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Effect of metastatic bone tumor to structural characteristic and bone mineralization of trabecular
bone
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Fig. 1 Ralative variations of BMD and structural parameters based on
0 week (* indicates significant difference, p<0.05)
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Fig. 2 Representative 3D microarchitecture with X-ray attenuation
values map
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Fig. 3 Distribution of mineralization (mean+standard deviation) at
week 4 (* indicates significant difference, p<0.05)
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