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Additively manufactured (AM, =3D printed) porous metallic biomaterials with topologically ordered unit cells
have created a lot of excitement and are currently receiving a lot of attention given their great potential for
improving bone tissue regeneration and preventing implant-associated infections. This paper presents an
overview of the various aspects of design, manufacturing, and bio-functionalization of these materials from a
‘‘designer material’’ viewpoint and discusses how rational design principles could be used to topologically
design the underlying lattice structures in such a way that the desired properties including mechanical
properties, fatigue behavior, mass transport properties (e.g., permeability, diﬀusivity), surface area, and
geometrical features aﬀecting the rate of tissue regeneration (e.g., surface curvature) are simultaneously
optimized. We discuss the diﬀerent types of topological design including those based on beam-based unit
cells, sheet-based unit cells (e.g., triply periodic minimal surfaces), and functional gradients. We also highlight
the use of topology optimization algorithms for the rational design of AM porous biomaterials. The topology–
property relationships for all of the above-mentioned types of properties are presented as well followed
by a discussion of the applicable AM techniques and the pros and cons of different types of base materials
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(i.e., bioinert and biodegradable metals). Finally, we discuss how the huge (internal) surfaces of AM porous
biomaterials and their pore space could be used respectively for surface bio-functionalization and
accommodation of drug delivery vehicles so as to enhance their bone tissue regeneration performance
and minimize the risk of implant-associated infections. We conclude with a general discussion and by
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suggesting some possible areas for future research.

1. Introduction
During the last decade, additive manufacturing (AM, =3D printing)
has evolved from a mere prototyping technique to a full-fledge
fabrication technique capable of producing functional parts
from a variety of materials including metals,1–4 polymers,5–11
and ceramics.12–16 AM has multiple advantages to offer for
fabrication of medical devices of which two stand out, namely
‘‘batch-size-indifference’’ and ‘‘complexity-for-free’’.17 While
batch-size-indifference directly translates to the feasibility of
producing patient-specific biomaterials, implants, and surgical
instruments18–22 that exactly match the complex and highly
variable anatomy23 of individual patients, complexity-for-free
enables designers to use complex geometries that give rise to
favorable properties and advanced functionalities.24–29
One particularly useful class of geometrically complex biomaterials is the class of topologically ordered porous biomaterials
that are designed by repeating one or more regular unit cells in
diﬀerent spatial directions to create a lattice (cellular) structure
(Fig. 1). The type and dimensions of the unit cell determine the
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mechanical,30–34 mass transport (e.g., permeability, diffusivity),35–38
and biological (e.g., rate of tissue regeneration)39–41 properties of
AM porous biomaterials.
In this paper, we review the various aspects of topologically
ordered AM porous metallic biomaterials particularly those
aimed for application in orthopaedic surgery as temporary or
permanent bone substitutes (Fig. 1). As opposed to solid
metallic biomaterials that are up to 10–15 times stiffer than
bone, the elastic modulus of AM porous biomaterials could be
adjusted to mimic those of trabecular or cortical bone.35,42,43
Moreover, the topological order and precise control over the
fabricated topology ensures a fully interconnected pore space
that could enhance integration of the implant in the host bony
tissue (osseointegration) and improve bone tissue regeneration
performance in the case of temporary bone substitutes. This
improved performance is partially due to the increased oxygenation
and nutrition of the cells migrating to the inner pore space.
In addition, the volume-porous nature of these materials tremendously increases the surface area by up to several orders of
magnitude. This increased surface area could then be used for
bio-functionalization of biomaterials using either biochemical (e.g.,
pharmaceutics) or physical (e.g., nanopatterns) means. Finally, the
large pore space in highly porous AM metallic biomaterials could
be used for accommodation of drug delivery vehicles.44,45
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Throughout this review, we will particularly focus on a few
major challenges facing orthopaedic surgeons including inadequate
bony ingrowth and osseointegration and lack of full regeneration in
critical size (segmental) bony defects on the one hand and implantassociated infections on the other. We then discuss how the abovementioned features of AM porous metallic biomaterials could be
used to address both above-mentioned challenges.
Given the fact that the small-scale topological design of AM
porous biomaterials determines their large-scale properties, we
will start by reviewing the topological design approaches and
topology–property relationships. Then, various AM techniques
will be briefly discussed followed by a discussion of the effects of
material choice on the properties of the resulting materials. We
will then discuss the different ways in which surface biofunctionalization approaches as well as drug delivery from the
pore space could be used for improving bone tissue regeneration
performance and preventing implant-associated infections. We
conclude by presenting a general discussion of the current state
of technological developments in this active area of research and
making some recommendations for future research.

2. Rational topological design of AM
porous biomaterials
‘‘Rational design’’ is an emerging theme in materials science,46–48
where mechanics and physics theories, computational models,
analytical solutions, and physical reasoning are used to devise the
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(topological) design of a material particularly at the ‘‘small-scale’’.
As opposed to other design approaches such as ‘‘creative’’ or
‘‘explorative’’ design processes, the designs originating from such
sound methodological approaches are guaranteed to meet the
design objective, as long as the underlying methodologies are
properly selected and applied. However, the topological designs
resulting from rational design approaches may be highly complex
and infeasible to fabricate using conventional techniques, which
is why the use of AM is required in practically all cases. Fabrication of topologically ordered lattice structures is one of the areas
where AM is the only feasible option and where rational design
approaches could play an important role in topological design of
the materials. It is important to realize that the type and dimensions of the unit cell do not need to remain the same throughout
the entire implant, as graded designs could offer additional
freedom in meeting the design objectives particularly when one
is trying to meet competing objectives. For example, the competing needs for highly porous designs to allow for bony ingrowth
and sturdy designs to provide enough mechanical support could
be both met by positioning higher porosity unit cells in the
regions close to the boundaries of the implant where bony
ingrowth is the most important factor while gradually decreasing
the porosity towards the internal parts of the implant to provide a
solid core that is capable of carrying the applied musculoskeletal
loads.49 Many research groups are therefore studying the properties of graded designs and their potential in meeting competing
design requirements.24,50–59
Regardless of the type of design used, one of the first
questions that we need to answer is ‘‘what are the design
requirements that AM porous biomaterials used as temporary or
permanent bone substitutes need to satisfy?’’ Once the design
objectives are well defined, a host of analytical and computational
techniques could be used to solve the inverse problem of finding
the topological designs that best satisfy the design objectives. There
is therefore a need for predictive models that establish the
‘‘topology–property relationship’’ and an optimization procedure
that uses the ‘‘topology–property relationship’’ to determine the
topological design that satisfies the design requirements. The
topology–property relationships may be established using either
analytical60–65 or computational models.37,50,66–69
2.1.

Unit cell design paradigms: beam-based vs. sheet-based

Several topological design approaches have been used in the
literature to establish the topology–property relationships for
specific classes of AM porous biomaterials. Generally speaking,
two general types of repeating unit cells have used for the
design of porous biomaterials, namely beam-based (Fig. 2) and
sheet-based (Fig. 3) unit cells.
Beam-based unit cells are usually polyhedra whose edges are
made from structural elements with relatively large (i.e., c1)
length to diameter ratios that could carry both bending and
axial loads. When only one type of unit cell is used in the design
of the porous structure, the unit cell should be able to fully fill
the space when repeated in diﬀerent directions. Such polyhedra
are called ‘‘space-filling’’ or ‘‘plesiohedron’’70,71 and are capable
of tessellating the three-dimensional space. From the five
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Fig. 1 A number of AM porous metallic biomaterials including the cylindrical specimens used for mechanical testing (a), a functionally graded porous
structure in the shape of the femur with diﬀerent porosities (b), hip stems with external and internal porous structures (c), and multiple miniaturized
porous specimens (d). Most specimens are designed and fabricated from the titanium alloy Ti–6Al–4V at the Additive Manufacturing Lab (TU Delft).

platonic solids, only cube is space-filling.71 Among all convex regular
polyhdera, there are only four additional space-filling unit cells
including triangular prism, hexagonal prism, truncated octahedron,
and gyrobifastigium.71–74 However, a number of other convex regular
polyhedra could tessellate the space in combination with each
other,71 meaning that more than one type of unit cell should be
used in the design of the porous structure. Furthermore, a number
of slightly less regular unit cells such as rhombic dodecahedron
(Fig. 2) are also space-filling (note: regular dodecahedron is not
space-filling). Many irregular polyhedra could be designed to be
space-filling as well and are often used in the design of AM porous

4090 | J. Mater. Chem. B, 2019, 7, 4088--4117

biomaterials. The vast majority of the studies published to date have
used beam-based unit cells in the design of their porous structures.
The dimeters of the beam-like elements making up the unit
cell are usually assumed to be constant. However, interesting
properties such as fluid-like mechanical behavior (i.e., negligible
shear resistance and near-incompressibility) or decoupling of
the mechanical properties from the relative density could be
achieved with carefully designed variations in the shape of the
cross-sections of the beam-like elements (e.g., in pentamode
metamaterials).75 AM of such type of lattice structures is, however, extremely challenging.

