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X 3 Cancellous bone model for remodeling
simulation

=1 Size of the trabecular bone

Model A B C

Inner diameter (mm) 0.512 0.640 0.768

Outer diameter (mm) 0.896 1.152 1.408

Thickness (mm) 0.192 0.192 0.192
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< 2 Calculated macro-scale stiffness (GPa)

Direction X y z
Model A 2.05 1.90 3.54
Model B 1.85 1.63 3.36
Model C 1.63 1.77 3.25
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Remodeling step

4 Morphological change to the target bone
density
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