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Bone Adaptation as a Geometric Flow
Bryce A. Besler, Tannis D. Kemp, Nils D. Forkert, Steven K. Boyd

Abstract—This paper presents bone adaptation as a geometric
flow. The proposed method is based on two assumptions: first,
that the bone surface is smooth (not fractal) permitting the
definition of a tangent plane and, second, that the interface
between marrow and bone tissue phases is orientable. This
permits the analysis of bone adaptation using the well-developed
mathematics of geometric flows and the numerical techniques of
the level set method. Most importantly, topological changes such
as holes forming in plates and rods disconnecting can be treated
formally and simulated naturally. First, the relationship between
biological theories of bone adaptation and the mathematical
object describing geometric flow is described. This is termed
the adaptation function, F , and is the multi-scale link described
by Frost’s Utah paradigm between cellular dynamics and bone
structure. Second, a model of age-related bone loss termed
curvature-based bone adaptation is presented. Using previous
literature, it is shown that curvature-based bone adaptation is
the limiting continuous equation of simulated bone atrophy,
a discrete model of bone aging. Interestingly, the parameters
of the model can be defined in such a way that the flow is
volume-preserving. This implies that bone health can in principle
change in ways that fundamentally cannot be measured by
areal or volumetric bone mineral density, requiring structure-
level imaging. Third, a numerical method is described and two
in silico experiments are performed demonstrating the non-
volume-preserving and volume-preserving cases. Taken together,
recognition of bone adaptation as a geometric flow permits the
recruitment of mathematical and numerical developments over
the last 50 years to understanding and describing the complex
surface of bone.

Index Terms—Bone Adaptation, Geometric Flow, Osteoporosis,
Aging

I. INTRODUCTION

The concept of bone adaptation as a geometric flow is
presented. The work presented here is a significant exten-
sion of a conference proceeding [1]. Particularly, an artifact
of signed distance transforms of sampled signals has been
identified [2] and solved in the case of computed tomography
images of biphasic materials [3]. The mathematics have been
expanded significantly to tightly link the model to the theory
of geometric flows.

II. ADAPTATION AS A GEOMETRIC FLOW

It is assumed that bone changes occur at the interface of
marrow and bone tissue. As a consequence of this claim,
with an assumption of smoothness, many statements can be
made about the underlying dynamics. Specifically, they can be
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modeled as a geometric flow where the flow rate has a historic
and important meaning in the theory of bone adaptation.

A. Biology of Bone Adaptation

Bone adaptation occurs fundamentally at the surface [4],
[5], [6]. This is in opposition to ontogenesis [7] and indirect
fracture healing [8] where endochondral ossification is re-
placing cartilage or intramembranous ossification is occurring
directly from sheets of mesenchymal connective tissue. Func-
tional adaptation refers to adaptation controlled principally
through mechanics, typically coordinated by the osteocyte
summarizable by a biological set point theory termed the
mechanostat [5]. Adaptation is separated into modeling (mo-
tion of the periosteal and endosteal surfaces through surface
drifts) and remodeling (changes in cortical and trabecular bone
through coordinated cell action) [5]. The unit of remodeling is
the basic multicellular unit (BMU) consisting of osteoblasts,
osteoclasts, osteocytes, and other cells coordinated through
cellular dynamics. Remodeling is coordinated differently in
the lacunae of trabecular bone [9] and the osteon’s of cortical
bone [10]. Furthermore, a distinction is made between changes
in shape (external remodeling) and changes in the material
properties (internal remodeling) [11]. The principle concept is
that adaptation occurs on the surface, which presupposed the
existence of a surface as opposed to a density field and that
adaptation can be modeled as a change in this surface over
time.

B. The Bone Surface

Let bone be described by a density field ρ : Ω→ R+ defined
on a domain Ω ⊂ R3. It is assumed that bone is a biphasic
material consisting of the marrow phase and the bone tissue
phase, the domain is a union of the two phases Ω = ΩMarrow∪
ΩTissue where ΩMarrow and ΩTissue are the marrow and bone
tissue components in the field, respectively. Importantly, since
the bone is a biphasic material, its interface can be described
as an orientable surface:

C : R2 → R3 (1)

where C is the surface. The consequence of having an ori-
entable surface is that there is a defined inside and outside, so
that a volume can be defined and area elements oriented.

One additional claim is made that the surface is locally
smooth, permitting differentiation. Since the surface is dif-
ferentiable, the area is finite, a tangent plane can be de-
fined at each point on the surface, and principle, mean, and
Gaussian curvature defined. This constraint will be relaxed in
Section II-C to permit topological changes during adaptation.

In contrast to differential geometry [12], one could de-
fine bone using the theory of fractal geometry [13]. Fractal
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(a) A Rod Resorbing (b) A Plate Forming a Hole (c) Periosteal Drift

Fig. 1. Idealized surface changes in bone structure. (1a) Rods can resorb, changing topology; (1b) plates can form holes, causing rod-to-plate transition; and
(1c) periosteal drift can change the gross morphometry.

dimension is a well established morphometric parameter of
trabecular bone [14], [15] defined from fractal geometry and
there are strong arguments that bone has fractal properties [16].
The coastline paradox is the quintessential natural experiment
about the origin of fractals, where the measured length of a
coastline depends on the size of the ruler you measure it with.
The paradox is that the area continues to increase as the ruler
decreases, all the way down to the scale of an atom, leading to
one having a curve with finite volume but infinite area. In bone,
the perimeter is replaced with surface area and the ruler with
the resolution of the imager. While this behavior is confirmed
at in vivo resolutions [15], it is not clear if this trend would
continue ad infinitum. At some resolution — say, the 100 nm
scale — the measured area is assumed to stabilize. Scanning
electron microscopy confirms relatively smooth surfaces, albeit
some surface roughness [17]. While this theory holds that
the surface is smooth, no claims are made on properties of
the surface not exhibiting fractal-like behavior in the form of
power laws, such as the distribution of pore size [18].

