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Abstract: Background: The field of implant dentistry education is rapidly evolving as new technologies
permit innovative methods to teach the fundamentals of implant dentistry. Methods: Literature
from the fields of active learning, blended learning, augmented reality, artificial intelligence, haptics,
and mixed reality were reviewed and combined with the experience and opinions of expert authors.
Both positive and negative aspects of the learning methods are presented. Results and Conclusion:
The fundamental objectives of teaching and learning remain unchanged, yet the opportunities to
reach larger audiences and integrate their learning into active experiences are evolving due to the
introduction of new teaching and learning methodologies. The ability to reach a global audience
has never been more apparent. Nevertheless, as much as new technology can be alluring, each new
method comes with unique limitations.

Keywords: implant dentistry education; blended learning; virtual reality; augmented reality; haptics;
online learning; mixed reality

1. Introduction

Advances in technologies that are changing the way that dentistry is practised require a change in
what is taught to dental students and dentists seeking professional education after formal university
training has ended. In parallel, advances in technology offer exciting opportunities to improve the way
that dentistry is taught, both as a result of new learning methodologies available and new learning
methodologies being required for an evolving student population. The challenge is upon us as
educators to address a fundamental choice. We can either choose to insist that traditional methods
are the way forward, or we can embrace the opportunity presented by the learning styles of today’s
students and the new capabilities afforded by innovative technologies.

Thinking back to traditional professional education, universities were knowledge-discoverers and
knowledge-sharers; a student had to listen to the professor who would share her/his knowledge, and a
student could only know what the professor was willing to share. Under the umbrella of “knowledge
is power”, one element of Universities’ power was in their role as gatekeepers of knowledge sharing.
In dentistry, the concept of problem-based learning introduced 15–20 years ago was the first shift
away from students being limited by their professors’ knowledge [1]. Today, access to the world wide
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web offers the potential to access information about any topic; the world wide web has diluted the
power of universities. A response of forward-looking universities has been to shift their attention
from knowledge-discovery and knowledge-sharing as their raison d’être to knowledge-application and
problem-solving. At Massachusetts Institute of Technology, their recently introduced primary value
statement is “Ideas made to matter”—a thought-provoking statement in that it encapsulates discovery
of new knowledge (Ideas), the application of knowledge (made) with a focus on issues of significance
(to matter). The statement also feeds back on itself in that it demands that the ideas should be about
things that matter so that one finds a problem of significance first and then one ideates and tests to
solve the problem.

One challenge in implant dentistry education is that professional learners who wish to learn
are still, too often, taught in traditional ways of knowledge sharing rather than involving students
directly in the application of knowledge to solve, or better still prevent, clinical problems. In this paper,
we share non-traditional methods that are already scientifically validated, and which open up new
avenues for educators to have a greater impact and help our professional students provide a higher
level of patient care.

Ultimately, our goal as educators today is no different than what it was a 10 or 50 years ago;
to prepare our student learners to effectively, and compassionately and ethically provide patient-centred
care that realizes individual patient aspirations for his/her care. In this manuscript, concepts such as
action learning and blended learning are described, and a glimpse of the future is presented as artificial
intelligence (AI), and machine learning will undoubtedly revolutionize educational methodology.

2. Action Learning

Action learning was originally developed by Revans in 1982 [2]. It is an approach in learning
where people are committed to solving real-life problems by taking actions and thinking about it [2,3].
The student needs to be engaged and should take a personal and active role in all aspects of learning
construction and problem-solving processes [3]. In dental education, action learning is commonly used
since the major goal of dental education is a progression of knowledge acquirement, competencies,
performances, and skills which will lead to clinical application [4,5]. Contrary to “Inert Knowledge”,
where students are unable to apply skills and knowledge in a new situation, in dental education,
a pro-active solution-driven thinking is mandatory since every patient to be treated is a unique
challenge and will require a solution that meets their individual constellation of values, preferences,
and beliefs [6]. Therefore, it is important to expend significant effort to create rich learning environments
that involve students in learning activities in order to foster the application of what has been learned
to new problems [2,3]. How is it possible to create this type of interactive environments in dental
implant education?