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2019

View Article Online

Journal of Materials Chemistry B

Open Access Article. Published on 13 May 2019. Downloaded on 1/8/2023 9:59:27 PM.
This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 Unported Licence.

Review

Fig. 2 A number of cylindrical specimens designed using diﬀerent types of beam-based unit cells as well as a solid specimen (reprinted from ref. 101
with permission from Elsevier) (a). The beam-based unit cells could be very diﬀerent in geometry but are usually some type of polyhedron. Subfigure (b)
presents a number of such unit cells particularly the ones for which analytical solutions regarding their elastic properties are available.

In powder bead fusion AM processes, the diﬀerent beams
constituting the unit cell make diﬀerent angles with respect
to the powder bed. It is known that the build qualities of
the beams with diﬀerent angles with respect to the powder

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2019

bed is not equal with a higher angle resulting in a higher
build quality.76 Horizontal struts are therefore usually of the
lowest quality while vertical struts are the easiest ones to
fabricate.
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Fig. 3 Topological design based on four diﬀerent types of TPMS (reprinted from ref. 35 with permission from Elsevier) (a) and actual specimens
fabricated using those topological designs (reprinted from ref. 35 with permission from Elsevier) (b). A catalogue of diﬀerent types of minimal surfaces (c).
The images were created using the program Surface Evolver.282

Another category of structural elements that could be used
for the topological design of AM porous biomaterials is the
category of sheet-based unit cells. One advantage of sheet-based
designs is that they generally present superior mechanical
properties (e.g., fatigue strength) as compared to beam-based
designs.35,36 Moreover, the curvature of sheet-based geometries
is better defined as compared to beam-based geometries.
This is an important point given the fact that surface
curvature is a crucial parameter aﬀecting the tissue regeneration performance of AM porous biomaterials (Section 3.4).

4092 | J. Mater. Chem. B, 2019, 7, 4088--4117

In the case of biomaterials used for tissue regeneration purposes,
the pore space should be fully interconnected to allow for cell
nutrition and oxygenation. A relatively small fraction of sheetbased designs satisfies this requirement. Among those, the unit
cells based on triply periodic minimal surfaces (TPMS) (Fig. 3)
have received increasing attention due to their curvature properties (Section 3.4). There are many types of minimal surfaces that
have been studied since several decades ago in certain subdisciplines of mathematics including diﬀerential geometry and
computational geometry (Fig. 3c).77–79 However, a relatively small
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number of minimal surfaces including the gyroid, Schwartz P
(primitive), Schwartz D (diamond), and Schoen’s I-WP have
received the most attention (Fig. 3a and b).35,36,80
While, in principle, it is also possible to combine beambased designs with sheet-based designs, not much research has
been performed in that direction and most AM porous biomaterials studied to date belong to one of the above-mentioned
categories.
The other important type of variation in unit cell design is
spatially varying the type or the dimensions of the repeating
unit cell so as to obtain diﬀerent properties at diﬀerent regions
of the implant, thereby satisfying competing design requirements or creating new advanced functionalities. These types of
designs are called ‘‘gradient structures’’ or ‘‘(functionally)
graded structures’’. The change in the type or dimensions of
the unit cell along specific spatial directions is in many (but not
all) cases gradual. Among other reasons, a gradual change in
the topological design minimizes the stress concentrations
caused by sudden geometrical changes.
There are many ways to change the type and dimensions of
the unit cell. The easiest way is to keep the type and size of the
unit cell constant and only change the diameter of the beamlike elements or the thickness of the sheet-like elements. This
allows for creating a gradient in the porosity or pore size of the
porous structure through a procedure that is straightforward to
implement in design software. Indeed, most software packages
available for the design of lattice structures only allow for this
type of graded designs. The direction of the change could be
either axial or radial (Fig. 4a). The next step in designing
complex graded structures is to change the size of the unit cell
as well. More complex algorithms are needed for implementing
this type of graded designs, as transition from one size of the
repeating unit cell to another size is not always possible (certain
geometrical constraints need to be satisfied depending on the
topology of the unit cell). Two examples in which the sizes of
the unit cells are changing in axial and diagonal directions are
presented in Fig. 4b. Finally, the most diﬃcult design problem
to automate would be to change the type of the repeating unit
cell. This is a particularly diﬃcult design problem, as interfacing diﬀerent types of unit cells is neither straightforward or
even generally possible without adding additional interfacing
artifacts. This type of designs is relatively rare in the literature
(e.g., Fig. 4c) but could be very interesting, as they allow for
completely diﬀerent types of behavior in diﬀerent locations. For
example, a conventional porous structure (i.e., a porous structure with a positive Poisson’s ratio) could be combined with an
auxetic porous structure (i.e., a porous structure with a negative
Poisson’s ratio) to improve bone-implant contact and, thus,
implant longevity.47 Such changes in the type of the unit cells
are usually designed manually and with careful consideration
of the constraints imposed by the geometries of the diﬀerent
types of unit cells.
2.2.

Topology optimization

Topology optimization is a systematic way for the rational design
of AM porous biomaterials. In this approach, the topological
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design is optimized in such a way that an objective function is
minimized. Traditionally, the objective function used in topology
optimization has often been the compliance of the structure.
Minimizing the compliance of a structure equals maximizing its
stiﬀness and, thus, load bearing capability. In the case of
orthopaedic implants made from metals, maximizing the stiﬀness is usually not the best approach,49 as the metal itself is
already much stiﬀer than the surrounding bone, leading to the
stress shielding phenomenon. One way of formulating the
design problem would be to keep the compliance as the objective
function but restrict the material budget such that the local
density cannot exceed certain pre-determined values. The stiﬀness of a lattice structure is related to its relative density through
a power law relationship.81–84 Limiting the maximum relative
density limits the maximum stiffness of the lattice structure to
certain limits (i.e., Hashin–Shtrikman limit85). However, such a
formulation is not guaranteed to result in the least amount of
stress shielding. The least amount of stress shielding is achieved
when the change in the stress distribution of the bone before
and after implantation is minimized. The optimization problem
could therefore be formulated such that the difference between
the pre- and post-operative conditions is minimized. However,
such a problem does not easily lend itself to a lean implementation in terms of topology optimization algorithms, as it is highly
dependent on patient-specific aspects including such as bone
shape and musculoskeletal loading as well as the specific design
of the implant geometry. Moreover, minimizing the stress
shielding is not the only important criterion in the topological
design of AM porous biomaterials. Other important criteria such
as adjusting the fatigue behavior, mass transport properties, and
geometrical cues for tissue regeneration (e.g., curvature) should
be considered as well. Simultaneous consideration of all important design criteria requires a multi-physics computational
model to establish the topology–property relationships and a
multi-objective optimization scheme to satisfy the different
requirements that are at times competing with each other.
New topology optimization algorithms or alternative approaches
may therefore be needed. In addition, the design freedom is
limited even in the case of AM, as not every topological design
can be printed without the need for elaborate and difficult-toremove support structures. One may therefore need to implement those manufacturability constraints in the optimization
algorithms to make sure the overall shape of the implants and
the small-scale design of porous biomaterials can be feasibly
manufactured using the currently available techniques and
materials. Finally, manufacturing imperfections will cause the
actual topology of the implant and the porous biomaterial to
deviate from the designed topology both at the micro-scale (due
to micro-scale manufacturing imperfections) and, if not properly
compensated for during the production stage, at the macroscale. The rational design approach should take such real-world
deviations of the topological design into account when optimizing
the design. For example, stochastic finite element models that
model the presence of manufacturing imperfections through random processes could be used to obtain better predictions of the
properties of the actual material. Several studies (e.g., ref. 86) have
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Fig. 4 Diﬀerent approaches to the design of functionally graded AM porous biomaterials. In the first approach, only the diameter of the struts is
changed and the size and type of the unit are kept constant (reprinted from ref. 283 with permission from Elsevier) (a). In the second approach
(reprinted by permission from Springer22) (b), the size of the unit cell changes either axially (left) or radially (right) but the type of the unit cell is kept
constant. In the third approach47 (c), the type of the unit cell is changed from auxetic (i.e., negative Poisson’s ratio) to a convectional (i.e., positive
Poisson’s ratio) (c).

shown that considering the manufacturing imperfections help
computational models provide more accurate predictions of
topology–property relationships.49
Similar to what was discussed before (Section 2.1) regarding
the interfacing of diﬀerent types of unit cells in gradient
designs, the compatibility of the unit cells resulting from
topology optimization algorithms needs to be respected as well.
One way of ensuring the computability of neighboring unit cells
is to enforce certain geometrical constraints.87 However, there
is no guarantee that such a constraint will be optimal from the
viewpoint of load transfer. Recently, an algorithm has been
proposed that guarantees the optimal interfacing of diﬀerent

4094 | J. Mater. Chem. B, 2019, 7, 4088--4117

unit cells, as the computability conditions is directly implemented in the topology optimization scheme.87 The resulting
unit cell connections (Fig. 5a) are therefore also optimal for
load transfer and could be used to design and AM functionally
graded implants (Fig. 5b and c).87 During the last few years,
there has been a surge of interest in the application of diﬀerent
variations of (topology) optimization algorithms to AM in
general and to the problem of designing optimal lattice structures in particular.27,28,88–97 As a result of this fundamental
research, it is expected that optimal solutions and more mature
algorithms will emerge in the near future that could be also
benefit the topological design of AM porous biomaterials.
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Fig. 5 Topology optimization of lattice structures while respecting the compatibility between neighboring unit cells (a). This approach can be used to
design (b) and AM (c) orthopaedic implants with functional gradients (reprinted from ref. 87 with permission from Elsevier).

