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A f3e s 2dg AFstE o o3 soft-
ware’} SGI Indigo II (250MHz, 64Mbyte
main memory) workstation 7 E ol &= o
A At QEZRE 1A A 9} oFF o] 3x4F
SHEXE #FsY] A8 A4y 727 gE
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23 @A 7HF Bol $&=He 718 1A
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219 digitation ¥ HA=E Fx3td Az} st
Atk control Model’de] Hej o} A4 178 <}
V3 XSS AAEAT 18y thread
portione A&%S AAR I U= A
gt AAZ threaddl= A Fer &
As}A] FAT SHEEE o]#fF 7R ZA
FPia gedn 2ot &L 10m7
9 Eolet 20me] FAoZ AALHUA 2
g A AR 2me} 3 2m = HAZ

Tabie 1. Seven different implant design

2]2) 5] o] bicortical fixations ¥-3}c} S
1A AWS gt 239 Aoz A
39 A= odZel FUol HAF
(281D

THE 6712 282 Model 1914 7|8 728
HAAA AAA2™ (Table 1) HEH 7]
Bz o) Wizt $HEETE A7

2. B4 9 MATIO| HE FERAHE

9 A& BAAAI} obF FHEHA] %%
coz gy e /MRS 3 fAdEw
& HEFL jsotrophic, homogeneous, linearly
elastic 3}8 °]23t 7}H& modeld ©&E #
o= HEHAL nGA S} AL, Ao
FUALE titanium O 2 T4 5] Q0 w0 sz
“ (Table 3) o3 Ze E4XE diYdstd

Mi M2 M3 M4 M5 M6 M7
OD 3.75 3.75 3.75 3.75 3.75 3.75 3.75
ID 3.09 3.09 3.09 3.09 3.09 3.09 3.09
L 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
PH 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.6 0.7 0.5 0.5
SD 4.1 4.1 3.75 3.75 4.1 4.1 3.75
SH 1 1 1 0 1 1 1
BH Y N N N N N
M . Model SD : Shoulder diameter(mm)
OD : Outer diameter(mm) SH : Shoulder height(mn)
ID : Inner diameter(mm) BH : Bottom hole.
L : Length(mm) N : No
PH : Pitch height(mm) Y : Yes
Table 2. Node & element F
SEL NODE 843d SOLID 63473 SOLID 447 SOLID
1 13717 10370 2820 0
2 13717 10370 2820 0
3 13728 10380 2820 0
4 14394 10932 2896 0
5 13717 10370 2820 0
6 14883 11340 3000 0
7 14971 11430 2980 0
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Table3. Material properties

Young' modulus(MPa) Poison’ratio

Titanium 110,000 0.30

Cortical bone 13,000 0.32

Cancellous bone 1,370 0.30

Type I gold 691,430 0.33

Type IV gold 1,026,670 045
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Modeldl 7}eixle 3152 Falxg Apgs} ol TH3F Bg Toll Fdide uBRE
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3. Model 3

Model 32 AEWNEQ] o|iEe] HAAE&
YAt A FAsHAl E2 2dolth 4
A7%E B FH3FA 33 AP0l
YEeR} Jled L o] f-& oA A58 viet
Ze 2ERFo] HAHA7] ol o]
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4. Model

Model 4% shoulder5#2 flol WAHE

H4RAA) A%F mdolth o] md FS

Table4. Model®} s}5o w&

Model 15t} $-8o] Bo] X =7)= g oy
Model 32th= 7fdgko] Ao} I o]fe J
BE WAL 290 A3 SISl A
&7 wjFolct

5. Model 5

Model 5% Model 19] pitch height 700um
o2 vl Fojot. 28y, gellA dF3IAE0)
VAR E e 8ol A YehtA ¥
shoulderdl] $-8JFo] WA=z F714 pi-
tch heighte S E ¥ & JFS v &
=th(1¥7)

6. Model 6

Model 62] 7% pitch heightE 600pm<] 500
uml 2 FAaAIZR o ARAHL stressEFE7}
A=A 600ums] Aol = stress7t E}
wA] ko) 500umel A-9-olE stress7t A

He 9l von Mises stress

Displacement Von Mises
0° 0.000037 2.668
SEL1 30° 0.011476 22.86
90° 0.022861 41.02
0° 0.000035 2.653
SEL2 30° 0.011472 22.87
90° 0.022856 41.02
0° 0.000023 2585
SEL3 30° 0.011570 419.93
90° 0.023069 435.30
0° 0.000003 2.584
SEL4 30° 0.011547 18.94
90° 0.023838 33.35
0° 0.000037 2711
SEL5 30° 0.011475 19.48
90° 0.022858 33.95
0° 0.000037 1.927
SEL6 30° 0.011474 1748
90° 0.022858 31.36
0° 0.000024 1.854
SEL7 30° 0.011569 11.49
90° 0.023067 20.25
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