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(a) Model of trabecular
surface remodeling

(b) Schematic representation of
representation between s and I

Fig. 1 Model of trabecular remodeling simulation



Cyst wall thickness : 0.448mm

Fig. 2 Remodeled morphology with its Von Mises
stress distribution of the cross section
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(b) Ratio of void volume at perifheral region of cyst
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Fig. 3 Change in ratio of void volume from in-
itial to remodeled morphology
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Fig. 4 Difference of ratio of void volume be-
tween initial to remodeled morphology
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