Journal of Human Centered Technology Vol. 1: No. 2 (2022) 97 — 104

M Journal of Human Centered Technology HUMAT

UNIVERSITI TEKNOLOGI MALAYSIA

E-ISSN: 2821-3467
https://humentech.utm.my

EENTAEE f
ECINGIOGY

Simulation Analyses Related to Human Bone Scaffold:
Utilisation of Solidworks® Software in 3D Modelling and
Mechanical Simulation Analyses

Abdullah Sharaf Saleh Alhammadi!*, Syafigah Saidin?3, Muhammad Hanif
Ramlee?

'Medical Engineering Department, Faculty of Mechanical and Medical Engineering, Hochschule Furtwangen
University, Jakob-Kienzle-Strale 17, 78054 Villingen-Schwenningen, Germany

2School of Biomedical Engineering & Health Sciences, Faculty of Engineering, Universiti Teknologi Malaysia,
81310 UTM Johor Bahru, Johor, Malaysia

31IIN-UTM Cardiovascular Engineering Centre, Institute of Human Centered Engineering, Universiti Teknologi
Malaysia, 81310 UTM Johor Bahru, Johor, Malaysia

*Corresponding Author abduhammdai@gmail.com

Received 07 June 2022; Accepted 02 Aug 2022; Available online 06 August 2022
https://doi.org/10.11113/humentech.v1n2.28

Abstract:

Bone loss is risen due to fractures, surgeries and traumatic injuries. Scientists and engineers work over the years to
find solutions to heal and accelerate bone regeneration. Bone grafting technique has been utilised which projects
significant improvement in bone regeneration area. An extensive study is essential on the relation between the
mechanical properties of bone scaffolds and the design of bone scaffolds in forecasting permeability access to promote
bone growth and nutrient distribution. In reducing cost and time, mechanical simulation analyses are beneficial to
simulate the relation. There are abundant of review works on the mechanical simulation analyses towards orthopaedic
metallic implants. While the review on simulation analyses towards bone scaffolds are scarce. Therefore, this review
study is intended to expose the utilisation of computer simulation analysis, specifically Solidworks® software in
modelling three-dimensional (3D) scaffold models, performing mechanical simulation and analysing bone scaffold
structure. The data were collected from three main sources of Google search, Scopus search and Science Direct search.
From this review procedure, there are various computational software have been combined and used to perform
several types of simulation analyses on bone scaffolds including Solidwork, Ansys, Abaqus, COMSOL Multiphysics,
MATLAB etc. Among the simulation analyses, two main tests that can be simulated are mechanical test and fluid
modelling. Solidwork® as one of the computer-aided design softwares has been extensively used to design two and
3D models. The advancement of this software on the performance of mechanical simulation analyses has also
extended its application towards variety of applications including on bone scaffold evaluation. There are several
parameters which are necessary to be set prior to the conduction of mechanical simulation analysis such as applied
forces, material properties, mesh properties and boundary condition. As a conclusion, Solidwork® software is
applicable to be used as a 3D modelling software to design bone scaffolds and to perform mechanical simulation
analyses.
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1. Introduction

Grafting is a surgical technique that is used to replace and substitute missing bones to avoid highly complicated
bone fractures that could present a severe risk to the patient's health [1]. Bone grafts are commonly used to treat various
conditions, including delayed fracture union, non-congenital pseudoarthrosis, trauma, cancer and osseous tumour defects
[1]. Bone grafts usage is the norm for treating skeletal fractures or restoring and regenerating missing bone, as
demonstrated by the vast number of bone grafting procedures carried out around the world [2]. There are three primary
methods to produce bone grafts: autographs, allografts and xenografts [2]. Autogenous, also known as autograft, is a
grafting technique where the replacement bones are extracted from the patient's body and sometimes extracted from the
iliac bone. While allograft is a grafting technique where the replacement bones are obtained from a bone bank or provided
by a donor, on the other hand, xenograft is a grafting technique where bones are harvested from an animal or synthetic
material such as hydroxyapatite (HA) or other biocompatible and naturally occurring substances with identical properties
to the human bone [1]. Bone graft’s design is often varied according to their form of structure which correspond to
intended applications.

