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Abstract

Additive manufacturing (AM) of titanium (Ti) and Ti-6Al-4V lattices has been proposed for bone

implants and augmentation devices. Ti and Ti-6Al-4V have favourable biocompatibility, corrosion

resistance and fatigue strength for bone applications; yet, the optimal parameters for Ti-6Al-4V

lattice designs corresponding to the natural micro- and meso-scale architecture of human trabecular

and cortical bone are not well understood. A comprehensive review was completed to compare the

natural lattice architecture properties in human bone to Ti and Ti-6Al-4V lattice structures for bone

replacement and repair. Ti and Ti-6Al-4V lattice porosity has varied from 15% to 97% with most studies

reporting a porosity between 50-70%. Cortical bone is roughly 5-15% porous and lattices with 50-70%

porosity are able to achieve comparable stiffness, compressive strength, and yield strength. Trabecular

bone has a reported porosity range from 70-90%, with trabecular thickness varying from 120-200

µm. Existing powder bed fusion technologies have produced strut and wall thicknesses ranging from

200-1669 µm. This suggests limited overlap between current AM of Ti and Ti-6Al-4V lattice structures

and trabecular bone architecture, indicating that replicating natural trabecular bone parameters with

latticing is prohibitively challenging. This review contributes to the body of knowledge by identifying

the correspondence of Ti and Ti-6Al-4V lattices to the natural parameters of bone microarchitectures,

and provides further guidance on the design and AM recommendations towards addressing recognized

performance gaps with powder bed fusion technologies.

Keywords: Additive manufacturing, Ti-6Al-4V and Titanium, Powder bed fusion, Bone

micro-architecture, Orthopaedic design and bone replacement

1. Introduction

The use of Ti-6Al-4V is well established in the medical device industry [1]. Titanium and titanium

alloys are ideal for replacing hard tissues, such as bone, due to their biocompatibility and excellent

strength-to-weight ratio [2, 3]. Ti-6Al-4V also exhibits excellent fatigue strength and corrosion resistance
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allowing implants to withstand the cyclic loading in high ion environments present in vivo during

activities of daily living [4]. These properties of titanium and Ti-6Al-4V have led such alloys to become

some of the most widely used metal materials for bone replacement and fixation procedures in the

orthopaedic industry.

Despite their widespread use in the medical device industry for the replacement and repair of bone,

pure titanium and Ti-6Al-4V do not have material properties similar to those of bone. Ti-6Al-4V is

roughly twice as stiff as human cortical bone with up to seven times the compressive strength [5, 6, 7].

Bone is mechanoresponsive and requires regular loading in order to proliferate new bone. Implanting

a stiffer material like titanium adjacent to bone can cause stress shielding of bone, resorption of the

surrounding bone tissue which can lead to implant loosening and failure [8]. Therefore, it is imperative

that designs of titanium and titanium alloy implants are tailored to more closely match the natural

mechanical response of bone tissue.

One approach to reducing stress shielding near the bone-implant interface is by light-weighting

implants through latticing in an effort to reduce mechanical properties from those of the bulk modulus of

the material. Additive manufacturing allows for unique design approaches thereby allowing for control

of mechanical properties, while minimizing weight through unique geometries and graded material

properties. Additive manufacturing technologies are of particular use in the orthopaedic device industry

where implants are made for specific applications in which weight and mechanical properties are integral

to implant function. Some examples of orthopaedic applications for latticed titanium structures include

light-weighting femoral stems for total hip replacement, optimized lattice structure for spinal interbody

fusion cages and bone repair scaffolds following tumour resection procedures [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14].

Production of Ti-6Al-4V lattice structures through additive manufacturing for biomedical appli-

cations was thoroughly reviewed by Tan et al. in 2017. They concluded that optimal guidelines for

lattice design in biological environments has not yet been established and that the field is rapidly and

continually evolving [15]. Since the review by Tan et al. in 2017 was completed, many additional studies

have successfully progressed toward this goal by manipulating lattice parameters such as porosity, pore

size, and strut thickness in order to produce unit cells that more closely exhibit stiffness, compressive

strength and fatigue strength of human bone. Lattice parameters vary widely across the literature

and while general recommendations have been made, there remain questions as to which lattice design

produces the optimal structure for implant fixation and reduction of stress shielding through mechanical

property optimization.

A consideration that is notably overlooked in developing lattice structures for bone replacement is

how to best model the architectural parameters of human bone. Therefore, a comprehensive literature

review is needed to examine the parameters of bone micro-architecture in correspondence with lattice

design parameters used in additive manufacturing. A review of existing additive manufacturing literature

2



was completed to determine which titanium lattice parameters have been examined for bone replacement

and repair implants. Lastly, recommendations are made on how to best use this information towards

the design and additive manufacturing of improved titanium and Ti-6Al-4V lattice structures for bone

replacement and repair.

2. Review of human bone properties relevant to lattice design

2.1. Review of human bone function

Bone is a tough, elastic tissue that gives structural support to the human body. As a living

tissue, bone adapts to its environment and loading conditions through the breakdown of existing bone

by osteoclasts and the proliferation of new bone by osteoblasts. This process leads bone to exhibit

mechanoresponsive behaviour, wherein the more it is loaded, the thicker and denser it becomes. Bone

can be categorized into two main types: cortical bone and trabecular bone, see Figure 1. Different

bones in the human body consist of different amounts and configurations of cortical and trabecular

bone. Long bones, such as the femur, tibia, radius, and humerus, have a long shaft made up of primarily

cortical bone. The articulating ends of long bones are made of primarily trabecular bone contained by

a thin shell of cortical bone. Short bones, such as vertebrae, carpals, and tarsals, are made primarily

of trabecular bone with a thin cortical shell making them strong and compact. Cortical bone density

and trabecular bone density are important indicators of bone strength, and decrease with age, for

instance by approximately 0.41% and 0.65% per year, respectively, for women ages 70 to 87 years

old [16]. However, studies have demonstrated that trabecular bone has a higher correlation to bone

strength than cortical bone [17].

2.2. Trabecular bone

Trabecular bone, or cancellous bone, is a lattice-like structure that allows bone to maintain its

strength, while being relatively lightweight. Trabecular bone is primarily located at the articulating

ends of long bones and in the body of short bones, which allows for improved load transfer through

these structures. The exact configuration of trabecular bone micro-structure is still being discovered.