Today, traditional theoretical lectures are being replaced by lectures with awe-inspiring images,
dynamic videos, and interactive exercises. TED talks may be no longer than 18 min, and speakers
are often invited to present for only 3, 5, or 9 min. They are short, capture attention, and, based upon
the number of online views of TED presentations, highly effective. TED emphasizes the importance
of meaningful presentation content that is focused on ideas and solutions—in essence, TED ensures
that content is interesting. Boring lectures, long or short in duration, are easily substituted by
cellular phones.

How do we help our student to increase his/her level of competence, what new trends can help us
to bring an attendee/student to be a better knower and develop into a doer?

Learning has become more challenging than ever, but the development of technology has led to
the most engaging interactive exercises and fun learning. There are several online applications that can
help the interaction between the speaker and the audience.
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2.1. Interactive Exercises and the Use of Online Applications

2.1.1. Onsite Learning

Mentimeter, for example, is an application (app) one can use while giving a presentation,
that allows for a quiz with several questions during the slideshow to be given to attendees who then
answer. The app marks the time and accuracy of answers which allows the presenter to see if the
students are acquiring the necessary knowledge. Voxvote is an app used at worldwide congresses that
allows attendees to make anonymous questions to a moderator or speaker. It is very helpful because,
for the attendee, since the questions remain anonymous, fewer are too afraid or shy to ask a question,
and for the moderator, the pool of questions allows for screening and selection of the best questions
that support his/her learning objectives.

Sli.do is also used in conferences for the audience to submit questions, and once the Question
and Answer session starts, the questions are displayed onscreen, and the speakers can address the
most voted questions. The speaker can also submit a few of his own questions once the session gets
underway. This will inspire the attendees to follow the lead and join with their own questions.

2.1.2. Online Interactive Learning

Today, it is possible to have small working groups with experts from all over the world. Different
time zones are no longer a barrier for exchanging knowledge and learning together. Social media
have brought us modern study clubs through private groups in Whatsapp, Facebook, or even in
Linkedin. People are invited to bring patient cases, challenges, and complications they are facing.
The participants in the group help each other on clarifying the challenge and will help to create
a solution and explore options and alternatives for action. Zygoma implant group, All-on-4 2018,
Implantology/Oral Surgery, Esthetic Oral Surgery, Perio Freaks, FOR Emerging Leaders, are just some
of these examples. Instastories (on Instagram) can be highly interactive since one can ask questions
and conduct polls regarding any problem or challenge.

In addition, webinars and Facebook Live sessions allow for knowledge acquisition which can be
done everywhere, even from one’s home, and can still be very interactive because of the opportunity
to ask questions in the live question and answer sessions.

Many web platforms have online forums where dentists and students can learn from peers,
participate in topical discussion, as well as share ideas and clinical cases. The distribution of
information via these forums is vast, given the thousands of dentists and students worldwide who
access them every day.

These types of online interactive learning information cannot be used to obtain a degree but
speak to the freedom of movement of content and the ability to access information from a variety of
experts across the globe who could provide contemporary knowledge to the dental implant education
environment [7].

2.2. Hands-on and Education Models

Worth affirms that learning Science is more than just gaining the facts and understanding of a
particular topic [8]. This is where learning science through hands-on experiments becomes acceptable
as an effective option, as it encourages students to experience and discover from observation or
feelings [9].

