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The Mechanical Properties of Trabecular Bone in Knee Joint
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Fig. 2 Mechanical properties of trabecular bone in distal femur
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Fig. 3 Mechanical properties of trabecular bone in proximal tibia

Table 1 Statistical analysis

. Elastic Modulus[MPa] P

Bone| Sex | Location Lateral Medial Value"
Anterior 134.0 £70.3| 113.2+54.5| 0.19408
F F Middle 114.6 +42.1| 155.4+57.2| 0.02053
e Posterior 209.6+81.3| 175.1+68.4| 0.11767
m Average 152.7+77.1| 147.9+64.4| 0.37793
Anterior | 406.3£114.2| 243.3+130.5| 0.02394
u M Middle 278.4+121.6| 274.6+142.6| 0.47704
r Posterior | 483.3+ 84.5| 480.8+174.1| 0.48601
Average | 389.3+134.5| 332.9+179.4| 0.11179
L. | F . 42.1+16.6| 104.8+62.5| 0.00062
Tibiaj -, | Middle 62.2413.2| 155.4+29.3| <0.00001

. Ultimate Strength[MPa] P

Bone| Sex | Location - *

Lateral Medial Value
Anterior 2.91+1.26 1.70+0.95| 0.00379
F F Middle 2.01+0.79 2.83+1.18| 0.01989
e Posterior 4.24+1.38 3.55+1.22| 0.08597
m Average 3.05+1.47 2.69+1.34| 0.12123
Anterior 7.40+1.95 4.02+1.56| 0.00092
u M Middle 4.86+1.01| 4.99+1.95| 0.43194
r Posterior 10.57+1.35 8.87£2.25| 0.04408
Average 7.61+2.78 5.96+2.83| 0.02386

L. | F . 1.06+0.41 2.47+1.25| 0.00023
Tibiaj -, | Middle 154+0.78|  3.66+0.97| 0.00014

* Significance level(«) : 0.05
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