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Morphological and Mechanical Charactenistics of
Human Vertebral Trabecular Bone
Olef £ DHEY, PUEY, =Y ABH, YT, LB, Hrh 2, 53]
T.W. Lee'? C. Y. Ko™ D.G. Woo*?Y. M. Cho', K. S. Kim?,

D. H. Lim*?, “*H. S. Kim(hanskim@yonsei.ac.kr)"? D. S. Kwak?®, S. H. Han®
AL o ek, Y9 B A T, VREY ol ot

Key words : Vertebral Trabecular Bone, Finite Element Method, Morphological and Mechanical Characteristics

1L M2 gEg e Vo wel ety 542 Agehs
A 1H3 AFBE Qe thekst =214 Ask #sk v} Tx4 SHvuEE S48 o :TL—%EI et E
2o H 3 QU1 ol% date] gEAL el ZA (Structural parameters) % < iﬂ_@H](BV/TV' Volume fraction), =
A8 % ghyel Zrprzel whalo] ZoiH T 9T, o]#d 4B 2 F7(Tb.Th; Trabecular thickness), =457+ 712](Tb.Sp;
So] AmZ o8] WA A TdelA ThEsE Aito] AlEE Trabecular separation), =4~ 7l<=(Tb.N; Trabecular number), -
5 ZA mdl x| : i HFA] A IS (DA:

QT3] Abzre] wi: ohEAl 2324 (Porous Composite 4 ®dl 2] 4=(SMI; Structure model index), ©1*4 A =(DA,

Material)i’ﬁ 0174«] 71 A1 71%% 29 O] 357 A=

-1 =
o] o]l "]%4 “‘ﬁ 4 @FLOHH% %fﬁﬁi‘ﬂd(Finite Element
Method)3}  m]Al A 4kshek3 & Al 2~ B (Micro-Computed
Tomography)S ©]-8-38te 1 54& vhetaslaal gakst <7}
TR AoH4-7]. 3 oHDdE of #3 T ATolAE
FARS) ) W2 o e AAA H5ste] AR Jo| A
NAA S F2 AT TH7-8]. T3t FEsty 54 o
=95 55 AFsta O AR mo EA A A= sAAE
o] “‘ﬁﬁ7l+ &t h

mlo
F-Q OBL

Degree of anisotropy) &= 41743} th

W) 7 AH EAS =3 5 gl t2A B ASENE
oS o]&ate] wEE G Al AistdSE A~
gog SEF gAS 7Hlo g2 f3lg ArdS ttEr] 98]
Bionix 3.3(Cantibio Co., Korea)% ALY Fek e AR oA
o] B4 e g3E BA3 i F[91e A2 Tl A
84ym R &l g% kA= HlaA dE g E SAT
T AL ik A Ag-A o] EAske] 2 Aol A9
Gt ande Bl A=) 70ime] 4nmx4mnx4mnn = 7] 2 A
2519t} Hypermesh 7.0(Altair Co., USA)Oﬂ/H AZtE e

Bdof EFstexS H718S A Rietbergen 51012 235

M= JALEl =20l A) A~ Bl 3 o5 Q
e e oy werow pxd sehie A4uel fehas wee] A
HS ol gatel Al @ol M A5E wE Swis omwu - ) P R,
Hestd E4 2 J|AH EAS B BHES H3o AE 27 skl e Rl Ulrich S[4]0] A& =/ A
9 s m W =S oo} (Table 1) A3}l RE el Subgoleta 714a19rt

1] A H=3Fo Z A} Ex] 0 oly [ez]
= ﬁ——r Zl']‘xﬂ’] TS 5 = ¢ ]’E—,J._X]' 0}‘/;1\]:]'. ;‘{jﬂ'y—g/])\a]%]qlxi /‘]“:ivo/] Lzs]:og 7]_0H7<]\— /~7\] o]—7~ /\1—6-]

& 433517] 918 ABAQUS 6.4(HKS. Inc., USA) = A}J‘lokoﬂr/}
N meol &y SA4S B4 sl 3k e el g
= ATE flel 704 2 Aol M = S 177] (S 1278, el 0.02mm( 9191 05%)] MA7HA HEES 5 BotEE U5
sEw: 575 g 5atqlch W= Fig. 12 2ol 9 A719] 3% 24 2rsg.
TALAFHFA L Td)e AAT 7 v Aistaed g B ATE B P58 A9E B8] 913] SPSS 12(SPSS
2~®l(u-CT; Skyscan-1076, Skyscan, Belgium)< ©] &3} 18um2] Inc, USA)E AL4-3F BAHE A (ANOVA)S Al 8l3he] o] L4
=R FFsAth(E A |EdndTd AF). EXQT A EAZFS] ABBAZ RAE )

N
>
Il

11y
It

.dnt
uA Arkslgsd g Al A E S 5

EETIEE S B
o} A el Aol A H5F A waAfe 7| EEA L]
Table 20 ello] e}, A shebulEe} 24 A%

Table 1 Material properties of vertebral trabecular bone
Young's Modulus Poisson's ratio
Property 100Pa 0.3

(a) Thoracic vertebra
Fig. 1 Region of interest in vertebra

(b) Lumber vertebra

Table 2 Descriptive statistics of the structural parameters and the structural modulus

BV/TV(%) Th.Th(mm) Th.Sp(mm) Th.N(mn™) SMI DA E’(CPa)
Thoracic 13.219 0.154 0810 0.845 1.181 2.667 351.804
vertebra +4.298 +0.023 +0.081 +0.166 +0.480 +1.182 +173.221
Lumber 16.645 0.167 0.790 0.899 0.340 4535 469.916
vertebra +11.931 +0.065 +0.151 +0.321 +0.269 +2.285 +388.101

Table 3 Correlation between morphological and mechanical characteristics

BVITV Th.Th Th.Sp Th.N SMI DA
E'  Pearson Correlation 0.871" 0.890" -0.632" 0.778" -0.244 -0.565
"": Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level.
" Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level.
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Fig. 2 Comparison between the morphological and the mechanical characteristics

(T: Thoracic vertebra, L: Lumber vertebra)
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