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BIFEERES — 1 Q&A TERL D 72 8 D SCRikAF 2R U

CQl1—1

[#esz ] ~2008 4 10 A

[Tk SR (]
PubMed
(dental prosthesis, implant supported [MH] OR dental implantation [MH] OR dental implants
[MH]) AND (Denture, complete [MH]) AND ((Human [Mesh]) AND (Clinical tria [ptyp] OR
Meta-Analysis [ptyp] OR Randomized Controlled Tria [ptyp] OR Review [ptyp]))) NOT (over
denture) 65f4
ZOPNLEEFEE~DR—T A= N7V vy PO ADHRPHATL SN TN D
RS &R AR DY, S BICE OIS Tz > 7,

o> — A BIFIFFRBRICHRER L, ACQIZEERE L2 T > ¥ MU EGBRLL E O
HaROT,

CQ1—2

[ 22 W] ~2008 4% 8 H

[SCik R ]
PubMed

Mandible [MH] AND Denture, Complete [MH] AND Denture, Overlay [MH] AND (dental
implants [MH] OR dental implantation [MH] OR dental prosthesis, implant-supported [MH])
AND (Humang[Mesh])

cQ1—3
PubMed

[z WIR] 1978 #~2008 45 10 H  (Limits: Human, English)
[Szkag s ]

—¥i#4k : Dental implants[MeSH] AND Denture, Partial[MeSH] 941 {4



—ki#E$k - AND Eating[MeSH] 30 {4
AND Quality of Life[MeSH] 4 {4
AND pronunciation 1 4
AND Prognosis[MeSH] 156 f4:
AND Esthetics, Dental[MeSH] 86 {4
AND Prosthesis Fitting[MeSH] 9 {1
AND Longevity[MeSH] 1 {f
AND Risk Assessment[MeSH] 2 {4
AND Economics[MeSH] 14 14
AND Cost and Cost Analysis [MeSH] 0
AND Adverse effects [MeSH] 0 14

=77 R
Usz ] 1983 45~2008 4F 11 A
[Tkt R ]
FEFIERE, R, M, SEkrbR<RFRIL, T
— R BB 7T MTH AND R ARZw/TH 69 1
TR - AND lFfERRHE 6 1k

AND MHIg/TH 9 f

AND F#/TH 3 {F

AND %% 0 1F

AND #iFbEE 01

AND R 0 1

AND fitAE 0 1

AND 477 01

AND % H & #8014

AND f838JE 0 1+

AND & o



cQ1—14
[#s=IIF] ~2008 4F 10 A
[Tk (]
Implant AND fixed partial denture or Denture, Partial, Fixed AND Dental Implants,
Single-Tooth

TG SCHRT5 70> & B OIRHRIE 2 L L T 2 U R 21T o 72 & T A, RCTZEAT -
TWAHIERIE, AT 62holz, £ 2T BT OB RIS OV TR, ML T
HYATYT 4y VEa— (AZTFIVABET) Z5FERL, 612, Zob
Ea—THHSN TV LI b E O, Bt 1MEOm L2 Rim L L L,

cQ2—1
[asz ] ~2008 4= 10 A

557 o RS

#1 (R HR/TH or 7'V v V/AL) or (R M/TH or f&FEth/AL)) and (GZH

H#/TH or XA H/AL) or X H3EE/AL) 1,068

#2 #lnot 1> 77 FAL 837

#3 #2 not {0 R/AL 779

#4 #3not (KA N & a7 H%/TH or = 7/AL) 735

#5 #4not ("7 ¥ v F AL M) THor 7 % v F A MAL) 607

#6 #5 not FIHIM/AL 590

#7 #6 not (EAEM/TH or #5/AL) 528

#8 #7 AND (PT=/535 7 3, #a SB=tiy¥: CK=t ) 92
D 92w A 15H7-.

DT, Y% CQ IR X2k, BELLELD LEThoT-. #TITH

142 528 T H iER)

PubMed
abutments[All Fields] AND fixed[All Fields] AND ("dentures"[MeSH Terms] OR
"dentures"[All Fields] OR "denture"[All Fields]) AND ("dental prosthesis



design"[MeSH Terms] OR ("dental"[All Fields] AND "prosthesis"[All Fields] AND
"design"[All Fields]) OR "dental prosthesis design"[All Fields]) NOT implants[All
Fields] NOT removable[All Fields] NOT ("ceramics"[MeSH Terms] OR
"ceramics"[All Fields] OR "ceramic"[All Fields])

abutments AND fixed AND denture AND Dental Prosthesis Design NOT implants
NOT removable NOT ceramic
IZE->T 104 a3 SN34S T 5mUE 1L Ch o7z,