The rigidity and strength of scaffolds are crucial in managing maladjusted stress concentration and reducing stress
shielding. Simultaneously, sufficient porosity and permeability are essential to promote bone growth and nutrient
distribution based on biological activities [3]. The geometry architecture of scaffold to replace human trabecular bone
needs to withstand static and dynamic loads, up to 20 MPa [4]. It should also compose of macro and micropores to
promote cell growth and mineral precipitation, while nutrient and oxygen diffusion should interconnect all pores [4].
Arjunan et al. [3] have proposed various cellular and structural properties of scaffolds in an anatomically form [3]. The
mechanical output of the scaffold was within reasonable range for the porous architecture. Therefore, it has therefore
been understood that at a design stage, the permeability of scaffolds must be considered in conjunction with stiffness and
strength to complement both the host bone's mechanical and biological healing capabilities [3].

Computational biomaterial simulations have recently gained considerable attention with the ability to deliver
immediate results as an alternative and economical approach compared with experimental analysis. Numerous
computational fluid dynamics (CFD) analyses have been conducted to evaluate the permeability and wall shear stress
(WSS) of different types of scaffolds [5]. Through a combination of simulation and experiment, Arjunan et al. [3]
compared the mechanical outputs of several design models. In their analysis, multiple mathematical models with
significant determination coefficients have estimated the length, porosity and elastic modulus of the alpha-beta titanium
alloy (Ti6AI4V)-based cellular structures. Finite element analysis (FEA) also has been used to model stress-strain data
through simulated compression analysis [6]. The analysis can be carried out on all structures, to obtain efficient numerical
simulations with precise results of finite elements to avoid singularities on the numerical models and to avoid additional
computational time [6]. Thus, computerised simulation becomes a common engineering practice for model evaluation.

Solidworks® is a computer-aided software (CAD) that can be used to create new designs, models and structures. It
provides scratch architecture, where both three-dimensional (3D) and two-dimensional (2D) architectures can be
constructed [7]. The combination of modelling and FEA allows the simulated investigation of mechanical and biological
behaviours on patient-specific implants at a reduced cost. The first step in simulation has been set to determine the
physical problem of design models. The limiting conditions, components materials and the characteristics of each
substance are the critical criteria that should be defined [8]. Previously, there are abundant of review works on the
mechanical simulation analyses towards orthopaedic metallic implants. While the review on simulation analyses towards
bone scaffolds are scarce. Those information, provided in this review study is aimed to expose the utilisation of computer
simulation analysis, specifically Solidworks® software in modelling three-dimensional (3D) bone scaffolds and
analysing the bone scaffold structure. The review starts with the overview of bone tissue engineering, followed by the
common performed simulation analyses in bone implantation area. Then, specific simulation softwares for bone scaffold
evaluation are discussed by highlighting the utilisation of Solidworks® software. The data were collected from three
main sources of Google search, Scopus search and Science Direct search.

2. Bone Tissue Engineering

Bone grafts and metallic prosthetic implants are the recent approaches used to increase and stimulate new bone
formation to replace and regenerate bone deficiencies [9]. However, the transplantation of extensively used biomaterials
in dentistry needs diagnosis under specific clinical presentations [10]. According to Hung [1], the first bone implant
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recorded was implemented in 1668, and by the year 2001, bone grafting procedures have reached 500,000 in the United
States of America (USA) and 2 million worldwide. Bone grafting materials should be ideal and meet precise specification
such as being bioresorbable, osteoconductive, biocompatible, osteoinductive, porous, structurally similar to bone,
mechanically resistant, easy to use, safe and cost-effective [11, 12].

The actual structure of bone tissues is a kind of complex porous construction with irregular pore structure and
uneven distribution of pores and porosity. The scaffold should be porous, as the supporting structure for cell growth
Smooth surface structure without distortion or sharp edges, is preferred to facilitate the attachment and proliferation of
scaffolding cells. Furthermore, bone tissue porous scaffolds also play an important role in the transport of nutrients and
in the removal of waste during cell growth [12]. The concept of using scaffolds in bone tissue engineering is a key factor
in the regeneration of bone defects of critical size [12]. Cells should attach on the embedded scaffolds and expand on the
porous surfaces. The structural morphology and mechanical resistance are provided by the scaffold surface, on which the
adhering cells can grow [13].

