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B
i)

WA, RV A 77T o M, RIBEISRT D MifEE & L THSIH 50
TEAMETHEE L > THERBERKL LRV SOOH D[] AT T Ak
N TR BAFICHEE S 2 - D120, SE-0W B2 & ok &, 5
HALT T MEORESIRT /Ny M AV MO EERAEIICEIE L CIREE
BZNRTHMENHDH2]. £<IZ, A7 T MEROEEEZEAT DA
EAA T TV = a U35 ESETH O AT, AL UTT U MREFLED
WIHAEE 2 EEIED Z ENEETHI[6,7], £ 7T MEEAEIL, ZD
IR W TRERGRICRE R R L2 RETHRTFTh 5.

AT MEBEADWASHER T 54 > 77 MO, — I, &
FOBEIZESDWTIREIND[8]. LEen-T, WMEICIE, BHEZEMIZHE
L, £ CTHAEZETIIERT 5 2 LR D b5 [3-5]. BB OHk
X, = v 7 ABMEBEOF LM ONE O FRIERICL > Thand s, LV E
BIORIEH SV D BIRT, AT IXEHEERHERILTH S, LIATX Y, Zarb H[9]
X > TRBINTHFICESW THABEBROIRREZREST 22 LT, 1~
T2 MEREOTENA LT D ERMBINTWA[10-12]. ZhuE, =y F &

MEE THER TS 2 EE LR EOREZEARIILIEbDOT, 1ZEAENK



BED Typel, [EVEE & BIRWEHRE D D705 Typell, HWEEE & 5 7oy
BB 72% Typelll, 72 5 NT, WWEUEE & BRZRMENE 2572 % Type IVOD 4 F

TFHTHEWVWILDOTHD. ELT, 45 Type \Zxfnd AR D HE L
LT, Typel, HIOBEIZOWTIE, HWVVEIZK LT IFAREZET 2R 5RALHY %
T2 RV (Zoyer 7 RUL) ZEHL TOEK, Type LIOEIZDOWTIIA
YT MERERIEDOREE TO NROEE, Type IVOHEIZK L TIEA 7T
MEEY /NS RBEETIZTROBREE DD EWVHIHRPEREINLTND
[13-15].

AR D X D1, 47T v MaRIZB T il oEEZENCIL, ’RE, 7
BNToy 7 ABEESR/N ) T Ty I ARGERED 2 WD T v 7 AHREE
M T& 7. L L, Cone-beam computed tomography (CBCT) D52 &

PHE S 2 3 ROt CRIAHEIE (80-400um) [16] CREANICEIZZTE D L 9|
D, B O S, TR O EITOR R O AR £ TOMRER & ORE 2
Wr23 AIRE & 72 5 72[17,19]. CBCT %A L7 v AT L& WL, Iireiick
ELTNLEICA 7T MEZIEMRICHEAT 22 ENTED[9]Z b b,
CBCT DFEMRIXETETHML TV A, LLBns, 728 2 CBCT A L7
VAT ATMEREIXTETH, Ty 7 AREE L FRERICESHWTEE S

IEHEAIEr U, i 2 AR RO RERET 5 Z LI 2B S TR, &



AT TFITRBR DD 7 W RHERRIC & - T, T2 H1H 8 E G 0 72 0 1 Bl
RN OM XA IRNCRETE 5 2 &1L, BIRMICKRERERR D D.

& ZAHTNANIIEE (Artificial intelligence; Al) (X, 7 =7 TOF—TU — MR,
=V NFy NT—7 Eoar T oY T4 E ) Tl BRtEosF
SFERGHE THEA SN TVA[20]. AL O O b ORI, AT —2 EHhT
— X OBMRN S HAMEE BT 2 &, REOEBGRN S Z OBELIMIT T 50
ZHBIT D Z & A ARRICT H[20,21]. 727251, T — 2 LHAMEAE R F 72135
T D 72012, BEEE CTldm B 728l & PRS2 & S 0TV 2[20].
05, TRIEHE LI D HA CIE, PN M E R A o v B a— X THEIIC
MHATRETH D Z & h, ZRE CABREAINT 2 2 ERRETH > 728
HEZ2 IREIZ X FTRE T H H[20,21]. L7 > T, WESEZ Vi, iiiaio
CBCT Hifg76 N03GRakT 2 Z & DAINEE R RIS EE DWW TR E 2 B BRI HI T
L, MABEROMNXNZOICEXHE L b0 L PRI, 477 Foffik
WEE BT DMy — LR VEDLLDEEZLND.

Z ZTAMIGETIE, FEEROBIKRIZHT A4 77 MEARTD CBCT Hiff &
SRR OMICET 5508k 2 b L1, B FEAX—RIZ LT, SE8FE R
FUEOLETATHFEET L (AL BT /V) OIEREITV, 3272 I E & 15

DIZD DN AN O TE & S AR$ oY — /v & L TOH M2 FHE L 72,



II.

(EB 1) Al BTV & M0 EHEL

1)

£

2)

H
g E O, WRESE THW RMET V3 ) XA, FE I, 72
WG OB iE% S £ SIS E THAEERON 2RI 5 Al

TR L, & OMRE A e L7z,

FER I 1%
OWspT — ¥

KB Rt - 5B F @ i e D Rl R R T 77T o NIRRT T2 B
DIH, AT Ty MEEAZ 1 FURNTOA 77 MEOER S L IX
W & 2372 8 P D RIETEIR A 3RO 7o B VEBROL L, B &Rtk e BIREHLA A 52
FTELT, PIMIEESSE S 27 EF] (R 1) A Lz (KRR
B Bl RIS - Bl 50 M O bl 0 B s e i BR AR A 25 B /KRR % 5 R2-E1D).
7B, VIWIEEESOEYEL, (7T MRELARRZ FL7 LT T 30
Nem BLED b7 3G o e & Lz, 2hs 27 ERI S, CBCT i
45 (AlphardVEGA, ASAHIROENTOGEN, Kyoto) % AT, "7 &/LfiE

% 200x200x200 um THsg L7 EA{L S 472 CBCT lifg & 157=. 1 4 DOl



BHERRZ XV, A > 7T v MLA O CBCT B4 H> & AL 0B fElk % &
Ry, AR, AKEmEEro 3 Hmnb B THER L, firATo CBCT B
BT 2 YLk & mifg itV 7 b 7 =7 (ImageJ, NIH, Maryland, USA)

% FAVNC 20x20 pixel O E LT 25 K L (K1), 27 SEFITEF 675 £
DEG 25T, EERIATON I AFBROM AU LS E, 27 EFZ, A :
2o RYNVEFERLCER LZES (K2A), B: 477 MED
IR BIEWRE TR LIEF (K 2B), 26N, C: A 7T MK
DEEE Y BN WERE TR LTRER (K2C) @ 38 (9 FERITD) 12/ H
L7z, &8 225ty (1 FEFNC D & 25 Hx9 FER]) %, ALET VOFH

[ZHW 2 IR A R 200 K2 (8 FER]) &, Al €T /VOMEEFMIZHWS T X

Mg 25 # (1AEFD 12oHI L7z,

@Al T VDI

Al 7 V1%, Graphic processing unit % f V72 iEEFE €7 /LD SEITH AT
fE72 Y 7 b =7 T % NVIDIADIGITS (Version 6.0.0, NVIDIA, California,
USA) %f#ifl L C, ThinkPad X280 (Corei7-8650 CPU, 16GB RAM, Windows

11 64 bit Pro, Lenovo) T3FEFTL7-.



