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Fig 1. Panoramic view after implant placement
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Fig 3. Taking out the connected impression copings and
putting soft tissue material around the coping-
analog joint area

Fig 2 Direct lutng of the pattern resin block to connect
all the pick-up type impression copings inside the
patient s mouth
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Fig 4 Dipping into the least expansion dental stone

CH3tx|Zhel AbE 3R] M467 115 2008] 661

glo EeRXId m

o



Korean Dental Association

iz gsten @

Fig 5. Prototype for Tiframework milling on scan model
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Fig 7. Final prosthesis o
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