According to Arjunan et al. [3], critically engineered rigidity and strength of a scaffold are important for handling
maladjusted stress accumulation and reducing stress shielding. At the same time, sufficient porosity and permeability are
essential to promote biological processes associated with bone growth and nutrient distribution. To produce an efficient
bone scaffold, a rigorous combination of all these parameters is important. A porosity and pore size of 70 — 90% and 450
- 700 um respectively, are typically suggested as appropriate parameters for approaching human bone properties [3].
Models of different shapes, different porosities and different pore sizes can be obtained by changing function parameters,
which offers a great possibility in fitting the human bone tissue structure [12].

3. Simulation Analyses in Bone Implantation

The simulation for modelling of food, pharmaceutical, biochemical and other chemical sectors established in the
early nineties because these processes are complex, and it was not easy to be simulated [14]. They mentioned that the
Monte Carlo simulation which is an excellent method to assess the impact on the operation spread of economic
performance was used to quantify the risk of development process where they also used this method in their study to
perform the manufacturing process of techno-economic analysis for nanotubes made of chitosan—titanium dioxide (TiO5)
[14]. In bone implantation, there are three main area that have been explored with the conduction of simulation analyses
including bone implant, bone scaffold and bone cement.

3.1 Bone implant

In the area of implant reconstruction, there are researchers who investigated the effects of micro thread on stress
distribution during bone pre-implantation using FEA. Different types of bones were constructed using several
computational models of the human mandible with the simulation of bone resorption [15]. A healthy male mandibular
bone was scanned using a cone-beam computed tomography where the acquired images were imported to Materialise-
Mimics v17 software for further image processing and modelling. Finally, the model was tested with Abaqus 2016,
Dassault Systems. On a parallel study, other researchers evaluated the influence of bone types in terms of bone density
on generated stress distribution [16]. They used numerical simulation techniques using Abaqus statistical package
software.

3.2 Bone scaffold

The strength and the stiffness of bone scaffolds are essential for stress management. In bone scaffolds, the balance
between porosity, permeability and mechanical properties are the keys to facilitate biological activities that associated
with bone growth and nutrient delivery [3]. The investigation on the relationship between strength, stiffness, permeability
and stress along with porosity was done using Darcy’s law through a permeability test using Ansys Fluent CFD solver.
Another experimental test using Ashby’s criterion and finite element method (FEM) were also conducted for the
determination of mechanical properties using Ansys non-linear mechanical solver. In the study of gyroid structures with
different volumes fraction which was conducted by Ma et al. [17], the parts were modelled and tested using different
software’s where PTC Creo 3.0 was used to create 3D models, Mimics 17.0 software was used to rebuild the 3D models
obtained from CT scans and ImageJ software was used to analyse the surface appearance and the section thickness at
different heights.

3.3 Bone cement

Herrera et al. [18] found that during five years experimental analysis, a periprosthetic bone remodelling, associated
with ABG-11 (Stryker) and Versys (Zimmer) cemented stem models were implanted in old patients, randomly. This study
© 2022 Penerbit UTM Press. All rights reserved
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was conducted as a clinical study using finite element simulation to investigate biomedical changes due to hip
arthroplasty. The cancellous bone geometry was determined using CT scans of the patient's femur and the obtained
images were meshed using I-Deas software. The calculations of the analysis were conducted using Abaqus 6.10 software.

According to Giner et al. [19], the estimation of cement line's critical energy in cortical bone tissues was proposed.
The analysis method was conducted using correlating experimental tests and finite element simulation due to the
difficulty in using experimental method. Three points bending test of ovine bone and both initial and growth of
microcracks simulated using finite element in damage models were simulated based on a maximum principal strain
criterion. Plot Digitizer was used to define the micro samples' outer boundaries and the contours of the osteons. The
Abaqus software was then used to generate the Spline and transferred into Python as a script for simulation.