@7l

%97, LeNet[22], GoogleNet[23], AlexNet[24] @ 3 FEDEJE = E & T Al
ETNVEER L, A EGICHES < IEMER, 7 2 b ABEGRIZHE-S < B,
WA, b WIHBEL R L7z, 28 EE0T 100 BlE L7z, LeNet [24]
1% 1998 FEIZ LeCun IZ X > TER S NIZEETHE T, NDOMERERT 2k
AIERI OO NV ITi> TSN =2— T Ry NI —7 |2, BHRIAH

J&§ L MHIND 7 4 Z— Z A IRIA VTR DT

iz

FETHDH. FEXILTO
Wk B, MBS AN AIT E O MERE 2 R M5 . GoogleNet
[23]1F 2014 FEIZBR SN, T A NT—P A XDORIRDEHOEIIALE %
Fi 6, ZROBERIZ OV TORHHIZEN S & S5 . AlexNet [24]1F 2012
FIZBRIN, FFITHRVERAREELZ DL THLATVND

Al BT UTHEBRC, EMRT s T 28 & TR RIS 5
DEZBRAZL LT, ZOBRENAERNPE D /NS RDLEIICNRTA—F %
WHT 52 L TIEMICITSIT TV . ZOBEAEERR L, BEOHEE
WL RBIE (AT, T7bbi/MiE~Ef» D HEEERT 5T
ENARE TiETH 5[25,26]. BEE FEIZB W TITARUI R > T—EIC
OFEERE D D0y (B MEEZRRT 2HFADOKE X) R FEROBRENE

H LA, FEHBENRRKXWEFZEHORIZIEL DD, F/IMEIZITDNT



LEDEBENH L RDGAEN DD, —HT, FEENNIOVGAE, ¥
DN TR >TLEID, R/MEZ EMICEEETE S, Al FIETIE6
FEDF/IMET v 2 X A (Adagrad[25], Adam[26], RMSprop[27], Adadelta[28],
SGD[29], NAG[30]) 2—fxmIfEH SN 728, ZiuHZ MW T LeNet &
N—2LF5 Al EFVEER L, RG-S EME, 7 A MR
IS IEfESR, MEER, RO WICHBIRAL L7z, FE BEEIT 100 [
& L7z, Adagrad (358 Tl DNV F B R A BN NE L T2 &N T
E D70, NEMIHRIMEZRE TE D03, BT FH] 0 0 ITIURT %
FEEMELT D) LWV REDLHH[25]. Adam I TAFEDO/NEWTAITE
IRTIA=ZOERIZEY, FEHMFIET DL ERLBHATEND T LD, 1
7/ MET VT X LORIRDEE L WGE, RIICHNWLND Z ERZ N
[26]. RMSprop, Adadelta I% Adagrad DK TdHh - 72 B RN 0 [ZINHT 5
U R %sXT A —H OF#EITE TR LT FiETH 5[27,28]. NAG (FAREL
B FUER B/ METRWBECHEEMER LT LE) 2 2EMT L2 L %
HIIZIRE SN TIETH H[30]. SGD (IR AFLRE T ik & X, 3
TOT—=FDOHFNL T X ANMIEIRSNTT —F 1 DDA TARLE RO, X
T A =B DOHEH % T — X OEIZTAT O HETH 5H[29].

— R, FEORENELL I HIHONT Al =T ALOMERRITE ET 5 2



EPNBESND. T T, 3HEOFEEEE (30 =], 50[E], 100 [[]) T LeNet
HR—R LT 5 Al ETVEERL, FIHABEGRIZE S EME, 72 M
BRI S IEMER, WEFE, 20 NCHBLREZ iR LT,

S O, A & 1T E R DEF DT A N B Z 8RS ik (T,
3A) &, BIEGID B EER Y TF A MBS A BT 5 J5ik (T2, X 3B)
T LeNet ZX—Z L35 AL ET/VAER L, EMER, EEE, RONIH
Bl e Uiz, B, MA%, 720 NCHBEOFHEIZLL T (1) ~

(3) TRk 7=,

e _ TA+TB+TC
IEfE= TA+TB+TC+FA+FB+FC (1)
. TA TB TC
AR =
T 5 TA+FB+FC’ FA+TB+FC’ FA+FB+TC (2)

TA TB TC
FHHR = (3)

TA+FA’ TB+FB’ TC+FC

ZIZT, TAFWNSEZ A LIELLS pETE 2%, TBi3Mlz B LIEL
SHFETE MBS, TC 1IXiiaE C L IEL S S TE M4, FA (3K
7 A LIEL HIWTHDRZR 2 o 725, FB I3 NA B L IE L < HIWrHk
o T2, FCIIMEE C L E L < HIlr ke o iz Bl 2 om 3. 15

bRz, R2ITRT LT T LT LDk,



3)

ERTIRES

O 3EOWEEFE T L& AWz Al TF /L DOMERE

LeNet #~_X—2 & L7z Al &7 /L0 A S < ZE th#R 2 4 1
Y. FEOEMHRIL 88.8% Th 7o, T A AWM IS < H#H O IEHER
1%36.0%, #EHRILA, B, CENEI 12.0%, 28.0%, 68.0%, FFHLHEILA
B, C Zi#E4 37.5%, 50.0%, 32.1% T -7z (F 3). GoogleNet & ~— R
& L7z AL ET VORI EBIZ S < FEBBRZ X S 1R T. FEOIEMR
FX 744% Th o7, 7 A MAEBRIZES < FH OIERRIT 24.0%, #HEHR
X A, B, C ZNZh 4.0%, 12.0%, 56.0%, FELIRIT A, B, C THhLH 5.9%,
100.0%, 25.5% Cdh -7z (£ 4). AlexNet 22— A L L7z Al £7 VO 3FIfHH
BRI S S EE MR AR 6 IR T. FEHOEMEIX71.3% Th o 7.
N A1 2D < 2B O ERERIX 36.0%, #AFIL A, B, C 21 28.0%,
20.0%, 60.0%, FHRITA, B, CENEI46.7%, 41.7%, 31.3% CThH -7

