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Co-promotor:

Dr. A.V. Kononova

Promotiecomissie:

Prof.dr. M.M. Bonsangue

Prof.dr. A. Plaat

Dr. N. van Stein

Dr. E. Raponi

Prof.dr. B. Sendhoff (Technical University Darmstadt, Germany)

Prof.dr. K.M. Malan (University of Pretoria, South Africa)

Copyright © 2024 André Thomaser
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