The most established theory characterizes the trabeculae, or struts, by their thickness, spacing, number

and spatial configuration. Measurement techniques for these parameters are well established and

widely published to comparatively describe trabecular bone quality, with more and thicker trabeculae

suggesting better bone health [20]. However, emerging and more advanced geometric models consider

the shape of trabecular surface and the rod vs plate-like structures of trabecular architecture in greater

detail [21, 22].

The integrity of trabecular bone microstructure is often used as an indicator for overall bone health.

At any given age, men have a higher trabecular bone mass than women, but decreases in trabecular
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Figure 1: Human bone can be categorized into two main types: cortical and trabecular. Cortical bone is the stiffer, more

dense bone which encapsulates short bones, the ends of long bones and comprises the shaft of long bones. Trabecular

bone is the lattice like structure which makes up the majority of short bone structure as well as the ends of long bones.

This figure was adapted from the µCT work of Lui et al. and Gauthier et al. [18, 19]
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bone density due to aging are similar in women and men [23, 24, 25, 26, 27]. Age-related changes

cause buckling of trabeculae due to a decrease in the number and thickness of trabeculae, and an

increase in trabeculae length [20]. Collectively, these changes result in a decreased trabecular density;

however, the pathology of this reduction differs in men and women [20]. In women, the decrease in

bone volume occurs primarily due to a decrease in the number of trabeculae, whereas in men, it may

be predominantly attributed to the thinning of trabeculae [23, 28]. The decrease in trabeculae in

women is related to menopause, where less estrogen is produced, which increases bone reabsorption [29].

Therefore, in making design considerations for orthopaedic medical devices, the patient population,

age and sex should be carefully considered. Changes may be made to lattices designs to model the

reduction in bone density with age. Lattice structures with fewer shorter features may better represent

aging female bone and lengthening features may better model aging male bone. Lower density lattice

designs should also be considered for older adults and post-menopausal women.

2.2.1. Micro-architecture of trabecular bone

The micro-structure of trabecular bone can be characterized by the individual trabeculae and the

spaces between them. To determine bone porosity, the volume of bone (BV) is divided by the total

volume (TV) for a given sample (BV/TV). Other groups have also compared total bone surface area

(BS) with respect to bone volume (BS/BV) or total specimen volume (BS/TV) as another form of

trabecular quality indicator. Trabeculae are further characterized by thickness of individual vertical

trabeculae (TbTh), the distance between trabeculae (TbSp), and the number of trabeculae that intersect

with a given two-dimensional distance metric (TbN), typically 1 cm, as shown in Figure 2.

Methods of calculating bone architectural parameters may vary between studies; however, the

technique proposed by Hildebrand et al. is the most widely accepted in general literature, as shown in

Table 1. Hildebrand et al. proposed a two-dimensional (2D) plate model that allows for calculation of

2D parameters such as TbTh, TbSp and TbN [30].

Trabecular bone density and parameters vary greatly with anatomical location, as shown in Figure

3. When determining design considerations for bone replacing implants, anatomical location and device

function should be considered. Hildebrand et al. undertook an in-depth in vitro study comparing the

micro-architecture of trabecular bone at different sites across the skeleton [30].

2.2.2. Mechanical properties of trabecular bone

The mechanical properties of trabecular bone vary significantly with respect to bone density. For

instance, trabecular bone density predicts 81% of axial strength variation in the human tibia [32]. The

porosity of human trabecular bone ranges from 40-95%, dependent on skeletal location, bone region,

and population parameters [33]. Trabecular bone is anisotropic with stiffness and strength differing
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Figure 2: Commonly reported measurements of trabecular bone microstructure (red) may be used to describe lattice

parameters commonly used in additive manufacturing (blue).

Table 1: The Hildebrand et al. method for calculating two dimensional trabecular measurements from known bone

volume fractions.

Trabecular Bone Parameter Measurement/Calculation

Apparent bone density BV/TV

Porosity 1 - BV/TV

Bone surface fraction BS/BV or BS/TV

Trabecular thickness TbTh = 2 BV/BSs

Trabecular spacing TbSp = 2 (TV-BV)/BS

Trabecular number TbN = 0.5 BS/TV
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Figure 3: A comprehensive summary of two- and three-dimensional measurements of trabecular bone at the femoral head,

illiac crest, calcaneal core, L2 vertebra and L4 vertebra as described by Hildebrand et al. [30]. The mean data reported

by Hildebrand et al. was supplemented with Thomsen et al.’s report [31] of trabecular bone parameters at the proximal

tibia to form an original visual representation*. Bone microstructure data is outlined in red and suggested translation to

lattice design parameters is outlined in blue. The values listed represent the mean value of the each measurement.

along the z-, x- and y-axis [34]. Young’s modulus of trabecular bone can range from 1-5 GPa along the

axis of loading and 50-700 MPa off-axis. As such, the compressive and tensile strength of trabecular

bone ranges from 0.1-30 MPa and 6-8 MPa, respectively [35, 36, 37].

2.3. Cortical bone

Cortical bone, or compact bone, is much more dense than trabecular bone and acts as a stiff outer

layer for short bones, joints in long bones and the sole composition of the hollow shafts of long bones.

Cortical shells allow for a continuous surface at the joints for ligamentous and tendonous attachment.

Cortical bone improves the overall fracture toughness and provides structural integrity to limbs allowing

for gross movement.

2.3.1. Micro-architecture of cortical bone

Cortical bone is much more dense than trabecular and exhibits only 5-15% porosity [33]. It is

well documented that cortical bone density and thickness decrease with age [23]. Interestingly, micro-

structural analysis has shown that the cortical bone stiffness, fatigue strength and fracture toughness
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decrease with age [38]. It should also be noted that studies have indicated that the decrease in cortical

bone density is significant in women, but insignificant in men [23].

2.3.2. Mechanical properties of cortical bone

Cortical bone is widely considered to be transversely isotropic, with mechanical properties along

the axis of loading, or the z-axis, being significantly greater than those in the x- and y- axis. The

transversely isotropic mechanical properties of human cortical bone have been collated from literature

to provide a holistic visual representation, see Figure 4 [35, 36, 39].

