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Abstract
Veterinary students must learn the anatomy and physiology of animals in great detail. Physically

seeing and touching an animal to understand its musculoskeletal system is a very valuable experience, but

often poses a problem for professors. The use of cadavers is most common, but there are ethical and

financial concerns that arise with those [1], so people have begun to turn to 3D printed models. Currently,

most models do not match the detail in the structure or function of the animal as is necessary, and while

there are numerous skeleton models and even some musculoskeletal models, none of the existing products

have muscles and bones that articulate and can attach/detach the muscles. Taking on this challenge, the

team decided to design a model that will require 3D printing dog hindlimb bones and attaching stuffed

nylon/spandex fabric (cut to muscle shape) to the bones at the proper insertion points. To attach the

muscle to the bones, neodymium magnets will be attached to the muscle and glued into a 3D printed piece

that represents the actual surface area of the bone that the muscle attaches to. The model will be tested to

determine how durable and accurate it is, measuring any changes in attachment force as the model is

flexed and extended a hundred times and verifying through a survey presented to first-year veterinary

students that the model accurately represents a dog hindlimb. With an accurate, reliable model, veterinary

students will learn dog anatomy more easily, safely, and cost-effectively.

3



I. Introduction
A. Motivation

The motivation for this device is to create a veterinary cohort that is better trained and can better

treat the animals that come through their clinics. Current veterinary models used for teaching are

historically expensive and lack certain features that could help students learn anatomy at a more intimate

level. The advancement in design for a veterinary model could easily be translated into a human anatomy

model that could help medical students better treat their patients as well.

B. Competition

There are many competing models on the market; however, none of them satisfy the client’s

needs. The client needs a model that can teach students how muscles control movement and stabilize the

skeletal structure. For instance, there is a detailed Articulated Hindlimb by Axis Scientific that is about

$72 [2], but this model does not contain muscles and therefore cannot demonstrate the relationship

between muscles and skeletal structure. Another competitor is Anatomy Lab which has a $312 model that

shows many levels of detail of muscles and organs [3], but this model lacks articulation. Without

articulation, students will not be able to understand how muscles flex. There are also cheaper models such

as a $26.95 model created by 4D Master [4], but it has the same issues as Anatomy Lab’s. On the other

end of the price spectrum, 3B Scientific has an articulated dog skeleton that costs roughly $2500 [5], but

it lacks muscles. The client also started to develop a model, and, while it has elastic bands to represent the

muscles, it is too simplistic. The elastic bands don’t show the organic, 3D forms of dog muscles whereas

the model being developed should strive to recreate these forms. Another flaw is that the elastic muscles

only connect at a maximum of 2 points of the bone structure. Because there isn’t a firm connection across

the entire surface area, when a student bends the model the bones don’t move appropriately.

C. Problem Statement

In their first semester of graduate school, veterinary students learn the anatomy and physiology of

the dog in great detail, and greatly benefit from working with the bones and muscles that they learn about

in class. Traditionally, this knowledge is solidified through the use of cadavers, but such methods pose

many ethical, safety, and cultural concerns, along with the monetary cost required to obtain them [1].

With the rise of 3D printing technology, teachers have been moving towards using 3D printed animal

models since they are cheaper, longer lasting, and safer [6].  Therefore, the client has requested that a

durable, functional, and accurate 3D model of a dog hindlimb be constructed for use in veterinary

education, which includes an anatomically accurate dog skeleton with correctly functioning muscles and

joints.
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II. Background
A. Concerns of Cadaver Use in Medical Education\

The use of cadavers in medical education has a long history in the United States. The first

cadavers were used in the 3rd century BC in Greek in order to practice dissections [7]. Cadavers have

been used ever since and are an effective way to learn anatomy and physiology. It is unlikely that the use

of cadavers will ever go away since the hands-on learning of a real human allows for an anatomically

correct model that is the same as what they will be performing surgeries on in the future [8]. There are

many ethical concerns with how cadavers have been acquired and how they can be used as a product sold

by large organizations. With the rise of augmented reality there have been some new and innovative ways

to teach medical students anatomy. There are medical schools using Microsoft's hololens to teach anatomy

which was unfathomable just a few years ago [9].

B. The Rise of 3D Printing in Medical Education

With the advent of affordable and accessible 3D printing in the past 20 years there has been a

transition to using 3D printers to construct anatomical models. 3D printing has allowed for models to be

iterated upon quickly and for final designs to be created to be more anatomically correct [10]. Previous

model used manufacturing techniques such as stamping plastics to the correct shapes. This requires

expensive tooling and you need to change out many aspects of the machine if you are to create a new

design. This contrasts with 3D printing where you can easily change designs and the 3D printer should

not need to be changed in any way.

