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Synthes,	Warsaw,	IN,	USA	 S-ROM	7	DePuy	Synthes,	Warsaw,	IN,	USA	 Accolade	II	39	Stryker,	Mahwah,	NJ	 CDH	stem	with	optional	neck	version	7	LDK,	Beijing,	China	
how	to	measure	femoral	anteversion.	what	is	femoral	anteversion.	how	to	check	femoral	anteversion
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