Hands-on exercises in implant dental education are essential interactive exercises in which the
practitioner will train and gain the ability to perform a certain intervention in a simulated environment.7

The teacher becomes a facilitator of a knowledge-sharing process. A wide range of different education
hands-on models and exercises can be used.
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2.2.1. Standard Plastic Models

Many standardized plastic models mimic patients’ real situations, being an excellent way of
simulating implant placement. Single implants, partial cases, post-extraction, total rehabilitations,
sinus lift, tilted implants, and other different scenarios have been reproduced in standardized implant
models, achieving more realistic hands-on experience. Many models already present different types
of bone quality, soft tissue, or even the Schneiderian membrane, and also have the possibility of
being customized. Frasaco or BoneModels are two of the companies that produce these types of
Education Models.

2.2.2. Digital Models and Digital Planning

The introduction of Cone beam CT in dental offices and the existence of dental implant placement
planning software has upgraded the possibility of diagnosis and planning of implants. Implants
are planned, placed, and restored according to a chosen treatment plan and positioned related to
anatomical and occlusal information. These plannings can be saved and shared with supervisors or
peers, who can evaluate and give their opinion, making an excellent way of learning with real situations.
DTX Studio, Blue Sky Plan, NeoGuide System, DIOnavi, and Simplant are some of the software
available for digital implant planning, and some of them can be downloaded without any costs.

2.2.3. Customized Printed Models

3D printing has become very popular in the dental field. It has a huge variety of
applications—dental implant education being one of them. The Dicom files collected from a CBCT
are converted into STL files enabling the fabrication of a patient’s bone model through 3D printing.
The models are based on real patients, thus providing students with a more realistic preparation for real
clinical situations [10]. These simulation models will contribute to a more interactive dental education
and allow surgeons to do the procedure and overcome challenges before surgically implanting it into
a patient.

2.2.4. Animal and Human Cadaver Models

Animal and human cadavers allow excellent training for students regarding the manipulation of
soft and hard tissues. Flap design and elevation, osseous handling, drilling, and suture are very much
similar to real-life tissues. These types of models are commonly used worldwide in many different
interactive, hands-on sessions on implant education.

2.3. Navigation Hands-on

Dynamic navigation systems use a stereo vision computer triangulation setup to guide implant
placement. It uses optical technologies to track the patient and the handpiece and to display images
onto a monitor. The implant placement is guided at the proper depth, angulation, and crestal position
according to the previous digital planning [11]. This type of hands-on allows the student to be corrected
or guided through the intervention, allowing for self-improving skills with low error margin.

2.4. Research Supporting Effectiveness of Action Learning and Hands-on/Interactive

According to Carin and Bass, ‘there are three major ways for people to learn about the world;
discover things about the world from personal observations and experiences with the environment,
acquire knowledge transmitted directly from other people or construct personal knowledge by
transforming discovered and acquired knowledge in meaningful ways’ [11].

A study carried among twenty-two 4th-year students identifying the effectiveness of the hands-on
experiment approach in science lessons has proven that hands-on experiments promote students’
learning and builds on their intrinsic motivation [12]. In a prospective study conducted with
undergraduate medical students, the group trained according to a “best practice” model performed
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better in two skills of different complexities (nasogastric tube insertion; intravenous cannulation) than
students trained with a traditional “see one, do one” teaching approach [13]. After a questionnaire
on hands-on sessions on 3D printed models, students saw it as a great idea to provide additional
learning and to be useful as a preparation for clinical courses [10]. In a survey administered to
372 undergraduate students who experienced both passive and active learning, the results showed
that active instruction has more positive effects on student psychological and behavioral outcomes.
Interestingly, a single active learning instructional session may be sufficient to yield significant and
sustaining student learning outcomes [14].

Many different studies have been conducted about the effectiveness of action learning [15].
Acker-Hocevar’s major findings were that Action Learning helps leaders deal with ambiguity, build
community, reinforces managerial, transformational, political and professional aspects of leadership,
and promotes the application of previous academic learnings to real problems [16]. Butterfield
believes that thought-provoking questioning is most effective in promoting learning as it has a
long-term impact on improving questioning skills [17] whereas Choi states that Action Learning
improved all eight coaching skills examined—relationship building, setting and communicating clear
expectations, observational skills, analytical skills, listening skills, feedback skills, and creating a
supportive environment [18].