Figure 4: Cortical bone exhibits transversely isotropic mechanical properties with nearly double the stiffness occurring

along the axis of loading. [35, 36, 39] Young’s modulus, ultimate compressive strength, and ultimate tensile strength in

the longitudinal direction are denoted Ez, σc,z , and σt,z respectively. The subscript "x,y" is given to denote mechanical

properties in the transverse axes.

3. Additively manufactured lattices for bone replacement

The production of three-dimensional (3D) parts in AM technologies is digitally controlled, from

a computer-aided design (CAD) model, to layer-by-layer customization of process parameters, to

monitoring and controlling the process while parts are being manufactured. The digitization of AM

opens up exciting avenues in areas of medical device design, AM process planning for device production,

and advanced monitoring and control during production. The advances in CAD fuelled by the maturity

of AM enable both technologies to have advanced technological readiness, enabling the regulatory

pathways and component mechanical performance to be ready for wide-scale application in the medical

device industry [40, 41]. Existing literature on additively manufactured medical devices for bone

replacement or augmentation is widely spread based on target audience, research background, and study

type. Research on additively manufactured medical devices can be found in surgical, tissue, biomedical
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engineering, additive manufacturing and/or material science journals. Collating the existing body of

research into a cohesive overview proves challenging, as the focus of research covers a wide array of

topics from AM process parameters, material properties, and biocompatibility, all the way to medical

function and clinical outcomes. In order to review metal additive manufacturing as a technology for

bone replacement an overview of metal AM and lattice design approaches has been included below.

3.1. Review of additive manufacturing for metals: powder bed fusion

Metal powder bed fusion (PBF) technologies such as laser powder bed fusion (LPBF) and electron

beam powder bed fusion (EB-PBF) are currently the leading metal AM technologies for industrial part

production for biomedical, aerospace, and automotive applications. The faster fusion of metal possible

by these two technologies alongside better process automation has resulted in a forecasted dominance

of LPBF and EB-PBF until 2025 [42].

LPBF (also known as selective laser melting (SLM)) and EB-PBF (also known as electron beam

melting (EBM)) are AM processes in which a heat source is directed towards a powdered material to

micro-weld the material together, layer-by-layer. During the LPBF process, a fine laser beam (with

beam spot sizes (σ) generally between 50 to 100 µm) is generally directed through a series of lenses

towards an X-Y plane via scanning mirrors which direct the beam towards the build platform. In

EB-PBF (beam spot sizes (σ) generally greater than 200 µm) the same phenomenon is achieved through

a directed high energy electron beam rather than a laser. In both cases, the build platform contains a

bed of powdered material. As each layer is micro-welded together, the build platform lowers and a new

layer of powder is deposited over the build platform with a blade or rake. This process is repeated

layer-by-layer until the part is complete. Post-processing may be required to ensure certain material

properties, part geometry and/or surface finish.

LPBF and EB-PBF do not necessarily compete with each and rather offer different advantages for a

given application, as summarized in Table 2. Some of the major advantages of LPBF when compared to

other metal AM processes are its fine resolution [43], wide range of materials available for the technology

[44], and the potential to obtain performance superior to conventional manufacturing processes [45].

The superior resolution of LPBF when compared to direct energy deposition (DED) and EB-PBF

makes it an ideal candidate for manufacturing intricate lattices used in light-weighting parts, as well as

for manufacturing complex lattice structures with fine feature sizes. LPBF also has the largest range of

metal material options of any metal AM technologies. One such material is Ti-6Al-4V, a widely used

biomaterial in the medical device industry. There are some benefits to considering EB-PBF for the

fabrication of biomedical devices: a higher build speed and reduction in residual stresses resulting in

reduced part distortion. The reduction in residual stress is due to the elevated environment temperature

during EB-PBF production, where the powder layer is pre-heated into a powder cake which serves
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as a thermal dissipation pathway, reducing the need for extensive support structures except for part

substrate anchoring requirements. As such, both LPBF and EB-PBF will be considered in this work,

with a focus on lattice structure design, performance, and manufacturability for orthopaedic bone

replacement and augmentation devices.

Table 2: Manufacturability comparisons between LPBF and EB-PBF (EBM) for fabricating titanium.

Metric LPBF EB-PBF

Feature resolution + −

Manufacturing (build) speed − +

Residual stresses & distortion − +

Need for support structures − +

Feature accuracy + −

Material choices + −

3.2. Review of lattice designs

Lattice structures are a form of hierarchical design structures used to minimize unnecessary material

with respect to design function. Lattices are typically designed for a specific application or function

such as reducing weight while maintaining mechanical strength, or improving energy absorption

characteristics of a design component [46, 47]. Lattice structures can be categorized into two main

structure types: cellular lattices and stochastic (random) lattices [48]. A visualization of the types of

lattice structures is provided by a classification chart in Figure 5.

3.2.1. Cellular lattices

The majority of lattice structures can be categorized as cellular structures that are made up of unit

cells with distinct, repeatable features. Cellular lattice structures are made up of struts, walls, and/or

plates that are repeatedly interconnected in 3D-space by nodes, as shown in Figure 5.

Periodicity driven classification

Cellular lattices can then be further categorized into periodic and pseudo-periodic lattices that are

of homogeneous or heterogeneous organizations (Figure 5) [49]. The periodicity of a lattice refers to the

size of the unit-cells throughout the structure and homogeneity refers to the thickness of the unit-cell

elements such as struts and walls. Therefore, a periodic lattice would have a uniform unit-cell size

throughout its structure and a pseudo-periodic structure would have variable unit cell size, as shown in

Figure 6 for a triply period minimal surface (TPMS) Schwarz diamond (D) lattice structure. Both
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Figure 5: Classification chart for lattice designs

periodic and pseudo-periodic lattices can be further categorized into homogeneous or heterogeneous

lattices. Homogeneous lattice structures have a uniform strut and/or wall thickness and heterogeneous

lattice structures have gradients in the strut and/or wall thickness, as shown in Figure 7 for a strut-based

body centered cubic lattice structure. A visual comparison between periodic and pseudo-periodic lattice

structures with a homogeneous and heterogeneous organization is given in Figure 8 for TPMS Schoen

gyroid lattices.