C. Research Required for Prototype

The team conducted a multitude of research on the different components of the 3D printed

model.Initial research was centered around different materials that could be used in the design. For

muscles this meant research was conducted on different fabrics and elastic materials that could replicate

the shape of a real muscle and be elastic in order to retract the muscles. The three different materials

chosen were elastic bands, fabric (spandex/nylon), and silicone rubber. Each of these have their own

respective pros and cons which will be discussed later on. The team also conducted research on potential

attachment methods for the muscle to the bones. This research yielded three potential options. The first

was using magnets which would allow for a small attachment point with sufficient strength in between

still. The second option was velcro which would be able to easily cover the surface area required. Finally,

hooks could be used like the model used by the client.
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D. Client Information

The client, Dr. McLean Gunderson, is a professor of small and large animal anatomy at the

University of Wisconsin School of Veterinary Medicine. They are interested in creating 3D models that

students can use while learning about dog musculature.

E. Client Requirements
The client requested several elements be kept in mind during the development of this model. The

most important element is that it is anatomically correct; the muscles and bones need to closely resemble

real bones. In order to do this successfully, textbook and online references will be reviewed and the bones

will be examined by first-year students to determine if they are accurate enough. In addition, the muscles

must attach at the proper location, rather than a single point. Secondly, the budget of this project should

not exceed $500 USD. The muscles and flexion and extension are the primary focus of this model as it

will be used to show how muscles control movement; therefore it is important that the muscles are made

of flexible materials that can stretch and contract back to their original shape.  Finally, the model is

intended to be used by first-year anatomy students and so it is important that they are kept in mind during

the development of this project.

The customer expressed a variety of preferences and dislikes during client meetings. The

customer prefers that the model be able to detach and reattach muscles one at a time to allow for students

to properly understand the function of each muscle. She also indicated that the muscles should be color

coded, as this would support ease of memorization of muscle function. However, she was concerned

about students overly associating the muscles with a color instead of the name and function of the muscle.

The customer has a strong interest in having a detailed model of the dog skeleton that accurately depicts

all of the bumps and ridges of the bone. She specified that plastic models that can be purchased online are

not accurate enough. The customer dislikes that the original model only connects to the bone at a single

point rather than the full surface area of muscle attachment.

Additionally, the client requests an anatomically correct model of a dog joint with both accurate

bone structure and properly functioning muscles and joints. It must either model the shoulder or the hip

joint of a dog skeleton, as students struggle with these areas the most, and should be mounted on a raised

structure for appropriate use. The model must also contain a simple and reliable way to attach and detach

muscles to demonstrate movement, along with having accurate attachment points onto the bone, with

reasonable mass and surface area measurements that match the anatomy of the dog.

The model should be of appropriate level of detail for first semester veterinary students, which

ranges in ages but on average is 23 years old [11]. For the team’s purposes, an appropriate level of detail
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for first year veterinary students is defined by skeletal diagrams in Miller’s Anatomy of the Dog by Drs.

Howard Evans and Alexander de Lahunta [12].

F. Design Specifications

The client tasked the team with fabricating an anatomically and mechanically correct model of a

dog hindlimb for first-year veterinary students. The model must be able to withstand flexion and

extension of the muscles 100 times a day, and should be able to last for use by 96 veterinary students for

about 12 hours a week for 5 years with minimal repairs. The model muscles must attach to the 3D printed

bones at the correct position and total surface area of attachment in real dogs. In addition to this, it should

be anatomically correct as evaluated by veterinary students, and should cost no more than the client

determined budget of $500. The full description of design specifications is located in the Product Design

Specifications in Appendix A.

III. Preliminary Designs
A. Attachment Design 1: 3D printed plastic base with integrated neodymium magnets

This design utilizes magnetism to attach muscles to the bone on the 3D printed model. More

specifically, one magnet would attach to the model muscle while its counterpart would attach to a 3D

printed base that curves to the shape of the bone. This 3D printed base attached to the bone would have a

shape that closely resembles the surface area of muscle attachment on the bone of a real canine. The base

will be designed so that a small (2 mm in height, 3 mm in diameter) neodymium magnet can be placed

inside of it. The magnets allow for an easy attachment and removal mechanism that can withstand

adequate pulling force.
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Figure 1. The left part of the image shows how a neodymium magnet would fit into a 3D printed piece the size of

the proper muscle attachment, which would then be glued to the 3D printed bone. The right side of the image shows

how the magnet would be attached to the end of the model muscle and could attach to the other magnet on the bone.

B. Attachment Design 2: Velcro cut to shape of muscle attachment area

The second design utilizes velcro to attach the muscles to the 3D printed bones. The velcro pieces

would be cut to the anatomically correct shape based on the actual muscle attachments in dogs. The

velcro pieces would then be glued to both the 3D printed bone as well as the model muscle so that a

student could easily attach (i.e. stick the velcro pieces onto one another at attachment points) and detach

(i.e. separate two velcro pieces) the muscles in the model.

Figure 2. The left image shows velcro cut to the shape of the modeled muscle attachment, at the proper muscle
attachment point on the 3D printed bone. The image on the right shows how the velcro would be attached to a model

muscle and could attach/detach to the velcro on the bone.