2.5. Limitations

Creating action learning experiences is costly as more resources are often needed. These resources
may be in the form of facilitators, equipment, and space, which are not needed when a single instructor
gives a lecture in a lecture hall. Hence, the outcomes of the learning experience must be determined
relative to the cost in order to assess whether the value to the participant and to the facilitators is
warranted. Following on, action learning requires excellent facilitators who are well trained and highly
engaged since the learning experience is so dependent on live and frequent engagement between
participants and facilitators.

In an action learning environment where participants are taking on new processes, there can
be a sense of discomfort due to the unfamiliarity. Not all learners are comfortable revealing what
they do not know to other participants who may be strangers. It is important, therefore, that learners
be given the opportunity to reflect and share their learning experience, which allows the positive
environment of action learning to be maintained. Often, the sharing of experiences reinforces the team
learning environment.

3. Blended Learning

The term “Blended Learning” (BL) is becoming more commonly encountered in dental implant
training and education. Nevertheless, there is confusion regarding what constitutes Blended Learning
and how it is best defined. The plethora of available definitions led Oliver and Trigwell [19] to suggest
that the term “blended” should be “abandoned or, at least radically reconceived.” They continue that
even the term “learning” should be abandoned on the basis that current definitions relate more to the
perspective of the course designer than the learning needs of the student.

Nevertheless, when considering some of the definitions in the literature, clearly there is much
common ground. Rowe et al. describe blended learning as the systematic integration of online and
face-to-face engagement to support and enhance meaningful interaction between students, teachers,
and resources [20]. They emphasize that blended learning is highly context-dependent. Blended
learning concepts that work within one domain may not have value in another domain. Distilling the
available definitions of BL, and taking into consideration the work of Knowles [21], a framework can be
assembled to help determine what BL could or should be. The common denominator is that a BL course
should be learner-driven and developed to take into consideration the needs of the individual learner.
Following on, Means et al. [22], in their meta-analysis of the empirical literature on the effectiveness of
online and blended learning considered a course “Blended” only when a minimum of 25% of course
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content is delivered online. All forms of media and technology should be considered in the design of a
program and their use optimized to meet the needs of the learner.

Presently, the majority of implant education and training occurs after a dentist has been awarded
his/her primary degree. As such, adult learners are the core group of learners in implant dentistry.
The attributes and needs of the adult learner as discussed by Knowles [21], are presented below:

Have a specific purpose in mind
Are voluntary participants in learning
Require meaning and relevance
Require active involvement and learning
Need clear goals and objectives
Need feedback
Need to be reflective

3.1. Blended Learning Models

A variety of Blended Learning models that combine a mix of synchronous and asynchronous
formats are presented below.

3.1.1. Synchronous Physical Formats

Instructor-led classrooms and lectures
Hands-on laboratory and workshop sessions
Hands-on clinical training

3.1.2. Synchronous Externally-Directed Learning Formats

Virtual classrooms
Web seminars (webinars) and broadcasts/podcasts
Instant messaging
E-meetings

3.1.3. Online Live E-Learning Formats That Are Self-Paced and Asynchronous

Documents and web pages
Web/computer-based training modules
Assessments/tests/surveys
Recorded live events
Online streaming and discussion fora
Simulated experiences
Job aids and electronic performance support systems (EPSS)

From the perspective of implant dentistry education, a practitioner aiming to offer implant therapy
to his or her patients will need to acquire the necessary skills to do so, and the knowledge to underpin
those skills. Blended Learning provides the opportunity to use internet-based technology to facilitate
the delivery of the knowledge component of a program and face-to-face mentoring to deliver the
skills component.