C. Adaptation as a Geometric Flow

Having established the bone surface as an orientable,
smooth surface, attention is placed on how to move the surface
in time. This leads directly to an extrinsic geometric flow:

Ct = FN (2)

where ·t is a partial derivative in time, F is a rate of surface
growth that varies spatially across the surface, and N is the
normal of the surface. This equation captures motion only in
the normal direction along the surface since tangential motion
leads to a reparameterization of the surface and not a change
in its geometry. With an initial surface, this presents bone
adaptation as an initial value (Cauchy) problem:{ Ct = FN (3a)

C(x, 0) = C0 (3b)

where C0 is the initial bone surface. Such a formulation has
been used extensively in computational physics [19] and active
contours [20].

Classic results of extrinsic geometric flows follow naturally
from presentation of the Cauchy problem [21], [22], [23].
Changes in topology can occur as rods disconnect or holes
form in plates. In finite time, the curve can develop sharp
corners, which are continuous but not smooth, requiring spe-
cial treatment through the theory of viscous solutions [24].

A complete contrast and comparison of geometric flows and
their relation to bone adaptation is beyond the scope of this
work and is an area of future interest.

D. The Adaptation Function, F

The principle consequence of considering bone as a geo-
metric flow is that the quantity F , combined with the initial
surface, completely describes the adaptation of bone. Due to
its importance, we term the quantity F the adaptation function.

1) F in Frost’s mechanostat: F is exactly the mechanostat
graph of Carter [25] and Frost [26]. Remodeling, lamellar bone
drifts, and woven bone drifts are summarized in a single graph
where changes in bone density (or surface) are a function of
local mechanical strain. It is a summary of the BMU and
changes spatially across the surface of bone. This paradigm
has been used extensively to develop computational models of
bone adaptation [27], [28], [29], [30], [31]. Attempts have been
made to measure F experimentally and establish the presence
of lazy zones [32].

2) F in Dynamical Systems: One paradigm for under-
standing skeletal health is to treat the basic multicellular
unit (BMU) as a dynamical system. Hormones circulating in
the blood stream (PTH, calcitonin, calcitriol, estrogens, etc.)
and cytokines expressed locally (OPG, RANK, Wnts, TGF-
β, etc.) control the rate of bone formation and resorption.
Importantly, these substrates change the temporal dynamics of
other substances, say through the down regulation of PTH as
calcium leaves the bone and enters the blood stream or through
the modified expression of RANK-L from osteoblasts, which
leads to nonlinear effects in neighboring cells. Dynamical
systems based on nonlinear partial differential equations have
been used extensively to model coupled system. At the cellular
level, dynamical models have explained paradoxes in experi-
mental research [33] as well as predicting the response of bone
to different cytokines [34], [35]. The adaptation function, F ,
is a continuous summary of the activity of discrete osteoblasts
and osteoclasts, similar in concept to diffusion being a contin-
uous summary of quantized particles moving from Brownian
motion. In this paradigm, the adaptation function is the link
between cellular- and tissue-scale dynamics [36], [37].

3) F in Cellular Automata: Dynamical systems lead im-
mediately to the paradigm of cellular automata (although not
equivalent, taken here in spirit with complex adaptive sys-
tems and agent based modeling) [38], [39], [40]. The central
concept of cellular automata is that complex behaviors can
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emerge from iterating simple rules, emerging in a way non-
obvious by studying the rules in isolation. Such models have
been used for predicting cortical remodeling [41], posing bone
adaptation as a topological optimization problem [42], and
simulating fracture healing [43]. Viewed as agents, osteoblast
and osteoclast cells can be thought to interact through simple
rules, being defined by cytokines, local loading, and genetics.
The system adapts through time, causing the spatial pattern
of bone to emerge. In contrast to dynamical systems, this is a
computational paradigm of bone adaptation. As in dynamical
systems, the adaptation function F is a summary of these local
agents.

E. Remarks on Internal and External Models

There is a rich history in the development of models of
bone adaptation. We differentiate those models that make the
two-phase assumption from those that do not with Carter’s
terminology of internal remodeling [44], [29] and external
remodeling [45], [27], [46], respectively. There are models
that make use of both [47]. Equation 2 is the central equation
for external remodeling while the central equation for internal
remodeling is:

ρt = F (4)

where ρ is the density field.
In both cases, the adaptation function F remains

the central quantity of investigation. In internal remod-
eling methods, F has dimensions of density per unit
time ([Mass][Length]-3[Time]-1) while in external remodel-
ing methods, F has dimensions of length per unit time
([Length][Time]-1). While these models are tightly coupled
through F , their assumption on the density field have different
consequences. For instance, internal remodeling can have a
hole form in the center of a trabecula, not connected to the
marrow space. Unless one relaxes the reinitialization condition
(Section IV-A4), this cannot occur in external remodeling. A
consequence of this is that the analytic models of Weinans [48]
and Cowin [49] are not equivalent.

III. CURVATURE-BASED BONE ADAPTATION

We now present a specific model of bone adaptation for
age-related bone loss. The model is based heavily on a prior
model of age-related bone loss called simulated bone atrophy
(SIBA) [50], [51], [52], [53]. Using prior literature, it will
be demonstrated that SIBA simulates mean curvature flow,
providing a strong link to this geometric model.

A. The Model

Curvature-based bone adaptation models age-related
changes in bone loss as a summation of advection of the
surface and mean curvature flow. This gives the adaptation
function:

F = a− bκ (5)

where a is the advection constant with dimensions
[Length][Time]-1, b is the curvature constant with dimensions
[Length]2[Time]-1, and κ is the mean curvature with dimen-
sions [Length]-1. While a can take on any value, b can only

take on positive values. Negative values of b are consistent
with inverse mean curvature flow, which is not defined for
flat surfaces and becomes numerically unstable for non-flat
surfaces. This is a two-parameter model defining a spatially
varying adaptation function that depends only on the local
geometry.

The intuition behind Equation 5 is the same as in SIBA.
Thin connections in the bone will resorb first not only because
they are smaller, but because they have much higher curvature.
Holes can form in plates causing plate-to-rod transition. Gener-
ally, changes occur on the surface, the trabecular bone surface
erodes, and the rate at which bone changes varies across the
surface.