C. Attachment Design 3: Hooks 3D printed into bone

This final design utilizes 3D printed hooks. The model muscle would have a loop to be able to

attach to the hook. This attachment design would be similar to the original prototype created by the client,

but the hook attachment would be integrated into the 3D printed bone. This method would eliminate the

need to attach the hooks to the bone, whether by adhesives or by screwing J-hooks into the bone. A

method to attach the hooks to the ends of each muscle would need to be derived, which would be a

difficult task given the soft and flexible nature of the muscle material. The hook would need to be

securely fastened to the muscle without presenting the possibility of tearing at the attachment points or a

decrease in overall elasticity. The team would have to test multiple attachment techniques for muscle

materials to create a final attachment method. These techniques could be gluing the hook, sewing the

hook into the material, tying the hook, or curing the hook into the material.
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Figure 3. Left image shows how the integrated eye will be 3D printed to anatomically correct attachment surface
area. Right image shows how the hook will be attached to the model muscle.

D. Muscle Design 1: Latex Band
The first of the potential muscle material designs is latex. This design would utilize exercise

resistance bands as the base material. A muscle cut-out pattern would be created for each individual

muscle, taking into account the shape of the muscle and its attachment points. Each muscle would be cut

to the correct shape according to the muscle cut-out patterns. The neodymium magnet would then be

glued to the ends of the muscle to allow for attachment to the 3D bone.

Figure 4. The left image shows the original exercise resistance band before being cut to shape. The image on the
right shows how the latex muscle would be attached to the 3D printed bone after being cut to shape and glued to the

magnet.
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E. Muscle Design 2: Nylon/Spandex Fabric
The team’s second muscle material design consists of muscles made of colored nylon/spandex

fabric and lightly packed with stuffing. More specifically, the fabric chosen would be 80% nylon and 20%

spandex material, as this blend is lightweight, durable, and can resist repetitive stretching without

deformation. Different colors would be used for different muscle groups for both differentiation and

visual appeal purposes. A sewing pattern would be created for each individual muscle, taking into account

muscle dimensions and attachment surface areas. Each muscle would be sewn according to this pattern

and then lightly stuffed to create realistic muscle volume. The outer neodymium magnet would be sewn

on the interior of the muscle pattern in order to allow for the muscle to attach and detach from the 3D

printed bones.

Figure 5. The left and rightmost images depict the nylon/spandex fabric blend before being cut to shape. The middle
image shows how the fabric muscle would be attached to the 3D printed bone after being cut to shape, stuffed, and

glued to the magnet.

F. Muscle Design 3: Silicone Rubber
Using silicone rubber for muscle material would involve the pouring of liquid silicone rubber to

cure in individual muscle molds. For this method, the team would have to construct male and female

molds for each muscle shape. Male molds could be fabricated out of a wide variety of viscoelastic

materials including putty or clay. Through this technique the team would replicate the general shape and

dimensions of the actual muscle. Female molds could be made from pre-existing mold kits on the market

or by the silicone caulk gun into soapy water method. The chosen attachment method would either be

glued onto the attachment points of the silicone muscle or placed inside the silicone ends before

completion of curing. The silicone rubber method would allow for multiple copies of muscles to be made

for testing.
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Figure 6. Image left shows an example of liquid silicone being poured into a female mold. Image right shows how
molded silicone will be attached to the 3D printed bone via muscle attachment technique.

IV. Preliminary Design Evaluation
A. Design Matrix 1 Criteria

a. Functionality

The functionality criterion was weighted 30/100. Functionality refers to the device’s ability to

meet all client requirements while performing within the project design specifications. More specifically,

this means the 3D anatomical model must closely resemble the anatomy of a canine, perform flexion and

extension in a way that mimics canine movements, and be used successfully in a classroom setting. In

terms of muscle attachments, the model should allow for straightforward fastening and removal of the

muscles from the model. Furthermore, the muscle attachment mechanism should remain fixed to the bone

with 13.3 N (3 lbs) of force applied, and should stay attached when the model is extended and flexed

during normal use. The model’s muscle should also reflect the actual surface area of the canine muscle.

The attachment mechanism should be able to vary in size depending on the muscle and the size of the

insertion on the bone, again reflecting the actual dimensions of the canine. The functionality criterion was

weighted the highest because the ability for the muscle attachments to function correctly determine the

success or failure of the device.

b. Intuitiveness

The intuitiveness criterion was weighted 25/100. In terms of muscle attachments, intuitiveness

refers to the ability for the veterinary students to successfully be able to comprehend the muscle

attachments of the 3D anatomical model, understand how the muscle attachments of the model resemble

typical canine flexion and extension, and maneuver the model as such. Further, veterinary students should

be able to understand how the model may be utilized for teaching and studying without extensive
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demonstration or tutorials. The intuitiveness criterion was weighted very highly because the ease of use of

the muscle attachments of the model is essential to the device’s success in teaching.

c. Durability

The durability criterion was weighted 20/100. Durability in terms of muscle attachments involves

the muscle attachments being able to withstand detachment and reattachment on the model by 96 students

in small groups for 12 hours a week for up to 5 years. This criterion was weighted 20/100 because

longevity is a key requirement from the client due to cost constraints, but it is not as important as criteria

like functionality and intuitiveness since it must be working and easy to use and then can meet the

long-lasting durability that is required.