When investigating the world’s first Massive Open Online Course (MOOC) in implant dentistry,
Lan et al. demonstrated how internet-facilitated knowledge delivery was well suited to many of the
self-regulated learning strategies they identified as part of their research [23]. The authors continued
that implant dentistry is a clinical discipline and cannot be learned solely online. Perhaps the term
“Balanced Learning” should be introduced, especially in relation to implant dentistry, to ensure the
learner acquires appropriate knowledge, application, and problem-solving to result in the provision of
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competent clinical care. It is clear, however, that the implicit constraints of time, geography, and format
of the physical classroom can be overcome with the use of technology. Unfortunately, uptake and
implementation of BL programs within mainstream dental implant education have been slow, even
though numerous studies have indicated it provides superior outcomes when compared with more
traditional teaching methods [24–27].

3.2. Artificial Intelligence (AI) and Machine Learning (ML)

The introduction of Google Glass in February 2013 revived interest in artificial intelligence (AI).
Since 2013 the growth of research into AI and use of AI has been developing rapidly. The use of
technology in BL programs brings with it the opportunity to incorporate significant advances in
computing power. The combination of increased computing power and volume of data collected
by organizations such as Google, Amazon, Microsoft, and IBM have led to what has been heralded
as the “4th industrial revolution”. According to the Oxford dictionary, artificial intelligence can be
described as the theory and development of computer systems able to perform tasks normally requiring
human intelligence, such as visual perception, speech recognition, decision-making, and translation
between languages.

The foundation of AI is machine learning (ML) and is underpinned by statistics and grouping and
classifying data. More complex AI takes the form of neural networks and the quest to mimic human
intelligence. At a fundamental level, neural network systems take large amounts of data (the input
layer) and apply numerous algorithms to weight the data (the hidden layer) in order to provide an
output. Complex neural networks lead to what has been termed “Deep Learning”.

3.3. Augmented Reality (AR), Virtual Reality (VR) and Mixed Reality (MR)

Unsurprisingly, AI is impacting education. New technology allows us to experience an enhanced
sensory perception of our environment using AR in which computer-generated virtual content is
superimposed on real structures. Through AR, a user feels as though she/he is connected in an
enhanced environment. This is in contrast to VR, which brings together a combination of multiple
technologies allowing users to interact with virtual entities in real-time. The combination of AR and
VR has been termed Mixed Reality (MR). At the time of writing, the most recent advance with MR is
exhibited by the Microsoft Hololens 2 (Microsoft Corp. Redmond, WA, USA) with its primary use
being education. Kwon et al. state that [28] “AR technology has been shown to substantially improve
a wide range of procedures” including dental implant placement. This is achieved by means of an AR
surgery navigation system incorporating a head-mounted display. The authors emphasize that having
a head-mounted display is safer than averting one’s gaze to a monitor while performing surgery.

Cost savings and overcoming a shortage of teachers and supporting faculty are often cited as
reasons for implementing the use of technology in dental education. Elby et al. [29] describe the need
for virtual reality simulators in dental education. They discuss the use of high-fidelity robotic patient
models that cough, tongue thrust, shake the neck and secrete saliva in aiding the teaching of medical
emergency management in the dental setting. However, literature specifically addressing the use
of AR/VR in dental implant education is scarce. Xiaojun et al. [30] introduced a modular software
package named CAPPOIS (Computer Assisted Preoperative Planning for Oral Implant Surgery) used
in conjunction with a VR enabled haptic feedback system for teaching implant treatment planning
and subsequent surgery. The system provides the operator with tactile feedback during virtual
surgery based upon the treatment plan and relevant anatomy at the surgical site. Using such a system,
the experienced operator can practice the surgery in a virtual environment prior to actual treatment
on the patient. An inexperienced operator can plan the procedure and carry out their procedure in a
mixed reality environment, guided by both visual and haptic feedback. The authenticity of the learning
experience will be determined by the number and type of components built into the MR space.
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As the paper is considered for publication, the features of MR offered by the Hololens 2, referred to
earlier, are being explored, evolved, and used to aid surgical treatment and student training. Figure 1,
Figure 2, and Figure 3 demonstrate how powerful and useful AI, AR, VR, and MR may become.