An important definition is when F = 0 across the surface,
as the bone will stop adapting. Rearranging Equation 5, the
stopping condition can be found:

F = b(〈κ〉 − κ) (6)

where 〈κ〉 = a/b is the average mean curvature across the
surface. The bone will stop adapting when it is a surface
of constant mean curvature, κ = 〈κ〉 everywhere. Such an
equation is seen in the Young-Laplace equation [54], [55]
describing soap films, surface tension, and capillary rise.

A closed form solution for curvature-based bone adaptation
is difficult even for simple analytic surfaces. A solution is
given for the sphere [56] and has been long known for the
cases when a = 0 or b = 0. However, simple analytic surfaces
are in someway unfaithful for developing intuitions on the
equation.

B. Relation to Minimal Surfaces

A minimal surface is a surface of smallest area given a
constraint. Equivalently, as mean curvature is the first variation
of area, a minimal surface will have a mean curvature of
zero everywhere. The first of such surfaces were Euler’s
catenoid and helicod. Later, Schwarz and Neovius described
periodic minimal surfaces that extended infinitely. Schoen
later classified these surfaces and discovered the gyroid [57]
Finally, surfaces of non-zero and spatially varying constant
mean curvature were explored by Chopp and Sethian [58],
[59] using level set methods. Such surfaces have been used for
designing scaffolds for tissue engineering [60] and lightweight
but strong structures [61].

C. Relation to SIBA

The relationship between curvature-based bone adaptation
and simulated bone atrophy (SIBA) is now described. SIBA
works on binary images of bone where the bone tissue phase is
the foreground object and the marrow phase is the background
object. A finite support Gaussian filtration is used to blur the
object followed by a threshold to rebinarize the image. Physi-
cal interpretations were given to the variance of the Gaussian
blur and threshold value based on osteoblast efficiency and
resorption depth. The key methodological novelty of SIBA
was that it naturally handled bone changing topology, where
rods could resorb and plats could form holes.
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The intuitive similarities between SIBA and curvature-based
bone adaptation is that Gaussian blurring moves the surface in
a way that resembles mean curvature flow. Local changes on
the bone surface are dependent on the magnitude and sign of
the local mean curvature. As such, an advection term is used
to model thresholding and a mean curvature term is used to
model the Gaussian blurring. However, this link can be made
concrete, and is done so now. The main result is that if a
threshold of 0.5 is used in SIBA, the method is equivalent to
mean curvature flow in the limit as the product of kernel size
and epoch time goes to zero.

1) Advection — Threshold Link: The link between advec-
tion and thresholding is derived following a previous derivation
for Gaussian smoothed surfaces (Appendix of [62]). Consider
a binary image, I , blurred with some Gaussian filter, Gσ:

J = I ∗Gσ (7)

where ∗ is convolution and J is the resulting grayscale image.
We seek to understand how far the surface moves given a
threshold T of J . The intensity is normalized by forcing the
binary image I to take on values of 0 or 1.

The curvature-dependence of the problem is removed by
considering a blurring much smaller than the local mean
curvature (σ � |H|) such that the surface is near flat (relative
to the smoothing). Then, we can reduce the three-dimensional
problem to a one-dimensional problem by considering the line
along the surface normal, since blurring does not change the
surface in the tangent plane. We define I to be a unit step
(Heaviside) function θ(x) with zero crossing at x = 0. The
unit step is substituted into Equation 7 and the location of the
T level set is computed.

J(x) = θ(x) ∗Gσ (8)

T =
1

2

(
1 + erf

(
x√
2σ

))
(9)

x =
√

2σerf−1 (2T − 1) (10)

where erf(·) is the error function:

erf(z) =
2√
π

∫ z

0

e−t
2

dt (11)

and erf−1 the inverse error function. Note that the inverse error
function is unique if |z| < 1, which corresponds to thresholds
inside the dynamic range [0, 1] specified for the binary image.
Furthermore, erf−1(0) = 0, corresponding to no change in the
surface if T = 0.5.

Equation 10 gives an estimation of the distance the surface
travels in flat areas for a given threshold T . Dividing this
distance by the sample time, which is the inverse of activation
frequency (AF) in SIBA, gives an estimate of the correspond-
ing advection constant:

a =
√

2σerf−1 (2T − 1) AF (12)

2) Mean Curvature — Gaussian Filtration Link: The rela-
tionship follows in two steps. First, consider the heat flow of
the image: {

Iτ = α∆I on Ω× (0,∞) (13a)
I(x, 0) = I0 on Ω× 0 (13b)

where I0 is the original binary image, τ ∈ [0,∞) is a time-
like parameter, α is thermal diffusivity typically set to unity,
and ∆ = ∇2 is the Laplacian operator. This defines a one-
parameter family of images where the time-like parameter
captures the scale of objects in the image [63], [64]. It is
well known that the solution of the heat equation is Gaussian
convolution:

I(x, τ) = I0(x) ∗Gτ (x) (14)

where 2ατ = σ2 in Equation 7. As such, one can work with
I(x, τ) equivalently to the Gaussian blurring. The problem
now reduces to comparing heat flow of the image to mean
curvature flow of the surface.

Realizing the link between Gaussian convolution and heat
flow, SIBA is exactly the same as the BMO (Bence-Merriman-
Osher) algorithm in computational physics for simulating
mean curvature flow, except a threshold different from 0.5 is
selected [65]. BMO simulates mean curvature flow by blurring
a binary image using the heat equation and rebinarizing the
field with a threshold at 0.5. Evans (Theorem 5.1, [66])
proved that if u is the viscous solution from mean curvature
flow and I(x, τ) the solution from the diffusion equation,
the two methods are equivalent in the limit of small τ .
The consequence is that for small values of σ/AF and with
T = 0.5, SIBA simulates mean curvature flow.

Following the methods of the BMO algorithm [65] in
spherical coordinates, the mean curvature constant can be
estimated as twice the thermal diffusivity constant:

b = 2α (15)

Note that b and α have the same dimensions,
[Length]2[Time]-1. Substituting into the relationship between
α and σ:

b =
σ2

τ
(16)

where τ can be estimated as the inverse of activation fre-
quency, as in the case of advection. The factors-of-two cancel
because the surface is embedded in three dimensions. Finally,
one can estimate the target mean curvature in SIBA by dividing
Equation 12 by Equation 16:

〈κ〉 =

√
2erf−1 (2T − 1)

σ
(17)

Noting the restriction in Section III-C4, the algorithm will stop
before this condition is met.

