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 1   CBCT  

 

  

Field of View FOV   102 mm ×  102 mm 

 0.2 mm 

 80 kVp 

 7 mA 

 17  
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 2  CBCT  

2  

 

 
 ICC (1,1) 

N = 10  

 ICC (2,1) 

N = 10  

BW 0.99 0.99 

GW 0.97 0.82 

BH 0.95 0.99 

GH 0.97 0.97 
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 3 - 1   2   Type 1  Type 4  

 Fisher  α=0.05  

†  Student  t  α=0.05  

 –  

Type 1  

Type 2  

Type 3  

Type 4  

 

 Type 1 n=11   Type 2 n=14  Type 3 n=10  Type 4 n=10  P  
 /  3 / 7 3 / 10 5 / 4 3 / 5 0.44 

† 57 42-74  59 41-74  58 19-74  59 19-74  0.75 

 
 

 4 6 3 4 

0.31 
 6 3 4 2 

 0 1 2 1 
 0 1 1 2 
 1 3 0 1 

† 
 

T0 - T1 11.9 ± 2.1 12.2 ± 1.8 14.1 ± 2.1 13.0 ± 1.6 0.35 
T1 - T2 13.3 ± 2.1 13.9 ± 2.4 13.0 ± 1.7 14.2 ± 2.6 0.56 
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 3 - 2 

 Fisher  α=0.05  

‡  one-way ANOVA  α=0.05  

 DP  GBR  GBR + CTG   IP  

 NB  Nobel Biocare  ST  Straumann  

Type 1  

Type 2  

Type 3  

Type 4  

 Type 1 n=11   Type 2 n=14  Type 3 n=10  Type 4 n=10  P  

 

DP 4 4 0 1 

0.07 
GBR 3 4 5 9 

GBR + CTG 3 3 3 0 
IP 1 3 2 0 

 
NB  5 10 4 9 

0.10 
ST  6 4 6 1 

‡ mm  11.6 ± 1.1 12.1 ± 1.0 12.3 ± 0.7 12.2 ± 0.7 0.71 
‡ mm  3.7 ± 0.4 4.1 ± 0.3 3.7 ± 0.4 4.0 ± 0.4 0.11 
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 4   

Friedman Wilcoxon  Bonferroni  α=0.017  
T 0  
T 1  1  
T 2  2  
BH  
GH  
Type 1  
Type 2  
Type 3  
Type 4  

P < 0.05  P < 0.01 

  
Type 1 n=11   Type 2 n=14  Type 3 n=10  Type 4 n=10  

Median [Max,Min] Median [Max,Min] Median [Max,Min] Median [Max,Min] 

BH (mm) 
T 0 2.8 [ 3.8 , 1.2 ] 2.3 [ 4.3 , 0.9 ] 1.0 [ 2.5 , -0.1 ] 1.2 [ 2.6 , 0 ] 
T 1 2.8 [ 3.7 , 1.1 ] 2.2 [ 4.0 , 0.7 ] 0.9 [ 2.4 , -0.1 ] 0.8 [ 2.2 , -0.6 ] 
T 2 2.7 [ 3.3 , 1.1 ] 2.1 [ 4.0 , 0.3 ] 0.9 [ 2.4 , -0.1 ] 0.5 [ 1.7 , -1.1 ] 

GH (mm) 
T 0 4.7 [ 6.3 , 2.7 ] 4.3 [ 6.0 , 2.7 ] 4.5 [ 5.0 , 1.8 ] 3.0 [ 4.3 , 0.8 ] 
T 1 4.7 [ 6.1 , 2.6 ] 4.1 [ 5.7 , 2.5 ] 4.4 [ 4.8 , 1.8 ] 2.4 [ 3.8 , 0.3 ] 
T 2 4.7 [ 6.1 , 2.6 ] 4.0 [ 5.6 , 2.4 ] 4.4 [ 4.6 , 1.8 ] 2.1 [ 3.4 , 0.1 ] 
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 5   

 Kruskal - Wallis Mann - Whitney U  Bonferroni  α=0.008  

T 0  
T 1  1  
T 2  2  

BH  
GH  

Type 1  
Type 2  
Type 3  
Type 4  
 

 
Type 1 n=11   Type 2 n=14  Type 3 n=10  Type 4 n=10  

Median [Max,Min] Median [Max,Min] Median [Max,Min] Median [Max,Min] 

Δ BH 
T 0 – T 1 0.1 [ 0.2 , 0 ] 0.1 [ 0.4 , 0 ] 0.1 [ 0.3 , 0 ] 0.4 [ 1.0 , 0.3 ] 
T 1 – T 2 0 [ 0.4 , 0 ] 0.1 [ 0.4 , 0 ] 0 [ 0.1 , 0 ] 0.4 [ 0.7 , 0.2 ] 

Δ GH 
T 0 – T 1 0.1 [ 0.2 , 0 ] 0.2 [ 0.5 , 0 ] 0.1 [ 0.2 , 0 ] 0.5 [ 0.9 , 0.2 ] 
T 1 – T 2 0 [ 0.3 , 0 ] 0.2 [ 0.4 , 0 ] 0 [ 0.2 , 0 ] 0.4 [ 0.5 , 0.2 ] 