3. Topology–property relationships
Given the fact that small-scale topological design determines
many properties of AM porous biomaterials at the macro-scale,
it is important to review the currently available evidence on how
topological design and diﬀerent types of properties are related
to each other. Each of the following sub-sections of the current
section therefore review a specific type of topology–property
relationship.
3.1. Relationship between topological design and quasi-static
mechanical properties
The relationship between topological design of AM porous
biomaterials and their quasi-static mechanical properties have been
widely studied in the literature using analytical, computational, and

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2019

experimental techniques. That is partially due to the fact that such
lattice structures are also of value in other domains such as the
design of lightweight structures in the aircraft and automotive
industries. A number of dedicated review papers have also appeared
recently.49,98 We will therefore limit our discussion to a brief
description of the most important conclusions.
The mechanical properties of porous biomaterials generally
decrease as the porosity of the lattice structure increases. In
general, there is a power law relationship between the relative
density of a porous structure and its elastic modulus (Fig. 6a
and b).81–84 The coefficients of the power law are strongly
dependent on the topological design of the unit cell.99–102 An
important distinction is often made between bending-dominated
and stretch-dominated unit cells.82,103–106 For the same value of the
relative density, stretch-dominated lattice structures exhibit a much
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higher stiffness as compared to bending-dominated ones. There is
a relatively simple way to determine whether a beam-based unit cell
is bending-dominated or stretch-dominated. A unit cell is bending
dominated, if the Maxewell’s metric, M, defined as M = b  3j + 6
(in two dimensions: M = b  2j + 3) is negative.82 Otherwise, the
unit cell is bending-dominated. In this definition, b is the number
of beams (struts) and j is the number of joints (i.e., strut junctions).
Bending-dominated unit cells could be modified to become stretchdominated by increasing the number of struts making up the
unit cell.
Most unit cells based on space-filling polyhdera tend to be
bending-dominated.82 However, this is not necessarily a major
problem in the case of AM porous metallic biomaterials, as one
usually tries to lower the stiﬀness of the bulk metal to the levels
comparable to those of the human bone.49 Multiple studies
have shown that with proper choice of topological design,
porous metallic biomaterials with mechanical properties in
the range of those observed for trabecular and cortical bone
could be manufactured even when the mechanical properties
of the bulk material from which the porous structure is made
(e.g., Ti–6Al–4V107) are several orders of magnitude higher than
those of the human bone.
It is well established that topological imperfections
caused by the AM process could substantially aﬀect the mechanical behavior of the resulting porous structures,86,108 which is
why it is important to consider those imperfections when trying
to establish topology-elastic modulus and topology-yield stress
relationships using computational or analytical models. In
general, using idealized topologies (i.e., neglecting the manufacturing imperfections) results in an overestimation of the
actual mechanical properties of lattice structures.86
3.2. Relationship between topological design and fatigue
behavior
Topological design strongly aﬀects the fatigue life of AM porous
biomaterials too. Similar to the case of the elastic modulus and
yield stress, a higher porosity results in a lower value of the
absolute stress corresponding to the same number of cycles to
failure.30,33,34 The S–N curves are otherwise similar to continuous materials with a power-law nature (Fig. 6c and d).59,109–115
It is customary to normalize the level of stress to the yield
(or plateau) stress of the porous structure and calculate the socalled normalized S–N curve (Fig. 6c and d).30,33,34 The normalized S–N curves of porous biomaterials with different porosities
but the same type of unit cell and base material are generally
quite close to each other, although the level of differences is
dependent on the type of the unit cell.30,33,34 This is an
important conclusion, as it implies that there is no need for
separate measurement of the S–N curve corresponding to each
porosity.
The S–N curves of AM porous metallic biomaterials can be
measured in compression–compression, compression–tension,
or tension–tension. Given the intended use of these materials
as bone substitutes and orthopaedic implants, compression–
compression is the most relevant mode of loading, which is
why the majority of the studies on the fatigue behavior of AM
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porous metallic biomaterials use this loading regimen. Continuous materials rarely fail under compression–compression
cyclic loading, as purely compressive stresses cause crack
closure and arrest further propagation of the initiated cracks.
In the case of porous biomaterials, the architected nature of the
porous structures means that even when the macro-scale
stresses are purely compressive, tensile stresses could develop
at the level of individual struts and at strut junctions. Whether
or not tensile stresses develop in individual struts and the
magnitude of the tensile stresses determine the compressive
fatigue life of AM porous metallic biomaterials. For example,
the struts of an ideal cubic unit cell do not experience any
tensile stresses as long as the porous structure is loaded along
its orthogonal directions. In accordance with this theoretical
prediction, experimental observations have shown that the
compression–compression fatigue life of AM lattice structures
based on the cubic unit cell is infinite even for applied stresses
amounting to 80% of their yield stress.33 Moreover, the normalized compression–compression S–N curves of porous structures
based on different types of unit cells could be very different
from each other.30,33 It is worth mentioning that, in addition to
topological design, the type of the material from which the
porous structure is made could affect the normalized S–N
curves to a great extent. For example, porous structures made
from a Co–Cr alloy showed much higher fatigue lives as
compared to those made from the titanium alloy Ti–6Al–4V.30
As an indication, lattice structures based on beam-based unit
cells show a fatigue strength of 20–30% of their yield stress in
the case of Ti–6Al–4V but that could increase to 60% of the yield
stress when Co–Cr is used.30 Finally, there is growing evidence
indicating that sheet-based unit cells particularly those based
on TPMS result in fatigue strengths that are 2–3 times higher
than those achieved through beam-based unit cells (for the
same base material).35
Despite a growing interest in the fatigue behavior of AM
porous biomaterials including some studies that try to shed
light on the mechanisms of fatigue crack propagation,116,117
the exact mechanisms relating the topological design and the
eﬀects of the AM process to crack propagation at the microscale
and the S–N curves at the macroscale remain largely elusive.
More systematic research is therefore required to better understand the mechanistic aspects.
3.3. Relationship between topological design and mass
transport properties
Permeability and diﬀusivity are two important parameters
describing the mass transport through porous biomaterials.118
While the permeability coeﬃcient relates pressure gradient to
mass flux (Darcy’s law), diﬀusivity establishes the same kind
of relationship between diﬀusion flux and the concentration
gradient (Fick’s first law). The ease of mass transport determines
how easy it is for the cells residing in the inner space of the
porous structures to be oxygenated and nurtured and how easy it
is for the metabolic byproducts to be carried away. Permeability
and diﬀusivity are therefore some of the most important parameters strongly influencing the bone regeneration performance
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Fig. 6 The normalized elastic modulus (a) and yield stress (b) of diﬀerent AM porous biomaterials made from diﬀerent types of materials and based on
the rhombic dodecahedron unit cell (reprinted from ref. 31 with permission from Elsevier). The absolute S–N curves of AM porous titanium (commercially
pure) and its comparison in the normalized format with those of tantalum and a titanium alloy (Ti–6Al–4V) (reprinted from ref. 183 with permission from
Elsevier) (c). A comparison between the normalized S–N curves of Co–Cr and Ti–6Al–4V with different types of unit cells (reprinted from ref. 30 with
permission from Elsevier) (d).
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of AM porous metallic biomaterials. Topological design determines the permeability and diﬀusivity of a porous structures.
That includes not only the porosity and pore size but also the
exact geometry of the pores.35,38 It is clear that both permeability
and diﬀusivity increase with porosity. However, the relationship
between the type of the unit cell (pore shape) and mass transport
coeﬃcients is less straightforward to predict. Computational
modeling and experimental measurements should therefore be
used to determine the topology–property relationships in the case
of permeability and diffusivity. The design objective is usually taken
to be mimicking the mass transport properties of the native bone.
However, the mass transport coefficients of bone vary within wide
ranges.35 Some studies have shown the permeability of various
designs of AM porous biomaterials to be within the range of values
reported for the human bone.35 With that said, there is no reason
to believe that the mass transport properties in a highly vascularized tissue such as bone is a good indication for the mass transport
properties required during the initial stages of bone regeneration
where blood vessels have not yet formed and the entire mass
transport should happen through diffusion or as a result of local
pressure differences. Detailed data regarding the topological design
requirements to achieve the best values of permeability and
diffusivity coefficients and to optimize the bone tissue regeneration
performance of AM porous biomaterials is still lacking and requires
further research.
3.4. Relationship between topological design and bone tissue
regeneration performance
The fact that the topological design of porous structures
influences their bone regeneration performance is obvious at
least in an indirect way. That is because, as previously discussed, topological design influences the other properties of
porous structures including mechanical properties and mass
transport properties. It is well established that bone regeneration is dependent on the mechanical stimulus received by the
cells (the Wolﬀ’s law).119–121 A change in the mechanical
properties of a scaffold could change the local distribution of
stresses and strains. This will influence the amount and pattern
of the regenerated bone.122–125 Moreover, a change in the
mechanical properties of a bone substitute could lead to
modifications in the amount of mechanical load transferred
through the implant. For example, it has been shown that the
use of a more stiff implant in a segmental bone defect animal
model could result in a higher portion of the load going
through the implant instead of the fixation plate.126 Similarly,
topological design influences the mass transport in the scaffold
and, thus, cell oxygenation, cell nutrition, and, ultimately, cell
proliferation and differentiation.41,127 Therefore, some of the
parameters characterizing the topological design such as pore
size and their relationships with the bone regeneration performance of porous scaffolds have been extensively studied in
the literature. A comprehensive review of the existing literature
has, for example, found that pore sizes in the range of 300 mm
to 1000 mm are optimal for bone tissue regeneration.128
More extensive summaries of such relationships could be found
in dedicated review papers appearing in the recent literature.41,127
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A relatively recent discovery is that geometrical features
could influence the tissue regeneration performance of biomaterials in their own right and independently from the changes
they cause in the other properties of the scaﬀolds.41,129–132 In
particular, surface curvature has been recently discovered to
have profound effects on the cytoskeletal reorganization and
stress fiber orientation of the cells and, ultimately, the rate of
tissue regeneration.133–139 For example, several studies have
found that a concave surface results in a much higher rate of
tissue regeneration as compared to convex and planar
surfaces.41,129–132 The exact mechanisms through which surface
curvature and other geometrical parameters influence cell
response and tissue regeneration are of high current interest
and are being extensively researched.133–139 Some of those
studies suggest a mechanobiological pathway in which surface
curvature influences the tensile stresses experienced by the cell
and the cytoskeleton,140 which then influences cell processes
that regulate the rate of tissue regeneration. Given the fact that
surface curvature could have important effects in terms of bone
tissue regeneration performance, topological designs with welldefined surface curvatures including the ones based on sheetlike elements are particularly attractive for designing AM
porous metallic biomaterials. Interestingly, TPMS geometries
have been found to be similar to trabecular bone in terms of
their mean surface curvature, which is zero by definition in the
case of TPMS and has been found to be close to zero in the case
of trabecular bone.141,142 This further highlights the importance of TPMS as promising geometries for the design of AM
porous biomaterials. A better understanding of how curvature
regulates tissue regeneration could guide topological design
approaches such that the bone tissue regeneration performance of AM porous biomaterials is enhanced. This could,
for example, be done by identifying the (sheet-based) unit cells
that could best harness the advantages of curvature-regulated
cellular processes.
3.5. Relationship between topological design and
implant-associated infections
There are some possible relationships between topological
design and the risk of infection as well as the eﬃcacy of the
techniques used for preventing infections. There are two major
mechanisms at play both of which are a result of the much
larger surface areas of AM volume-porous biomaterials as
compared to an equally-sized (and equally-shaped) solid material. The exact value of the surface to volume ratio is dependent
on the type of the unit cell but could be up to several orders of
magnitude higher in the case of AM porous biomaterials as
compared to solid specimens. As a consequence of this
increased surface area and the presence of diﬃcult-to-reach
internal surfaces, sterilization of the implants made from
AM porous biomaterials is more challenging. The number of
bacteria surviving the sterilization process or reaching the
(internal) surfaces pre-operatively may therefore increase.
There is, however, no clear evidence of an increased risk of
implant-associated infections in the case of volume-porous
biomaterials as compared to solid implants. For one specific
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type of porous implants (not AM) for which extensive clinical
data is available, namely trabecular metal, a few studies suggest
even a lower risk of revisions due to septic loosening (e.g.,
see ref. 143) while one study has found a small (statistically
insignificant) increase in the risk of infections.144 Although the
currently available data is inconclusive, compounded by the
fact that this type of implant (i.e., trabecular metal) is often
recommended for more challenging cases, it could be stated
that there is no clear evidence supporting an increased risk of
infection in the case of volume-porous implants as compared to
the other types of implants.
The other side of the coin is that the increased surface area
of AM porous biomaterials could substantially improve the
eﬃcacy of the antibacterial coatings used for prevention of
implant-associated infections, as there is simply a much larger
surface area available to deliver the antibacterial agents or to
otherwise kill (or inhibit the growth of) the bacteria. The abovementioned mechanisms compete with each other and it is not
clear a priori the eﬀects of which mechanism is dominant.
However, one in vitro study has found that, for the same type of
antibacterial coating, the size of the zone of inhibition (i.e., the
zone within which bacteria cannot grow) is a few times larger in
the case of AM porous biomaterials as compared to a corresponding solid implant.145 This suggests that the eﬀects of
the increased surface area on the eﬃcacy of the antibacterial
coatings may be stronger than on the number of the bacteria
surviving the sterilization process.