d. Cost

The cost criterion was rated 10/100. In terms of muscle attachment, cost refers both to the

client-set budget as well as the cost of procurement of materials relating to the muscles and their

attachment points. The client gave the team a starting budget of $500, and the team allocated $200 of that

amount to be put towards manufacture of muscles and related structures. Further, the components for

attaching the muscles portion of the overall design should not incur significant costs. The cost criterion

was rated significantly lower than functionality, intuitiveness, and durability due to the fact that the client

budget was fairly flexible and not a large barrier to production.

e. Ease of Fabrication

The ease of fabrication was rated 10/100. Ease of fabrication in terms of muscle attachments

refers to the effort required to manufacture the modeled muscles, including design complexity, amount of

materials required, and time of fabrication. The criterion was rated 10/100 because although the time

constraint of one semester provides challenges to the team, all three proposed designs are manageable to

complete with the resources provided.

f. Safety

The safety criterion was weighted 5/100. Safety refers to the overall risk of user injury while

attaching and detaching muscles on the 3D model. Overall, safety is not a very important differentiator

between the three proposed designs because muscle attachments on each design will not be ingested by,

applied to, or have much contact with the user. Therefore, the safety criterion was given the smallest

weight, at 5/100.
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B. Design Matrix 1

Table 1. Design matrix containing muscle attachment mechanism design options and how they were each
ranked based on the specified criteria.

Design 1: 3D printed plastic base with integrated neodymium magnets

The first proposed muscle attachment design is the 3D printed plastic base with integrated

neodymium magnets. Overall, this design was given the highest rating, with 86/100.

Design 1 scored a 5/5 for the functionality criterion. The 3D printed base would allow for the

contact patch of the muscle to be mimicked extremely accurately and the magnets would keep this contact

patch in place firmly. With a relatively small surface area, the magnets would be able to withstand flexion

and extension movements from the user that would closely resemble that of a canine.

Design 1 was given a 5/5 for the intuitiveness criterion as well. The magnetic attachment would

allow the user to place the muscle in the correct area and snap into place, negating any potential user

error. By using magnets, the force of removal may be easily manipulated to meet client requirements

simply by changing the size and strength of the magnet used.

The durability of Design 1 was given a 4/5 due to the negligible degradation over time when

stored in a controlled environment. The design should last for years while still maintaining its magnetic

nature and should not be in need of replacement curing the product lifespan. That being said, the factor
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potentially limiting the durability of this design is the 3D printed component, which could eventually

become weak or even warp if left in direct sunlight.

For Design 1, the cost criterion was given a 3/5. The magnets should cost less than $10 and are

easily procurable. The 3D printed bases should be cheap as well due to their small size and cheap PLA

material. Although magnets and 3D printing are cheap, they are not as cost effective as other options in

the design matrix, which do not require the cost of 3D printing.

The 3D printed base with magnetic attachment design was given a 3/5 for the ease of fabrication

criterion. 3D printing adds an additional level of complexity for fabrication, however, it also allows for

the model to be more anatomically correct, which is the ultimate goal of the device. Complexities of the

base include: a divot for magnet attachment or a cave for friction fitting.

Design 1 was given a 3/5 for safety. There is a slight risk associated with the use of small

magnets. For example, if not appropriately attached to the model, the magnets could become a swallow

hazard. That being said, this is a very unlikely situation, so the design was still rated with a moderate

score for the safety criterion.

Design 2: Velcro cut to shape of muscle attachment area

The team’s second proposed design involves velcro which would be cut to resemble the surface

area of muscle attachment. Overall, Design 2 scored moderately on the design matrix with a rating of

59/100. While it addresses the limitations of Design 3, this design does not sufficiently meet client

requirements as its criterion was less than impressive.

Design 2 was rated 2/5 for the functionality criterion. If velcro was used for muscle attachments,

the attachment points would not accurately represent canines attachment points, since they would be

flimsy and flexible instead of rigid. Because of this fact, the model would not accurately represent typical

flexion and extension of the muscle, a key factor of success of the device. Therefore, Design 2 was rated

as the least functional of all design options.

In terms of the intuitiveness, Design 2 was rated 4/5. The overall concept of velcro is easily

comprehensible, and does not require extensive demonstration in order to understand. However, this

aspect of the design did not score as highly as Design 1 due to the essentially effortless application of

magnets.

Design 2 was rated 1/5 for durability, the lowest of all three proposed designs. When compared to

magnets and hooks, velcro is considerably less durable, as it may lose functionality by various liquids,

adverse conditions, or misuse. Additionally, velcro is significantly less long-lasting, and its ability to

attach/detach will most likely not last the client’s requirement of 5 years, needing replacement,

significantly hindering its durability rating.
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In terms of Cost, Design 2 scored the highest of all three proposed designs at 5/5. Velcro is the

cheapest material of the three, with over 15 feet purchasable for less than twenty dollars. Additionally, the

material is widely available at many different vendors and locations.