(#5). 3D

TEl

SEERED 5 b, IERERIC S < 8 Tl LeNet %

NR—=RL LIZAlETNVOEHRP b EmL, 7 A NHEBICESEH T

1% LeNet, AlexNet ZX— 2 L L7- Al ET/LVOEMEN R bEL o7, £

72, WTIHnDAIET LV THINA C O#EEENKbELS o7,



@6 FED /ML T LT U X L%V Al E5 L OMERE

Be/MET VT XA E LT Adagrad & V72 AT BT /L O FllFE A i 12 55
S EFIMMER 7T IRT. FEOEMEIL8.8% Tho7=. 7 A hAEE
(ZHAS < FEOIEMEZRIT 36.0%, HEHRILA, B, CENLLI 12.0%, 28.0%,
68.0%, FHLEILA, B, CZIZEI37.5%, 50.0%, 32.1% CThH-7= (3 6).
Adam Z IV 72 AL E7 VOIS < FE b2 X 8 1IR3, %
HOEMRIT 931% Th 7. 7 A M HEHRIZES < FH O IEMHERIT 26.7%,
HWERIL A, B, CZNEIN 8.0%, 24.0%, 48.0%, FHEILA, B, CZih
Z120.0%, 35.3%, 25.0% T o7 (& 7). RMSprop Z H 72 Al ET /LD
A A S B S < B R A X 9 \R T FHE O EHERIT86.3% Th -7z,
T A N AEBIC IS < O EMEIL 34.7%, HAEFRIT A, B, CENEh
8.0%, 16.0%, 80.0%, FERIZA, B, CZNLTN 18.1%, 57.1%, 36.8%T
Ho7- (F8). Adadelta & V7= AT &5 /L 0 30 {4 (2 FE5 < 2278 dhif
X 10 (R T. FEHOEMRIT 344% CTho7-. 7 A2 MAEBICHES L %
EOIEMERIL 40.0%, BWAEFEITA, B, CZNEI0.0%, 24.0%, 96.0%,
BT A, B, CZINEI0.0%, 85.7%, 333%Ch-o7= (F£9). SGD %
Wo ALET IV OFIEA IR E S < FEEERZ B 11 IR T, P8 O IEMR

X 73.1%Th o7z, 7 A FHEBRIZES < FE OIEMRIT 34.7%, #HERIT

10



A, B, C ZNZE1 4.0%, 4.0%, 96.0%, FERIX A, B, C Z1F11 100.0%,

50.0%, 33.3% CTdh-o7= (£ 10). NAG ZH 7= Al F7 /L O I8 g 12

SEEEBR AR 12 17T, FROEMRIL 711.9% Th-o7-. 7 A ~FHH

B DS < FE O IEMERIL 41.3%, HERIT A, B, C ZNE1 8.0%, 16.0%,

100.0%, FFHERITL A, B, C ZNZF1 66.7%, 100.0%, 36.8% CTd > 7~ (F 11).

6 MDFR/MET VT Y X LD 5L, G HERIZHES < 528 TliX Adam %

W2 B IR b IEMERNEm <, 7 A PHBEBICES < F£EH O EMER T

NAG # W5 EIlk bEL< o 7=,

@3 FEOFEBEETD Al =7 /L DMERE

FHEERE 30 [1L Uiz AL £ 7L OFIAmHEIZ IS < FHE iR 21X 13

IR, FEOEMERIL 90.6%Tho7-. T A NAEBIZES L FE O EE

13X 29.3%, WAERITA, B, CEIEI 8.0%, 20.0%, 60.0%, FHHFILA

B, C #1LEH 16.7%, 45.5%, 288% Cdh->7= (F 12). X B % 50 [A] &

L7z AL E7 VOGS < R MR 2 X 14 12877, 28 O IERER

X 93.1% Th o7z, 7 A MHEBRIZES < FE OIEMFEIT 34.7%, #EHIT

A, B, C Z1LF1 12.0%, 28.0%, 69.6%, FILEIX A, B, C ZILF 1 33.3%,

|

45.5%, 313% Th -7z (F 13). FEHEEE 100 B & Lz AL €7 LV OFIEE

11



AW EES < FERZ XK 15 17T, ZHEOEMERIL 93.1% TH - 7=,

T A MAEBIZES L FHE O FEMERIT 36.0%, mAERIT A, B, CEFNLEh

12.0%, 28.0%, 68.0%, F-HL=IL A, B, CZiLFI37.5%, 50.0%, 32.1%T

Holo (R 14).

DE 72 2 BRI G E A T2 ALE T L OMERE

AR A IS & VX AR DEFI B T A NS AR T 5 515 (T1) TYERR
L7z AL E7 VOIS < 22 16 177 FE OIEfER
13 93.1% Toh o7z, 7 A MHBEHBRIZIED < 78 OIEMEFEIT 34.7%, HWEHFIX
A, B, C THZ1 12.0%, 28.0%, 69.6%, HHLHKIT A, B, C THZEh 33.3%,
45.5%, 313% Th o7z (£ 15). BIEGIDHEFER > TT A M HEHBGICEED
< 1B (T2) THERL L7 AL &7 L O A 5 o < R i 42 17 12
Y. FEOEMERIT 02.5%CTh-o7-. 7 A FAEBICHES < F8 OEMESR
1%94.7%, WHEZHILA, B, CEZILEI 92.0%, 96.0%, 96.0%, FFELHIT A,
B, C ZNZ1100.0%, 96.0%, 88.9% Ch-o7- (F 16). FIHAMEHGRIZIES
HFEOEMERIT T1 TIER L7z Al EFANREL RoTa—FT, TA M

I EED  IEMER T T2 S RIEIZE < 72 o 7z,

12



M. (2B 2) HiH L7-EBOEERN AL B L0MHREICE
Z. BB DTN

1) HW

FBR 1 TiX, &R AL ET VEERT 2720 D=2 L RO TRETFEET
VB RMERE L. L, Al BT LOMRERZ S HICH EEE LD
I, FEIZHWDANT =208 % LT AMERSDH. 208, Ehk2 T,
ATJE LTHW DB DR (T X, #8032 sk’ ALE 7 /1o

REIC 5% DB 2 Rl L 72.

2) EBRITIE

Felk 1 L [RIBEIZ, AIE7 /LI, Graphic processing unit Z W7o iE@E €7
IVDFEATIRFIREZR Y 7 bW =7 T2 NVIDIADIGITS (Version 6.0.0, NVIDIA)
ZfE ] L C, ThinkPad X280 (Core i7-8650 CPU, 16GB RAM, Windows 11 64 bit
Pro, Lenovo) TIFATL7z. FEEMIL, FER1 THONHERICESE, X—
ALTe%H Al ET VL LT LeNet Z IR L, fEZKR/IMET 272007 V=Y X

L LT Adam, FHEEAE 50 0], 726 ONZEB ORI FiEd T2 & L7-.

13



O e DE YA XN Al T )VOMEREIZ RIE T 5 EE O T
AR B, 7 2 N HEGE LT3 FEOEG YA X (5%5 pixel, 10x10 pixel,
20x20 pixel) THFEE L7Z Al ET AVZER L, EMEE, @AEE, 2O OICHE

RERw, E L7 Al =TIV OMREZR il L7-.

@ WROBELD Al T /L OMEREIZ KX T RO T

EE OB AL T T NV OMERIZ KT T RELTN T 57201, ThETo
FBRCTHWTIERIE R 27 005 60 (F17) ITHEC L, EfgRFE % 60 JEF]x20
F=1,200 #r & L7z, FligHmiE, 7 2 BB OS2 2 OB (675 14,
1,200 ) THE L AL ETVZERL, EREE, BER, RoCICHER

R, VB L7z Al B )L OMERE R Hrifig L 7-.