A few important diﬀerences are noted when comparing SLM
and EBM. The build plate is heated to high temperatures in
EBM. This reduces the temperature gradients and the cooling
rates controlling the solidification process. The thermal residual stresses therefore tend to be lower in the case of EBM as
compared to SLM159 where the temperature of the build plate is
much lower. Moreover, a lower cooling rate often translates to a
more favorable microstructure.160,161 For example, in the case
of the titanium alloy Ti–6Al–4V processed with SLM, a very
brittle phase (i.e., a 0 ) is often formed, which reduces the fatigue
life of the resulting material.162
Heat treatments alone76,158,163–170 as well as in combination
with high pressures (e.g., in hot isostatic pressing157,162,171) and
surface treatments162 could be used to both reduce the level of
the residual stresses and to improve the microstructural
features of the materials processed with EBM and SLM.
On the plus side, the powder size used in SLM is usually
smaller than the one used in EBM. That translates to a lower
surface roughness as well as the ability to fabricate lattice
structures with finer details (e.g., smaller strut thicknesses
and unit cell sizes). These aspects are particularly important
for realizing the complex topological designs that were discussed before. In the two following sub-sections of this section,
we will discuss the practical aspects that are important in AM of
porous metallic biomaterials as well as the eﬀects of post-AM
heat and surface treatments on the properties of the resulting
lattice structures. In both cases, our primary focus is on PBF
processes.

4. Additive manufacturing techniques

4.1.

Metal and metallic alloys can be processed using diﬀerent
categories of AM methods.4,22,146,147 Three categories of AM
techniques have been used most frequently in the literature.
That includes direct energy deposition techniques, material
extrusion techniques, and powder bed fusion techniques. In
direct energy deposition, a moving nozzle ejects metallic powder, which is then sintered with the aid of the energy provided
by a moving energy source (e.g., a laser beam). The material
extrusion techniques applied to metals usually require mixing
the metallic powder with a binder. The mix of the metallic
powder and binder is then disposed from a moving nozzle to
create the 3D structure. Finally, the binder is removed and the
metallic part is sintered. In powder bed fusion processes, the
part is built within a powder bed. An energy source is used to
selectively sinter the desired areas within the powder bed that
make up the final part. The energy source is usually either a
laser beam or an electron beam. The process is called selective
laser melting (SLM)148–152 in the case of a laser beam, while
electron beam melting (EBM)4,32,59,112,115,146,153–158 refers to the
processes using an electron beam. Among the three different
types of AM processes mentioned above, only powder bed
fusion processes are capable of fabricating complex topological
designs with fine micro-architectural details, which is why
powder bed fusion techniques dominate the literature on AM
porous metallic biomaterials.

