A4he ot 54 O

SELEERNE

Ji

MR AT} KD stn
s2ns 3 4 5

¥ % LE 715 H5E A4 Azdn 85y T
A% @AY Favt A7 5 AFSER
A7 HEA F8 B4 T 284 @2
FAAA - st AART AER Ay HrEd
Aol 7V F8% ArERel og g4 A3
Ay 48% ADAZEY % Aol £ ARAYS
A gkt

= E

AuFel 2297 ARS 99 veT 2L A
o] T oo} Bk

1. AA] A - Lingual rest

2. Smile line¥4]
3. Labial clasp arm$] A7
4, Denture base?] A%

N AR 24 - lingual rest

- sk ARG 7‘42]7P AUAR AHEE 25
HAG shelAE e A A6
571 f# HAE *E"] Aol &
g HAE AEY AL AME T4H0E A
2] AA F crown EE] inverted “V shape®]nt
ledge® B9 #AEE AFEE ol2lF crown 75
Eo oldAjotete] Ayt & wA @F Bt op T
FRE WA olag-2 B AFZA ¢F Fo| T
gzﬂ- 2= cﬂ];]__

olgigl FAMEL Py Astd dx
Maryland restE A3t} 2

s» i
ko
o
0
-
A1)

Fig.1 Wax up on investment model

Fig.2 Hocks and tag design of rest
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Fig.3 Rest after cementation

Fig.4 RPD on the Maryland rest

Fig.5 RPI clasp on right canine
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Fig.6 Low smile line - na clasp showing
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Fig.9 Adjusiment with Fit checker
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Fig.12 Finished RPD with interproximal clasp
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Fig.15 Ridge resorption on ant. area

Fig.17 Minimum ridge resorption on ant. area
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Fig.14 Anterior view of interproximal clasp

Fig.16 Denture base to compensate ridge resorption

Fig, 18 Pentics with acrylic windows
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Flg 19 Resm veneering
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Fig.20 Esthetic result of upper RFD
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