Further, Design 2 was rated 4/5 for the ease of fabrication criterion, the highest score of all three

proposed designs. Since velcro has an adhesive layer already integrated into its design, additional

attachment methods would not be required. This is a significant advantage that this design has over

Designs 1 and 3, which both required additional 3D printing to attach their components to the model.

Finally, the safety criterion scored 5/5 for Design 2. Risk of injury is basically negligible with the

use of velcro.

Design 3: Hooks 3D printed into bone

The team’s third and final proposed design involves hooks 3D printed into the bone models.

Overall, Design 3 was rated 43/100 and had the lowest score on the design matrix. This is primarily due to

not doing well in highly weighted criteria.

In terms of functionality, the hooks were rated 1/5 because it would not represent the true surface

area that the muscle attaches to the bone since a hook would be concentrated at a specific point on the

bone. It would not be able to significantly vary in size. Also, since the hooks would be relatively small,

they may not be very strong and able to withstand much force when a student is extending the muscle, so

it was rated less than the other designs.

In terms of ease of use, this design was rated 3/5. It was not given the highest score because it

could be hard to get the muscle onto the small hooks since the loops on the muscles would have to be

small to keep from falling off the hooks during movement. It was also not rated too low because it would

not take as much effort to correctly attach the muscle as velcro might since the velcro would have to be

properly aligned.

As for durability, the 3D printed hooks were rated 1/5 due to their small size resulting in the PLA

or ABS being able to be broken easily. Over time and with lots of use, the forces on the plastics could

wear them out until they bend or snap. This is a significant limitation to the design.

The cost PLA, ABS, or whatever material is chosen to be used in the 3D printing process would

not be very high for such a small piece. Thus, the hook design was rated 4/5 in this category.

This design would be moderately hard to produce, which is why it was rated 3/5 in the ease of

fabrication category. Once the hook was designed online, the same design could be applied to each of the

areas on the bones, but this would require alterations to the online file made from scanning the bones.

This could be tough to do, but the actual printing process would not require the 3D printer to go through

much extra work.
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In terms of safety, Design 3 was rated 4/5. The hook appears to be a pretty safe design, but if the

end was not properly rounded when printed it could be a bit sharp if students accidentally caught their

finger on it when attaching/detaching the muscles. This is unlikely, but it was deemed less safe than

velcro so was not given full points.

C. Design Matrix 2 Criteria
a. Functionality

The functionality criteria was weighted highest at 30/100. It is imperative that the detachable

muscles meet client requirements and product design specifications. The model muscles must be able to

mimic the movement of specific muscles on a dog limb by flexing and extending easily with maximum

applied force of 13.3 N (3 lbs). Therefore, the material chosen must have elastic qualities that allow the

material to be stretched and then return to its original size and shape afterward. The material must be able

to vary in size given the assorted surface areas of muscle attachments required of the model. Further, the

specific characteristics of the material must allow it to be modified to take the form of irregular and

organic shapes like a muscle. The functional requirements are by far the most important to the design, and

therefore were rated as such.

b. Accuracy

Accuracy was highly weighted at 20/100 because the purpose of the model is to teach first-year

veterinary anatomy students about the muscle-bone interaction in the hindlimb of a dog. In order to rate

highly in this category, it is important that the chosen material anatomically resembles that of a canine

muscle. This involves the material being able to be shaped or sewn into the appropriate shape of each

muscle.  If the material is difficult to shape or cannot maintain its shape, then the accuracy of the muscle

will be significantly reduced. Further, the chosen material must allow the muscle to mimic the extension

and contraction of true canine muscles. The material should attach at the appropriate points on the dog

skeleton; if the material cannot maintain the shape of the attachment points then it will not meet the

accuracy requirements. Color is not currently a criteria of accuracy as the client expressed interest in the

muscles being color coded.

c. Durability

The durability criteria was weighted second highest at 20/100.This criteria is an important

consideration due to the fact that each muscle must withstand multiple hours of extension and

compression per week for multiple years. The muscle material must also be able to extend to twice the

original length of the muscle and return to its original shape over the same time period listed above
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without failure. This criterion evaluates the length of time each potential material can withstand the given

forces without breaking or deforming from the original shape.

d. Ease of Fabrication

The ease of fabrication criteria was weighted as 10/100 because the team found that the overall

functionality and accuracy of the model took precedence over the team’s ability to work with materials

that are generally considered to be standard. This criterion evaluates how feasible the fabrication of each

respected material to adequately resemble and function as a muscle would be theoretically. The versatility

and the estimated time of fabrication for each material was taken into consideration.

e. Cost

The cost criterion was rated 10/100. In terms of muscle materials, cost refers both to the client-set

budget as well as the cost of procurement of materials that will model the muscles. The client gave the

team a starting budget of $500, and the team allocated $200 of that amount to be put towards manufacture

of muscles and related structures. Further, the components for the muscles portion of the overall design

should not incur significant costs. The cost criterion was rated significantly lower than functionality,

intuitiveness, and durability due to the fact that the client budget was fairly flexible and not a large barrier

to production.

f. Safety

The safety criterion was weighted 5/100. Safety refers to the overall risk of user injury while

attaching and detaching muscles on the 3D model. Overall, safety is not a very important differentiator

between the three proposed designs because muscle attachments on each design will not be ingested by,

applied to, or have much contact with the user. Therefore, the safety criterion was given the smallest

weight, at 5/100.