4. Simulation Software for Bone Scaffold Evaluation

Lots of software are being used for the simulation of biomedical applications, especially for bone application design
and validation. The computational methods and software simulation have been extensively used as the mechanical testing
on scaffolds in forecasting cell proliferation, oxygen consumption and scaffold degradation [20]. Abaqus software, created
by Dassault Systems, is used as a software for analysis based on FEM technique. As an example, the modulation and the
simulation of referenced lattice were conducted using Abaqus software [21]. The hollow cube and the truncated
hexahedron cell have been tested to predict the behaviour of those unit cells under compression test using Abaqus 6.14
FEA package [21]. COMSOL Multiphysics is a metaphysical simulation software that is used for modelling devices,
designs and processes in various engineering disciplines. This software can understand, optimise and even predict physics-
based processes through numerical solutions (COMSOL website). In the study conducted by Arjunan et al. [3], the
numerical analysis on biomaterial Ti6Al4V-based scaffolds was done by using COMSOL Multiphysics through the
simulation of compression stress-strain tests.

According to Yusop et al. [22], the degradation behaviour of Cur-Fe and 80C-20P-Fe scaffolds was evaluated and
compared using COMSOL Multiphysics software and MATLAB. Another software that is used for research is K3DSurf,
a program that is used to visualise mathematical models in three to six dimensions using parametric equations. Based on
the study by Ali et al. [5], the evaluation on eight different bone scaffolds models was done by investigating the flow of
fluids within the scaffolds using CFD which is a software that simulates the motion of fluids while K3DSurf was used for
visualising the exported parametric equations.

5. SOLIDWORKS

Solidworks® is a parametric modeler that uses dimensions, parameters and relationships to define 3D shapes [23].
It was first introduced in 1995 and becomes one of the leading softwares in 3D modelling and analysis [23]. The
improvements and the expansion of this software application has expanded its applications to various industries and
research institutes which use this software in designing, modelling and simulating stable structures [24]. The software
allows engineers and designers to create mathematically solid models and by assigning the desired material properties, it
allows them to simulate and evaluate the behaviour of the designed part using FEM [24]. This software has a wide range
of applications such as simulation, motion, flow simulation and many others [25].

Figure 1 shows the utilisation of Solidworks® in designing bone scaffold. Researchers have explored various types
of pore structure and pore dimension for bone scaffold development [20]. The diversity of pore structure is essential to
allow fluid permeability for cell integration within bone scaffolds. However, greater pore structure will compensate the
mechanical integrity of the scaffolds, thus inducing the degradation properties and disturb the scaffold stability. Fast
degradation and low mechanical integrity are always directing towards implantation and treatment failures.

1

Figure 1. Bone scaffold design using Solidworks®

© 2022 Penerbit UTM Press. All rights reserved
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Table 1 lists several previous research which utilised Solidwork® in designing 3D model of bone scaffolds. Pore
shapes that approaching a circular shape is concluded to distribute applied stress homogenously with better anisotropic
properties compared to edges pore shapes.

Table 1. Previous research on Solidwork® utilisation in designing 3D model of bone scaffolds

Design variation Porosity | Findings Author, Reference
Year

Circle and square pore 80% The circle pore design distributed the stress Tang et al., [26]

designs with size homogenously compared to the square pore 2020

ranged from 1 mm to 2 design which produced concentrated stress due to

mm sharp edges, thus lowering the elastic modulus.

Plate-like design with 86% Greater Young’s modulus and permeability on the | Kadir [27]

0.5 mm pore size and plate-like design compared to the sphere-shaped Hussein et

sphere-shaped design design. al., 2021

with 1.0 mm pore size

Cubic, triangular and Upto | The hexagonal polyhedral unit cells are Lipowiecki [28]

hexagonal polyhedral 70% categorised as anisotropic structure which and

unit cells with 120, 340 beneficial for osteoconductivity while another Brabazon,

and 600 um pore size two designs are considered isotropic. 2009

Cylindrical scaffold - The addition of HA particles increased the Rezania et [29]

with 20 mm diameter compressive strength and Young’s modulus of al., 2022

and 400 um pore size printed polymer scaffolds.

Triply periodic 51.7% - | The inlet velocity and mass flow reduced with the | Wang et al., [30]

minimal surface 68.8% | increment of pore size. 2019

scaffolds pore

diameters with 314,

354,394 and 434 pm

pore sizes

5.1 Types of analyses

Zhao et al. [31] conducted a study on different design of bone scaffolds in which the scaffolds were designed using
Solidworks® and fabricated by selected laser melting machine. In that study, the mechanical properties of these bone
scaffolds were tested using FEM by utilising similar software. The FEM can be used to accurately predict the behaviour
of whole bone by setting the applied forces, its magnitude and the applied direction.