@ H72 5 BLREA Al &7V OPEREIC K IE 3 58 0 G

WIHIE € OBERHIT R EE DIFERRKRE LS b b &SN THD[31]720
BROREEEZLHEK (7T MEOT 7w b7 4 — LIS T 58
1) L&, REEZEERVIERE OO (X 18) %45 4 20%20 pixel T i
HLU7cEig 258 L7 ALET V2R L, EfER, AR, 2o CICHER

R, VB L= Al B )L OMERE R Hrifig L 7-.

14



3) SRR

O HE7p WY A X THE Lz Al E7 /LOMRE

|

BT & U TR L72Eg DY A X% 5X5pixel & L7z AL 57 /L O3
REBIZ IS < FEEHRZ P19 IR T. FEHOEMRRILS50.0% ThHo72. 7
A N 2 T2 52 O TEMESRIE 60.0%, A3 1X A, B, CZILE1136.7%,
75.0%, 42.9%, FELHRIT A, B, C ZLEI 88.0%, 24.0%, 12.0% Th>7- (&
18). BE.LMfEI & U CTHlt L7z B D1 X% 10x10 pixel & L7z Al ET /LD
A A R LS < B R A X 20 (R FE O ERERIT 61.3% TH - 7.
7 A MBI IS < FEE O EMERIL 56.0%, #MEHFEIX A, B, C ZThEh
41.7%, 722%, 61.9%, FHHLHEITA, B, C ZNZEN 60.0%, 52.0%, 52.0%T
Hotz (F19). BLGEELE UCHE Lzl oH A X% 2020 pixel & L7-
Al BT VOFIFAERICIES < FEmRZ K 21 1IR3, FEOIEREIT
952% T o7z, 7 A FHEHBRIZED < OIEMERIL 94.7%, BERIL A,
B, C THZH 92.0%, 96.0%, 96.0%, FHLEIX A, B, C Zh T 100.0%,
96.0%, 88.9% Ch o7z (FK20). 3FDEGEY A XD 55, 20%x20 pixel DE[{5
BANIT—HELTEE L ALET AN, AIEERAEE, 7 A BB HES

WEFE E BICR b EWIEMERZ R L.

15



@ B ORI E LS B THEE Lz Al &5 L OMERE

G 675 KoTHE Lz Al 7 /L O G2 S < 2938 dhi 2 X
22 VR T. FEOIEMRIL 952% Th o7z, 7 A NHBEBRIZE S FEHDIE
ER1X 94.7%, #EHRILA, B, CENEI 92.0%, 96.0%, 96.0%, FFIL=EIX
A, B, C Z1EH 100.0%, 96.0%, 88.9% T -7 (F 21). 1,200 ¥ TFH
L7z AL E7 VOB B EED < FE MR 2 X 23 1R, FEOEMR
1% 87.8% CTh o7z, 7 A b HEHRIZ IS 8 O IEMERIL 78.2%, #HHIL A,
B, C TNEIN 77.6%, 75.4%, 80.0%, FHLHEIT A, B, C ZhZTih 81.8%,
78.2%, 762% Toh o7z (F22). 1,200 KDEGRE AN/17—% L LTFEELE
ALET /WX, FIAEG, 72 S AEBRIZES S FEEOBRITT, BRI R

LT,

@ HeZHBRLMEETTEE Lc AL ET VO

WA E DA Z ELHEIROmBE AT —2 L LTEE L AL 7 LOF
AL < 2R i 2 X 24 1R T. FEHOEMRIT 87.8% THh - 7-.
7T A MAERIZ S O EMERIL 782%, #MEFEIX A, B, C ZhEh
77.6%, 75.4%, 80.0%, FHEITA, B, CTNTH 81.8%, 78.2%, 72.7%T

ol (£23). REFEZEUHEHBOBERZ AT —2 & LTHEE LI ALE



TV O BRI IS < EE R A X 25 1ORT. FEOEMERIT 100.0%

Tholz. T A NAEICE S B OIEHRIL 95.2%, MARIT A, B, C

FILEIL 90.0%, 96.4%, 98.0%, FEHLRIT A, B, C ZNZLI 98.2%, 96.3%,

89.1% CTho7- (F24). FEFEELHEBOEBE AN1T—2 L LTEEL

7= Al 7 VO IEMRIL, FIEAEE, 72 M HBEBICIES < FEH 0N TH

ELZ.

17



IV. (B 3) Al 5T NLOEEMN & RO

) HBY

FBR 1 T Al ETNVOR—R LR DERETFEET )V EFEFMORELET
W, EER2 TIXALETVOMREN T2 AT — % OfHREZRE LTc. ER
3T, ER L7 AL ET ADBIRFEE L CWRNT LA REET 5 72D12, A
Wi LT A NAEGOMELEEZFHME L2, £/, 1Bk L7z AL =7 EE O ERE
ERELEZLOO, REFE CIITFRIOBENT T v 7Ry 7 ATHDHI=0,
PRI & B3 2 72 DI I ORI A g 2 BN S 5. 22T, THILE

WERAMEIRT B 7=, Al T ANER L-fERo m[diit 217 - 7=

2) EBRITIE

@ W [ OFRELE O FEAT
=N A, B, CO3IFOMEIT &I, FHAmE 320 8) &7 A~
(80 #2) DAETOMAAE DT (320x80=25,600 i V) THEAIEHE[32]% K

O, Lz, MAFHREIL 2 SOERBOERFEEZRTHIETHY, LT

DRI ST 5.
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. X &Y DRELEF LTV L TWD) & X, MARBHR=EIX
wNET D,
2. X EYDRERBIKFELTWS (FA—Thsd) &1, FAEFBREITRK

LD,

Tebbh, EEIZBW T, B X OB E BB Y OEFEMHEICH LT
UTOFETHAEREZHET A Z ECHUEZMT AN TES
[32]. Wit X, Y (BEFH N) OFT X TOMmFEZME/E L, B X OmEME (X i),
WY OESEME (Y ) OMAGoE X iY)) OMBEEN O A NS T
LEAERT D, ZO%, WFE X i OHBMEP (X i), WFE Y j OHBHER
P (Yj), BFEXi YjOMAEDLEOHBIERP X iYj) ZHHL, D

ToX 4) ITRATEZ L THAEEHRE M) Z2RD 5.

. , P(X_i,Y_j)
MI = 32V ¥YP(X_i,Y_j)log, m (4)

7 A N {4 80 K2 T, 80x80=6,400 1Y OIHAIFHREL KD, £
DHFDOEKEEZ, E<FUBEBAE ENTWHEDOMHAEHREE L

7.
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@ ALETANEHR L7zfEso ik

AL ET VDTN T 5 RFTHI 720 (IR 252 572 OICBR I
7= Gradient-weighted Class Activation Mapping (Grad-CAM) [33,34]%, EB 1 &
FEER 2 2@ LTELNTE AL TV (K 26) OFFEMHEE D&% O REIZBI
L, o PNC B2 52 I2fEatt+2 24T (¥27) BonleT T
vvarvy 77 A NG EICEERR U, R LER 2 THOE
NVIDIADIGITS Ti, BEfF OIRIEFEE TV ORREN TE 2272w, Keras 7
A 77V (Version2.2.4) & P % RJE 7 O FEEIT B BIEHE 2 W T,
LeNet #X— R L LAl ET NV E TR T T IV 7T EEOOE D ThH D Python

(Version3.7.2) TIAEL, KSR D&% DEIC Grad-CAM Z Nz 7z, 4%
7w 77 A% Atom =7 4 % — (Version 1.60.0) TiCif L, ThinkPad X280

(Core i7-8650 CPU, 16GB RAM, Windows 11 64 bit Pro, Lenovo) T2~ K

Ta T R FEITLTE.

