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[Abstract] Artificial intelligence (AD) is the “fourth industrial revolution” of human society, and dental implants have become the
“third set of teeth”for humans. The 21st century is an era of digitization and Al, characterized by the deep integration and robust rise of
Al in various fields of society. Implant prosthodontics is also rapidly developing towards high efficiency, precision, minimally invasive,
and biomimetic direction with the assistance and acceleration of Al. In the future, Al will change the practice mode of implant
prosthodontics and bring it to an extraordinary level. This article aims to review the research progress and application status of Al in
various aspects of oral implant prosthodontics, and to make prospects for the shortcomings and future challenges.
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AT — 18 2285, ik S LB A AR
ANEERAT RS & RA IR 2 1 Eit 5L,
T 1B 5 U B 32 55V Y 2 HL A 5% 2J (machine
learning, ML) . ML 2 {8 F S92 R Ad A Il SR difs ,
SERHERFAE , AN W7 I A5 B S A 5 R A R TR 2 32
B, T R A9 2 AR B0 52 B el R R 808 ) A H ik
R RFE 2] (deep learning, DL) /& ML f—Ff, ‘&
A5 P TR S8 4o 22 ) 4 A TR SRS BN 588 K M 45 ) A 1)
RE, BETT 58 B B0 (1 Ab

TR A2 B2 AN 40 0 48 28 (T R J g S it 5 ok
SRIFAE AL T2 < T g K S0 75 T AH ALk i 42 52 2%
R, BRI 28, U8 TR s B R,
PR NI 3 &I 5 A7 (BRI 1] 1) 2 FF
P T ARBOR B BURYE TS 1) 52 2% A HE 3 4 A
fEL 2 B BE R AR S 0F 78 N B3R AT e 4 Bt i R
HE B 7 AR S, ATIEUF B BRI .

ATAE PO RAAR 52 07 THEE AP B L LR e ek
AL, T OB F AR A B RORET AR P OR R 2R
e, FERA R I B AR &5 JRUBSL P A Il PR R 3R AR
SRR SR N 5 ) SRS G R T
AR, KRB B AL 88 TR S8 B 3h 4 Fh
FEALES N A5 B B TS DR A2 B AR Bl
W ARG AR, H 4k AT 2 5 3 )
MR RHIE A PR SN BT A 705 R T
BBk SOl B m ot R, S DA PRIR RS
ML, G5 ALLE DR A2 5 22 AUk (1 BT 7t it
JERLHL, At A AL, AR K

1 AIEMEREARFIM ERATR S A

e R T A 75 0 R A B R S 2
ST i T R 2 4 s AR IO S AT R
PR, BLC B ol " BE T B, PR MARVR T
FT XU 5 T P ke SR 15 >R T AR T, il 52 LLIE B
N [ AR T AR o
L1 RATHUG TR BT 3 15

P AR Bl B 26 52 1) 22 DR 3 IR T, A48 T
RO A3 5 3R DX A ) 45 R IR DL 2 75 2
FEL o LA ) R KT B b R AE 5B S M Ry A
BRI [RDBE 7T ) R 25 AN R DL H 22 A
RIGEET . LinE R Z M E 2 HR, &
i S FF ) FE AL (support vector machine, SVM)  H SR
(decision tree, DT) « Logistic [F] 4 (logistic regression,
LR) - N\ T 28 X 2% (artificial neural network, ANN)