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2019

Practical AM aspects

Successful AM of complex lattice structures requires a
proper selection of many processing parameters that are briefly
discussed here. In particular, the lattice structures should be
designed and positioned such that the use of support structures is minimized particularly inside the volume of the porous
biomaterial. That is due to the fact that, as opposed to polymeric materials where soluble materials are used for fabricating the support structures, the vast majority of PBF processes
used for metallic materials do not allow for soluble support
structures. Furthermore, manual removal of support structures
from within a lattice structure is very cumbersome, if not
impossible.
The powder bed filled with metallic powder provides certain
levels of support for creating lattice structures, which is somewhat higher than the level of support available in some other
AM processes (e.g., vat photopolymerization). The level of the
available mechanical support may be even higher, if the powder
is compacted by the wiper when a new layer of powder is
deposited. However, the compaction force could damage the
thin and fragile struts being built, thereby imposing a lower
limit on the thickness of the struts. Regardless of the available
level of mechanical support, overhangs whose angle with respect
to the powder bed is below a certain threshold or whose length
is above a certain threshold will require support structures.
Although the exact thresholds are dependent on multiple processing parameters including the magnitude of the compaction
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force and the type of the material, overhangs with angles below
451 usually require support structures.
Given the importance of the angle with respect to the powder
bed, it is sometimes possible to avoid the support structures
simply by fabricating the lattice structure under a diﬀerent
angle. Regardless of what angle is used for the positioning of
the lattice structure, it is important to realize that the microstructure, mechanical properties, and quality of the resulting
materials are dependent on the building orientation.49,172–174
This direction-dependency makes the resulting materials highly
anisotropic.49,172–174 In addition to being anisotropic, the quality
of the different struts within a lattice structure is different and
dependent on their angle with respect to the powder bed.76
Generally, vertical struts have a higher quality (i.e., less manufacturing defects) as compared to horizontal struts.76
There are many other important parameters that need to be
also considered. In particular, the parameters determining the
energy input including the power, scanning speed, and scanning pattern of the energy source (i.e., laser or electron beam)
should be chosen such that there is enough energy to fully melt
and fuse the metal powder. At the same time, excessive levels of
energy will lead to transitioning from the conduction mode to
the so-called ‘‘keyhole mode’’ where deep melt pools and
evaporation of the processed material lead to large manufacturing
defects.175–177 The above-mentioned parameters should therefore be selected such that the size of the melt pool is closely
controlled and the amount of the generated heat stays within the
desired range.
4.2.

Post-AM heat and surface treatments

The microstructure, mechanical properties, and (surface) quality
of AM porous metallic biomaterials could be improved through
post-AM heat and surface treatments. As far as heat treatments
are concerned, an optimized heat treatment process could be
used to release residual stresses, transform the microstructure of
the resulting materials to a more favorable one, improve the
mechanical properties of the lattice structures, and reduce
anisotropy in the mechanical properties.49,76,158,163,165,166,168,170
Combining high temperatures with high levels of pressure could
be also used in a process called hot isostatic pressing (HIP) to
close the pores (i.e., manufacturing defects) created by the AM
process, thereby increasing the mechanical properties of the
resulting lattice structures.49,157,162,171 The surface properties of
the struts constituting the lattice structures could be also
improved through surface treatments such as sand blasting
and chemical etching aimed at removing the unmolten powder
particles and smoothening the surface of AM porous
structures.49,162 It is important to realize that these types of
surface treatments are diﬀerent both in protocol and purpose
from those used for bio-functionalization of AM porous biomaterials (Section 6). Improving the smoothness of the surface
of the struts could, for example, help in reducing the notches
that act as crack initiation sites and may lead to premature
fatigue failure under repetitive mechanical loading. Both heat
and surface treatments may therefore be needed before using
AM porous implants in vivo.
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5. Metals and alloys
AM porous metallic biomaterials have been fabricated from a
variety of metals and metallic alloys. In this section, we will
discuss two major categories of the materials used to date
including both bioinert and biodegradable metals. In particular,
we briefly discuss the pros and cons of each material and
highlight their potential for application in design and manufacturing of bone substitutes and orthopaedic implants.
5.1.

Bioinert metals and alloys

Among bioinert metals, the titanium alloy Ti–6Al–
4V,109,115,153,158,170,178,179 Co–Cr alloys,180,181 pure titanium,182,183
stainless steel,174,184 NiTi alloys,185–188 and tantalum189 are the
most important biomaterials used for fabrication of AM porous
structures. Ti–6Al–4V is probably the most extensively studied
material given its high mechanical properties, good biocompatibility,
relatively low price, and widely available experience regarding its
processing with AM. However, the fatigue strength of Ti–6Al–4V
is not that as high as CoCr,30 its ductility is not as high as pure
titanium,183 and the presence of Al and V create some concerns
regarding its cytocompatibility. CoCr alloys exhibit good
mechanical properties including an exceptionally high fatigue
strength.30 However, their biocompatibility is not as high as
titanium.190,191 The mechanical properties of pure titanium are
not as high as Ti–6Al–4V or CoCr. However, pure titanium is very
ductile. This translates to various benefits including a high normalized fatigue strength.183,189 Furthermore, pure titanium is a very
biocompatible material192 with no major concerns regarding
its cytocompatibility. The price of pure titanium is also lower than
Ti–6Al–4V. Stainless steel shows reasonable biocompatibility193 and
is not expensive. However, the elastic modulus of stainless steel is
about two times higher than Ti–6Al–4V, which could lead to
problems regarding stress shielding. An advantage of stainless
steels (e.g., surgical steels) is that they could more easily be
processed with SLM to create fine structures with smaller strut
thicknesses as compared to some other materials. NiTi alloys (e.g.,
nitinol) show the special properties of superelasticity and shape
memory.185,187,188,194–196 These properties are particularly useful for
creating advanced medical devices such as deployable orthopaedic
implants.197 However, there are concerns regarding the biocompatibility of NiTi alloys as some studies have reported certain levels of
cytotoxicity for NiTi alloys.198 Finally, tantalum is an extremely
biocompatible material that stimulates bone regeneration even in
absence of surface treatments and coatings and has shown very
promising results in vivo.189 However, it is extremely expensive,
meaning that fabricating entire implants from tantalum is not
feasible in most cases. There has been a recent trend in using alloys
of titanium and tantalum to benefit from the best features of both
materials.199–201 However, most studies have been limited to solid
specimens so far and thorough studies of porous structures made
from these alloys are still lacking.
5.2.

Biodegradable AM porous metallic biomaterials

Topologically-ordered AM porous metallic biomaterials made
from biodegradable metals is a very recent topic with the key
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Fig. 7 AM porous magnesium scaﬀolds (WE43) and the evolution of their appearance during 4 weeks of in vitro biodegradation (a). The evolution of the
released hydrogen gas (b), the concentration of ions in the solution (c), Young’s modulus (d), and yield strength (e) with time (reprinted from ref. 203 with
permission from Elsevier). Similar biodegradation experiments were performed on AM porous iron (reprinted from ref. 202 with permission from Elsevier) (f).

papers just appearing in the literature (Fig. 7).202,203 There are
three main types of materials that are of particular interest in
this regard including magnesium, iron, and zinc. While the
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biodegradation rate of most magnesium alloys is faster than is
desired for orthopaedic applications, the opposite holds for
iron and zinc.
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The recent emergence of Mg alloys incorporating rare earth
elements (e.g., WE43203) has enabled reducing the biodegradation rate of magnesium alloys to reasonable levels suitable for
orthopaedic applications. However, porous designs tend to
increase the surface area tremendously, thereby increasing
the biodegradation rate. The other challenge associated with
a high rate of magnesium biodegradation is the rapid buildup
of the hydrogen gas. AM of Mg alloys is extremely challenging
given its high degree of inflammability,49,203 which is why very
few labs have been able to AM topologically ordered porous
structures from magnesium alloys (Fig. 7a–e). One of these rare
studies has shown that after 4 weeks of biodegradation, there
is about 20% mass loss.203 However, the elastic modulus of
the porous structure remains within the ranges reported for
trabecular bone in the literature.203
As opposed to magnesium alloys, the major challenge in the
case of iron and zinc is to speed up the biodegradation process.
This is somethings that could potentially be achieved using
rational design of the topology of the porous structure. For
example, simple measures such as increasing the surface area
will likely result in significant increase in the rate of biodegradation. A study on directly printed (i.e., SLM) porous iron structures
(Fig. 7f) has shown promising results including favorable
mechanical properties up to 4 weeks of biodegradation and
signs of substantial increase in the rate of biodegradation.202
Fewer studies on topologically ordered porous zinc structures are currently available. One important concern with most
biodegradable metals is certain levels of cytotoxicity that are
caused by the biodegradation process. For example, the biodegradation process often results in significant changes in pH
that are not well tolerated by some the host cells. However, the
apparent cytotoxicity is in some cases a result of highly local
phenomena that have limited practical implications in vivo.