3) EERE R
O WO AEE#RE
=X A, B, C ZNZENOEGOFE BIFHREZ X 28-30 (2~ 7 A N

O AEFREOREIL, KA, B, CZENFN 7.390, 7.161, 7.295 Th -
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7o, A HER & T 2 N HEGROT X TOMAE DY CTHAFHEZ KO TR
B, PROM ST A N RER O S RO B A B2 2o T = & b,

Ab“@fi)’fﬁ Liﬁb\ Lk Z))ﬁﬁmu éj/lj;

Q7T vva v~y TOEEFR
Grad-CAMTARK L7277 v a v~y 7R KBUIRT. RASITF Ik
BT, AIET AR TRIOEETE IZSBIZ Lflla " LT, il
ERIBI DM 727 7 v a v~y TR BB2TRT. B TIZA, BOIE
(COWTIIRE VISR ICER L TW A AZEO 5D DTk LT, irlCTiX
2 WEFEIZEH L TWAHEEBNL < b, KRG CIIRTR O m A3 58
LTW5ZE6HY, mBEOHRERAEENHR] SN TWVZRWEBRNIZL S bR

7.
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B, T8, ERESIFICEWLT, ALILEG AR 3Tl o
T TS STV A[35]. Al O THETE 1T, ADFEEER LT —4

MONRE = /T 52 LT, itz oiioT —% 0Z#E %2 T4 5[36].
BB 055, & AT ANDMAZRAT DRGSR D728 0 ITfi-> TRE
ENf=a—F %y MU= IS BB E N EE S E 20,3738 TH D,
BRHEIRIZ IV T, BJE[39-42]%° O BR[43-48 9 DR A D 7= 9D 12 IE F A3
HOHNTND., MRER T, 477 v MEDHRHI49-54], vt AT 7
L—ya oA 7T MEROTHOTRIS5-58], 17T MEFTH A v
DEEIE[59-611%1T 9 AL T AR ENRMESINTWDEN, £ 7T MELATFE
BT 2ZWSHEZ1T I AL ET VI OWTUIWELER SN TR, A >
77 v MEANEREOHRI, WEPNT Y 7 AREEOFE Lo BRI
WL THEZZT 52 L TEBRIND. =y 7 AMEEL, L BB
WwMeLTHETH Y, 2Na L2 8 T ALE T LV OERIZEREI T,
INETHETH > ATRTOMRREN AIRRIZ /2D, A 7T MREDORKT)
RambH Il LIZBR LD ELEZLND. £ 2 TAMZETIL, fiTaid CBCT H

& ERICITONT-A 7T v MAE TR O A e S D FET 5
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Z LT, CBCTHB@BENOA 7T MRANEERONRNEZRETE D AIET L
DOYERZ Bf LT,
R EEL, FME OB REE 2T — 2 v MIxt LT, FANCIEffEZ 7
MHF LT T — 2 2B P a s Vo — 2 3 e HEiciit+ 5 2 &
ARE L T D L L L TR ENT[62]. =D, LeCun H[20IC LV, BHIA
HBEWIND T A NE—"=a—T /LRy MU —T ~SHBIAT FIED L S
I, B TR S 2 FHEEOEDHIR S D 2 & TRER 7 R 8R % 20 =M
32 2 L3 ATRE & 72 o 72, LeNet 1%, LeCun H1Z K > THFE S A7 By
REPIAREEFFO= 2 —T Ry NU—T TR S TEBY, TV A~
—ROFER (2574, WA 36,120 £, ERESR 1 96.85%) [63], AZIEIRILOT
i (6 Z0MR, WRACER 51,839 B, IEREFE 1 99.75%) [64], NDORFEOFET, (6 57
H{G A 981 K, 1EMEZE : 97.6%) [65], ShIEAATHE DRk (2 4%, HEifgsL
64,468 K1, TEMES:93.7%) [66]72 ENZHIH STV . ABFSE TIERL L 72 LeNet
N— AL LT ALET/V (3 3%, 3 BHEACE 1,200 £, 1ERESR : 95.8%) b,
ZIS DIATIITE & RIRRIC SV ERE A F8 5 Z L ITHE L7z, LeNet AR D
FEEXFEZHNT HIOICHBEINTCRETFEET LV THLHZ b, AR
DR TEH SN CBCT Wi THLEWHEEZRELE-LOLEZ LN,

GoogleNet & AlexNet X, 7 —HgA A& LTHEET LI & 2ARICHRES
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NTEY, ANEBEDOY A X LeNet D 32x32 pixel & T 256x256 pixel & K
&< 72 5[23,24]. R THWIZY A XO/NS 7Rk EGEZ AT LTH, JLOH
BN ZIEIX SN T LE D 2 e h, +oIZfEEOTM S R R )
STERIREMENE 2 bz,

Al ETNVOFETHRELRDON, BRELZR/NMNIT HZOIIHNLENL /T
A—H b T 5 HETHD. Al T VI, FEERC, BT~ USkbiad
LRERE TR RITHIC T DMROELTREL LT, TORENARRNEY
INEL 72D KO ICHEMEA EHT 5 2 & TEDOMRITIESIT H[25,26]. Z DiRFE
ARET LI TH Y, EOFEEMERT D0 TRHERNET H[25]. #
J& 7 CIL AR R T IE[26,67] 28 —ARAIIC IV H 4L, SGD (Stochastic Gradient
Descent) [29,30], NAG (Nestrov accelerated gradient descent) [30], Adagrad (Adaptive

Gradient Algorithm) [25], Adadelta[28], RMSprop[27], 7% & NI Adam[26]D 6 &

i}

MREA 2 Ffb 7 LT AN E L TRESNTWD. I BEGIZHED W
FEIZBWTIE, Adam, Adagrad, RMSprop, SGD, Adadelta, NAG DJIEIZ H\ >
ERERZR LTz, 24U, Adam <° Adagrad 7%, SGD X° NAG Cldidz%/hx<
THIOD/NT A =L BN RNERFEHZH D ZENTEDL LWV RFRIC
J5[26]. F£7- RMSprop T, FEICAMLERBREEZE L TZOOMEEITOR

Wz, /NT A =X OEFREN L < 72 B & H[27]. Adam 13X, Adagrad &
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RMSprop M ILIZH TS, #EZ/NSL T HT2HD/RT A — LGN A6
DELETNIY XLTHY, xR T A= 2GR EOR/IMEIZHE LTV
5[26]1Z LD, AIFHRLEMDNABRREE 2 E R WEGR T EWIEREZ R L
b eEX bz, 7 A MHEGEZ AW FE TIE Adam 238 - & HRWIE
MR AR LT, ZAUTBIERI D HHERLSy 7 2 B 2 RIS 5 FIEIC
KR LTz,