S, BT NGt Kl PR B e Bt # it
TREL R ) 2 1) AT TGS, 73 B 8 K36 20 SO0
TR A T O RE R, R IA I R ME R T R R E

SR 2 . Lyakhov 555 AR 538 11 & T sk 250
PN TR A PR, Refg HER AR J7 P 62
BURA A5 S8, TN A i B UL B 2 %2 . Papan-
tonopoulos %K H £ 4t i 71 51 F (multidimensional
unfolding) ] k BE 5257% (k-means method ) i Ff 14
BEAT BRI, Al FH 32 B2 73 BT (principal component
analysis, PCA) A SVM R, T 1 A 5] Fof AR A& “ 3%
B0 bR A S i WO 52 i, 45 1 2 A L 42 1
F O BEVE S5 B A 2 1 L O B A B L AR R
B PRI 55 6 T 2 00 ML A B KA 3 R
Huang 55" R F AR BT HE T SR THE N Z F3 4 (cone
beam computed tomography, CBCT) 544 237 | DL
B, BT IS PRFFAE L 7 LR AR, PPk — 35 il & %
JRCIE B B, SR 3K 3 P ATASE AL SR04 27 5 4 4 it
T R, 45 L B 7R B2 1% DL AR [ 1500 g 77 3 &6 &
TR PR LR AR, {E I A A58 Y 1) TN 28R o B » YHE A
HIE90%-

B A S 25 P B B AR D AT AR TR
RN, LB RR Eh 2K 25 . R RGAMEVEH AT
DA Lo P 1 At b Ry 5 241000 B 45 BRI, 5 24
ZEEVEVEAL B O 25 W0 i 45 A WV AR RS T
oAt 52 % i R, BT 75 4 FH BRI 40 RS 5 i TR
s, N T TAERE K. Mahri %5 T SVM 5%
WA H AT, AR B 3R 1 599 604 5 3k,
7 176 H 281 e AH 5 SCHIR , 5 45 R R e Ak i &5 5
SR (1) 31 P4 B 1 259, HETR 2 =11k 95%, 5 F3)
AL, TAE SR> T 93%), ik 45 5 | ) T4l
R HE WA R o AR T AT LA A R 24 ) O
IR I FH T i B B 7 a6 45 SR, DAL b A B 3 4 DT
ZIENIHE XGRS, BRI R RS, 527
TP R T 2
1.2 ol T E R EMGIRA] 5 F]

I S AG A o 88 Ao 11 Jl 5 R i PR T 12
SRR H B FE LS MO A U, W T
HRZR - CBCT 5 5245 A Bl Tl PR = Il 58 47 1 341 iy
B DS HZURA, IR AR N 2 T RIS 2 2
(782, B ARG A0 A FASE . b N A
ARPES, LI DME SR N 318 " BIR YT B s, H
SR B BN A = T ) i PR 22 58, T HLA
TR LB R FR L B S B LADL Ay
AR ATEOARTT LS i 5248 8 dls h R 4L U5
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2 (A7 B A FRER LR AT B e TR 0l A 53
1.2.1  F 89385 & 45 F]

Choi ZFW LT B AL M 2% (convolutional neural
network, CNN) [1] EfficientDet 15 5 3% #E VR 5 22 > Y
2%, (245 25 1 il i B 2 R, B RE AR A R
FAEE AR ARERIT I B AE T AR B IR 2 5
3178 99.1% 80.6% + 81.2% K11 96.8% , 1Z K5 B4 %f T 7F
B A5 R0 G B0 1 X 3 BB 43 2 8 kS . Xu
SEUYELET U-Net B3 0 1 ih o 7 2 A 2L 7 371 A
RE T HI R IF (I . Li 250 ok v 7 2%
21 YOLO W28 42t 7 — M i) DMAF-Net B2, 54
TR T BT 2 A R BELAE 2 IR S AR AR T 4
%N 92.7%

LR i B 2 A B, CBCT AR = 4E IR
PRSI 5 B E R 2, BN = 8RB A A
FII) (1) G480, TE% FH 8 B — 4 5 I B A, 5
SO =R e i o 2 A 4R, 4 CNN &b
M2 5, BHE =4, 55 CBCT H i)
W M E 402 Miki 28225 B 3& T AlexNet 2244
ff) CNN, SZ3 CBCT H 7 AN 2801 1 2 v EH 3R 0 .
Jang ZEU g H T —Fh 4y 2 2 D IRIEAINT CBCT 111
& U5 34T 0 25 LR IR 4> 1, Dice M AL R E A
94.79% . X} 4 @ & AR B N4 D 5 5 i )
Hor EN R ), Lee 2582 7 —Fh T U-Net
MU BSBEHR, S T AER & E A T,
CBCT i 0 B H . 7 4b, £ A8 = 4 CNN
BHAT = 4 FUG A B 2 5 B0 = 4 s R M5 R R I 1)
1, Cui 5 7 36T 3D Mask R-CNN [ ToothNet
HER, SEEL T CBCT W 2 4 43 B HER 22 92.3% . — Tl
2024 4 ) 3R H Meta 73 BT 5 7~ , AT S A4S iR 51 75 )
CBCT H I i fe b Aot il 2 5 57 1 E B 12 23 ) 2 96%
H183%, 1X Wl GE 32 b Gl B A I & i . B RS S5 45
AR PR
122 #F RFas69ii 5. 02 AR F & if4&