D. Design Matrix 2

Table 2. Design matrix containing muscle design options and how they were each scored based on the
previously described criteria.
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Design 1: Latex Band

The latex band material type utilizes pre-existing stock material that can be cut to desired length

and/or shape depending on the width of the stock material. Examples of latex band stock materials include

rubber bands, exercise resistance bands, and sewing elastic. These materials would be glued or sewn to

the attachment mechanism that would allow it to attach to the model bones.

The latex band design was rated second highest overall with a rating of 69/100. This was a result

of scoring highly in some categories and low in others. The latex band design scored highest in the

functionality, cost, and ease of fabrication categories compared to the others, and scored lower in the

remaining categories.

The functionality of the latex band design was rated a 4/5 because this material is easy to extend

and returns back to its original shape with no effort on the users part. The latex band design did not score

higher in this category because it cannot easily be shaped into the natural shape of canine muscle.

The accuracy of the latex band design was rated a 2/5 because it is difficult to shape latex bands

into the natural shape of a canine muscle. It is difficult to give latex bands volume without doubling the

amount of necessary materials and to give them specific widths without compromising the structural

integrity of the material.
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The durability of the latex band design was rated a 4/5 because it is able to withstand excess

amounts of extension without breaking or deviating from the original shape. This design did not score

higher because, while latex bands can withstand lots of extension, it often does not last long, especially

when considering the sheer volume of use these muscles will see.

The cost of the latex band design was rated a 5/5 because it is very cost effective. Latex bands

typically come in large quantities (5 or more meters) for less than $10. This material also is readily

available to the team either online or at local craft stores.

The ease of fabrication of the latex band design was rated a 4/5 because the material is very easy

to work with, as it requires no specialized tools. Latex bands are able to be cut with standard craft scissors

and sewing supplies (sewing machines, sewing needles, thread, etc.), making it simple to manipulate the

material into the desired shape. This material will also be simple to attach to the attachment mechanism

described above.

The safety of the latex band design was rated a 4/5 because there is a small risk that the latex

band could snap. Some latex bands also may include carcinogenic materials, which can pose a threat to

the user’s health.

Design 2: Fabric (Spandex or Nylon)

The fabric materials consist of nylon or spandex that is sewn into the shape of muscles using

patterns. Spandex options such as Lycra allow for the creation of stretchable muscles that maintain their

shape after many uses. Lycra is a brand of spandex that is often used in exercise clothes due to its

significant elasticity and strength. Muscles made out of Lycra can be cut and sewn into any shape.

The fabric design was rated highest at 84/100 due to its excellent score in functionality, accuracy,

and durability. The other ratings for fabric in ease of fabrication and cost are also average, 3/5 and 4/5

respectively. The lowest rating for fabric is in safety.

Fabric got the highest score in functionality, 4/5, because it can stretch to potentially five times its

length and still return to its original shape. It is also possible to create an attachment point with magnets

or velcro through sewing. Spandex and other fabrics are easy to stretch therefore the strength required to

flex the muscles shouldn’t apply too much force on the attachment points allowing them to stay attached

and last longer.

Fabric once again got the highest score in accuracy, 5/5. This is because of the elastic nature of

spandex which allows them to return to its original shape. With other options, the materials may not be

able to fully flex or return to its original shape. If the original shape is not maintained then the model will

not be accurate. Fabric can also be shaped into the irregular and organic shape of the muscle. This means
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that when students observe the model they will not just see a piece of cloth in the location of the muscle,

but a model of the muscle itself allowing them to better understand the anatomy of that region.

Fabric also received the highest score in durability, 5/5, because spandex and nylon are well

known for their durability. Spandex and blends of fibers that contain spandex are used throughout the

athletic industry to make stretchy, tight fitting clothing that lasts for years. Spandex and nylon have the

ability to maintain their shape, which is important because the models are estimated to be stretched 100

times a day each semester for five years.

Fabric was not the first in cost because latex bands are cheaper to purchase. Fabric blends that

contain spandex or other stretchy materials are more expensive. According to Mood Fabrics, you can buy

1 yard of spandex for about $12.79. This particular fabric can stretch 25% its length and 50% its width.

Buying enough fabric to prototype and create models should be within the $200 budget which is why it

was given a 4/5.

Fabric was only given a 3/5 for fabrication because it will take time to create patterns to sew. In

addition, sewing stretchy fabrics can be difficult because you don’t want to interfere with the way it

stretches. It will take a long time to sew every single muscle, and it won’t be quick or easy to create

duplicates.