3) Limitations on these Similarities: It should be noted that
the derivations in Section III-C1 and III-C2 are approximate
and not exact. Additional analysis is needed to derive bounds
and convergence orders. Differences will arise because SIBA
is compositional (Gaussin blur then thresholding) while the
proposed model is additive (summing advection and mean cur-
vature flow). Finally, SIBA was designed to be implemented
in discrete space with a finite support Gaussian filter, causing
differences to this continuous model.

4) Advantages and Disadvantages: There are three primary
advantages to curvature-based bone adaptation over simulated
bone atrophy. The first advantage is a high-order representation
of the bone surface. Since the surface is represented as a
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signed distance transform, gradients are available, and sub-
voxel shifts can be tracked over time. In SIBA, the bone is
represented by a binary image that is continually blurred and
rebinarized. This inherently limits the representation to first
order accurate, O(h), since information on the derivatives is
lost by binarization. Furthermore, the bone surface can never
traverse through voxel edges in very flat surfaces before being
rebinarized, causing the surface to stop advecting artificially
early (see Section 4 of [65]). This problem has an intricate
link to anti-aliasing filters in computer graphics [67], [2]. The
second advantage is well-defined mathematics for geometric
flows. This gives us principled methods of understanding when
the flow stops, if the flow minimizes an energy functional,
and how the area and volume change with the flow. Further
refinement of the link between dynamic histomorphometry [4],
[68], [69] and geometric flows [70] as well as formulating
energy functionals for bone adaptation [71] is an exciting
future direction. The final advantage is that building load
driven adaptation models based on the binary representation
has the distinct disadvantage of requiring blurring to establish
normal vectors [46]. The Gaussian filtration has an inherent
trade-off where large blurs are needed to prevent quantization
of the normal vector while small blurs are preferred to limit
structural changes. Additionally, this causes an implicit mean
curvature flow on top of the expected load driven adaptation,
presenting difficulties in model validation.

The two disadvantages of the proposed method are that it
requires more memory and the algorithms are more difficult
to implement. The memory requirement comes from needing
to store the signed distance transform in a floating point
representation where binary images can be stored with an
unsigned 8-bit integer and massively compressed. Second, the
proposed method requires specialized techniques for embed-
ding and evolving, which are not yet standard in many image
processing libraries. The tools required to implement SIBA
exist in virtually all image processing libraries.

Beyond contrasting, the two methods share a defining
similarity: the ability to handle topological changes in bone
during adaptation. This is the defining feature of any external
remodeling algorithm and follows simply as a corollary of
the assumption that bone adapts at the surface. If it adapts
at the surface, topological changes will occur, and they must
be treated appropriately. Any algorithm that cannot handle
topological changes, such as those assuming diffeomorphisms,
are not appropriate for modeling adaptation. This explains
why successful methods in the field of brain imaging [72]
and shape analysis [73] have had limited success in modeling
bone adaptation. These methods make the explicit assumption
of spatial normalization: that there exists a diffeomorphism
between time points. While this appears true for brains, this
is not true of bone microarchitecture within the same subject
or between subjects. Similarly, adaptation simulation methods
that used deformations of the grayscale data have an implicit
weak form of the topology assumption that only holds for
short time durations [74].

IV. NUMERICAL SIMULATION

A. Level Set Method

The level set method is used to simulate the geometric
flow [75], [76], [77]. Primarily, the level set method represents
the curve implicitly as the zero level set of an embedding
function, φ:

C = {x | φ(x) = 0} (18)

This prevents many issues seen in parametric representations
of surfaces [20], described in Figure 2. Importantly, an equa-
tion of motion can be computed for the implicit surface based
on the curve evolution equation (Equation 2) and taking the
temporal derivative of the implicit contour (Equation 18):

φt + F |∇φ| = 0 (19)

Using this derivation, the equivalent initial value (Cauchy)
problem can be stated using the implicit embedding function:

{
φt + F |∇φ| = 0 (20a)
φ(x, 0) = ±d(x,C) (20b)

Instead of working with the curve directly, motion and mor-
phometrics will be performed on the embedding, being able
to recover the curve as the zero level set of the embedding at
another time.

The finite difference method will be used to solve Equa-
tion 20a numerically. In general, the finite volume method
is inappropriate for this solver as bone adaptation is not in
general a conserved, hyperbolic system. This stems from the
physiology where density does not flow through the domain
like a fluid leaving or entering only at the boundary, but
instead changes with sources (osteoblasts) and sinks (osteo-
clasts) scattered throughout the domain. Alternatively, the
finite element method could be used but will in general be
too computationally intensive. This section is motivated by
considering the generalized problem of Equation 20a:

φt = L(φ) (21)

Justification for these techniques can be found elsewhere [23].
1) Spatial Gradients: An approximation to the operator L

is needed. This is a sum of the advection and mean curvature
terms.

L(φ) = −a+ bκ (22)
= Ladvection(φ) + Lmean curvature(φ) (23)

The mean curvature term can simply be expanded and appro-
priate finite difference subsituted into the equation:

Lmean curvature(φ) = bκ|∇φ| (24)

=

(φyy + φzz)φ
2
x

+ (φzz + φxx)φ2
y

+ (φxx + φyy)φ2
z

−2φxφyφxy − 2φzφxφzx − 2φyφzφyz(
φ2
x + φ2

y + φ2
z

) (25)
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(a) parameterization (b) Parameter Distribution (c) Topology Change (d) Smooth Representation

Fig. 2. Disadvantages of using a parametric representation. 2a) Complex structures such as cancellous bone are difficult to parameterize. 2b) Parameters
will bunch during the flow. 2c) Changes in topology require explicit merging and splitting rules. 2d) Surface representations are implicitely smoothed with
differentiable parametric representation.