6. Bio-functionalization
Even though topological design could help in its own right to
improve bone tissue regeneration and prevent implant-associated
infections (Sections 3.4 and 3.5), it is often not enough for fully
overcoming both challenges. Bio-functionalization of the lattice
structures through surface treatments and coatings on the one
hand and incorporation of drug delivery vehicles on the other could
provide additional ammunition. In the two following sub-sections,
we will briefly review the bio-functionalization processes used for
both above-mentioned purposes and discuss the results of their
in vitro and in vivo evaluations.
6.1. Improving bone regeneration performance and
osseointegration
The surface treatments and coatings used for improving the
bone tissue regeneration performance of biomaterials work
through three general mechanisms, namely biological, chemical,
and physical. In the biological approach, biomolecules such as
osteogenic or angiogenic growth factors are incorporated onto
the biomaterial surface. In the chemical approach, the surface

4102 | J. Mater. Chem. B, 2019, 7, 4088--4117

Review

chemistry is modified to make it more favorable for bone tissue
regeneration. For example, specific surface treatments could
improve the apatite forming ability of surfaces or directly incorporate
calcium phosphate compounds onto the surface so as to stimulate
further apatite formation and to ultimately improve bone regeneration. Finally, the physical approaches provide cues that stimulate
the osteogenic behavior. For example, specific types of topographies
at the micro- and nanoscale have been found to stimulate the
osteogenic diﬀerentiation of stem cells through mechanobiological
pathways that involves integrin molecules, focal adhesions, and
cytoskeletal re-organization.204–208 All above-mentioned mechanisms
have been exploited for surface bio-functionalization of AM porous
metallic biomaterials.
When applying surface treatments and coatings to AM porous
biomaterials, it is important to reach their entire internal surface
and create uniform surface throughout the specimen. One therefore has to rely on chemical or electrochemical techniques that are
capable of reaching the internal surfaces of the porous structure.
Therefore, techniques such as dipping,209 chemical surface treatments using acid and alkali solutions,164,210,211 anodizing,169,212
plasma electrolytic oxidation,145,213 and electrophoretic
deposition214,215 have been usually used for such purposes.
Considering the three above-mentioned action mechanisms,
bone morphogenic protein (BMP) and to a lesser extent other
growth factors are the most commonly used biomolecules,
although a number of other molecules such as osteostatin216
have been also used in some studies. The results of in vitro and
in vivo evaluations of AM porous biomaterials biofunctionalized using biomolecules confirm that the bone tissue
regeneration performance significantly improves as a result of
these treatments. In the case of in vitro studies, the expression
of osteogenic markers is observed to be upregulated.187 Animal
studies also show improved bone regeneration performance
and partial filling of the pore space with de novo bone.216
Similar results have been found regarding the chemical surface
treatments techniques. While a number of surface treatments have
been unsuccessful in improving the apatite forming ability of AM
porous metallic biomaterials,164 some other surface treatments are
shown to improve the apatite forming ability of these materials.211
An important question in this regard is whether the in vitro
measurement of apatite forming ability using simulated body fluid
(SBF) is a good predictor of an improved bone regeneration
performance in vivo. A systematic review217 of the studies where
data regarding both the in vitro apatite forming ability and in vivo
performance of biomaterials are presented has found that, in the
vast majority of cases, materials exhibiting a better apatite forming
ability show better in vivo performance as well. In the specific case
of AM porous biomaterials, there is relatively limited evidence
available as to whether an improved apatite forming ability translates to a better bone tissue regeneration performance. In a few
studies that are available,211 the above-mentioned correlation
between the apatite forming ability and in vivo bone regeneration
performance seems to hold.
In the case of physical mechanisms, specific types of microand nanotopography are often used to stimulate osteogenic
diﬀerentiation of stem cells. There is abundant evidence in the
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literature that specific ranges of nanopattern sizes particularly
in the sub-100 nm range give rise to such eﬀects.205 Some of the
surface functionalization techniques such as anodizing could
create nanotopographical features that are capable of inducing
such eﬀects (e.g., nanotubular surfaces211). A comprehensive
study of the in vitro cell culture response, in vivo bone regeneration performance, and the biomechanical stability of anodized AM porous Ti–6Al–4V has shown that anodized surfaces
with nanotubular structures upregulate the expression of osteogenic markers in vitro and lead to significantly improved
biomechanical stability of the implants used for grafting critical size segmental bone defects (Fig. 8).211
The studies that use the pore space of AM porous biomaterials for incorporation of drug delivery vehicles are relatively
small in number. In one such study (Fig. 9a and b),45 colloidal
gels were used to deliver two types of growth factors, namely
BMP-2 and bFGF, to stimulate osteogenesis and angiogenesis,
respectively. The results of the study showed that the delivery of
growth factors results in a significantly larger volume of regenerated bone in a critical size segmental bone defect model.45
Another study utilizing fibrin gels for the delivery of BMP-2
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from the pore space of similar AM porous titanium has shown
even better in vivo results with full regeneration of critical
size segmental bone defects and full biomechanical stability
with failure loads exceeding those of the native controls (i.e.,
collateral femora) (Fig. 9d).44 This shows the high potential of
bio-functionalized AM porous metallic biomaterials for full
regeneration of bone in such challenging problems as critical
size segmental defects.
6.2.

Infection prevention

As in the case of bone tissue regeneration performance, there
are diﬀerent mechanisms through which biomaterials could be
functionalized to minimize the risk of implant-associated infections, namely biochemical and physical mechanisms.218 In the
biochemical approach, one or more antibacterial agents are used to
kill bacteria. The antibacterial agent could be antibiotics,219–221
inorganic antibacterial agents (e.g., silver,222–225 zinc,226–228 or
copper229,230), antibacterial peptides,219,231,232 or certain types of
metal oxides.233–236 As for the physical mechanism, specific
types of nanotopographical features are used to kill bacteria
through a mechanical process, namely inducing high levels of

Fig. 8 The surface characteristics of AM porous titanium after three diﬀerent types of surface treatments (a). The surface treatments influence the
volume of regenerated bone (b) as well as the biomechanical stability of an implant used to graft a segmental bone defect (reprinted from ref. 211 with
permission from Elsevier) (c).
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Fig. 9 Incorporation of drug delivery vehicles such as a drug-loaded colloidal gel into AM porous titanium45 (a). The release of BMP-2 and bFGF
significantly increases the volume of regenerated bone45 (b and c). A diﬀerent study using fibrin gels for the delivery of BMP-2 from the pore space of AM
porous titanium could achieve full regeneration of bone in a critical size segmental bone defect (d) and resulted in full recovery of the biomechanical
functionality44 (e).
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strain (deformation) that exceed the level of strain bacteria could
tolerate.237 It has been found that specific ranges of dimensions
(i.e., heights, dimeters, and interspacing) of nanopillars lead
to strong bactericidal effects.238–241 The majority of the work
performed in terms of surface bio-functionalization of AM
porous metallic biomaterials use the first approach, as it is
very challenging to cover the entire (internal) surfaces of
volume-porous materials with nanotopographical features whose
dimensions are precisely controlled. However, a few studies where
micro- and nanotopographical features were created on AM porous
titanium through anodizing (nanotubes)242 or plasma electrolytic
oxidations145 have shown clear antibacterial behavior even in the
absence of any antibacterial agents. It is, however, not clear to what
extent are these antibacterial effects a result of the topographical
features, given the fact that certain forms of titanium oxide could
also exhibit antibacterial behavior.233–236 This unclarity regarding
the exact antibacterial mechanism holds for many surface treatment techniques, because they simultaneously change the nanotopography and chemistry of the surface.
Antibacterial surfaces that work on the basis of antibacterial
agents are found more frequently in the literature. Several
studies have applied such type of surfaces to AM porous
metallic biomaterials and have evaluated their performance
against both planktonic and adherent (i.e., biofilm-related
bacteria) bacteria. In one such study, anodized surfaces that
had been previously shown to improve bone tissue regeneration
performance were further treated to create antibacterial
surfaces working on the basis of released silver ions.242 The
antibacterial surfaces were found to be eﬀective against both
planktonic and adherent bacteria.242 However, high levels of
cytotoxicity against host cells were observed due to the release
of silver ions.242 When silver nanoparticles were firmly attached
to the titanium oxide surfaces created using plasma electrolytic
oxidation (Fig. 10a),145 very high levels of antibacterial activity
against methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus were (MRSA)
observed in both in vitro and ex vivo (Fig. 10b) experiments
without any signs of cytotoxicity against mesenchymal stromal
cells (Fig. 10c).145 In fact, cell proliferation even increased for
the groups treated with plasma electrolytic oxidation (with or
without silver nanoparticles).145 This was attributed to the
formation of a hydroxyapatite phase during the same surface
treatment process.145
Another way to tackle the cytotoxicity of silver is to use the
synergistic eﬀects resulting from a combination of silver ions
with antibiotics.214 One study has shown that simultaneous
delivery of silver ions and vancomycin from an AM porous
titanium could be used to fully eradicate both planktonic and
adherent Staphylococcus aureus for up to several weeks214 even
when the concentration of silver ions drops below the minimum inhibitory level within the first day.
The first in vivo studies that use animal models to evaluate
the performance of antibacterial coatings applied to AM porous
biomaterials have also started to appear in the literature. A few
such studies that are currently available indicate that the eﬀects
of the immune response should be also considered when
evaluating the eﬃcacy of the applied coatings.243 This aspect

This journal is © The Royal Society of Chemistry 2019

Journal of Materials Chemistry B

(i.e., immune response) requires further attention, as there is very
limited information available regarding the modulation of the
immune response as a result of the applied bio-functionalizing
surface treatments and their relationship with the other performance indicators of AM porous biomaterials that should be studied
within the context of osteoimmunomodulation.244–250

7. Discussion and future research
directions
We discussed the various aspects pertaining to AM porous
metallic biomaterials all the way from the rational design of
their topology to the applicable topology–property relationships, AM processes, the different types of base materials,
and bio-functionalization processes that could be used to
improve their bone regeneration performance and minimize
the risk of implant-associated infections. It is clear that AM
porous metallic biomaterials hold great promise as they offer a
rare combination of suitable mechanical properties (including
bone-mimicking elastic modulus, high levels of strength, and
extremely long fatigue lives), appropriate ranges of mass transport properties, surface curvatures favorable for tissue regeneration (e.g., in the case of TPMS materials), adjustable
biodegradability (e.g., in Mg, Zn, and Fe), huge internal surface
areas that could be used for bio-functionalization (e.g., to create
osteogenic and antibacterial surfaces), and large pore spaces
that can accommodate drug delivery vehicles and adjust their
topology-dependent release kinetics (e.g., to create bespoke
release profiles for growth factors and antibacterial agents).
An ever-present feature in all above-mentioned properties is
that they could be adjusted through rational topological design
of the biomaterials. This makes AM porous biomaterials highly
adjustable and affords them a lot of flexibility to meet the
multiple design objectives that are required for proper functioning of bone substitutes and orthopaedic implants.
7.1.