R R R A R AN SE A T
PRI RS RS FIM R 20 EE ., AN TR
7% 5 DB 2 2256 3 AR 2 W4 1 AR AR T HH PR
7, RE R, MR RARDY . Kurt 25828 FH IR 5
CNN L  Diagnocat X CBCT H i 2 [X 8 Hy v B A1
JE BT A SR, 5 T &g B BoR, 17
o P =, AT RN T & A0 B 2F X 3 DA
Jo b T B RS O X3 2 R G A S T
15 JE I &, AT FIN T 2 76 Fr A X3 38 17 7F
Gt R EER . WG, Widiasr 0 & H H 3l

R0 A R R R R R R R A A R
Dental-YOLO #%!, Dental-YOLO /& YOLO4 fI & 2
A, BA ERSUR BERFAE I, AP 350K B2 1A 99.64%,
R L YOLO4 B 8 7%, HERf I 5 F-3hill & 2 7 L4t
HES-3 &

X ERIHTF MR AEE B35 5 7 3K, Lin 527 % 1
T XF R IAR AMBURE AR B2 ) ALVEAS EAT T BT, K
FH 5 Pk CNN S B 35 AT ity % i 7 553 s BRI 25, DA N
AEATT AR AR v 1 5 46 BB B # B s B4 Rl oxt
B, B NI TE 1) CNN HH AT BRI S S 5k AL,
RN R i Ak L v o B M X 3 ) 53, SR
W WS S A AT AR T R R AR R A X, T
oz AR AR AT TR T 5L, 200 SRy 0 K Bm 2
(1 45 SRAVPA, F SRS (1) 250 BORS #f e, e 24 5K
D =k B Bt CBCT JotRARTH b 5T 4 A AR A0 45
PR H bR o X AR ) 2R 5, R0 BRI CBCT
K% H 75 0.001 s, 6 75 A L4 E AR C R AT 95 7 1
R BRI &, KRR T I PRI AR &
1.2.3  APHAE X T 2608 iR 6918 A 5 5 F

R AR R S A ER A TR R
(B2, B ATIX — 5 0] DL R i B 2 Fh ALER
RIS,

SRR RS R R I B
G PR, R B A SE R R AR R
Pem e, MR BT, W2 E
NTIHRAIFEFEA R EE EAERS.
Choi %8 Ff CNN U-Net JF & T F T CBCT Ll
FEor BN, BN JG AL B T AU L S
SLA% 1 53 E Y 14 Dice AL & 2 (dice similarity
coefficient, DSC) 7] 1A £/ 0.909 9. Morgan %" {§i
P25 3D U-Net 2244, B 56 DUIE /0 MR 04T BASE K
o E], PR Bk R AT A R I 5
DSC #2542 0.985™,

TR A A A R B B T R
NHIMARE, MRS R BB N, S EUR
AR S M BGRER . R, Rl F AR A 7
ITRETR RIS 8 22 VP4, LA B e #2285 i 0 L
B AR S E R AN R, Ni D
T-2D U-Net $2HU CBCT 5214 H T AL £ 8 U AH DG X
B4 ey oy, 3t — 20 H 3D U-Net 73 #1404 . Lin
DO T XU BE 3D U-Net B2 5 %] CBCT §214% 4
R A 25, P DSCIE 0.875. Usman 252K H
— PP BT B I B A T I HESE, 3558 CBCT H
AT 8 A I AT R, A R MR B B T U-Net
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WIE o B H R AU A AR N BRI X I8, UL 2
REE Nk 2 U-Net # JLEAT N &M &2 8 RS 48 70
#, 20 A R S N B R, X — R B G R
AT K.