Organization driven classification

Another form of categorization for lattice structures is by their cellular organization, as shown

in Figure 5. The four commonly known cellular organizations of lattice structures are strut-based,

surface-based, plate-based, and honeycomb lattices [50, 51, 52, 53, 54], as shown in Figure 5. Strut-based

lattices are generated by determining unit cell size, the number nodes located throughout the unit cell,

and the number and configuration of connectors linking nodes to each other. Porosity of the lattice

may be controlled directly, or strut thickness may be selected as the control variable for lattice density.

Surface-based lattices consist of a locus of points defined by a function. The most commonly used

and discussed surface lattice family are triply period minimal surface (TPMS) lattices. TPMS lattices

are defined by implicit functions for which the function has a constant value. Plate-based lattices
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Figure 6: Comparative images of a periodic (top row) and pseudo-periodic (bottom row) TPMS (surface-based) Schwarz

diamond (D) lattice structure.

can be derived either from strut-based lattices by placing plates between two adjacent trusses [55], or

by placing plates on the closest packed planes of lattices derived from crystal structures [56, 52, 57].

Plate-based lattices are known to have significantly higher stiffness when compared to truss-based

lattices [56, 58, 59]. Honeycomb lattices consist of plates that form the edges of unit cells. The unit

cells for honeycomb lattices can have either a triangular, hexagonal (Figure 5), square, or related shapes

forming the 2D cross-section. These unit cells are then repeated in a 2D space to obtain a cellular

solid, and then extruded in a 3D space to obtain a lattice structure, such as the hexagonal honeycomb

structure shown in Figure 5 [54]. All types of lattice structures may be periodic or pseudo-periodic and

heterogeneous or homogeneous.

3.2.2. Stochastic lattices

Stochastic, or random, lattice structures consist of irregular and non-periodic cells resulting in a

network of interconnected struts, surfaces, and/or plates. Unlike other lattice structures there are no

distinct cellular features that are repeated in 3D space and each cell contains a unique configuration
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Figure 7: Comparative images of a homogeneous (top row) and heterogeneous (bottom row) strut-based body centered

cubic lattice structure.

of struts and nodes. Stochastic lattices have superior performance under both compressive and shear

loading when compared to regular lattice structures [60]. However, due to their complex design, there

are not as many readily available tools for the design and implementation and therefore they are not as

commonly examined in literature. The final lattice type to be examined are spinodoid lattices [61],

which are a subset of stochastic lattices and surface lattices. The major differentiating characteristic of

spinodal lattices is that they are non-periodic. This allows for a larger design space and more achievable

control of the directional mechanical properties. The benefit of spinodal surfaces is that they are

immune to the symmetry-breaking defects present in cellular lattices, thus improving their mechanical

properties [61].

3.2.3. Mechanical properties of PBF lattice structures

Mechanical properties of lattice structures, such as compressive strength and elastic modulus,

typically refer to the macroscopic properties of a unit cell or group of units cells which differs from
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Figure 8: Comparative cross-sectional images of various TPMS Schoen gyroid lattice structures classified as periodic,

pseudo-periodic, homogeneous, and heterogeneous.

the mechanical properties of the bulk modulus for a given material [62]. Typically, the relationship

between the mechanical properties of lattice structures and those of the bulk modulus can be described

using a ratio which relates apparent density of a cellular lattice to the density of the structure’s

material. Therefore, as apparent density of the lattice structure decreases, or designed lattice porosity

increases, mechanical properties of the lattice structure decrease. The Gibson-Ashby model is the

most widely accepted model used for predicting the mechanical properties of cellular-lattice structures

[63]. Maconachie et al. conducted a detailed review of mechanical properties of lattice structures

produced by LPBF [64]. They used the Gibson-Ashby model to predict mechanical properties of

common cellular lattice structures and compared the findings to experimental data (Figure 9). They

found that the Gibson-Ashby model was useful in predicting mechanical properties of cellular lattice

structures produced trough LPBF.
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Figure 9: Experimental data comparing the compressive strength (left) and Young’s modulus (right) for common cellular

lattice structures to those predicted by the Gibson-Ashby model. Cellular lattice structures examined include: BCC (A),

BCCZ (B), FCC (C), FCCZ (D), cubic (E), Octet-truss (F), diamond (G), Schoen gyroid (H), Schwarz diamond (I), and

Neovius (J). Original figures obtained from [64].

4. Review methodology

A comprehensive literature review was completed to better understand how lattice parameters

are controlled in additively manufactured titanium and titanium alloy parts aimed at replacing or

augmenting bone. In order to collect the most relevant data, all powder bed additive manufacturing

processes were considered, pure titanium and titanium alloys were considered, and all study types were

considered; however, studies were only included when bone was the target tissue for replacement, repair

and/or augmentation, to enhance the relevant scope of the designed architectures. A total of 50 journal

articles fit the above criteria and the effect of lattice design parameters on mechanical properties was

extracted and examined [10, 11, 12, 14, 65, 66, 67, 68, 9, 69, 70, 71, 72, 73, 74, 75, 76, 77, 78, 79, 80,

81, 82, 83, 3, 84, 85, 86, 87, 88, 89, 90, 91, 92, 93, 94, 95, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101, 13, 102, 7, 103].

Existing literature describing additive manufactured titanium implants for bone replacement fits

into two main categories of critical design focus: studies focused on improving osseointegration and

studies focused on targeted mechanical properties. Osseointegration refers to bone’s ability to grow on

the surface of the implants and infiltrate the porous implant to improve implant fixation. In general,

15



literature focused on osseointegration was found to have fewer reported AM and lattice parameters

provided and often focused on in vivo results in animals or human case studies. The primary target

audience for this category seems to be medical and academic researchers interested in bone tissue

mechanics, growth and healing and secondarily, the additive manufacturing community. The other

category of literature aims at matching the mechanical properties of bone by controlling the lattice

design parameters and by controlling the printing process parameters of the respective technologies.

Literature focused on matching mechanical properties of lattice structures to bone, primarily targets the

additive manufacturing community with implications for bone tissue and device design being secondary

suggestions. It is noteworthy to highlight this lack of apparent synergy between the two categories;

such synergy is required to ensure advancements in this field.