Relationship with the designer materials paradigm

The study of AM porous biomaterials is a part of a more general
emerging research trend called ‘‘designer materials’’. Designer
materials or as they are sometimes referred to ‘‘metamaterials’’
with diﬀerent types of properties including mechanical46,251–255
and acoustic256–259 have been receiving increasing attention
during the last few years. Similar to AM porous biomaterials
discussed here, topological design is a major design approach
in the study of other types of metamaterials.
Given that AM porous biomaterials are part of a bigger
designer material paradigm, it is natural to utilize the analogies
present with the other types of metamaterials to improve
performance of AM porous metallic biomaterials. One of the
most important emerging trends in the rational design of the
other types of metamaterials is the use of the spatial distribution of material properties to adjust the properties of the
designer materials and create novel, advanced functionalities.
Many properties of AM porous biomaterials could be further
adjusted through spatial distribution of multiple materials.
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Fig. 10 Silver nanoparticles immobilized on the surface of AM porous metallic biomaterials using plasma electrolytic oxidation minimize the risk of
implant-associated infections (a). In an ex vivo test, the number of bacteria could be decreased by E4 orders of magnitude (b). Interestingly, cell viability
even increased in comparison with a non-treated porous specimen145 (c).

Moreover, combining biodegradable materials with diﬀerent
biodegradation profiles either with each other or with bioinert
materials could allow for adjusting the time-evolution of biomaterial properties. The biggest challenge in this regard is the lack
of robust multi-material AM techniques for metals. The study
into this type of techniques are still relatively rare (e.g., ref. 260
and 261). It is therefore suggested that the development of multimetal AM techniques should be a priority for future research.
The rational design of AM porous biomaterials requires direct
application of physics, mathematics, and mechanics principles.
Moreover, more thorough characterization of the human tissues
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is required to better understand the exact properties that need to
be replicated by the designer biomaterials. The natural discipline to use for this purpose is biomechanics where the properties of human tissues are studied using computational262–266 and
experimental267–271 techniques and the musculoskeletal loads
are estimated using musculoskeletal models272–275 and massspring-damper models276–279 of the human body.
7.2.

Future research directions

There are many more important areas of research that need
more attention from researchers.280,281 Three of those areas
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have been selected here for further elaboration. The first important
area for future research is streamlining the rational design of
topologies including widely available software packages that could
deal with advanced topological design principles including sheetbased unit cells, advanced functionally graded designs (e.g., the ones
with diﬀerent types of unit cell types), and multi-scale topology
optimization algorithms. The second area that would be of high
importance is development of a larger number of biodegradable
metallic materials. Currently, the number of such materials and
studies investigating their properties is extremely limited. Finally,
bio-functionalization of AM porous metallic biomaterials needs to be
further studied, as the currently available studies are limited both in
terms of number and scope. In particular, bio-functionalization
techniques should be used for fabricating multi-functional AM
porous metallic biomaterials that simultaneously address osteointegration and implant-associated infections, thereby providing innovative solutions for unmet clinical needs.
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B. Grünbaum and G. C. Shephard, Tilings with congruent
tiles, Bull. Am. Math. Soc., 1980, 3(3), 951–973.
E. W. Weisstein, Space-Filling Polyhedron, 2019, http://
mathworld.wolfram.com/Space-FillingPolyhedron.html, 2019.
N. W. Johnson, Uniform Polytopes, Cambridge University
Press, Cambridge, England, 2000.
H. Steinhaus, Mathematical Snapshots, Dover, New York, 1999.
D. Wells, The Penguin Dictionary of Curious and Interesting
Geometry, Penguin, London, United Kingdom, 1991.
R. Hedayati, A. Leeflang and A. Zadpoor, Additively manufactured metallic pentamode meta-materials, Appl. Phys.
Lett., 2017, 110(9), 091905.
R. Wauthle, B. Vrancken, B. Beynaerts, K. Jorissen,
J. Schrooten, J.-P. Kruth and J. Van Humbeeck, Eﬀects of
build orientation and heat treatment on the microstructure and mechanical properties of selective laser melted
Ti6Al4V lattice structures, Addit. Manuf., 2015, 5, 77–84.
E. Giusti and G. H. Williams, Minimal Surfaces and Functions of Bounded Variation, Springer, 1984.
R. Osserman, A Survey of Minimal Surfaces, Dover, New York,
2002.
U. Pinkall and K. Polthier, Computing discrete minimal
surfaces and their conjugates, Exper. Math., 1993, 2(1), 15–36.
D.-J. Yoo, Computer-aided porous scaﬀold design for tissue
engineering using triply periodic minimal surfaces, Int.
J. Precis. Eng. Manuf., 2011, 12(1), 61–71.
M. Ashby, The properties of foams and lattices, Philos.
Trans. R. Soc., A, 2006, 364(1838), 15–30.
V. Deshpande, M. Ashby and N. Fleck, Foam topology:
bending versus stretching dominated architectures, Acta
Mater., 2001, 49(6), 1035–1040.

J. Mater. Chem. B, 2019, 7, 4088--4117 | 4109

View Article Online

Open Access Article. Published on 13 May 2019. Downloaded on 1/8/2023 9:59:27 PM.
This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 Unported Licence.

Journal of Materials Chemistry B

83 I. Gibson and M. F. Ashby, The mechanics of three-dimensional
cellular materials, Proc. R. Soc. London, Ser. A, 1982, 382(1782),
43–59.
84 L. J. Gibson and M. F. Ashby, Cellular Solids: Structure and
Properties, Cambridge University Press, 1999.
85 Z. Hashin and S. Shtrikman, A variational approach to the
theory of the elastic behaviour of multiphase materials,
J. Mech. Phys. Solids, 1963, 11(2), 127–140.
86 G. Campoli, M. Borleﬀs, S. A. Yavari, R. Wauthle, H. Weinans
and A. A. Zadpoor, Mechanical properties of open-cell metallic
biomaterials manufactured using additive manufacturing,
Mater. Des., 2013, 49, 957–965.
87 E. Garner, H. M. Kolken, C. C. Wang, A. A. Zadpoor and
J. Wu, Compatibility in microstructural optimization for
additive manufacturing, Addit. Manuf., 2019, 26, 65–75.
88 A. Asadpoure and L. Valdevit, Topology optimization of
lightweight periodic lattices under simultaneous compressive and shear stiﬀness constraints, Int. J. Solids Struct.,
2015, 60, 1–16.
89 L. Cheng, J. Liu, X. Liang and A. C. To, Coupling lattice structure
topology optimization with design-dependent feature evolution
for additive manufactured heat conduction design, Comput.
Methods Appl. Mech. Eng., 2018, 332, 408–439.
90 Y. Du, H. Li, Z. Luo and Q. Tian, Topological design
optimization of lattice structures to maximize shear stiﬀness, Adv. Eng. Softw., 2017, 112, 211–221.
91 Y.-H. Kuo, C.-C. Cheng, Y.-S. Lin and C.-H. San, Support
structure design in additive manufacturing based on
topology optimization, Struct. Multidiscipl. Optim., 2018,
57(1), 183–195.
92 H. Li, Z. Luo, L. Gao and P. Walker, Topology optimization
for functionally graded cellular composites with metamaterials by level sets, Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Eng.,
2018, 328, 340–364.
93 M. C. Messner, Optimal lattice-structured materials,
J. Mech. Phys. Solids, 2016, 96, 162–183.
94 A. Panesar, M. Abdi, D. Hickman and I. Ashcroft, Strategies
for functionally graded lattice structures derived using
topology optimisation for additive manufacturing, Addit.
Manuf., 2018, 19, 81–94.
95 P. Vogiatzis, M. Ma, S. Chen and X. D. Gu, Computational
design and additive manufacturing of periodic conformal
metasurfaces by synthesizing topology optimization with
conformal mapping, Comput. Methods Appl. Mech. Eng.,
2018, 328, 477–497.
96 Y. Wang, H. Xu and D. Pasini, Multiscale isogeometric
topology optimization for lattice materials, Comput. Methods
Appl. Mech. Eng., 2017, 316, 568–585.
97 W. Zhang, J. Song, J. Zhou, Z. Du, Y. Zhu, Z. Sun and
X. Guo, Topology optimization with multiple materials via
moving morphable component (MMC) method, Int.
J. Numer. Meth. Eng., 2018, 113(11), 1653–1675.
98 M. Rashed, M. Ashraf, R. Mines and P. J. Hazell, Metallic
microlattice materials: a current state of the art on manufacturing, mechanical properties and applications, Mater. Des.,
2016, 95, 518–533.