Figure 1. The image indicates how the operator can visualize a part of the patient’s anatomy. If 3D
imaging is used as part of case assessment, an operator can be presented with a hologram of the
patient’s anatomy that can be manipulated with simple hand gestures.

Figure 2. Diagnostic imaging can be overlaid on the patient prior to and during surgery. Many features
can be added to the virtual MR world to allow the operator to access information in many domains at
many levels of detail with a simple hand gesture.
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Figure 3. Replacement of a live patient by a virtual patient using MR. The risk to a live patient is
reduced. The MR world, which is a simulation of the real world, can be enhanced using AI to meet the
needs of the individual learner. Thus, specific learning outcomes for the adult learner can be more
readily achieved.

3.4. Limitations

A significant limitation to any AR/MR/VR system and how quickly adopted is the quality
of user experience design. To construct sufficiently “real” environments requires expensive and
sometimes technically challenging interface design, especially with regard to optics and holographics.
Following on, creating an acceptable interface for the user from a realistic view remains insufficient for
mainstream acceptance and usage as both user convenience and user control need to be addressed.
Here, “user convenience” relates to the availability of choices and accessibility relative to the
cost/functionality ratio, where the cost to the user of using the system is not so high as to prevent
acceptance. This is especially true for low-cost applications where the cost of creating the system
prevents uptake. In addition, “user control” relates to the ability of the user to control the pertinent
devices with sufficient sensitivity and real feel, especially with movement control.

Another major issue, and potentially important limitation, revolves around data privacy and user
privacy. For example, web platforms are a valuable source of shared knowledge but must comply
with relevant laws and regulations that govern oversight of big data management. These laws and
regulations seek to respect ethical, legal, and social standards. In health care, protecting patient privacy
and patients’ rights is paramount, and the principles of informed consent must be followed to allow
patients the ability to control how their data is shared [31].

4. Summary

Education in implant dentistry will evolve quickly over the next decade as technologies already
being used in other industries are incorporated into new and innovative learning models. The merging
of technological innovations culminating in “digital dentistry” make the “digital education of digital
dentistry” inevitable. Going forward, instead of traditional models of education being used to achieve
all educational objectives, now traditional formats that will be ineffective with today’s learner will be
replaced, where appropriate, with online education, AR, ML, VR, and MR. Of course, an important
need in education will still be addressed through one-on-one mentoring and lecture format teaching
models. However, the restraints of these models will be released through innovative use of new
technologies that allow for different, deeper, local and global, near and distant educational experiences.



J. Clin. Med. 2019, 8, 1618 10 of 11

Author Contributions: A.S.F. responsible for manuscript writing and review. K.N. responsible for manuscript
writing and review. S.K. responsible for oversight of concept development, manuscript writing, submission,
review and revision.

Conflicts of Interest: The authors declare no conflict of interest.

References

1. Bassir, S.H.; Sadr-Eshkevari, P.; Amirikhorheh, S.; Karimbux, N. Problem-based learning in dental education:
A systematic review of the literature. J. Dent. Educ. 2014, 78, 98–109. [PubMed]

2. Revans, R.W. ABC of Action Learning; Lemos and Crane: London, UK, 1998.
3. Reynolds, M. Reflective Practice: Origins and Interpretations. Action Learn. Res. Pract. 2011, 8, 5–13.

[CrossRef]
4. Grabinger, S.; Dunlap, J.C.; Duffield, J.A. Rich environments for active learning in action: Problem-based

learning. ALT J. Res. Learn. Technol. 1997, 5, 5–17. [CrossRef]
5. Miller, G. The assessment of clinical skills/competence/performance. Acad. Med. 1990, 65, S63–S67. [CrossRef]
6. Koka, S.; Gonzalez, W.; Pokala, S.V.; Hayashi, M. Value based dentistry: Putting patients first. Compend.