0T, A A O TR Ll & EARE & ORRFED, —EOBIEE
W72 TMEGMRDIRTRIEO Z & 2T, Zo8VRLEHEOZ & 4%
BEH LS, — A, FEEHEDIZ L DI 0T, ARG E A7z
BlzB T 22N E< 20, Al BT AOMREIZAN EL TR, FEF0H
HEFRTHWMET LIGD D 2 &3 H 5[68-70]. ZivldimsE & FEXi, FIEH
I L CIEmVEREE I T 5 6 00, FHIZHW LR TR, RAOHE
B D TRINE & EREORRZENEINT 5IRETH 5. EEFEICE T 58
FEEZYCFELE LT, BOREEZ/NS KT HHIE[69]&, BRENRE S RoT
RFR T E 2 1F 1k 5 HIE[68-70113 8 5. FRZAENKRE S R TR CHHE 2 1%
1E3 2 HiEORFN 722 1 D73 Early stopping 12:[68-70] Td» 5. Early stopping 713
HRSCRENELS THY, thOTIELD LEN TV D & OHENZ[68-70]72

W, s AW BTV A, Early stopping i51%, (1) F=EICHWS T —# & FIfHLE
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B EREEESICHEIL, (2) ARG DA THEE 21T > L RICHRIER S CEEY

YT EOREZHNT D, (3) BEERE IR T DRZENIRI ORI XL Y HK

0

|

XL o R THEEEZEILT D, LWV ) RFIETH H[70]. AEIZHBWNT, F

|

I

ARG 2 AW FERRICIBW T, FEEFAY 30 B Al 7 /L O IEfERIT
90.6% & 721, 50[a], 100 [ETIL93.1% Th 7. 7 A MHEBEHWZFEH T
1%, FEEED 30 B Al €7 VO EMRIT 29.3%E 720, 50 [ TIHE 34.7%,
100 [ TIE 36.0% & 72> 7. FEHEEDHE R 522N T AL 7 /L OMEREITM I
L7223, 50 [A COREZEMN 0.57 L 720,100 [BITCORRZEMN 0.63 L7e-7-Z LnD,
FRZEDN T ORBIZ & B 2RV B EINCER U7 R TR E E LT 5 L
9 Early stopping O FVE[701IZ L7225\, 8 E1% A 50 [0 & 425 D0 Ei#E TH 5
&HI S .

T2 ZHWicsd, 72 MHEGREEELLRVEIRZ Al 7 /LOFIICHE 2
D EN, BUVEREOREICHFE LTS LB LR, R ERAEEO
FEIZBWTE, A—0BENLHBLNIEEDOATA A FHIIHNDL &
TR FEEZFRT DO 5 & &SN TWDH[32]. LavL, AFFETHY
72 CBCT Ei{E ORI LMER X, YA X3/ &< (20%20 pixel), [Al—HHF OBEET
HATAAMTH->TH, BEBROFLEDIRE Ch D2 AGEHREB32]/hS < 72

STz Z & h, T A MBIV TZ G, FifsH G L& EE L THRwy,
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RO HIWMEB EFER LRV T AL T VORI TN LRS-,
HIHAE E DIEFFIII R EE DAL RE S oD & SN TEH Y [31], AW
IZBWTY, REBEZ GOEBIE R LTHMH L7z 2020 pixel DR A A
B E UTFE Lz ALET AR @O ERR A 7R Uiz, HIHE & o 54512 B
DO REE33]%2 % < UM E TRER IR Y IR i35 2 & T, Al EZ AN
EMEICH AR O IR TE L2 LR ot

1,200 LD WG THE L2, 675 MDga L L THREME T LzZ &
NG, BICEGAEZECT 2L L0 b, ANEgRE L THWDEBROE Z M k-
THZ DTN, Al OMEREN A B3 2 FREME SRR S iz, TIUTE O @ Fr
MEEFETHIETAITETNVOMRENRH ET 252 L[71,72]1 —%T 5. B
PED BRI A I L, BIEMED 20 WRHSA HERR T2 2 & I3 8 I B T
HETHH[71,72]. £z, FHEEORIUITCORFHEEE D DM OEE 215510
Th 0, TR EBER R M E R L, 7 — X OB Z /N3 5% E
e RTT[71,72]. BN RHEEE ORI RS E 20 BT 5 & &b, FERH
DFMEIZEZNT, Al FET VOISR FEIEIC L > TEHEREH &5 % 5[73,74]. &
J@FEET L, Mixlear Ba—2 eV a 0¥ A7 (BBHH[75,76], Wik
RAK[TT], MIRIRIN[78]72 &) IZHB W THIIN IR & 72 & > TV 2 A3[33], E7

MEREZ IS5 — 07T, filx ORRER TS 5 Z LR TE RN, Al T
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TAOHERAE (EOLIITHEEEL TWDH D) 0 ALET LOEHRIRFI (FEF
MHDLNDZ L) OIRNNEETH H[79]. T OFER, 1TER LTz Al T /LA
ST MW Z L7, BEOu b Wil a—¥F—3fh oo T LT
RERR ST OMIRET 5 Z LM TE70 33]. LER-T, 1EkL7Z Al ET
NERFEIET D7 DITIE, S FRERET VLT HMEND H[33]. AWFFET
M7= CBCT EBICITIARZ R EUIEE D LR &0 D, BHEBEOHN G AN
HWANEROMRE TRT A2 L. LaLaeRns, Rkl ATET L
TIEWIEMER TN RZ PRI 5 2 EBAHRETH o727, ZOHIWF ORI &
o T BN O BN A MR T 2 EN b o 7=, FEhR 3 TiEII7e Grad-
CAMIC X VAR INTT Ty ar~y 7T, ALET AR, AOBHRTIEH
BT HZEOHEUNVERBEEIZIEE L TWA I RN ol Thbh, Al E
T, f SN REOEIRO R (B REE) 705, FOSMmELRICES
WO A TEREICHI L, L0 MR AGER O A BN X3 LD L&
BT,

ARFFECIE, AT CBCT Eifgh BB O Z E X 9 2 & ITah
L7228, Wiz CBCT Hifg i CR—DEE TRE INZHLDOTH L0, it

HEE CHRE 72 CBCT ERICK LT ENIE EDOMREE /R 0MIBIRE AL Tl

THATHS. o, 477 2 MROTAIRDBAIIEE ORI EEZ G 25 L
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I HRERBOIL H Y, AR TITHMAINTA 7T v MEOTERIZ R T I0F
BLTWDH T2, BRI T Z SO 5 0ERH L. —J7, AR
FROMTATEE L CTlE, AR THWE 3 LSO b D[81]4BMT 5 2 & T, th
WHIRESIZ, L OERICAI L7 AL ET VOERNAEETH D, I 5IC, ([Kfi#E
FED AT EIG % @G AL L CH AT 2 2 & 03T & B ARG LR T [82] %
W, KRB EED CBCT B} ClIfh A WNE 7 2gEe &, ADE#R» 6%
ORI T2 28T, JVEWIERRD AL ET VOERNATRETH D L #
Z B, RFRIZBWTHIE LI ALET VO S 572 5 BT THRL A %

