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Production tolerance of additive manufactured polymeric objects for clinical applications. Dental
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The Role of Functional Parameters for Topographical Characterization of Bone-Anchored Implants.

Clinical Implant Dentistry and Related Research, 2006, 8, 70-76. L6 20

Importance of Ca<sup>2+<[sup> Modifications for Osseointegration of Smooth and Moderately
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