1.2.4  #F X4 226912 5]

TR AR A A 0% 06 FEE (%) A A0 R R > 11 2
LS BE 0T T RO A2 B KO I JE R E
Brandenburg %5 " 5% H 45 11 2 IR B2 Y (statistical
shape model, SSM) X} 2 B 41 B A B 1 R R A A
BT TR R, 0F 5 B D E8dE AT 17X
LE, 38 75 Al A T A0 R 22 K /N4 908 1.06 mm
H10.81 mm, 1t B SSM % T~ A1 LAY 4K 2 25 #r
— MR R B TV, 1 Y R BN R R R LA
Yang %K ] U-Net 744 CBCT (1) DICOM (4 1
P STL 25 400 & 72—, 72 5E B3 B kR 2% 4 mm
Z A TP A R A AR R R, S Gkt
R A LG, 2 R g = X Yo AT =
R R ) 7 s rm Rm )

1.3 23R E/ T HL>FALE CBCT IS

A Y T LB BRI P R 2 2
=4S LR G KRR, H T B EAREr ik
ThIEEFAR St SR E . st R EE
AT CBCT #4 B 4L & )5, W] L T Bl 7 AR A )
AR ST . Lin @S2 7 R 1)
W57 5 ST HE 42 STSNet, BRI /> T 1 PR 5 2 An v T
E&, X ERE T =%F a3y ErEsg.
Kim S5 F F ATECARSEIL T CBCT A2 9 4
H 2y PR Jd T A i, S 5 A R R T R R R I ]
PEEAE TAE R . Algarba Z5 LA 1 AT HC v 11
FHRE A1 CBCT 040 (1 3403, I AT BCHE 7 VA AR I
B (514 ), WEMR T N TRACAE (840 <) 1> AT
WETTHEQTAT ).

H AT, ATERPHRE A R AT Be A 78 5 B H ik
B TGRS AR BT, BN R EN T E RS
FIWT. ALLE H S MO AR 2 07 T D i B K B i
S, V8 R SR S5 R0 B RE 2 1L B S A DU
Bz, i B AT DA R 4 50 5 CBCT £k 1
B RETN A, E AR S5 44 IO RE AR ) 4 B 5 M TR
BREMRI B4 B AEAE 28R, H14H . CBCT 5 AR
Hopth 22 SR MBCHERL & A Rtk — 2Bk

2 AIEMEZEARDHERMITRS KA

2.1 HRAHHEFRFH
MIEF R SWRA T LI BEE NS G

7 H AR, SR TR T AR BB R v AR AT HU
U A Ak T CBCT A DL £ Bl JEAT R AULHE T Rl
AR AR, HE TR B B TR T R A,
BT I = 4EFT BN B Mangano SR H 2 iy ATER
4 Virtual Patient Creator, 10~15 min B A 23 CBCT
Bl 5 D8R 0 H S SR # AR5 S
AT [R—Abr & ) — R A1 STL A , B HTE CRE
CBCT) A - EREAH OR B FHD F ORE CBCT &
BESHOEYEE - E/-DINE N E AL NS 2
H 4546 Ok H CBCT) , K ixX — & H1I 84 3\ K L0
S Caugmented reality, AR) B FH #2 ¥ Holodentist 2 H:
Bl & AR Sk 825 B HoloLens 2, 7F AR 37 5 " i FH 4K
e B AR RELAA 30T S A0 ST AR RE AU, 1
SE HE AWM RBOR Ji » B AH L AR R 1k = 47 B 4K
i SO - - e S N BT IR R B
Meshimixer H* 58 Jil i A AR B BT, 3D T B
VRS, HiBhSEFRAE TR