Fabric’s lowest score was in safety, only a 2/5, because the materials used to create spandex

contain carcinogenic chemicals like polyurethane. These chemicals could cause issues for the skin after

long term use. However, no individual is expected to stay in contact with the model for an extended

period of time.

Design 3: Silicone Rubber

The silicone rubber material type utilizes poured molds to create muscles of detailed shape and

dimension. Pourable silicone such as Dragon Skin allow for easy application of the poured silicone

method through its use of 1:1 mix ratio of components that do not require gram scales by weight or other

precise measurements. Dragon skin can cure with minimal shrinkage at normal room temperatures (20-22

C) for a total cure time varying between 30 minutes and 16 hours depending on the type of silicone mix

used.

The silicone design was rated the lowest overall at 59/100. This was due to the fact that the

material rated the lowest in functionality, the highest weighted category. While silicone rated highly in the

accuracy, durability, and safety category, the hit that silicone took in the functionality category could not

make up for it.

The functionality of silicone rubber was rated 2/5 because the tough nature of silicone made it the

least flexible material of the three choices and would therefore require greater amounts of force to flex
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and extend on the model. The greater amounts of forces on the model would decrease its durability and

would require more maintenance over time. The tougher nature of silicone would also hinder the ability of

muscle attachments such as magnets and velcro to properly fasten the muscles to the model given the

increased forces of flexing and extending.

Silicone was rated 4/5 for accuracy because the fabrication of silicone muscles requires the use of

molds that would both aid in the accurate creation of the asymmetrical shape of muscle and allow for

fabrication of multiple copies of muscles that could be used for testing.

For the durability criteria, silicone rubber was rated 4/5 given the strong but flexible nature of

silicone. Silicone can be stretched many times without tearing and can rebound to its original size with

minimal distortion. However, the repair of a silicone tear would be difficult in that it would require a

binding material that is homogeneous to the composition and texture of silicone.

The cost of silicone was rated 2/5 because it requires the purchasing of both mold-making

materials as well as the silicone mix itself. A pint unit of Dragon Skin costs around $50 on Amazon and a

single silicone mold-making kit costs around $32 on Amazon. Given that the team would likely require

more than one pint unit and mold kit for experimentation and testing, the costs may exceed or be close to

the $500 budget.

The ease of fabrication of silicone rubber was rated 2/5 because the team would need to fabricate

accurate molds of muscle tissue. That obstacle alone causes silicone to be the most difficult muscle option

to fabricate out of the three options.

Silicone was rated 5/5 for safety because silicone is generally recognized by experts to be

chemically stable and therefore non-toxic. Unlike the latex band and spandex fabric options, silicone does

not contain any carcinogenic materials. It is important that the materials used must be safe to touch

because the model will be handled without any PPE extensively.

E. Proposed Final Design

After considering all 6 design options and evaluating how well suited each option was for the

problem at hand, the 3D printed plastic base with integrated neodymium magnets design and fabric were

chosen as the best combination of design options. The final design will consist of 3D printed bones with

an additional 3D printed attachment base that a neodymium magnet will be glued into. Having the muscle

attachment point 3D printed along with the bone will ensure a tight connection between the bones and the

muscles during flexion and extension, and the base will accurately represent the proper area of the bone

that real muscles attach to. The muscles will be made of a nylon-spandex fabric because it is elastic and

can be formed into the appropriate shape. It also provides the benefit of being durable and cost effective.

The fabric will be stuffed with polyester stuffing and neodymium magnets will be sewn into each end of
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the fabric such that the magnet can attach to the magnets in the attachment base, and it should be strong

enough to be able to flex and extend the muscle but also be able to be detached from this point. Lastly, the

whole model will be attached to a stand attached at the uppermost part of the design to that the student

can more easily play around with the model.

Figure 7. The image above shows the proposed final design, putting together the 3D printed bone, the magnet

attachment mechanism design, and the spandex/nylon fabric blend chosen to represent the muscle.

V. Fabrication/Development Process
A. Materials

The canine bones will be 3D printed in Nylon 12 powder, which is an engineering material

compatible with the FormLabs SLS 3D printer [13]. Nylon 12 is relatively inexpensive at $0.15/gram, and

is durable, water resistant, and has a high tensile strength, making it a suitable material for the team’s

bone model.

The muscle attachment mechanisms will be 3D printed in Ultimaker PLA filament, which is an

engineering material compatible with the Ultimaker 3D fused filament fabrication (FFF) 3D printer [14].

PLA is inexpensive at $0.08/gram. It has a low melting temperature of 140-160 C, good tensile strength

and surface quality, and is extremely user friendly, making it a suitable material for the muscle attachment

mechanisms.

The muscles will be sewn using FabricLA Nylon Spandex Tricot Fabric from Amazon.com [15].

The fabric is composed of 80% nylon and 20% spandex material. Five different fabrics will be selected,

each in a different color for a different muscle group, including red, royal blue, neon green, yellow, and

white. Each fabric unit will be 150 x 45.72 cm (½ yard) in dimension. The Nylon Spandex fabric is
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lightweight and durable, with four-way stretch properties. It is recommended to be washed using cold tap

water, avoiding bleach.