Contin. Educ. Dent. 2019, 40, e6–e8. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
7. Mattheos, N.; Wismeijer, D.; Shapiral, L. Implant dentistry in postgraduate university education. Present

conditions, potential, limitations and future trends. Eur. J. Dent. Educ. 2014, 18, 24–32. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
8. Worth, K. Science in Early Childhood Classrooms: Conten and Process; Education Development Center, Inc.:

Newton, MA, USA, 2010; Available online: http://ecrp.uiuc.edu/beyond/seed/worth.html (accessed on 24
September 2019).

9. Dhanapal, S.; Shan, E. A study on the effectives of hands-on experiments in learning science among year 4
students. Int. Online J. Prim. Educ. 2014, 3. Available online: http://www.ijtase.net/ojs/index.php/IOJPE/

article/view/223 (accessed on 24 September 2019).
10. Kröger, E.; Dekiff, M.; Dirksen, D. 3D printed simulation models based on real patient situations for hands-on

practice. Eur. J. Dent. Educ. 2017, 21, e119–e125. [CrossRef]
11. Block, M.S.; Emery, R.W. Static or Dynamic Navigation for Implant Placement—Choose the Method of

Guidance. J. Oral Maxillofac. Surg. 2016, 74, 269–277. [CrossRef]
12. Carin, A.; Bass, J.E. Teaching Science as Inquiry, 9th ed.; Prentice-Hall, Inc.: Upper Saddle River, NJ, USA, 2001.
13. Herrmann-Werner, A.; Nikendei, C.; Keifenheim, K.; Bosse, H.M.; Lund, F.; Wagner, R.; Celebi, N.; Zipfel, S.;

Weyrich, P. “Best Best practice skills” lab training vs. a “see one, do one” approach in undergraduate medical
education: An RCT on students’ long-term ability to perform procedural clinical skills. PLoS ONE 2013, 8,
e76354. [CrossRef]

14. Detlor, B.; Booker, L.; Serenko, A.; Julien, H. Student perceptions of information literacy instruction:
The importance of active learning. Educ. Inf. 2012, 29, 147–161. [CrossRef]

15. Skipton, L.H.; Marquardt, M.J. The evidence for the effectiveness of action learning. Action Learn. Res. Pract.
2010, 7, 121–136. [CrossRef]

16. Acker-Hocevar, M.; Pisapia, J.; Coukos-Semmel, E. Bridging the abyss: Assign value and validity to
leadership development through action learning—Case-in-point. In Proceedings of the American Educational
Association Annual Conference, New Orleans, LA, USA, 1–5 April 2002.

17. Butterfield, S. Action Learning: Case Study of Learning and Transfer for Personal and Professional
Development. Ph.D. Thesis, Georgia State University, Atlanta, GA, USA, 1999.

18. Choi, J. A Case Study of an Action Learning Program: Can Action Learning Be an Approach to Enhance a
Manager’s Coaching Skills? Ph.D. Thesis, George Washington University, Washington, DC, USA, 2005.

19. Oliver, M.; Trigwell, K. Can “Blended Learning” Be Redeemed. E Learn. Digit. Media 2005, 2, 17–26.
20. Rowe, M.; Frantz, J.; Bozalek, V. The role of blended learning in the clinical education of healthcare students:

A systematic review. Med. Teach. 2012, 34, e216–e221. [CrossRef] [PubMed]
21. Knowles, M.S. The Adult Learner: A Neglected Species, 4th ed.; Gulf Publishing: Houston, TX, USA, 1990.
22. Means, B.; Toyama, Y.; Murphy, R.; Baki, M. The Eeffectiveness of online and blended learning: A meta-analysis

of the empirical literature. Teach. Coll. Rec. 2013, 115, 1–47.
23. Lan, M.; Hou, X.; Qi, X.; Matheos, N. Self-regulated learning strategies in world’s first MOOC in implant