Brandenburg 2“1k A SSM, M\ CBCT 5 £
T A B 30 i oh 5 O R AR AL A
Bl co-DiagnostiX FfHE G AR BETH A 5 B BT
RKRIEAE R F XA R RRCR, BAERTF X,
TR R AR R 5 4 E A E R R A, B
RORIR Ao X Tl R 3 AR Al SR RE P 11 3R 22 1)
Tiirker 5“1 25 T — &0 ANN 9 2 B H] T SLA 3
WK FE 73BT o

— TR B o R AR s TR BRI BT T
TR, K2 BT B R T Eh Bk | sk
TIEREAT AR, R DB AT S B T A FIRE R
(PR BEALS . 40, B8 Atomica.ai BlueSkyPlan
Co-DiagnostiX+ DTX Studio Clinic I Romexis #f 7 B4
H ZhELE CBCT A1 E Py 4, B DU & 2 8 RE 20 1
fift i br & FFBCHE , Atomica.ai 1 DTX Studio Clinic 7]
P4 B ShBer AL HE , T HARRE e 52 T AT
ENACHES, SICAT B A 4 H e b AR ST ThAE
Smop Rt Z bk %o PRI, 7E-SACBCTHERA k
A b, 75 B R s R A i 2251
22 a2 XMHEMEA

[ B AL &% N5 AGZ B AL ML, A B3 R
PR Ab PRS2 M RORSE B A B A B RER S
FLPE AR Bl A 1 B R O T IR L 28 A TR
R TT R AIZ B)) |38 Bl 2R R 4 B B R 1
SEAL AR N B 32 B BUE D A0 £ 1) S (o g B A 47 )
SO, B AE T AR H TR R A R 0 3 e 56 K
TAERAEROR B 22 S5 B0 . DML A 3
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Loy 9 E N AT N A E AL A .
Forr, 2017 3 E 2238 1 A 19 B 3 SR e TR
2% N\ & 4t (autonomous dental implant robotic system,
ADIR) REfS 5 T A TR St th LU Ae ), B
8 B TR AR AR RS 3 A, 3 HL AT DURHE A 52 &
TS SN T A TR HRAE . WL AL SR H o B
BN AL 58 D RE B 32 - BRI AE B o bR
i, TR0 I Az ] . ADIR R G845 A L
ar L E B A ER IR S BOR, FARMEFEIL T8t
A FHOTHRA . Cao WK T FBIMET A
PlLas N R GE, 456 CBCT S BEAARH 45 44 BB RE 70 31
R E T AR AR LRI & B e N EH R G2 &
M, BERTT T ARG HESL
2.3 APAET A A9i% 0t A 4E R AF

Xiao 2 L DLAEAY Y CBCT I Al 2 JiE ik
1T B Bh7R 2, NI e T R B AR BT R AR %
T P A AL L A T RAR 5% . Sakai 550
TFR T 5T LeNet-5 () ALBERY , F] F-HR4% A i CBCT
s B SRR A TR &R A BB R T R X
A AUBERS A T I K R SCRF R GE, SRAEF 14
HIHREE 1

AT ATZE MR S SR R L 4% NS5 07 T
FRY L 1 VA S I 4 R O AL L 58 A 2R N RE
W7, T AR FHEL RN TN, RS
22 AN AT A N A% S5 T TH A9 i PR3 IE A 4
BT

3 AIEMEIZEERBWERFRS N

3.1 ARG AL F TG A4S AP AR R KA B AL
WH KA IR A
301 ARARAR R 5 RO - A

S AB S o o R A 3 G VR AL ) 342 i
FictEL A4 A B 2K BT i 1) OC 8, SR A AT A B2 W, T i
RAEPE b B ARG 5 0392 Wi o 2 i 44 36 ) 71 BB AR, %
RN 12 R ARIZ 3, A R T 46 5 B2 A 55 97 .
Liu 285 & T — > Faster X 355 #1200 28 W 4%
(region-based convolutional neural network, R-CNN)
B, PRAS AR AR Py o PR AR S 3 S iy B O IR B T
554 B BE A 2 v o, A7 Bl T A A U 1 E
BMEIZ o Cha SR EE T 26 TARR A A CNN AR
R, AT DL Sl R A A L A B R AR R B
SRFR bR & R, B B TE 50 Gi MRS o ok 1 4
KA 70 e, JF DA B W ™ B R 2 HEAT 732K,
A BB A WA R AR TR o