A study of heat transfer in hip replacements made of bone cement was performed by lkekwem et al. [32], which
used Solidworks® simulation software to perform steady-state thermal analysis on 3D structures. The authors found that
poly(methyl methacrylate) (PMMA) resulted in a heat raise for the whole assembly hip replacement system and also
created a heat flux [32].

Solidworks® has also been used to create closed-cell honeycomb Nitinol stent to evaluate the sealing stress,
crimping strain and contact forces [33]. Dacron was designed to cover or coat the Nitinol stent, followed by the simulation
analyses using FEM method [33]. Besides, Solidworks® that is integrated with other software such as MATLAB is
capable to conduct various studies to enhance performance outputs [34]. Both softwares have been used to develop a
framework for automatic optimisation, aiming to reduce the stress transcatheter aortic valve (TAV) leaflets through the
projection of Von Misses stresses contours [34].

5.2 Analysis parameters

There are several parameters which are necessary to be declared for the conduction of simulation analysis using
Solidworks® including the applied forces, material properties, mesh properties and boundary condition [35]. The applied
loading is critically set to imitate the forces acting on the design model which will produce and generate stress distribution
[33, 34]. In bone implantation, it is crucial to simulate whether the design model could remain in place following the
implantation as biological forces will act in all directions [35]. The material properties should be set to the design models
to provide data to the software, in resisting the applied forces or loading once the simulation is run [36]. The material
properties inclusion will affect the simulated outputs on mechanical strength, Young's modulus, elongation and
deformation [36].

© 2022 Penerbit UTM Press. All rights reserved
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FEM 's theory breaks the solid body into several thin, easily shaped cells that will model the body's structure as
precisely as possible [37]. Such small cells are referred as elements and the junction points between elements are known
as nodes. The method of turning a robust body model into a FE model is called meshing that allows much simpler bonded
solutions to replace a complicated engineering problem [37]. In order to find the most suitable number of meshes for the
conduction of simulation and computational analyses, a convergence study of meshes is required [38]. Based on Kuang
and Chang [39], the default median mesh should be used in the simulation mechanical analysis using Solidworks® to
increase the homogeneity of stress distribution and to prevent wrong data interpretation. Some models are modelled with
triangular elements and another form of tetrahedral elements could also be used to construct 3D scaffold geometries [5].
The unit size of element is very important to control the sensitivity of applied pressure [3, 5]. The smaller the unit size
will produce more precise structure of 3D model and better stress homogeneity [5]. However, lowering the unit size will
impact in greater element and nodes that will consume longer time for the accomplishment of simulation analysis
depending on the workstation capability [3].

Boundary condition is required in the setting of FEM to provide constraint surfaces for the simulation analysis. In
the study by Saidin et al. [36], three boundary conditions were set to the assembled of dental implant, teeth and two types
of bone. On the other study by Jayendiran et al. [33], the boundary condition was applied at the interface between the
outer surface of the blood and the stent inner surface for the transfer of continuous normal stress and continuous
displacement. Figure 2 displays the placement of applied loading or loading force on the surface of 3D model bone
scaffold and the setting of boundary condition on the opposite surface of bone scaffold. For the simulation in
physiological environment, the surface or points of boundary condition must be properly selected based on the constraint
surface or constraint point of the rigid organs and tissues.

- ' % ‘ Applied loading

ﬂ Boundary condition

Figure 2. Placement of applied loading and boundary condition on 3D model bone scaffold using Solidworks®

6. Conclusion

The FEA methodology has provided reliable values which brings its application to the area of biomedical
engineering. Simulation analysis is a new and cost-effective methodology to be applied in bone tissue engineering as an
alternative to the conventional experimental methodologies. This review study is focused on the simulation analyses on
bone scaffolds, specifically on the utilisation of Solidworks®.

