 1 L 2133V arv a7 Ly b aRBT 52 LR TEho
72, 2 BB T, #5E 2 oAEEhREENmEL, tMoOBRE KT - XFEEORBR &
7eofz. 3EANE, 1EE CREMELZ R LIRS 4 2RE, T XTOHRENE 1 EIRB LV
%2 [E B &b U CIHMEZhR a5 e L7z,
MHIEZh=RIZDWC, 1EIAX7.5510.8, 2[EHIL4.6+4.0, 3EA X 16.4+7.5 /7L, 2[H
| HES3EIREDMICABEZNRD L.
i

BEEVEATRCEEIC K0, HMSDR T EARITITSE LS, 2 B CIRMEM AR L
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[# 1 F/v] Single mandibular implant study (SMIS) — masticatory performance — results from a
randomized clinical trial using two different loading protocols.
[ 4] Passia N, Abou-Ayash S, Reissmann DR, Fritzer E, Kappel S, Konstantinidis I, Kénigsmarck
VV, Mundt T, Stiesch M, Wolfart S, Ali S, Kern M.

[Me3E4, % : H] J Dent. 2017; 65:64-69

[BH] i SRS OMEIGRE I RO IEH . — DA V7T v MARICE VEEET 20, ok
EVNAMT T NIV L CERDZNEIMERALNITDH L

[44:] 60~89 mk D MEHEEAD E g 163 4 D 9 H D 158 4

(W9 7]
BIRFEAEA (n = 81) FELIIMERMERB (n = 77) OWVTIANICT VX AILHY DT
MEMEZhE (Optocal, 40 [AIVENE) 1X, J6%AI, REHITHL A 770 MEEAZ 1 22A (7
N—TBDRH), BLOZEDH 10HE 470H THIE L.

< WBEADPABICTNA—TAIL68 4, VA —TBIE 694 LA LT,
[ FERFHEEE & Z U H W TR T ]

(5 .] Wilcoxon fFFNEAARE, Wilcoxon FFBAHIEMFIfRE (Friedman #E) Z4EMH L7-.
AE R
< THIERE S ORI E B A BN mAEE CEs Sz (b < 0.05).
AT T FFREEEFR 4 AT, XA T A L OMKERES & il L CHE 2B mEER T
Brgsn-.
AT T NEFZIDA L 40A TR, W CRFMICER RETBE I o T,
MM U 7= 3BR & 5 D 50% 25 mid 2 Blie LoV X0k, MR TR oORE & & HICHEEI
e T L7eas, WIS A BRI b o7z,
r‘\uﬁﬁ

RO — A 752 M, A7 b 2L L ERRICIEBRE N 2 A I L &8 5.
59)

[#1 Fv] Do implant-retained mandibular overdentures maintain radiographic, functional, and
patient—centered outcomes after 3 years of loading?



[Z3E 4] Possebon APDR, Schuster AJ, Miranda SB, Marcello-Machado RM, Chagas—Junior OL, Faot F.
[ME3544, % . H] Clin Oral Implants Res. 2020; 31:936-945
[BHH)] X#BE, HRE, B L OONEO@EERED QoL O RN 3EMDA 7T v P FEHA—/—
TrF v — (IM0) BETCHERESN TV AN EINERHLMMITAHZ L
[xF£] 24 400 IMO I (Zctk 17 44 (70.83%), B4t 18 4 (75%), HJ4EHD 69. 9 7%)
[#F5e514]
- BFEOHEHEERES (PAD), VHMEEHEEE (Optocal #f57i£), OHRQoL (OHIP-Edent), Me&7) (f#
W) ERHm L7z,
[EEARFMER & Z IS AW HE k]
-+ DHMBHEREFEEL ST_X50 1, KT 50% 2N @i 5 &4, ST B IXASEOW—M42 K L, HEshER
A —% ME_5.6 3 L OME_2.8 (5.6mm & 2. 8mm |ZFF FiCHh B FOEIE) 2B LT-.
A% I E TCORMBIEL | T LITTo 7
Shapiro-Wilk #EICL YV F—=Z DERMEICHONWTHN LTZ. BEE#HET —ZIconTi,
multilevel linear mixed—effects regression AT & 1T - 7-.
Hti OB SN TI, ZEERIFET VL VT 21T - 72,
it R
o EE{ L=, PAT OFEAREN (b < 0.01) 2D SN
24FEH & 34EH OBSREFEAMIE, ST_X50 (p< 0.01), ME_5.6 (p < 0.01), ASREF|ICHEE L, ST_B
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