The advection term is more difficult because central-difference
approximations to the gradient operator cause oscillations.
Instead, an upwind solver must be used:

Ladvection(φ) = −a|∇φ| (26)

= −a
√
φ2
x + φ2

y + φ2
z (27)

= −a+
√

(p+)2 + (q−)2 + (r+)2 + (s−)2 + (t+)2 + (u−)2

−a−
√

(p−)2 + (q+)2 + (r−)2 + (s+)2 + (t−)2 + (u+)2
(28)

where x+ = max(x, 0), x− = min(x, 0), and p through u are
one-sided differences:

p = D−
x φ q = D+

x φ
r = D−

y φ s = D+
y φ

t = D−
z φ u = D+

z φ
(29)

These first-order derivatives can be replaced with weighted
essential non-oscillator schemes if higher order accuracy is
needed [78].

2) Time Stepping: Next, the solution must be time stepped.
This is done using a forward Euler approximation to the time
derivative:

φn+1 = φn + ∆tL(φn) (30)

This can be extended with the Runge-Kutta method if a more
accurate solver is needed.

3) Courant-Friedrich-Lewy Condition: The method will be
unstable if the Courant-Friedrich-Lewy (CFL) condition is
not met [79]. The CFL condition states that the “numerical
domain of dependence must include the physical domain of
dependence”. In essence, this means that the surface cannot
travel further than a voxel in a single iteration. The time step
can be selected by the following equation:

α = ∆t

(
|a|

min(∆x,∆y,∆z)
+

2|b|
min(∆x2,∆y2,∆z2)

)
(31)

where ∆x, ∆y, and ∆z are the voxels edge lengths. α must
be selected less than 1 to satisfy the CFL condition and is
selected to be 0.5 in this work.

4) Reinitialization: During evolution, the embedding can
deviate from a signed distance transform. Reinitialization is
the process of returning the embedding to a signed distance
transform [19]. In this work, a method is used that guarantees
that the embedding does not change sign during reinitalization,
and thus keeps volume conserved [80]. This is achieved by
solving the following partial differential equation with the
same finite difference method:

φτ + S(φ0) (|∇φ| − 1) = 0 (32)

where τ is a time-like parameter and S(·) is a regularized
approximation to the sign function:

S(φ) =
φ√

φ2 + |∇φ|2h2
(33)

where h = min(∆x,∆y,∆z). The reinitalization equation
is performed after every iteration, which could be relaxed if
computation time was a concern.

B. Embedding

Attention is now placed on initialization the embedding, φ.
This is a challenging task as the signed distance transform
of binary images exhibit quantization, limiting numerical
accuracy of the flow and ability to measure curvatures [2].
Instead, a previously developed method is used that instantiates
the embedding directly from the density image, skipping
binarization [3]. The method is quickly summarized below.

The central idea is to construct an embedding ψ that does
not satisfy the Eikonal condition but shares a zero crossing
with the desired embedding φ. This is achieved by subtracting
a density threshold to shift the desired density level set to zero.
Furthermore, noise reduction methods can also be applied.
This leads to the following definition of the intermediate
embedding:

ψ = T −Gσ ∗ ρ (34)

where T is a density threshold, Gσ is a Gaussian blur of size
σ, and ψ is an embedding whose zero level set is the implicit
surface (Equation 18). Having the intermediate embedding,
the closest point method [81], [82], [83] is used to establish
the narrowband distances, which are then marched to the
remainder of the domain using the high-order fast sweeping
method [84]. The obtained embedding φ satisfies the recovery
condition, Eikonal condition, is unique, and has an order of
accuracy greater than unity [85], [3].

C. Density Component Estimation

Having the density and embedding image, the phase den-
sities ρmarrow and ρbone can be estimated. The central idea is
that the density image can be constructed from the embedding
image knowing the two phase densities and the embedding:

ρ = ρboneθ(−φ) + ρmarrow [1− θ(−φ)] (35)



7

where θ is the Heaviside step function. We follow here the
method of Chan and Vese [86] to estimated ρmarrow and ρbone
from the density image ρ an embedding φ:

ρbone =

∫
Ω
ρ(x)θ(−φ(x))dV∫
Ω
θ(−φ(x))dV

(36)

ρmarrow =

∫
Ω
ρ(x) [1− θ(−φ(x))] dV∫
Ω

[1− θ(−φ(x))] dV
(37)

It is assumed that the phase densities do not change during
adaptation. As such, volumetric bone mineral density can be
estimated from the volume fraction of bone:

BV/TV =

∫
Ω
θ(−φ(x))dV∫

Ω
dV

(38)

vBMD = ρboneBV/TV + ρmarrow [1− BV/TV] (39)

We remark here that while masking is not explicitly performed
in this study, it can be achieved using simple surface editing
operators on signed distance fields [87], [88].

D. Morphometry

Beyond densities, morphometry can be performed directly
from the embedding using a previously developed tech-
nique [62]. First, mean curvature can be computed using the
divergence of the surface normals:

H =
1

2
∇ ·
(
∇φ
|∇φ|

)
(40)

We remark that H and κ differ by a factor of the surface
dimensionality:

H =
κ

2
(41)

κ is the physicist’s mean curvature while H is the geometer’s
mean curvature. Next, Gaussian curvature can be computed on
the implicit contour [23]:

K = −

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
φxx φxy φxz φx
φyx φyy φyz φy
φzx φzy φzz φz
φx φy φz 0

∣∣∣∣∣∣∣∣
|∇φ|4

(42)

Using mean and Gaussian curvature with definition of the
volume and area elements, the volume (V ), area (A), surface
average mean curvature (〈H〉), total Gaussian curvature (K̄),
and Euler–Poincaré characteristic (χ) can be measured using
previously developed methods [86], [80], [62], [3]:

V =

∫
Ω

θ(−φ)dV (43)

A =

∫
Ω

δ(−φ)|∇φ|dV (44)

〈H〉 =

∫
Ω
Hδ(−φ)|∇φ|dV∫

Ω
dV

(45)

K̄ =

∫
Ω

Kδ(−φ)|∇φ|dV (46)

χ =
K̄

2π
(47)

From these definitions, standard bone morphometric mea-
sures can be derived. The structure model index (SMI) can
be computed from average mean curvature, volume, and
area [89], [90], trabecular bone pattern factor (TBPf) can
be computed from average mean curvature alone [91], [92],
and connectivity density (Conn.D) can be computed from the
Euler–Poincaré characteristic and the total volume [93]:

SMI = 12〈H〉V
A

(48)

TBPf = 2〈H〉 (49)

Conn.D =
1− χ/2
TV

(50)

The purpose of the factor-of-two is outlined in the Appendix.
Importantly, since connected component filtering cannot be
easily implemented on the embedding and disconnected par-
ticles will form during the flow, Odgaard’s constraints on the
Betti numbers — that there is no marrow cavities (β2 = 0)
and only one foreground particle (β0 = 1) — cannot be
guaranteed [93]. The importance of this conclusion is outlined
in the discussion.