A wide cross-section of lattice design information was collected from the bone and AM focused

journals and was collated in the associated Data in Brief. Key parameters collected include: Young’s

modulus, compressive strength, lattice porosity, pore size, feature thickness, lattice type and material

used. When studies compared more than one lattice design parameter, all relevant data points were

collected in order to make the most robust comparison possible. Data points were then plotted on

alongside Ashby plots for trabecular and cortical bone to assist in making recommendations for future

lattice designs focused on titanium implant designs for bone repair and replacement (CES EduPack

software, Granta Design Limited, Cambridge, UK, 2009).

5. Results and discussion

5.1. Lattice considerations

5.1.1. Porosity

The exercise of understanding trabecular and cortical bone porosity provides insight into the

porosity required to match the structural properties of bone through titanium and Ti-6Al-4V latticing

[65, 66, 69, 71, 72, 73, 74, 77, 104, 78, 79, 80, 102, 105, 84, 86, 87, 89, 90, 93, 94, 96, 97, 98, 103, 99, 100].

The most common lattice parameter reported in literature focused on additively manufactured titanium

and titanium-alloy lattice structures was macro-scale porosity or void fraction. Designed lattice porosity

varied from 15% to 97% with the majority of studies reporting a designed porosity between 50-70%.

Titanium and titanium alloy lattices within this designed porosity range were successful in matching the

stiffness of cortical bone which is known to be 5-15% porous. However, few were successful in matching

mechanical properties of trabecular bone, as depicted in Figure 10. Trabecular bone is 70-90% porous,

and through this review, it was determined that titanium and Ti-6Al-4V lattices must have a designed

porosity of >80% to replicate mechanical properties of trabecular bone. These findings indicate that
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matching material properties of titanium and Ti-6Al-4V via latticing may be challenging with existing

AM technologies.

Figure 10: Porosity is the most common lattice parameter reported in literature. Compressive strength and Young’s

modulus of additively manufactured lattice structures were plotted over the Ashby plots of human trabecular and cortical

bone. Lattice porosity ranged from 15-97% and was plotted in a gradient to depict how best to design for material

property matching

[65, 66, 69, 71, 72, 73, 74, 77, 104, 78, 79, 80, 102, 105, 84, 86, 87, 89, 90, 93, 94, 96, 97, 98, 103, 99, 100].

5.1.2. Pore size

Two-dimensional micro-architecture measurements of bone can also be described in terms of lattice

parameters. When considering TbSp as a surrogate bone pore size, Hildebrand et al. reported a

range from 638 µm in the femoral head to 854 µm in the lumbar spine [30]. In the literature focused

on osseointegration for additively manufactured titanium lattice designs, the lattice parameter most

commonly reported was pore size. The pore sizes reported ranged from 100-1500 µm. Recommendations

for tailoring pore size to optimize bone in-growth or osseointegration were consistent and conclusions

were drawn surrounding an acceptable range for optimal boney ingrowth. A minimum pore size of 200

µm should be considered to allow for initial cell adhesion [71]. However, to maximize cell proliferation
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and limit cell occlusion, large pore sizes >1000 µm are recommended [104]. Therefore, a functionally

graded lattice which combines small pores for initial cell attachment and large pores to avoid cell

occlusion would account for both recommendations [75, 106]. Pore size did not exhibit a trend with

respect to compressive strength and Young’s modulus as seen in Figure 11 [65, 66, 69, 71, 73, 74,

77, 104, 79, 80, 105, 84, 89, 107, 93, 96, 98, 103]. Therefore, pore size should be viewed as a design

parameter for biological reaction rather than mechanical function.

Figure 11: Designed pore size of additively manufactured Ti and Ti-6Al-4V lattice structures was plotted in a gradient

over a compressive strength versus Young’s modulus Ashby plot for human trabecular and cortical bone tissues to depict

how best to design for material property matching [65, 66, 69, 71, 73, 74, 77, 104, 79, 80, 105, 84, 89, 107, 93, 96, 98, 103].

5.1.3. Feature Thickness

Trabecular thickness can be related to feature, strut or wall thickness. Across the human skeleton,

trabecular thickness varies from roughly 120-200 µm [30]. This is lower than 400 µm, or the minimum

feature thicknesses typically recommended for powder bed fusion. This is most likely due to the

part resolution that can be obtained through current additive manufacturing technologies. While

there were no strong trends in the effect of feature thickness on compressive strength and Young’s
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modulus for the feature size range captured in these studies, decreasing feature thickness is one way to

control lattice porosity, which is critical to manipulating mechanical properties, as seen in Figure 12

[65, 66, 72, 73, 74, 77, 78, 79, 80, 102, 86, 90, 93, 94, 99, 100].

Figure 12: Feature thickness was plotted in a gradient over a compressive strength versus Young’s modulus Ashby plot

for human trabecular and cortical bone tissues to depict how best to design for material property matching

[65, 66, 72, 73, 74, 77, 78, 79, 80, 102, 86, 90, 93, 94, 99, 100].

5.1.4. Lattice type

When compared to strut-based lattices, surface-based lattices, such as TPMS structures, allow

for better osseointegration [106]. This is thought to be due to the increased surface area available in

surface-based lattices for cellular adhesion. However, the designed lattice porosity needed to match

the mechanical properties of trabecular bone requires very thin wall thickness. Surface lattices also

have lower stress concentrations under angular load simulation, which may make them further suitable

for bone implants [106]. A recent study from Alabort et al. showed promising results for reaching

the mechanical properties of trabecular bone through the use of TPMS surface lattices, specifically

Schwartz’s diamond surface structures [89]. In this review, lattice type had no noticeably influence on
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compressive strength nor Young’s modulus of titanium and Ti-6Al-4V lattice structures aimed at human

bone replacement, see Figure 13 [65, 66, 72, 77, 104, 78, 79, 80, 84, 86, 89, 90, 93, 94, 96, 108, 98, 103, 99].

Figure 13: Lattice type, strut- vs surface-based, was plotted in a gradient over a compressive strength versus Young’s

modulus Ashby plot for human trabecular and cortical bone tissues to depict how best to design for material property

matching [65, 66, 72, 77, 104, 78, 79, 80, 84, 86, 89, 90, 93, 94, 96, 108, 98, 103, 99].

5.1.5. Material selection

Finally, material choice was examined and Ti and Ti-6Al-4V lattices were compared for their

ability to achieve comparable Young’s Modulus and compressive strength to human bone tissues

[65, 66, 69, 71, 73, 74, 77, 104, 78, 79, 80, 105, 84, 86, 87, 89, 90, 93, 94, 96, 97, 98, 103, 99, 100].