3.1.2 ARG 89 FRE TN

Oh ZEBR 7 BN A 1) DL AR A 2 A Mo AR 5
RO ZI AR 2 Fr B i 1T T 2 A, 0000 A A S B R
THOL, NIRRT — PO B PA5 TR . Ha
S50 5% Y A ML 20925 (DT B SVMD 5 B0 At il 4k 3
izs H a6 BN T AR R S TS A AR B R
Wi . Zhang % STR) 2 T il AR 99 RN 4 S R 1
CNN T 0 A5 75 S T o A 2K UG, ¥4 66 %R 87 %
A BT 1 R = A 12 98 16 PR A 2R SO 1R 100 AT
BT T Zhang SRV T /N RIS S HH
ML 55925 TN 7% 6 ol A ) 320 5% W A0 A 1 T i
PE, R ILLETh g A 1) A B, 7 25 5 451 1) ol ki
AR O R 1 225 R A B ORI /N A5 X TR - I 5
Jm, 1 SVML ANN. LR FBEHLARA (random forest, RF)
4 Fp ATBEAL A, SVM P 28 SR B £, S AR 2
ANN.LR.RF.
3.1.3  AARARIT R A% A Sy

PR AR T 2L R MR NI R IEZ — o Lee 555
IR T 3FPR B2 45 (VGG Net- 19+ Inception-
v3 ZERFI ADCNND, 75 4= 5tRITAR 9 1 Hh il il ke 4
(W%, Hih ADCNN A58 55 7R H i v 14D B 3000 R 4y
FUWERME . H R TR R BT R AR I 1A
(AR SR /N R T 2 SR B2 (149 194 5K FhoR 7k 37
AR ETRD , RIS T 22 58 2 40 kIR JLm]
FEMES
3.1.4  ARAEAR R G kT

# (8B PG AS B K A B K B s Hh AR
e (T BE, HERRIR N DA T Rb R R R & 3R
WEE, NN ERSGMERE L, FIH AL
BERL 2 5] SR 2 Bk b & KM i R G KRR AIE, 5K
UK AN R GE 0 E B R R o 28, RN TR
BN RO R 7 R . Tiryaki 258508 f 5 fft CNN
A5E 7Y N i T T 2 R e i R A 1) R A R
o VGG-19 BERY (1) HERf % Bt =1 (98.3% )« — Tl A
AR, DL RG0S FE AR > R R m T K2
o HEAKHERE . KongZ“ i YOLOVS
53] fH 1T BTS2 R AR R AR R B, e v TR TR
2 1/3 17 0K B 43 93 0.931.0.984 A1 0.884, 15
B (1) S50 B R GV R 25 A PR Ak 3 5 R N 4
AR o R A L 1T 7 o Park 2502 R HIASE 22 Hp
Bl 42 VE A 7 ResNet-50 X 7% Fli S 7 5 Fhobig 14 &
e EAT VU R 2 RO I DL I 43 SRk 23
3 T v e | A0 | S A7 S = /) NS B - T 5.8 =
Tt 58 I A A FH R 0 P22 AT U o R A 5