V. EXPERIMENT

Two experiments are performed to demonstrate curvature-
based bone adaptation. Ten cubes of bovine trabecular bone
were previously sawed to 10 mm in edge length and imaged at
a nominal resolution of 20 µm [94]. Embedding was performed
with a threshold of T = 400 mg HA/cc and Gaussian filter
of standard deviation σ = 20 µm. This dataset was previously
used to validate the embedding method [3].

Images were embedded and geometric flows simulated using
the level set method. Two parameter sets are studied as
described later. 30 years were simulated and morphometry was
performed every 3 years directly from the embedding. Mor-
phometry included the bone surface to volume ratio (BS/BV,
mm−1), volumetric bone mineral density (vBMD, mg HA/cc),
connectivity density (Conn.D, mm−3), and structure model
index (SMI, −). For rendering, volumes were reduced to
a 2 mm edge length cube in order to visualize individual
trabeculae and the marching cubes algorithm [95] was used
to directly extract the surface at an isocontour of zero.

A. Assigned Flow

Model parameters are selected such that they represent
physiologically plausible losses. Selecting a = −1 µm yr−1

and b = 100 µm2 yr−1 would erode a rod of thickness 100 µm
roughly 2 µm yr−1. Given that trabecular bone has an average
thickness around 100− 250 µm, this is a reasonable loss over
a human lifespan of 100 years. Of course, the process is non-
linear, and more loss will be experienced.

B. Volume-Preserving Flow

Next, a volume-preserving flow is investigated. To ensure
the flow is volume-preserving, the parameters {a, b} are se-
lected equal to the average mean curvature across the surface:

a

b
= 〈κ〉 (51)
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Subject 〈H〉 mm−1 κ mm−1 b µm2 yr−1 a µmyr−1

1 2.21 4.42 100 0.442
2 -0.13 -0.26 100 -0.026
3 1.27 2.53 100 0.253
4 0.31 0.62 100 0.062
5 0.37 0.73 100 0.073
6 1.25 2.51 100 0.251
7 0.56 1.12 100 0.112
8 2.11 4.22 100 0.422
9 1.35 2.70 100 0.270

10 -0.02 -0.04 100 -0.004
TABLE I

PER-SUBJECT PARAMETERS FOR CURVATURE DRIVEN BONE ADAPTATION
THAT PRODUCE A VOLUME-PRESERVING FLOW.

The same curvature constant, b = 100 µm2 yr−1, is used but
the propagation constant, a, is allowed to vary with each
subject. These values are given in Table I. The volume-
preserving flow is interesting because it implies changes in
the bone surface that fundamentally cannot be measured by
areal or volumetric bone volume fraction, requiring imaging
of the microarchitecture. Furthermore, this suggests a deeper
relationship between structure and calcium homeostasis where
bone can be turning over but net calcium flux through digestion
and excretion is zero.

VI. RESULTS

A. Assigned Flow

Morphometry during curvature-based bone adaptation is
plotted in Figure 3. Bone surface to volume ratio increases
non-linearly with time. Similarly, structure model index in-
creases with time. Owing to the inverse relationship between
SMI and BS/BV, the changes in SMI must be driven by an
increase in mean curvature across the surface. Bone mineral
density decreases almost linearly and nearly at the same rate
for all subjects. A subject specific response was seen in
connectivity density. While a few subjects increased Conn.D
across the time frame, others increased then decreased rapidly.
The number of connections can rise when plates form holes,
decrease when rods disconnect, and effectively decrease by
the formation of isolated particles, making this morphometric
outcome difficult to interpret. The surface of the median
subject by density is visualized in Figure 4. Rods are seen
disconnecting and resorbing, the structure thins throughout
and becomes more porous. Furthermore, the surface looses
roughness in the first 3 years consistent with noise being
removed by mean curvature flow.

B. Volume-Preserving Flow

Morphometrics for the volume-preserving flow are plotted
in Figure 5. As expected, bone mineral density decreases
only slightly, a result seen in a previous study [80]. The
ratio of surface area to volume decreases over time while
structure model index increases. This is driven by the inverse
relationship between SMI and BS/BV where surface average
mean curvature is constant in the volume-preserving flow.
Since volume is constant, the surface area must be decreasing,
consistent with area being the first variation of volume. Finally,
connectivity density increases for approximately 10 years then

starts to decrease. This is consistent with particles forming,
increasing the Euler–Poincaré characteristic, followed by rods
disconnecting. The initial, 15 year, and 30 year epochs of the
median density subject are rendered in Figure 6. Structural
changes are subtle, but thin rods can be observed disconnecting
and negative curvature areas thickening. As in the non-volume-
preserving case, noise on the surface is rapidly removed.

VII. DISCUSSION

Bone adaptation is presented as a geometric flow. Curvature-
based bone adaptation is presented as the continuous version
of the discrete simulated bone atrophy method. The geometric
flow can be simulated using the level set method, which
naturally handles topological changes. Two parameter sets
were investigated, one resembling age-related bone loss and
another being a volume-preserving flow.

The concretized model of curvature-based bone adaptation,
and its predecessor simulated bone atrophy [50], are unlikely
to accurately predict in vivo bone microarchitectural changes.
This owes to the relationship of the models to the Young-
Laplace equation of surface tension, giving bubble-like ar-
chitecutres if the model runs longer than 30 years. However,
the power of these models is in their clarity and computational
abilities. As with simulated bone atrophy, topological changes
can be handled naturally. Furthermore, the methods of sim-
ulated bone atrophy were central to developing a load-driven
model that could handle topological changes [46]. In this way,
the specific instantiation (curvature-based bone adaptation) and
general theory (bone adaptation as a geometric flow) should
be separated [96].