References

[1]  H. Nguyen. Basic knowledge of bone grafting, Bone Grafting, IntechOpen, 2012. https://doi.org/10.5772/30442

[2] L. Polo-Corrales, M. Latorre-Esteves and J.E. Ramirez-Vick. Scaffold design for bone regeneration, Journal of
Nanosciences and Nanotechnology, 2014, 14(1):15-56. https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2014.9127

[3] A.Arjunan, M. Demetriou, A. Baroutaji and C. Wang. Mechanical performance of highly permeable laser
melted Ti6Al4V bone scaffolds, Journal of the Mechanical Behavior of Biomedical Materials, 2020,
102:103517. https://doi.org/10.1016/].jmbbm.2019.103517

[4] R. Baptista and M. Guedes. Fatigue behavior of different geometry scaffolds for bone replacement, Procedia
Structural Integrity, 2019, 17:539-546. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prostr.2019.08.072

[5] A. Davar, M. Ozalp, S.B.G. Blanquer and S. Onel. Permeability and fluid flow-induced wall shear stress in bone
scaffolds with TPMS and lattice architectures: A CFD analysis, European Journal of Mechanics-B/Fluids, 2020,
79:376-385. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euromechflu.2019.09.015

[6] G.M. Manolis, P.S. Dineva, T. Rangelov and D. Sfyris. Mechanical models and numerical simulations in
nanomechanics: A review across the scales, Engineering Analysis with Boundary Elements, 2021, 128:149-170.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enganabound.2021.04.004

[7]1 R.H.Bhagwat. Computer aided tissue engineering for the generation of unit library structure of scaffold for
human bone (in-vitro), PhD Dissertation, 2015. http://ethesis.nitrkl.ac.in/7399/ (accessed June 26, 2022)

© 2022 Penerbit UTM Press. All rights reserved

102


https://doi.org/10.5772/30442
https://doi.org/10.1166/jnn.2014.9127
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2019.103517
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.prostr.2019.08.072
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.euromechflu.2019.09.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.enganabound.2021.04.004
http://ethesis.nitrkl.ac.in/7399/

Sharaf et al. /Journal of Human Centered Technology 1: 2 (2022) 97 — 104

[8]

[9]

[10]

[11]

[12]

[13]

[14]

[15]

[16]

[17]

[18]
[19]
[20]
[21]
[22]
[23]
[24]
[25]
[26]

[27]

[28]

E. Bellos, D. Korres, C. Tzivanidis and K.A. Antonopoulos. Design, simulation and optimization of a compound
parabolic collector, Sustainable Energy Technologies and Assessments, 2016, 16:53-63. https://
d0i:10.1016/j.seta.2016.04.005

G.F. de Grado, Gabriel, L. Keller, Y. Idoux-Gillet, Q. Wagner, A.M. Musset, N. Benkirane-Jessel, F. Bornert
and D. Offner. Bone substitutes: A review of their characteristics, clinical use, and perspectives for large bone
defects management, Journal of Tissue Engineering, 2018, 9:2041731418776819.
https://doi.org/10.1177/2041731418776819

M. Rinaldi, S.D. Ganz and A. Mottola. Computer-guided dental implants and reconstructive surgery: clinical
applications, Elsevier Health Sciences, 2015. https://doi.org/10.1016/c2013-0-13012-7

G. Tang, L. Zhigin, L. Yi, J. Yu, X. Wang, Z. Tan and X. Ye. Recent trends in the development of bone
regenerative biomaterials, Frontiers in Cell and Developmental Biology, 2021, 9:665813.
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcell.2021.665813

S. Wang, L. Liu, X. Zhou, L. Zhu and Y. Hao. The design of Ti6Al4V Primitive surface structure with
symmetrical gradient of pore size in biomimetic bone scaffold, Materials & Design, 2020, 193:108830.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2020.108830

P. Somasundaram and R.C.W. Wong. Unraveling the mechanical strength of biomaterials used as a bone
scaffold in oral and maxillofacial defects, Oral Science International, 2018, 15(2):48-55.
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1348-8643(18)30005-3

S.S. Limand D.C.Y. Foo. Simulation and scale-up study for a chitosan—TiO2 nanotubes scaffold production,
Food and bioproducts processing, 2017, 106:108-116. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fbp.2017.09.002