cQ2z2—2
(BRI ] 1999 4 1 A ~2008 £ 10 A
[ScikR ]

fiber post /and /flexural strength

fiber post /and /survival rate

fiber post /and /clinical research

cQ2—3

[FRsIR] ~2008 4F 8 A

[SCiksR ]
("Clinical Trial"[ptyp] OR "Meta-Analysis'[ptyp] OR "Randomized Controlled Trial"[ptyp] OR
"Practice Guiddine"[ptyp] OR "Review"[ptyp] OR "Comparative Study"[ptyp] OR "Controlled
Clinical Trial"[ptyp] OR "Multicenter Study"[ptyp]) AND ("Crowns'[mh] OR "Denture, Partial,
Fixed'[mh]) AND ("Ceramics'[mh] OR Ceram*[All Fidds] OR Zircon*[All Fidds] OR
“lithia” [All Fields] OR “Procera’[All Fields]) NOT (“implant"[All Fields] OR "polymer"[All
Fields] OR "vitro"[All Fields]) AND ("1"[PDAT] : "2008/08'[PDAT]) AND "humans'[mh]
AND ("kaplan"[All Fields] OR "survival"[All Fidds] OR "success'[All Fields])



cCQ3—1
[#esz W] ~2008 4 8 f
[Tk (]
(shortened dental arch OR SDA) AND (Humans[Mesh])

cQ3—2
PubMed

[FR5RIRT] 1969 4F—2008

[SciksR ]
@© A893fF (L E=—301F)
Dental, Abutments (MeSH Terms) and Denture, Partial, Removable (MeSH Terms)
Limits: English, Japanese
@ A and Prosthesis Failure :36 f: (L &= —4 {})
@ A and Longitudinal Studies :87 (L & = —2 {f)
@ A and follow-up studies : 76 {f (L B =—2 {})
® Aand kennedy :20 {f (L B =—21{}f)
® A and satisfaction :20

[= %7 RS

[z iR ] 1983 4 —2008 4=

[kt R ]
@ A:3107
(Fth/TH or Fth/AL) and GREFFEE/AL or $iHH/AL or #EFFHH/AL or X H /AL or
X H#E/ALor (7 77 /THor 7 7 7 »/AL))
@ Aand A7V b 164
LEDOHNE NS R —F 2T, A 7T MRT LV Aa—TFRBEIFHE LT D%
BrRAML, S T U N OVWTREOH DL bDEE v 7T v L. IHICEEDOIH
BV R A L2 RRs O & Him A R E L.



cQ4—1

[#s=II] 1985 4F 1 A ~2008 4 8 A

[ScikR ]
[ 2 SR
TJUVXVTNVIAL or S TAT AL or S ABZNT TAT[AL or VT T AT
/AL or (++ v /TH or + 1 7 /AL) or (Polyamides/TH or 7~ U 7 I K/AL) or
(Polycarbonate/TH or 7~V 57— x— KAL) and (F#h/TH or F£Mh/AL) or 7 > F ¥
—/AL) 117 {4
PubMed
flexible OR non-clasp OR acetal OR nylon OR polyamide OR polycarbonate AND denture
161 1

cCQ5—1
[ W] ~2008 4 10 H
[Scik R ]
Search : night OR nocturnal 49598 #i
Search : night OR nocturnal AND denture 63 #
Search : night OR nocturnal AND denture NOT implant 57 #&
Search : night OR nocturnal AND denture NOT implant NOT apnea 51 #

CQ5—2
[#:5%1MH]] ~2008 4 10 S
[SCiki R ]
PubMed CTMeSHC key word “denture adhesive” TH®ET 5 &, Off

American College of Prosthodontics®classification key word “denture adhesive”
AN T 5D Edenture Tl v b, T34
National Guideline ClearinghoiuseTM (NGO) key word ”denture adhesive”




wANNTTHE, 01

National Institute for Health and Clinical Excellence key word “denture
adhesive” ZAN)T 5L, 41k

National Library of Guidelines key word “denture adhesive” % AT 5 L,
0

27 Z7vbEa— key word “denture adhesive” AT 5 &, 54 (54T
2 3CHk72 L)
PubMed

key word “denture adhesive” %A AJ)9 5 &, 78614,

key word “denture adhesive and eating” A A9 5&, 301

key word “denture adhesive and speach” # A4 5%&, 34

key word “denture adhesive and esthetic> %A AT 5 &, 24 1

key word “denture adhesive and comfort” A A5 &, 134

key word “denture adhesive and xfit4”  EAANTHE, 24

key word “denture adhesive and durability” #Z# A9 5 &, 181
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