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Comparison of treatment outcome between implant-supported fixed prostheses and removable
partial dentures in patients with mandibular distal-extension edentulous spaces

(TR RIBEE BT DT A 7T b EEIRFE DI R DI
)

FANL, WS L VR SCOMEOT AT, FEMYEDREERCONE
BELOBEE L72F R0z oW T HEAIC X W BT 52BN Tirbiv-.

FALHREEE DA LIGa S ONE # L TSR,

ARBFFRICER T, FEREER KIBIEGC BT 5T v ZvA 75k (ISFP) L3
SRR (RPD) (2 2W CRBIVIBREREAN C b 2 MHIFHRESR L A )3 L OB RE
FEAlCd 5 NIVERSE QoL Z BRIFHURFIEIC & v bl - Mo % & & biT, @tk
A 7 ONZ R BB BEREAN & #ife 7 ik & OB 2 7~ 7.

AbHEE R b s iR A T, TRl K AE RIS ISFP £ 7213 RPD 2351 6
7 HLLERGR Uiz 40~70 i B 2 xtge & U, FHaibEaEss K LA KA E Y ISFP
Z Bk < FEEMEAREEC L i S LTV D ER 2RI LTz,

IHMFRESR L XA ) OBEEIE, ThEN 7 I —HBIC L 5FHMIiELE T2 L7 L
A= TAT, APERTE QoL O FHAMIZ I H AR Oral health impact profile (OHIP-J)
Z AT, A TH B OfifREERE R O iz 12 13 Wilcoxon DNEMLFIFRE & W 2. & 51T,
TR R K RS I\ T, RIRER B & R AR o LIRS BEREA &2 Wilcoxon
DR FANEALFIEE 2 W TR L7z, F72, SEEM D Spearman DNENLLFHBEIFREL
(p) &K, OHIP-J A7 ZHEJRAERK L LTa PR T 1 v 7 BlRsSHr 21T - 712,
MHMFRESR L XA /I T ISFP & RPD IZIXABERENRBO LR ho7-. LavL, TH
Jr SRS R BRI B C U, RKIREEZI & AR AR OVHMEEE=R 3 L OWA /1%, ISFP
TIXHERZENRD BN h - 7208, RPD TIEHEHERICB W TR SN A EIS



RABAIFRAM X 0 K& A& R L7z, ZHuE ISFP 78 RPD & Hh#k U CHERERF O 2SN A3
72 EMENE WD L HEE ST,

F7-, ISFP X RPD X Y A& IZ OERIHE QoL A~ 7=. RPD IIHEEWH AENIC
B 52 D FEWINTE DY, ISFP 1T RSSO BB & B3 D 72721,
PRl 7ol R & BB EMENG DN DT LHER SN D.

BAEL OBEMEIL, HIERESR & RE NICHE BB D Sz, OHIP-J 1,
BATIEICA BN b, BENEFHVHEENRO N, e AT 4 v 7 H
JROAT T, Fn, ML, BENNZAEERA v AR bivle. KBIREERERT
il AR E QoL & DBE I/ NS <, MiFE T IEOE S DEESE QoL 1T 52 %
MR E W ABEMED R STz,

HEEE 1L, UL EOPALER S, N e R FBAERNIZES L C, ISFP |X RPD
F D IHERERDOEIEIZIB WO TENLTW D AL RIET 5 & & 61T, RPD £ Y AEERE
H QoL MEIEICEIL TENLTWAHZ tE /R Lz, &5IZ, ISFP & RPD OEWE, &
BIAOMSAERTAIC LB U C OB QoL 1T 5- 2 AN R E W L 2R L7z,
FEIZBITODEZENOOEREMEEZITLTO®EY Thol.

1. EOXDREATHENR SN TNDN?

ISFP & RPD (2B L CTEBIAYFHMN & F BRI 2 FIRF IS T o 72iFFeid 72 . £z, £
DFREROEFIZBAL TT 4 — RNy ZHERED BRENT L 72 AF9EI T 72 0.

2. EOXO IR EB XTI
FEIREHE, TFEAEE & B I ISFP 2MEN D & DIRGAEE 2 7-.

3. HIERERIZE DL HICEH L2
AR TIE, AZAAMPEIGEERON-E 2 e & LTz,

4. v VAT 4 v 7 EERSIT T o T BEHIZ DWW T
F—=ANIERN MM L TWRWeba P AT 4 v 7 g arz4r- 7.

5. ISFP & RPD D[] THEE /) L HIGRESRIZ D3 72028, MHMFEESRIC DU THlifa ] &
KERHEHIAIO I RPD TIXABEZNH Y, ISFP TIE > 2B HIZ DWW T
RPD T, KR FNZ 1T 2 HMGRESR Y ISFP I L\ 2 EBER LT D L HE
2341 %. ISFP & RPD OMMFZRET 25 MEDE WS BIR L TV DD TiHRWnnd
Hbihs.

PLEDRRIZ, &2 ORI D OB LT, PARFEHFIT I L,
BIE %29 D EEBIT, SHBROMEBICKTTLRBENRINT.

FALHFEE L, AWFSEICEBWT, R RLERERS K BERIZBI LT, ISFP (X RPD
F D IHIERERDEIEIZIB WD TENLTW D AL RIET 5 & & 61T, RPD X Y MR
H QoL DEIFIZEH L TENTWAZ LE2RL, TORAREFELSFHMIENTE. Lo T
FALHGEE I L (%) OFRGITET L L0 L HE L.