Z.H. Jin, M.D. Peng and L. Qing. The effect of implant neck microthread design on stress distribution of peri-
implant bone with different level: A finite element analysis, Journal of Dental Sciences, 2020, 15(4):466-471.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jds.2019.12.003

F. Azcarate-Veldzquez, R. Castillo-Oyagle, L.G. Oliveros-Lopez, D. Torres-Lagares, A.J. Martinez-Gonzélez,
A. Pérez-Velasco, C.D. Lynch, J.L. Gutiérrez-Pérez and M.A. Serrera-Figallo. Influence of bone quality on the
mechanical interaction between implant and bone: A finite element analysis, Journal of Dentistry, 2019,
88:103161. https:// doi.org/ 10.1016/j.jdent.2019.06.008

S. Ma, Q. Tang, Q. Feng, J. Song, X. Han and F. Guo. Mechanical behaviours and mass transport properties of
bone-mimicking scaffolds consisted of gyroid structures manufactured using selective laser melting, Journal of
the Mechanical Behavior of Biomedical Materials, 2019, 93:158-169.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2019.01.023

A. Herrera, S. Rebollo, E. Ibarz, J. Mateo, S. Gabarre and L. Gracia. Mid-term study of bone remodeling after
femoral cemented stem implantation: comparison between DXA and finite element simulation, The Journal of
Avrthroplasty, 2014, 29(1):90-100. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arth.2013.03.028

E. Maghami, J.P. Moore, T.O. Josephson and A.R. Najafi. Damage analysis of human cortical bone under
compressive and tensile loadings, Computer Methods in Biomechanics and Biomedical Engineering, 2022,
25(3):342-357. https://doi.org/10.1080/10255842.2021.2023135

N.S. Mustafa, N.H. Akhmal, S. Izman, M.H. Ab Talib, A.I.M. Shaiful, M.N.B. Omar, N.Z. Yahaya and S. Illias.
Application of computational method in designing a unit cell of bone tissue engineering scaffold: A review,
Polymers, 2021, 13(10):1584. https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13101584

T, Bhardwaj, S.P. Singh and M. Shukla. Finite element modeling and analysis of implant scaffolds, 2017
International Conference on Advances in Mechanical, Industrial, Automation and Management Systems
(AMIAMS), IEEE, 2017, 358-362. https://doi.org/10.1109/AMIAMS.2017.8069239

A.H. Yusop, M.N. Sarian, F.S. Januddi, Q.U. Ahmed, M.R. Kadir, D. Hartanto, H. Hermawan and H. Nur.
Structure, degradation, drug release and mechanical properties relationships of iron-based drug eluting scaffolds:
The effects of PLGA, Materials & Design, 2018, 160:203-217. https://doi.org/10.1016/].matdes.2018.09.019
J.D. Bethune. Engineering Design and Graphics with Solidworks, Pearson Education Inc.: New York, 2017.
S.K. Parashar and J.K. Sharma. A review on application of finite element modelling in bone biomechanics,
Perspectives in Science, 2016, 8:696-698. https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pisc.2016.06.062

D.C. Planchard. SOLIDWORKS 2018 Tutorial with Video Instruction, SDC Publications, 2018.

M.S. Tang, A.Z. Abdul Kadir and N.H.A Ngadiman. Simulation analysis of different bone scaffold porous
structures for fused deposition modelling fabrication process, IOP Conf. Series: Materials Science and
Engineering, 2019, 788(012023). https://doi.org/:10.1088/1757-899X/788/1/012023

N.A. Kadir Hussein, N.A.J. Mohtar, L.H. Neza, M.A. Noordin, A.P. Md Saad, Pore size effect on mechanical
response and fluid permeability for bone scaffold regeneration, Malaysian Journal of Medicine and Health
Sciences, 2021, 17(SUPP13): 34-39.