Despite having slightly different bulk modulii, Ti and Ti-6Al-4V lattices did not differ in ability to

reach bone properties, see Figure 14. This may be due to other lattice design decisions, such as porosity,

pore size and feature thickness, that were made to tailor overall mechanical properties.

5.1.6. Considerations for fatigue strength

Fatigue strength is another mechanical property that is important to characterize for bone replace-

ment and repair applications due to the cyclic nature of in vivo implant loading. Fatigue strength
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Figure 14: Material type, Ti vs Ti-6Al-4V, was plotted in a gradient over a compressive strength versus Young’s modulus

Ashby plot for human trabecular and cortical bone tissues to depict how best to design for material property matching

[65, 66, 69, 71, 73, 74, 77, 104, 78, 79, 80, 105, 84, 86, 87, 89, 90, 93, 94, 96, 97, 98, 103, 99, 100].

of additively manufactured lattice structures have been examined with manufacturing defects, bulk

material modulus, designed lattice porosity, and lattice geometry all playing key roles [109]. To date,

there has been limited investigations into fatigue strength of titanium lattice structures for bone

replacement and repair specifically. Dallago et al. examined the effects of unit-cell size and strut

orientation on fatigue strength of Ti-6Al-4V lattice structures produced through laser powder bed

fusion [94]. They found that fatigue strength of lattice structures can be improved for bone replacement

by optimizing build direction and junction geometry. They suggest that to improve fatigue strength

load bearing struts should be printed perpendicular to the build plate and unit cell size should be

up-scaled to decrease manufacturing defects associated with reduced fatigue strength [94]. These

recommendations should be taken into account when designing for titanium lattices aimed at human

bone replacement and repair, particularly when the fatigue life requirements for certain implants are to

withstand loads without failure for over 5 million cycles, as noted in ISO 7206-4 for hip implants [110].
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5.2. Manufacturability considerations

The potential of powder bed fusion AM technologies such as LPBF and EB-PBF to manufacture

parts with higher geometric complexity compared to traditional manufacturing, makes them well suited

for fabricating lattice structures mimicking bone properties. The complex features involved in the

design of most lattice structures tests the manufacturability limits of LPBF and EB-PBF. This is

mainly because most lattice structures used for bone replacements require fine feature sizes, particularly

to replace trabecular bone. The minimum feature size strongly depends upon the beam spot size

used which is generally between 50-100 µm for LPBF and >200 µm for EB-PBF. Additionally, lattice

structure designs generally incorporate numerous overhanging features within a unit cell, which are

challenging to produce by both LPBF [111, 112] and EB-PBF [113, 114, 115]. For LPBF in particular,

surfaces with an overhang angle of <30° (with respect to the PBF build plate) are considered non

self-supporting leading to print failures or significant distortion in the manufactured lattice structures

[64]. Pushing the design boundaries in LPBF and EB-PBF to achieve lattice architectures tailored

for bone replacement and augmentation necessitates an understanding of the three main categories of

manufacturability challenges which arise in these AM technologies - defects (micro-porosity within the

manufactured lattice structure), surface roughness, and geometric fidelity.

5.2.1. Porous defects

Due to the fatigue strength and stiffness requirements associated with manufacturing titanium-based

bone replacements, understanding defects is important, as they directly impact both stiffness and

fatigue life of a given AM part. It is well documented in AM literature that defects are particularly

deleterious for fatigue properties [116, 117, 118]. In most of the articles reviewed in this work, stiffness

values and lattice design details were commonly reported for titanium alloy lattice structures used for

bone replacements, but studies into the defects within the lattice structures and their effects on fatigue

life were less frequently reported.

The amount of defects and their typical morphology observed in powder bed fusion (PBF) AM

depends on the process parameters used for manufacturing a given lattice structure. A low energy input

is typically associated with the formation of irregularly shaped lack of fusion defects [119], with a high

aspect ratio (width/depth) which are are known to be more detrimental to the fatigue strength of lattice

structures [117], when compared to rounded keyhole defects typically associated with high energy inputs

[119]. It is important to note that the presence of rounded or irregularly-shaped defects is not only

dependent upon the energy input, but rather requires an understanding of PBF process parameters,

particularly power, beam velocity, beam spot size, powder layer thickness, and hatching distance. It is

quite possible to obtain irregularly shaped, lack of fusion defects within a lattice structure that uses

high energy keyhole mode parameters, as shown by an X-ray computed tomography visualization of
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Figure 15: A three-dimensional XCT visualization of the different types of surfaces observed in a laser powder bed fusion

Ti-6Al-4V Voronoi lattice structure with respect to the build orientation along the Z-axis (left), a high resolution XCT

image of a portion of the Voronoi lattice structure (center), visualization of the defects inside the printed lattice structure

(right).

the defect space within a Ti-6Al-4V Voronoi lattice structure manufactured by LPBF in Figure 15. A

summary of the LPBF processing details and XCT measurements of the lattice structure are provided

in the associated Data in Brief.

5.2.2. Surface roughness

Surfaces in PBF parts are generally identified with their orientation with respect to the build plate

used for manufacturing as shown by the left image in Figure 15. The four type of surfaces shown

in Figure 15 include - horizontal up-facing surfaces that are parallel to the build plate (along the

XY plane), vertical surfaces that are perpendicular to build plate (along the Z axis and also known

as side-skin surfaces), upward facing surfaces (known as up-skin surfaces) which are typically on an

incline, but facing upwards, and downward facing surfaces (known as downskin surfaces) [120]. Since

most lattices used for bone replacement are comprised of a combination of all four surface types, these

surfaces are distinctly different contributors towards the final surface roughness in the printed lattice

structures. Side-skin (vertical) surfaces [120, 121] and down-skin surfaces [122, 123, 118] are associated

with a higher number of challenges when trying to obtain lower surface roughness values in as-printed

PBF lattices, when compared to horizontal up-facing and up-skin surfaces.

In PBF AM processes, an interplay between process parameters, build file characteristics, machine
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characteristics, and powder characteristics drive the final surface topography of a given lattice struc-

ture. More precisely, processing parameters such as power, scan speed and layer thickness, build file

characteristics such as feature geometry, feature orientation, feature location on the build plate, and

beam path strategy, machine and energy source characteristics such as beam spot size, laser beam

quality, and gas flow (for LPBF), and powder morphology and size distribution are some of the primary

drivers for roughness of a given lattice structure.