Beyond a specific instantiation, there are limitations to
describing bone adaptation as a geometric flow. The central
assumption to treat bone as a geometric flow is that the
bone is orientable and smooth. This assumption cannot be
met during fetal development and fracturing healing where
mineralization processes are not occurring on an existing
surface. Generally, ontogenesis and fracturing healing will be
well described by internal remodeling methods [25] while
modeling and remodeling will be well described by external
remodeling methods. Such a situation alludes to a description
that is not internal nor external remodeling. There should be
an underlying process which gives rise to internal or external
remodeling based on circumstance.

In a search for the underlying dynamics of bone biology,
a natural pattern similar to trabecular bone was sought. An
astonishing similarity is seen between trabecular bone and Tur-
ing patterns [97]. Turing patterns emerge from simple reaction-
diffusion equations, giving wonderfully complex shapes. The
Gray-Scott model is arguably the most studied of these mod-
els [98] and extensive work has been done to classify the
patterns as a function of their parameters [99]. Another famous
reaction-diffusion model is the Allen-Cahn equation [100],
which was shown to converge to mean curvature flow [101].
Understanding trabecular patterning as a consequence of the
dynamics of biochemistry will provide a deeper understanding
of the multi-scale link in bone biology [102].

The obvious next step is to incorporate the level set method
into a functional adaptation model. Developing a functional
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Fig. 3. Measured morphometry during curvature based bone adaptation with parametes a = −1 µmyr−1 and b = 100 µm2 yr−1. Bone (3a) surface area
to volume ratio, (3b) volumetric minearl density, (3c) connectivity density, and (3d) structure model index are plotted every three years over 30 years of
simulation. Connected lines are individual subjects.

adaptation model using the signed distance embedding is a
concatenation of the biphasic model [3] and existing load-
driven models [29], [28], [103]. The key distinction is to per-
form finite element analysis on the density image constructed
from the biphasic solution while having motion of the bone
surface on the embedding. This has the major advantage of not
having to perform connected components filtering for finite
element analysis, where isolated parts of bone relevant for
measuring changes in total calcium must be removed in order
to permit a solution of the finite element model.

Without binarizing the volume, it is difficult to perform con-
nected components filtering during embedding or adaptation
where isolated bone tissue components can arise. Connected
components filtering is needed to meet the assumptions of
Odgaard in measuring connectivity density [93]. The method
presented here cannot assess the Betti numbers directly, but
connectivity density is still estimated so the numerics are inter-
pretable. However, alternative methods exist for computing the
Betti numbers of an implicit curve [104], which would allow
the direct measurement of β1 without connected components
filtering. Furthermore, this method may be less sensitive than
the total Gaussian curvature method used here. Together with
performing finite element analysis on the constructed density

image, this would permit the development of disconnected
components during adaptation, which would be important for
monitoring calcium homeostasis. Odgaard identified the issue
of isolated bone particles during adaptation in his connectivity
density work [93]:

During bone formation and bone healing isolated
islands of bone may exist, but these and related
exceptions will not be considered further. The main
reason for neglecting these exceptions is that fully
isolated bony strands do only contribute very little, if
at all, to the mechanical competence of a cancellous
bone region.

A major question that remains to be resolved is how to
incorporate a local strain field and a local advection force
together. Existing models assume the magnitude of the dif-
feomorphism caused by the strain field is much smaller in
magnitude than local changes in bone morphometry, consistent
with the small-strain assumption of mechanics. It is not obvi-
ous how to validate this assumption, nor how to incorporate
the two types of motion together. However, incorporating the
strain field with the level set equation would provide a clear
path to model dynamic behavior [105], a currently under-
modeled aspect of bone adaptation.
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(a) t = 0yr (b) t = 3yr (c) t = 6yr (d) t = 9yr

(e) t = 12 yr (f) t = 15 yr (g) t = 18 yr (h) t = 21 yr

(i) t = 24 yr (j) t = 27 yr (k) t = 30 yr

Fig. 4. Visualization of the bone surface changing across the simulation timeframe. Rods disconnect exhibiting the ability of level set methods to capture
topological changes. The medial subject by bone mineral density is displayed.

Lastly, curvature-based bone adaptation is intricately linked
to surfaces of constant mean curvature. These theories present
a relationship between a functional being minimized (a La-
grangian) and a surface minimizing that Lagrangian, sug-
gesting that bone can be a minimal surface of a measure
different from curvature. The concept of bone being optimal
in some sense dates back to Wolff, with early formalization
of the problem using Lagrangians and optimal control theory
dating to Carter [106]. Early work on topology optimization
given prescribed mechanical competence demonstrates struc-
tures remarkably similar to the cross-section of the humeral
head [107]. Deriving Frost’s mechanostat — the adaptation
function, F — as the Euler-Lagrange of a Lagrangian may
finally answer Huiskes [71]: If bone is the answer, then what
is the question?

APPENDIX
CORRECTIONS TO ODGAARD

Error in Odgaard’s work on connectivity density [93] is
straightforward to assess. It arises from the difference in
dimensionality of the surface, where Odgaard’s work did
not modify the equations for Euler–Poincaré characteristic
between two-dimensional and three-dimensional structures.
The error can be seen immediately in Odgaard’s writing where
he states [93]:

For any solid body which can be deformed into a
solid sphere, the Euler characteristic is 1; for any

body which can be deformed into a solid torus, the
Euler characteristic is 0, and generally

χ(v) = 1− n

for a solid sphere with n handles.
This is true in two dimensions but the equation

χ = 2− 2g (52)

is appropriate in three dimensions, with g the surface genus.
This oversight permeates the computation. The correction then
is to multiply the calculated Euler–Poincaré characteristic by
two, which corresponds roughly to doubling the connectivity
density for large values of χ. Similarly, considering the object
is solid, β2 should be set to 1, but this is a minor correction
given the highly negative Euler–Poincaré characteristic of
trabecular bone.

One can easily assess their morphometry software
for this flaw by performing connectivity density on a
three-dimensional sphere and torus, observing the Euler–
Poincaré characteristic. The ideal results should be 2 for the
sphere and 0 for the torus. Software implemented for two
dimensions will return 1 and 0. A double-handled torus would
return an Euler–Poincaré characteristic of -1 when it should
return -2.