*1714- Mo BE R K % 2 kR

45 55 12 1
2025412 A

JF MR AR G871, A7) 75 EEREAT BE 2 W TR R i v
7RG
3.2 APALEE E AR HIE

IR H AT CAD/CAM BOAR A2 B A B3R B
e HA I A A A AR ) O e S b o 2 e R
Z A VEAL AR RS, W3S 7 R B 2 A 55
PBAERT K o Tian SR T B BCAE SO BT
%% (generative adversarial network, GAN) 12 & 1 76 1
A DCPR-GAN (dental crown prosthesis restoration)
Bk, 5 1 Hr BEBL 2 £ 1% GAN (conditional GAN,
CGAN), Z£ Sk 28 5 H bn 4 7 Z B K N AE R &
A LA R 5 5¢ S AB SR 1) 6 56 2 Fr B, i i e
A 18 R BT W 2% (an occlusal groove parsing network ,
GroNet) Al I & 45 20 2] 3 (an occlusal fingerprint
constraint) K it — 3Dttt CGAN, LLa il AE B 2% 4 4L,
WA T D RIS, T AR BETH 0 2 T B A2 8 1
PR T 25 R B sy s A P

N TR A e AT YA T3l CAD it AR
ZFH MW T WAT IR S . Cho B IR L 1 P Fil
DL SRR H I A B 2 e 1 ot & CF A TEAS |
PR AR IS A AT T R A Ok R 4D, B R B R
DL Bt/ 18 52 4 5 R SEAR, i PR e i de 2>
Lerner 855 F L% By 2 47 b AL SR ) A A
Gid etk R, Frb 3t 5 0 G2 R AT 5E
J F AR B o R BT 58 R 10 TR 90 A
B 106 DMEACE S HEAT 13 AF [ BVEDEIT, 45
RB R R AR T Zod A B A
DAL S WL 7 T 83 B W ARt T » A B SR M B R 7
HILE]T 99.0% F191.3%.

33 AlhfE Skt &

Shetty %" 1) R @ VLR IR 1, KR T 2008—
202343 H A Kk ATH B 2 51435 € 1) SO e 4 40
N 15 7 SCHR 5 32X 8 STk o R T AT S0 B3 1R
4 (fuzzy logic) « 18 A% B35k 45 & I n) A% 4k i 222 1
%% (a genetic algorithm with back - propagation neural
network) + ) [A]f& 3E #1225 (back propagation neural
networks) « CNN. ANN. SVM. K i 41 &5 & ¥ 56 i 5
Bt AL A% MK (K -nearest neighbor with decision tree and
random forest) - YOLO % 7% (You Only Look Once -
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AL BB Rk B n] LRSS AEFHLAPP 1, BA
155 VIR  BRARR R A S 3
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T RELAA ST RE MR 5 70 A% 33, ANIE1 5T BN
I3 A1 AT B 5 BUR AL IR, 5 AR B B E 1
M Tl o i PR 38 8 SR ) = 4547 IR 7070 B 2
(finite element analysis, FEA) K P A% FfE 44 R ~F 12
X H A1) s, 2 FEA FERS 2% 77, 71 5 A
o A5 FEA 5 & 0] LR m S 34 T SRR A
D S AT [A) s Zaw TR T M T LA
VRN ZE X 28 (reduced basis method-neural network
RMB-NND [ P38 s 3 ik A8 28 , APl B3 28 P 42 -
B T AR, T SRR B SR T, 46 BN )
B FEA /DT 60 T3 17 o
4.2 ALFHBHATARARSI S R i B dm T
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e 0 RO P A AL R A, I 3R AT B B A T B 45
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NFAEL AR - 51 ) B AR AN LA
P AR AN T i R 2E (BT AR D R B AR T
SIS FE R ORAIE, DA I 75 R AN i PR 3R
W%, T FEA #EAT 42 J5) R U 73 # (global sensitivity
analysis, GSA) , ¥ AN [F] [ AF 77 4k B2 43 B 45 A~ [B] 1 %
THAR &, SR S G R B — 58 B RO 2 T 7158
FEAR AR = A . Li 5742 H DUEE T SVM (1 32 RF 1)
7 [A] I3 82 & (support vector regression, SVR) , 18 &
GSA W FEA, BEARTHRL A 36 A, ALAL 7 Fh
A 1) Ve T AR B, PR AR - B ST ) 9> 36.6%
ZITVERHET 28 HAR S A (1) A MR AR A4 4038
4.3 AL$HBY AR AL A HHTF A
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