M. Lipowiecki and D. Brabazon, Design of bone scaffolds structures for rapid prototyping with increased
strength and osteoconductivity, Advanced Materials Research, 2009, 83-86: 914-922.
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/ AMR.83-86.914

© 2022 Penerbit UTM Press. All rights reserved

103


https://doi.org/10.1177%2F2041731418776819
https://doi.org/10.1016/c2013-0-13012-7
https://doi.org/10.3389/fcell.2021.665813
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2020.108830
https://doi.org/10.1016/S1348-8643(18)30005-3
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.fbp.2017.09.002
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jds.2019.12.003
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2019.01.023
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.arth.2013.03.028
https://doi.org/10.1080/10255842.2021.2023135
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13101584
https://doi.org/10.1109/AMIAMS.2017.8069239
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2018.09.019
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.pisc.2016.06.062
https://doi.org/:10.1088/1757-899X/788/1/012023
https://doi.org/10.4028/www.scientific.net/AMR.83-86.914

Sharaf et al. /Journal of Human Centered Technology 1: 2 (2022) 97 — 104

[29]

[30]

[31]

[32]

[33]

[34]

[35]

[36]

[37]

[38]

[39]

N. Rezania, M. Asadi-Eydivand, N. Abolfathi, S. Bonakdar, M. Mehrjoo and M. Solati-Hashjin. Three-
dimensional printing of polycaprolactone/hydroxyapatite bone tissue engineering scaffolds mechanical
properties and biological behavior, Tissue Engineering Constructs and Cell Substrates, 2022, 33(31).
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10856-022-06653-8

Z. Wang, C. Huang, J. Wang, P. Wang, S. Bi and C.A. Abbas, Design and simulation of flow field for bone
tissue engineering scaffold based on triply periodic minimal surface, Chinese Journal of Mechanical
Engineering, 2019, 32(19). https://doi.org/10.1186/s10033-019-0329-7

L. Zhao, X. Pei, L. Jiang, C. Hu, J. Sun, F. Xing, C. Zhou, Y. Fan and X. Zhang. Bionic design and 3D printing
of porous titanium alloy scaffolds for bone tissue repair, Composites Part B: Engineering, 2019, 162:154-161.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2018.10.094.

J.U. Ikekwem, J.J. Chukwuneke and S.N. Omenyi. Thermal Behavior of Bone Cement in Hip Replacement,
Physical Science International Journal, 2018, 17(4):1-14. https://dio.org/10.9734/PS1J/2018/39318.

R. Jayendiran, B. Nour and A. Ruimi. Performance of a Nitinol Honeycomb Stent for the Management of
Atherosclerotic Aortic Plaque: Crimping, Sealing, and Fluid—Structure Interaction Analysis, Journal of Applied
Mechanics, 2021, 88(3):031013. https://doi.org.10.1115/1.4049139.

M. Abbasi and A.N. Azadani. A geometry optimization framework for transcatheter heart valve leaflet design,
Journal of the Mechanical Behavior of Biomedical Materials, 2020,102:103491.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2019.103491.

A.A. Madfa, M.R.A. Kadir, J. Kashani, S. Saidin, E. Sulaiman, J. Marhazlinda, R. Rahbari, B.J.J. Abdullah, H.
Abdullah and N.A. Kasim. Stress distributions in maxillary central incisors restored with various types of post
materials and designs, Medical Engineering & Physics, 2014, 36(7):962-967.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medengphy.2014.03.018

S. Saidin, M.R.A. Kadir, E. Sulaiman and N.H.A. Kasim. Effects of different implant—abutment connections on
micromotion and stress distribution: Prediction of microgap formation, Journal of Dentistry, 2012, 40(6):467—
474, https://dio.org/ 10.1016/j.jdent.2012.02.0009.

R.V. Petrova. Introduction to static analysis using SolidWorks simulation, CRC Press, 2014.
https://doi.org/10.1201/b17425

C.C. Hong, C.L. Chang and C.Y. Lin. Static structural analysis of great five-axis turning—milling complex CNC
machine, Engineering Science and Technology, an International Journal, 2016,19(4): 1971-1984.
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jestch.2016.07.013.

K.H. Chang. Design optimization in Computer-Aided Engineering Design, Academic Press, United Kingdom,
2015, 907-1000.

© 2022 Penerbit UTM Press. All rights reserved

104


https://doi.org/10.1007/s10856-022-06653-8
https://doi.org/10.1186/s10033-019-0329-7
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.compositesb.2018.10.094
http://dx.doi.org/10.9734/PSIJ/2018/39318
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2019.103491
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.medengphy.2014.03.018
http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/j.jdent.2012.02.009
https://doi.org/10.1201/b17425
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jestch.2016.07.013