Wi WEEZTWA
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VI. %

AHFFRICBN T, EEFEEZHOCHEY RS Al T AV E2ER L, FEE

o i i L7z g 2 v, @O PERE THNETE O A 2R

TELZEVHLNE RS LLEDZ &, RWFFETRRZE L7z AL ET VI,

A 7T MEROWARELZ R T HY— NV E LTHMTHL Z LRSI

7-.
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VIL B &

Faafz DI2H720, KOS 5 2 TW=72 &, S L &R 4 15 v
F LI KIRKZFE RSt A R R B TR R 04 B Bagdz ot L, it
LB ERLET.

o, RMIEOZITICHTZY, KIRKRFRF B Ao FeR iR B LB E o L
mcili o G IR 5 S DR o =S

BRI, AMFIEEAT O ITER L, 2K 2871 LB S & THW 72 RERR K
Betg 2t iRt 7 7 v 7y DRI B o i BRIV 5 NS R T

HEOHEBANIE L L B £
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X. X

1. GEFMEER (27 JEH)

&

ﬁ P A | AT T MK fr\/jov? \4‘/7%7 fryf? ;%%
B |8 | @ | fo | omiEE o Mo L DIRD | RED |
B TEAR E&(mm) | £ & (mm) e
1 M | 63 36 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 A
2 F | 41 12 Straumann Tapered 4.1 12.0 A
3 M | 73 46 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 A
4 F 80 36 Nobel Biocare Tapered 5.0 8.0 A
5 M | 59 36 Straumann Tapered 4.8 10.0 A
6 F 79 15 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 11.5 A
7 F 40 37 Straumann Tapered 4.1 8.0 A
8 F 72 26 Nobel Biocare Straight 5.0 10.0 A
9 F 69 35 Straumann Tapered 4.1 8.0 A
10 | F 60 15 Straumann Straight 33 8.0 B
11 F 54 35 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 B
12 | F 70 17 Straumann Tapered 4.8 12.0 B
13 | M| 67 46 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 B
14 | F 38 45 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 B
15 | M | 63 23 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 B
16 | F 36 46 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 B
17 | M | 48 16 Straumann Tapered 4.8 8.0 B
18 | F 56 25 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 B
19 | F 80 24 Straumann Tapered 33 10.0 C
20 | F | 21 15 Nobel Biocare Straight 3.5 10.0 C
21 | F 62 17 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 C
22 | M | 63 26 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 C
23 | F 65 46 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 C
24 | F 71 11 Nobel Biocare Tapered 3.5 11.5 C
25 | F 70 35 Nobel Biocare Straight 3.5 8.0 C
26 | F 67 16 Nobel Biocare Tapered 4.3 10.0 C
27 | F 71 26 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.0 C
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# 2. PRSI & RO O BIR

Tl S 7=
= A B C
3§ A iEfiE (TA) RNIEfE (FB) RIEfE (FC)
%E B ANIEfE (FA) iEfi# (TB) RIEfE (FC)
}

ARIEfiE (FA)

ARIEfi# (FB)

1Efi# (TC)

#3. LeNet 2 _X— 2 & L7 Al BT /LDOT A BB EES < 28 G 5

HeE 7~
HDT~)L A B C 18 5 5(%)
A 3 0 22 12.0
B 4 7 14 28.0
C 1 7 17 68.0
B (%) 375 50.0 32.1 = fE=36.0%

# 4. GoogleNet #X— A L L7z Al ET /LDT A N BRI S EEER

HeE 7~ v
EHD T L A B C AR (%)
A 1 0 24 4.0
B 5 3 17 12.0
C 11 0 14 56.0
LR (%) 5.9 100.0 25.5 IERE=R=24.0%

# 5. AlexNet #X— 2 L L7Z Al ET/LDT A+ HEGICHES S 23 s

HeE 7 ~v
BDZ )L A B C WG 2R(%)
7 4 14 28.0
B 1 5 19 20.0
C 7 3 15 60.0
(%) 46.7 41.7 31.3 ERESR=36.0%
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# 6. Adagrad ZH\\\ 2 AT ET VDT A S HEHEICEES < 2R R

HeE 7 ~v
BHOT L A B C G2 (%)
A 3 0 22 12.0
B 4 7 14 28.0
C 1 7 17 68.0
FHLER(%) 37.5 50.0 32.1 1ERfE=R=36.0%

#% 7. Adam Z W2 AT BT /L OT A N HEEIZ TS < 8555 5

HEE 7 ~L
BT ~L A B C A (%)
A 2 0 23 8.0
B 6 6 13 24.0
C 2 11 12 48.0
FELR(%) 20.0 35.3 25.0 1EME=R=26.7%

# 8. RMSprop & 7= AL EF /L DT A~ MG 55 < 28 R

HeE 7~
BHOT L A B C G2 (%)
A 2 0 23 8.0
B 7 4 14 16.0
C 2 3 20 80.0
FFELER(%) 18.1 57.1 36.8 IEfER=34.7%

# 9. Adadelta 7= Al EF/LOTF A N HAEBIZHS SRk 5

HeE 7~
BHDT~L A B C 5 H(%)
A 0 0 25 0.0
B 0 6 19 24.0
C 0 1 24 96.0
P (%) 0.0 85.7 33.3 IEfifE3=40.0%
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#10. SGD # W= Al EFLOT A Iz

SRR

HeE 7~
BHDT~UL A B C AR (%)
A 1 0 24 4.0
B 0 1 24 4.0
C 0 1 24 96.0
FELE(%) 100.0 50.0 33.3 EfEZR=34.7%
#11. NAG #HW= AL ETLOT 2 N HERICES L 55 R
& 7~
BED T A B C A R(%)
A 2 0 23 8.0
B 1 4 20 16.0
C 0 0 25 100.0
FHLE(%) 66.7 100.0 36.8 IEfEE=41.3%
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F12. FEEEA 30EE L ATET/LOT A N ABRTgIZ S < FEGE R

& 7~ v
BHDT L A B C 5 H(%)
A 2 0 23 8.0
B 6 5 14 20.0
C 4 6 15 60.0
FHLER(%) 16.7 45.5 28.8 1ERE=R=29.3%

F13. FEEEAE 50EE Lz ALET/LOT A BB EES < 8 G R

HeE 7~ v
BODT L A B C 5 H(%)
A 3 0 22 12.0
B 5 7 13 28.0
C 1 6 16 69.6
FFBLE(%) 33.3 45.5 31.3 IEE#=34.7%

14, FBEEA 100[B & L7- ATETLOT A N AEgIZ S < FEGE R

#eiE 7 v
HDT YL A B C 1 5 2(%)
A 3 0 22 12.0
B 4 7 14 28.0
C 1 7 17 68.0
FFBLE(%) 37.5 50.0 32.1 EfE3=36.0%
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2% 15, AN i & 1T R DEFI D T A G 2RI 5 H51E (T1) TER L
ALET/VOT A N HBEBRIZHES < 8GR

