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Evaluation of FE Model for the Prediction of Mechanical Property of Trabecular bone
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Fig.1 section of typical trabecular bone speciments
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(a)schematic specified threshold  (b)specified voxel

(c) FE voxel model
Fig. 2 FE model construction by using CT data
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Fig. 3 Schematic of the bilinear tissue level constitutive model.[6]
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Table 1 Result of FE analysis

Apparent modulus
Type

(MPa)
20~450
Voxel (71um) FE
(avg. 50)
10~80
Voxel (108um) FE
(avg. 21)
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