Out of the four influencing factors, PBF process parameters are known to have the greatest effect on

roughness and are also the most readily controllable for a given lattice. Horizontal and up-skin surface

roughness possibly depend upon the overall size of the melt pools [124, 125], where the roughness on

these surface features generally includes visibility of the melt pool tracks alongside partially fused

adhered powder, particularly for the up-skin surfaces. Down-skin surface features include partially

fused adhered powder as sources of coarse roughness and dross (at higher energy inputs); overall, the

down-skin roughness strongly depends on the melt pool depth [123, 124]. A melt pool depth close to

the powder layer thickness is generally considered to be useful for lowering down-skin surface roughness

values [123]. Remelting scans of horizontal, up-skin, and down-skin surfaces are known to improve the

roughness values of these surfaces [124]. Side-skin (vertical) surfaces are an exception, wherein remelting

would generally not help further improve surface roughness, when compared to a well-executed first

side-skin scan [126]. Side-skin surfaces are generally dominated by partially fused adhered powder in

PBF, but the effects of powder can be reduced by an appropriate energy input selection which enables a

dominance of melt pool track features on the side-skin that are associated with lower surface roughness

values [119, 121].

Surface roughness of AM titanium lattices for bone replacement applications has been previously

examined in literature. Webster and Ejiofor examined osteoblast proliferation on 90-95% dense Ti and

Ti-6Al-4V structures. They reported that osteoblasts prefer titanium surfaces with nanometer topology

features [127]. Conversely, Zhang et al. reported that a surface roughness of 1-2 µm improved osteogenic

properties of titanium bone implants [107]. There is still no consensus on optimal surface topology and

roughness for osseointegration and adhesion, as changes in the microstructure and nanostructure of

lattice surfaces both influence the cell response in bone tissues [128].

5.2.3. Geometric fidelity of lattice features

The fine and complex features involved in the CAD of most lattices used for bone replacements test

the manufacturability limits of both LPBF and EB-PBF. This implies that a lattice structure with a

fine feature size might print successfully, but not conform to the original CAD, leading to dimensional

inaccuracies. Inaccuracies in additively manufactured lattices would directly impact their performance

as bone replacements, since the reality of the AM structure would differ from the modelling efforts
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and design decisions used to determine the feature size and morphology of the lattice. Attempts at

reporting the geometric fidelity of AM lattices, however, have been scarce.

Figure 16: A 3D comparison of the XCT visual (shown in grey) and the original CAD (shown in blue) of a Ti-6Al-4V

Voronoi lattice structure manufactured by laser powder bed fusion (left) and a 2D comparison of a slice along the XZ

plane of the XCT visual (shown in grey) and the original CAD (shown in blue) of the lattice structure (right)

In literature where dimensional inaccuracies have been reported, significant under-sizing and over-

sizing of additively manufactured lattices compared to the original CAD are observed, sometimes over

100%, as reviewed by Echeta et al [118]. Dimensional inaccuracies in AM lattices depend on numerous

factors, including build file setup (location, orientation, recoater offset angle, etc.) [129], PBF process

parameters [130, 120], CAD file resolution [131], powder size and morphology [43, 132], and beam

properties such as wavelength, operating mode, shape and quality [133, 134].

All types of lattice structures including strut-based, surface-based, plate-based, honeycombs, and

stochastic lattices present their own unique setting of challenges for PBF manufacturing. When it comes

to strut-based lattices, higher dimensional inaccuracies are reported for diagonal and horizontal struts,

when compared to vertically printed struts [108, 135, 136]. This is because horizontal and diagonal

struts contain the highest proportion of overhanging features which are known to have the highest

surface roughness-related concerns, as noted in section 5.2.2. Additionally, distortion and excessive

material accumulation has been previously reported at the nodes of strut-based lattices [137, 138, 139],

with comparatively smoother nodes observed in surface-based lattices [140]. Plate-based lattices also

have issues during production using PBF such as overhanging features with zero inclination angle [55],
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and closed-cell topologies [57] making the removal of powder from the lattices challenging after PBF.

Honeycomb lattices are a class of lattice structures which would not have the same challenges as strut or

surface based lattices during PBF manufacturing due to the extrusion of a 2D unit cell into a 3D lattice

structure. As long as the 2D unit cell dimensions are within the feature resolution possible by PBF,

honeycomb lattices should be relatively simple to manufacture. Lastly, stochastic lattices are the most

challenging lattice type to manufacture using PBF. Stochastic lattice structures such as the Voronoi

lattice structures shown in Figure 15 and Figure 16 provide control only over the strut thickness and

the spacing between the centroids of the Voronoi cells. This leads to numerous overhanging struts,

many of which could have non self-supporting overhanging angles <30° (with respect to the PBF build

plate) thereby leading to the large deviation from CAD as shown in Figure 16 and could lead to print

failures at greater length scales. The spinodoid type of lattice structures developed by Kumar et al.

[61] provide additional control in the creation of stochastic lattice structures and might provide more

opportunities in the area of printable stochastic lattice structures.

For inclined up-skin surfaces in diagonal struts, a ’stair step’ effect is commonly observed, wherein

the edges of individual layers during PBF manufacturing are visible alongside effects of partially fused

adhered powder [141, 142]. This is caused primarily due to the stepped approximation of curves in

inclined surfaces by layers for PBF, which further adds to dimensional inaccuracies of a manufactured

lattice structure. In 2D and 3D comparison of a Voronoi lattice structure manufactured using LPBF

shown in Figure 16, numerous dimensional anomalies of the printed lattice structure (compared to

original CAD) can be observed, especially for the horizontal and diagonal struts which consist of

down-skin surface areas. Additionally, nodes within strut based lattices are known to be regions with

highest dimensional inaccuracies and defects [118], especially when compared to surface based lattices

[140]. Nodes in strut based lattices are complex surfaces which involve a combination of up-skin,

down-skin, and vertical surfaces. This complexity adds to the ’stair step’ effect [140] alongside effects of

partially fused adhered powder [143]. Additionally, there could a compounded effect of joining multiple

struts together in the subsequent layers, wherein due to residual stresses caused by large areas, the

struts may not converge to a single point in space as observed in the CAD. These issues of geometric

fidelity in AM lattices would be deleterious for bone replacement applications, and hence must be

evaluated well before use.