4110 | J. Mater. Chem. B, 2019, 7, 4088--4117

Review

99 R. Hedayati, S. Janbaz, M. Sadighi, M. Mohammadi-Aghdam
and A. Zadpoor, How does tissue regeneration influence the
mechanical behavior of additively manufactured porous biomaterials?, J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater., 2017, 65, 831–841.
100 R. Hedayati, M. Sadighi, M. Mohammadi-Aghdam and
A. Zadpoor, Mechanical properties of additively manufactured octagonal honeycombs, Mater. Sci. Eng., C, 2016, 69,
1307–1317.
101 A. A. Zadpoor, Mechanics of additively manufactured
biomaterials, J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater., 2017, 70, 1–6.
102 A. A. Zadpoor and R. Hedayati, Analytical relationships
for prediction of the mechanical properties of additively
manufactured porous biomaterials, J. Biomed. Mater. Res.,
Part A, 2016, 104(12), 3164–3174.
103 M. S. Elsayed and D. Pasini, Analysis of the elastostatic
specific stiﬀness of 2D stretching-dominated lattice materials, Mech. Mater., 2010, 42(7), 709–725.
104 L. R. Meza, S. Das and J. R. Greer, Strong, lightweight, and
recoverable three-dimensional ceramic nanolattices,
Science, 2014, 345(6202), 1322–1326.
105 H. Mitschke, F. Schury, K. Mecke, F. Wein, M. Stingl and
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E. Gamsjäger, C. Bidan, F. Fischer, P. Fratzl and J. Dunlop,
Modelling the role of surface stress on the kinetics of
tissue growth in confined geometries, Acta Biomater.,
2013, 9(3), 5531–5543.
H. Jinnai, Y. Nishikawa, M. Ito, S. D. Smith, D. A. Agard
and R. J. Spontak, Topological similarity of sponge-like
bicontinuous morphologies diﬀering in length scale, Adv.
Mater., 2002, 14(22), 1615–1618.
H. Jinnai, H. Watashiba, T. Kajihara, Y. Nishikawa,
M. Takahashi and M. Ito, Surface curvatures of trabecular
bone microarchitecture, Bone, 2002, 30(1), 191–194.
G. S. Matharu, A. Judge, D. W. Murray and H. G. Pandit,
Trabecular metal acetabular components reduce the risk
of revision following primary total hip arthroplasty: a

J. Mater. Chem. B, 2019, 7, 4088--4117 | 4111

View Article Online

Journal of Materials Chemistry B

Open Access Article. Published on 13 May 2019. Downloaded on 1/8/2023 9:59:27 PM.
This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 3.0 Unported Licence.

144

145

146

147

148

149

150

151

152

153

154

155

propensity score matched study from the National Joint
Registry for England and Wales, J. Arthroplasty, 2018, 33(2),
447–452.
I. Laaksonen, M. Lorimer, K. Gromov, A. Eskelinen,
O. Rolfson, S. E. Graves, H. Malchau and M. Mohaddes,
Trabecular metal acetabular components in primary total hip
arthroplasty: higher risk for revision compared with other
uncemented cup designs in a collaborative register study
including 93,709 hips, Acta Orthop., 2018, 89(3), 259–264.
I. A. Van Hengel, M. Riool, L. E. Fratila-Apachitei, J. WitteBouma, E. Farrell, A. A. Zadpoor, S. A. Zaat and I. Apachitei,
Selective laser melting porous metallic implants with immobilized silver nanoparticles kill and prevent biofilm formation by methicillin-resistant Staphylococcus aureus,
Biomaterials, 2017, 140, 1–15.
L. Murr, Open-cellular metal implant design and fabrication for
biomechanical compatibility with bone using electron beam
melting, J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater., 2017, 76, 164–177.
L. E. Murr, E. Martinez, K. N. Amato, S. M. Gaytan,
J. Hernandez, D. A. Ramirez, P. W. Shindo, F. Medina
and R. B. Wicker, Fabrication of metal and alloy components by additive manufacturing: examples of 3D materials
science, J. Mater. Res. Technol., 2012, 1(1), 42–54.
V. Cain, L. Thijs, J. Van Humbeeck, B. Van Hooreweder and
R. Knutsen, Crack propagation and fracture toughness of
Ti6Al4V alloy produced by selective laser melting, Addit.
Manuf., 2015, 5, 68–76.
Y. Kajima, A. Takaichi, T. Nakamoto, T. Kimura, Y. Yogo,
M. Ashida, H. Doi, N. Nomura, H. Takahashi and
T. Hanawa, Fatigue strength of Co–Cr–Mo alloy clasps
prepared by selective laser melting, J. Mech. Behav. Biomed.
Mater., 2016, 59, 446–458.
J.-P. Kruth, P. Mercelis, J. Van Vaerenbergh, L. Froyen and
M. Rombouts, Binding mechanisms in selective laser
sintering and selective laser melting, Rapid Prototyp. J.,
2005, 11(1), 26–36.
P. Lipinski, A. Barbas and A.-S. Bonnet, Fatigue behavior of
thin-walled grade 2 titanium samples processed by selective
laser melting. Application to life prediction of porous titanium
implants, J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater., 2013, 28, 274–290.
L. Liu, P. Kamm, F. Garcı́a-Moreno, J. Banhart and D. Pasini,
Elastic and failure response of imperfect three-dimensional
metallic lattices: the role of geometric defects induced by
Selective Laser Melting, J. Mech. Phys. Solids, 2017, 107, 160–184.
A. Ataee, Y. Li, D. Fraser, G. Song and C. Wen, Anisotropic
Ti–6Al–4V gyroid scaffolds manufactured by electron beam
melting (EBM) for bone implant applications, Mater. Des.,
2018, 137, 345–354.
X. Cheng, S. Li, L. Murr, Z. Zhang, Y. Hao, R. Yang,
F. Medina and R. Wicker, Compression deformation behavior of Ti–6Al–4V alloy with cellular structures fabricated
by electron beam melting, J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater.,
2012, 16, 153–162.
P. Heinl, A. Rottmair, C. Körner and R. F. Singer, Cellular
titanium by selective electron beam melting, Adv. Eng.
Mater., 2007, 9(5), 360–364.

4112 | J. Mater. Chem. B, 2019, 7, 4088--4117

Review

156 Y. Liu, H. Wang, S. Li, S. Wang, W. Wang, W. Hou, Y. Hao,
R. Yang and L. Zhang, Compressive and fatigue behavior of
beta-type titanium porous structures fabricated by electron
beam melting, Acta Mater., 2017, 126, 58–66.
157 S. Tammas-Williams, P. J. Withers, I. Todd and P. B.
Prangnell, The eﬀectiveness of hot isostatic pressing for
closing porosity in titanium parts manufactured by selective electron beam melting, Metall. Mater. Trans. A, 2016,
47(5), 1939–1946.
158 W. Yuan, W. Hou, S. Li, Y. Hao, R. Yang, L.-C. Zhang and
Y. Zhu, Heat treatment enhancing the compressive fatigue
properties of open-cellular Ti–6Al–4V alloy prototypes fabricated by electron beam melting, J. Mater. Sci. Technol.,
2018, 34(7), 1127–1131.
159 L. Sochalski-Kolbus, E. A. Payzant, P. A. Cornwell, T. R.
Watkins, S. S. Babu, R. R. Dehoﬀ, M. Lorenz, O. Ovchinnikova
and C. Duty, Comparison of residual stresses in Inconel 718
simple parts made by electron beam melting and direct
laser metal sintering, Metall. Mater. Trans. A, 2015, 46(3),
1419–1432.
160 H. Rafi, N. Karthik, H. Gong, T. L. Starr and B. E. Stucker,
Microstructures and mechanical properties of Ti6Al4V
parts fabricated by selective laser melting and electron
beam melting, J. Mater. Eng. Perform., 2013, 22(12),
3872–3883.
161 X. Zhao, S. Li, M. Zhang, Y. Liu, T. B. Sercombe, S. Wang,
Y. Hao, R. Yang and L. E. Murr, Comparison of the
microstructures and mechanical properties of Ti–6Al–4V
fabricated by selective laser melting and electron beam
melting, Mater. Des., 2016, 95, 21–31.
162 S. Ahmadi, R. Kumar, E. Borisov, R. Petrov, S. Leeflang,
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