dentistry. Eur. J. Dent. Educ. 2019, 1–8. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24385529
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14767333.2011.549321
http://dx.doi.org/10.3402/rlt.v5i2.10558
http://dx.doi.org/10.1097/00001888-199009000-00045
http://dx.doi.org/10.1308/rcsfdj.2016.126
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30933533
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/eje.12074
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/24484517
http://ecrp.uiuc.edu/beyond/seed/worth.html
http://www.ijtase.net/ojs/index.php/IOJPE/article/view/223
http://www.ijtase.net/ojs/index.php/IOJPE/article/view/223
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/eje.12229
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.joms.2015.09.022
http://dx.doi.org/10.1371/journal.pone.0076354
http://dx.doi.org/10.3233/EFI-2012-0924
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/14767333.2010.488323
http://dx.doi.org/10.3109/0142159X.2012.642831
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/22455712
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/eje.12428
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/30714273


J. Clin. Med. 2019, 8, 1618 11 of 11

24. Whitelock, D.; Jelfs, A. Editorial: Journal of Educational Media Special Issue on Blended Learning. J. Educ.
Media 2003, 28, 99–100.

25. Allen, I.E.; Seaman, J. Online Nation: Five Years of Growth in Online Learning; Sloan Consortium: Needham,
MA, USA, 2007; p. 4.

26. Garrison, D.R.; Kanuka, H. Blended learning: Uncovering its transformative potential in higher education.
Internet High. Educ. 2004, 7, 95–105. [CrossRef]

27. Pereira, J.A.; Pleguezuelos, E.; Meri, A.; Molina-Ros, A.; Molina-Tomas, M.C.; Masdeu, C. Effectiveness of
using blended learning strategies for teaching and learning human anatomy. Med. Educ. 2007, 41, 189–195.
[CrossRef]

28. Kwon, H.B.; Park, Y.S.; Han, J.S. Augmented reality in dentistry: A current perspective. Acta Odontol. Scand.
2018, 76, 497–503. [CrossRef]

29. Elby Roy, M.M.; Bakr, R.G. The need for virtual reality simulators in dental education: A review. Saudi Dent. J.
2017, 29, 41–47.

30. Xiaojun, C.; Yanping, L.; Yiqun, W.; Chengtao, W. Computer-aided oral implantology: Methods and
applications. J. Med. Eng. Technol. 2007, 31, 459–467. [CrossRef] [PubMed]

31. Conference Report. 3rd Conference on European Reference Networks. March 2017. Available online: https:
//ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/ern/docs/ev_20170309_frep_en.pdf (accessed on 24 September 2019).

© 2019 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access
article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution
(CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).

http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.iheduc.2004.02.001
http://dx.doi.org/10.1111/j.1365-2929.2006.02672.x
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/00016357.2018.1441437
http://dx.doi.org/10.1080/03091900701401718
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/17994420
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/ern/docs/ev_20170309_frep_en.pdf
https://ec.europa.eu/health/sites/health/files/ern/docs/ev_20170309_frep_en.pdf
http://creativecommons.org/
http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/.

	Introduction 
	Action Learning 
	Interactive Exercises and the Use of Online Applications 
	Onsite Learning 
	Online Interactive Learning 

	Hands-on and Education Models 
	Standard Plastic Models 
	Digital Models and Digital Planning 
	Customized Printed Models 
	Animal and Human Cadaver Models 

	Navigation Hands-on 
	Research Supporting Effectiveness of Action Learning and Hands-on/Interactive 
	Limitations 

	Blended Learning 
	Blended Learning Models 
	Synchronous Physical Formats 
	Synchronous Externally-Directed Learning Formats 
	Online Live E-Learning Formats That Are Self-Paced and Asynchronous 

	Artificial Intelligence (AI) and Machine Learning (ML) 
	Augmented Reality (AR), Virtual Reality (VR) and Mixed Reality (MR) 
	Limitations 

	Summary 
	References