X-ray computer tomography (XCT) of AM lattices is the most common method currently used

to evaluate the geometric fidelity of printed lattices by comparison of the XCT scanned model with

the original CAD model [144, 145, 118], as also demonstrated in Figure 16. Other methods include

scanning electron microscopy (SEM), optical microscopy, and Vernier calliper based comparisons of the

AM lattice with the original CAD dimensions [118].
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5.2.4. Advanced considerations for surface modifications

Porous titanium is unable to simulate organic components of bone. Surface modifications to

porous titanium structures in post processing have shown to improve the biological performance and

osseointegration [146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152, 153, 66, 154, 155, 156]. Surface modifications may

include mechanical, chemical or physical methods [157]. Mechanical methods such as machining,

grinding, polishing and blasting aim to smooth or roughen surface topography to improve osteoblast

adhesion [66]. Chemical surface modification methods such as alkaline treatments, hydrogen peroxide

treatment, and biochemical modifications are typically aimed at improving biocompatibility, bioactivity

or to induce a specific cell and tissue response [66, 154, 155, 156]. Physical modifications such as sprays,

vapour and ion deposition modify surfaces to improve wear and corrosion resistance [157]. One surface

modification that has proven to improve osseointegration and increase osteogenesis is hydroxyapatite

coatings [106, 154].

Surface modifications may also reduce the risk of surface-bonded powder releasing into the body

and causing tissue inflammation possibly due to macrophage activation [158]. Surface-bonded powder

particles are also deleterious to an implants fatigue life as they act as stress concentrators [159]. There

have been notably few in vivo investigations into the effects of surface modification on titanium lattice

structures produced the PBF AM technologies [149]. Future experimental work and systemic reviews

should aim to quantify and discuss the effect of surface modification made to titanium lattice structures

produced through PBF AM on osseointegration, osteogenesis and inflammatory tissue response.

5.2.5. Advanced considerations for trabecular geometry

This review compared trabecular bone micro-architecture to lattice parameters that can be deployed

in additive manufacturing. A simplistic model of trabeculae thickness and spacing was used to relate

to the lattice parameters of strut thickness and pore size, respectively. However, trabecular bone has

a more complex micro-architecture than traditional strut-based lattices and therefore surface-based

lattices should be considered more closely in this application. Furthermore, van Lenthe et al recognized

that trabecular bone exhibits both rod and plate-like behavior and suggested that a combined strut-

and surface-based lattice configuration may best represent the trabecular bone micro-structure, see

Figure 17 [22]; such structures can now be closer to attainable from a manufacturability stand point.

Callens et al. proposed a mathematical model for describing local and global trabecular micro-

architecture which suggested that bone does not exhibit mean zero curvature, like those exhibited

in TMPS structures [21]. Therefore, a stochastic surface-based lattice may be the best selection for

modelling trabecular bone. This has been successfully attempted by Kumar et al. [61] and their

work should be considered an emerging opportunity for the design of titanium lattice architectures for

bone replacement and augmentation. Overall, surface lattices have shown success in replicating the
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Figure 17: van Lenthe et al., used a micro computed tomographical (micro-CT) image of a human trabecular bone to

develop a specimen-specific beam finite-element model. The process is shown above: (a) micro-CT reconstruction, (b)

point cloud generation, (c) multi-colour dilation, and (d) assignment of element thickness and volume to finite element

beams. Original figure obtained from [22]
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mechanical properties of trabecular bone for titanium and titanium alloys and it is recommended that

this avenue be pursued further [106].

6. Conclusions

This review covers the breath of human bone geometry, mechanical properties of cortical and

trabecular bone and the attempts made at replacing these tissues with additively manufactured

titanium lattice structures. Human bone, particularly trabecular bone varies significantly with age, sex,

disease state, skeletal location and region of the individual bones. Therefore, a site specific and function

specific design approach should be considered when designing for human bone replacement, repair

and augmentation. Titanium lattice structures generated through additive manufacturing have shown

success in replicating cortical bone mechanical properties, promoting osseointegration for improved

implant fixation and reduction of stress shielding at the bone-implant interface.

Overall, many studies were able to tune lattice parameters to obtain a Young’s modulus and

compression stiffness within the range of human cortical bone, with challenges in addressing the porous

network architecture concomitantly. Cortical bone is roughly 5-15% porosity and titanium lattices

with roughly 50-70% porosity were most successful in achieving comparable stiffness and compressive

strength. Matching mechanical properties of trabecular bone was less achievable in the current literature.

Trabecular thickness, or feature thickness, of human trabecular bone is on the cusp of what is attainable

with existing metal additive manufacturing powder bed fusion technologies. Additionally, matching

trabecular thickness to feature thickness in titanium-based lattices does not account for the difference in

bulk modulus. Therefore, matching feature thickness to trabecular bone thickness is not a recommended

technique for matching the mechanical properties of titanium lattice structures to those of human

trabecular bone. Control of pore size, porosity and lattice type may yield better results when attempting

to replace trabecular bone with additively manufactured titanium lattices.

Young’s modulus and compressive strength can be correlated to porosity of cellular latticed materials

through the Gibson-Ashby model [63]. The Gibson-Ashby model has been used to predict compressive

mechanical properties of Ti-6Al-4V lattice structures by adjusting lattice type, feature thickness and pore

size to control porosity [160, 64]. Future efforts should build upon this work to develop a more robust

transfer function that better relates the bulk moduli of titanium and Ti-6Al-4V to the anisotropic and

variable lattice parameters required to generate structures that more seamlessly match the mechanical

properties of site and patient specific cortical and trabecular bone. Future work should provide a

comparison of the apparent density of dry and wet bone to better characterize human bone material.

Due to the large variations in bone porosity and microstructure throughout the human skeleton and the

increase of bone porosity with age and in females, patient specific design may yield the best outcome
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with respect matching mechanical properties of bone with additively manufactured lattices. Improved

lattice design for bone replacement and augmentation will allow for improved orthopaedic implant

design and may ultimately reduce the risk of stress shielding at the bone implant interface.
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