HEE 7~ v
HDT b A B C 5 2R(%)
A 3 0 22 12.0
B 5 7 13 28.0
C 1 6 16 69.6
FELE (%) 333 45.5 31.3 1ERE=R=34.7%

F216. FBIEBID HHERLy TT A N HEE A2 BINT 5 51E (T2) CTER L=
ALETIVOT A N HERIZEES < FEE R

HeE 7 ~v
HDF L A B C 15 3R(%)
A 23 0 2 92.0
B 0 24 1 96.0
C 0 1 24 96.0
FHLR(%) 100.0 96.0 88.9 IEfE#=94.7%
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#17. JEBITEHR (60 LEH)
ﬁ P A | AT T MK \4\/7%7 \4‘/7%7 fryf? ;%%
® | 9| 0 |08 | onsi o o] DIRD 2 ED | g
B TEAR E&(mm) | £ & (mm) e
1 M | 63 36 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 A
2 F | 41 12 Straumann Tapered 4.1 12.0 A
3 M | 73 46 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 A
4 F 80 36 Nobel Biocare Tapered 5.0 8.0 A
5 M | 59 36 Straumann Tapered 4.8 10.0 A
6 F 79 15 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 11.5 A
7 F 40 37 Straumann Tapered 4.1 8.0 A
8 F 72 26 Nobel Biocare Straight 5.0 10.0 A
9 F 69 35 Straumann Tapered 4.1 8.0 A
10 | F 60 15 Straumann Straight 33 8.0 B
11 F 54 35 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 B
12 | F 70 17 Straumann Tapered 4.8 12.0 B
13 | M| 67 46 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 B
14 | F 38 45 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 B
15 | M | 63 23 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 B
16 | F 36 46 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 B
17 | M | 48 16 Straumann Tapered 4.8 8.0 B
18 | F 56 25 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 B
19 | F 80 24 Straumann Tapered 33 10.0 C
20 | F | 21 15 Nobel Biocare Straight 3.5 10.0 C
21 | F 62 17 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 C
22 | M | 63 26 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 C
23 | F 65 46 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 C
24 | F 71 11 Nobel Biocare Tapered 3.5 11.5 C
25 | F 70 35 Nobel Biocare Straight 3.5 8.0 C
26 | F 67 16 Nobel Biocare Tapered 4.3 10.0 C
27 | F 71 26 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.0 C
28 | F 54 36 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 A
29 | M | 72 36 Straumann Tapered 4.8 8.0 A
30 | M | 72 46 Straumann Tapered 4.8 8.0 A
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31 F 48 36 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 A
32 | M| 70 26 Nobel Biocare Tapered 5.0 10.0 A
33 | M| 70 46 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 A
34 | F 69 46 Straumann Tapered 4.1 10.0 A
35 | F 65 36 Nobel Biocare Tapered 5.0 11.5 A
36 | F 58 35 Straumann Straight 33 8.0 A
37 | F 60 37 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 A
38 | M | 54 36 Nobel Biocare Tapered 5.0 11.5 A
39 | F | 55 24 Nobel Biocare Straight 3.5 11.5 B
40 | M | 63 16 Nobel Biocare Tapered 4.3 11.5 B
41 | M | 63 26 Nobel Biocare Tapered 4.3 11.5 B
42 | F 66 26 Straumann Tapered 4.1 10.0 B
43 | F | 53 36 Nobel Biocare Straight 43 10.0 B
44 | M | 70 24 Straumann Tapered 4.1 10.0 B
45 | F 55 47 Straumann Tapered 4.1 10.0 B
46 | F 53 27 Nobel Biocare Tapered 4.3 11.5 B
47 | F 32 45 Straumann Tapered 33 10.0 B
48 | F 62 36 Nobel Biocare Straight 5.0 8.5 B
49 | F 59 46 Nobel Biocare Tapered 4.3 10.0 B
50 | M | 52 16 Nobel Biocare Straight 5.5 7.0 C
51 | F 19 45 Nobel Biocare Straight 3.5 10.0 C
52 | F 50 16 Nobel Biocare Straight 5.5 7.0 C
53 | F 70 13 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 11.5 C
54 | F 70 21 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 11.5 C
55| F | 48 36 Nobel Biocare Tapered 4.3 10.0 C
56 | M| 71 36 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 10.0 C
57 | F 57 27 Nobel Biocare Tapered 4.3 10.0 C
58 | F 62 47 Straumann Tapered 4.8 8.0 C
59 | F | 46 47 Nobel Biocare Straight 4.3 8.5 C
60 | M | 70 16 Straumann Tapered 4.8 8.0 C

FEBR 1 THW = 27 JEHI)N S 60 JEFIZHE N
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18, BLEIK & U ChilH L2 B 034 X% 5%5 pixel & L7z AIET /LD
T A N A IS < R

HeE 7~
HOT L A B C A (%)
A 22 1 2 36.7
B 17 6 2 75.0
C 21 1 3 42.9
BHLR(%) 88.0 24.0 12.0 ERER=60.0%

#219. BAOEIE & LT L72 B8 O3 A X% 10x10 pixel & L7z AIET /LD
F 2 N BRI S < R

HEE 7 ~v
BT ~L A B C A (%)
A 15 4 6 41.7
B 10 13 2 722
C 11 1 13 61.9
FHLEE(%) 60.0 52.0 52.0 ERESR=56.0%

7% 20. BALMEIR & U TRl U 72 BB O Y1 X% 20x20 pixel & L7z AIET /LD
7 2 N HBERIZ IS < SRR R

HeE 7~
HOZ v A B C (%)
A 23 0 2 92.0
B 0 24 1 96.0
C 0 1 24 96.0
FRHLR(%) 100.0 96.0 88.9 EREER=94.7%
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F 21, WBEHEK 675 THE Lz ALTT AOT A b AR EES < 8k
HEE 7 ~L
HOT L A B C A (%)
A 23 0 2 92.0
B 0 24 1 96.0
C 0 1 24 96.0
FHHLER(%) 100.0 96.0 88.9 IERER=94.7%
22, EHMERE 1,200 B CHE Lz ATET AV OT A N ABEBICE-S S 28
HeE 7 ~L
HOZ v A B C (%)
A 45 6 4 77.6
B 6 43 6 75.4
C 7 8 40 80.0
B (%) 81.8 78.2 76.2 EfEE=78.2%
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# 23, B O EGUEBOBEBRE AT =X L TFEE LT AIET LD
F A N BB S SR

#eE 7~
BT L A B C 15 2(%)
A 45 6 4 71.6
B 6 43 6 75.4
C 7 8 40 80.0
FFELEE(%) 81.8 78.2 72.7 EfE=E=T78.2%

*24. FEBEGUOHEROBEGE AT —2 L LTEE LI ATET LD
T A N HEBICHES < FEE R

HeE 7 ~v
BDT~L A B C 15 #(%)
A 54 1 0 90.0
B 1 53 1 96.4
C 5 1 49 98.0
FEELE(%) 98.2 96.3 89.1 ERE=95.2%
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Attention map
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