There is no obvious way to correct this mistake in the
literature. Many papers have measured bone as having half
its true connectivity density. A one-time backwards incompat-
ible change to the field would cause confusion. The authors
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Fig. 5. Measured morphometry during the volume-preserving flow. Bone (3a) surface area to volume ratio, (3b) volumetric minearl density, (3c) connectivity
density, and (3d) structure model index are plotted every three years over 30 years of simulation. Volumetric bone mineral density does not change as expected
from the model. Connected lines are individual subjects.

recommend the field continues as-is with a note in the margins
about bone actually being twice as connected as measured.
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[89] T. Hildebrand and P. Rüegsegger, “Quantification of bone microar-
chitecture with the structure model index,” Computer Methods in
Biomechanics and Bio Medical Engineering, vol. 1, no. 1, pp. 15–23,
1997.

[90] H. Jinnai, H. Watashiba, T. Kajihara, Y. Nishikawa, M. Takahashi,
and M. Ito, “Surface curvatures of trabecular bone microarchitecture,”
Bone, vol. 30, no. 1, pp. 191–194, 2002.

[91] M. Hahn, M. Vogel, M. Pompesius-Kempa, and G. Delling, “Trabecular
bone pattern factor—a new parameter for simple quantification of bone
microarchitecture,” Bone, vol. 13, no. 4, pp. 327–330, 1992.

[92] M. Stauber and R. Müller, “Volumetric spatial decomposition of
trabecular bone into rods and plates—a new method for local bone
morphometry,” Bone, vol. 38, no. 4, pp. 475–484, 2006.

[93] A. Odgaard and H. Gundersen, “Quantification of connectivity in
cancellous bone, with special emphasis on 3-d reconstructions,” Bone,
vol. 14, no. 2, pp. 173–182, 1993.

[94] C. Sandino and S. K. Boyd, “Trabecular bone poroelasticity
for microct-based fe models,” in Computational Biomechanics for
Medicine. Springer, 2013, pp. 145–155.

[95] W. E. Lorensen and H. E. Cline, “Marching cubes: A high resolution
3d surface construction algorithm,” ACM siggraph computer graphics,
vol. 21, no. 4, pp. 163–169, 1987.

[96] P. A. M. Dirac, “The evolution of the physicist’s picture of nature,”
Scientific American, vol. 208, no. 5, pp. 45–53, 1963.

[97] A. M. Turing, “The chemical basis of morphogenesis,” Philosophical
Transactions of the Royal Society of London. Series B, Biological
Sciences, vol. 237, no. 641, pp. 37–72, 1952.

[98] P. Gray and S. Scott, “Autocatalytic reactions in the isothermal,
continuous stirred tank reactor: Oscillations and instabilities in the
system a+ 2b→ 3b; b→ c,” Chemical Engineering Science, vol. 39,
no. 6, pp. 1087–1097, 1984.

[99] J. E. Pearson, “Complex patterns in a simple system,” Science, vol.
261, no. 5118, pp. 189–192, 1993.

[100] S. M. Allen and J. W. Cahn, “A microscopic theory for antiphase
boundary motion and its application to antiphase domain coarsening,”
Acta metallurgica, vol. 27, no. 6, pp. 1085–1095, 1979.

[101] T. Ilmanen et al., “Convergence of the allen-cahn equation to brakke’s
motion by mean curvature,” J. Differential Geom, vol. 38, no. 2, pp.
417–461, 1993.

[102] D. Webster and R. Müller, “In silico models of bone remodeling from
macro to nano—from organ to cell,” Wiley Interdisciplinary Reviews:
Systems Biology and Medicine, vol. 3, no. 2, pp. 241–251, 2011.

[103] F. A. Schulte, D. Ruffoni, F. M. Lambers, D. Christen, D. J. Webster,
G. Kuhn, and R. Müller, “Local mechanical stimuli regulate bone
formation and resorption in mice at the tissue level,” PloS one, vol. 8,
no. 4, p. e62172, 2013.



14

[104] V. Pascucci and K. Cole-McLaughlin, “Efficient computation of the
topology of level sets,” in IEEE Visualization, 2002. VIS 2002. IEEE,
2002, pp. 187–194.

[105] C. H. Turner, “Three rules for bone adaptation to mechanical stimuli,”
Bone, vol. 23, no. 5, pp. 399–407, 1998.

[106] C. R. Jacobs, J. C. Simo, G. S. Beaupre, and D. R. Carter, “Adaptive

bone remodeling incorporating simultaneous density and anisotropy
considerations,” Journal of biomechanics, vol. 30, no. 6, pp. 603–613,
1997.

[107] J. A. Sethian and A. Wiegmann, “Structural boundary design via level
set and immersed interface methods,” Journal of computational physics,
vol. 163, no. 2, pp. 489–528, 2000.


	I Introduction
	II Adaptation as a Geometric Flow
	II-A Biology of Bone Adaptation
	II-B The Bone Surface
	II-C Adaptation as a Geometric Flow
	II-D The Adaptation Function, F
	II-D1 F in Frost's mechanostat
	II-D2 F in Dynamical Systems
	II-D3 F in Cellular Automata

	II-E Remarks on Internal and External Models

	III Curvature-Based Bone Adaptation
	III-A The Model
	III-B Relation to Minimal Surfaces
	III-C Relation to SIBA
	III-C1 Advection — Threshold Link
	III-C2 Mean Curvature — Gaussian Filtration Link
	III-C3 Limitations on these Similarities
	III-C4 Advantages and Disadvantages


	IV Numerical Simulation
	IV-A Level Set Method
	IV-A1 Spatial Gradients
	IV-A2 Time Stepping
	IV-A3 Courant-Friedrich-Lewy Condition
	IV-A4 Reinitialization

	IV-B Embedding
	IV-C Density Component Estimation
	IV-D Morphometry

	V Experiment
	V-A Assigned Flow
	V-B Volume-Preserving Flow

	VI Results
	VI-A Assigned Flow
	VI-B Volume-Preserving Flow

	VII Discussion
	Appendix: Corrections to Odgaard
	References