The muscles will be stuffed with NOVWANG Premium Polyester Fiber Filling from

Amazon.com [16]. 100 grams were purchased for $8.99. The filling is composed of high resilience fibers

that can withstand machine washing.

The magnet attachment mechanisms will be composed of TRYMAG round heavy duty

neodymium magnets from Amazon.com [17]. The magnets are made of brushed nickel silver and coated

with a double layer of epoxy, ensuring a service life that will meet the team’s product specifications. Six

different sizes of magnets will be ordered totally 225 units for $16.99 -- 3mm x 2mm (88 units), 8mm x

2mm (70 units), 10mm x 2mm (50 units), 12mm X 2mm (25 units), 15mm x 2mm (20 units),  32mm x

2mm (2 units).

B. Methods

The 3D printed muscle and bone canine model for first year vet students will be constructed using

a variety of manufacturing methods. The bone will be 3D printed using the Ultimaker 3D fused filament

fabrication 3D printer as discussed above. This 3D printed bone will have multiple indentations the size of

the magnets ordered and these magnets will then be set in place and glued into place permanently with

glue. In addition to printing the bones via this method, an attachment mechanism will also be created that

will hold a magnet and will be the interface between the fabric muscle and the muscle attachment point on

the bone. This will be designed once the bone is 3D modeled and an initial prototype is printed. The fabric

will be sewn into the shape of a muscle and will be attached to said 3D printed attachment points. The

fabric will also be stuffed to better imitate the shape of an anatomically correct muscle. The bones will be

attached to one another by using surgical tubing that has been provided by the client.

VI. Conclusions
The client requested a design that could properly represent the musculoskeletal structure and

function of a canine hindlimb to be used in an anatomy class for first-year veterinary students. To

complete this goal, a design was ideated involving a mixed nylon and spandex fabric being filled with

stuffing and sewn to shape to represent the muscles, and magnets connecting the muscle to a 3D printed

portion representing the surface area of the bone that the muscle attaches to, all connected to nylon 3D

printed bones.

In terms of next steps, the product will need to be fabricated following the methods listed in the

Fabrication/Development Process section of the report. Materials have been ordered and bones have been

3D scanned, but the 3D printing and sewing processes have not begun. Once this prototype is completed,
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it will need to be tested to determine if it fits the PDS criteria (found in Appendix A). Necessary

modifications will be made if time permits, and the design will continue to be improved as it is tested in

classrooms as well. Ultimately, the final design aims to be reliable, accurate, durable, and useful to

veterinary students learning the structure and function of canines.
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Appendix
Appendix A: Product Design Specification

Function
In the first semester of veterinary school, students learn the anatomy and physiology of the dog in

great detail, and greatly benefit from working with the bones and muscles that they learn about in class.
Traditionally, this knowledge is solidified through the use of cadavers, but such methods pose many
ethical, safety, and cultural concerns, along with the monetary cost required to obtain them [1]. With the
rise of 3D printing technology, teachers have been moving towards using 3D printed animal models since
they are cheaper, longer lasting, and safer [6].  Therefore, the client has requested that a durable,
functional, and accurate 3D model of a dog hindlimb be constructed for use in veterinary education,
which includes an anatomically accurate dog skeleton with correctly functioning muscles and joints.

Client Requirements

● The client requests an anatomically correct model of a dog joint with both accurate bone structure
and properly functioning muscles and joints.

● The joint modeled should either be the shoulder or the hip of a dog skeleton, as students struggle
with these areas the most.

● The joint should be mounted on a raised structure for appropriate use.
● The model should be of appropriate level of detail for first semester veterinary students, which

ranges in ages but on average is 23 years old [11]. For the team’s purposes, an appropriate level of
detail for first year veterinary students is defined by skeletal diagrams in Miller’s Anatomy of the
Dog by Drs. Howard Evans and Alexander de Lahunta.

● The model must contain a simple and reliable way to attach and detach muscles to demonstrate
movement.

● The muscles on the model must have accurate attachment points onto the bone, with reasonable
mass and surface area measurements that match the anatomy of the dog.

Design requirements

1. Physical and Operational Characteristics
a. Performance requirements

The model shall be able to perform reliably for 3 classes of 32 students each for 12 hours spread
throughout three use sessions per week per class. Reliable performance may be defined as the ability to
withstand 13.3 N (3 lbs) of tension on an MTS machine. The model must also have muscle attachments
that are reliably able to attach and detach at correct insertion points on the model (see Section 1c:
Accuracy and Reliability).

b. Safety
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The product must be safe for first-year veterinary students to use (ie. students must not suffer
injury from any components during use). While there are standards regarding the use of small or
detachable magnets in products, the use of them in this project would not require following the standards
since educational products are exempt [18]. Other materials that may be used in the product, like Velcro
and PLA, do not have any regulations or harmful effects on the user either. It should be noted, however,
that bacteria may grow if the model is not properly cleaned, which could be unsafe for the user. Thus, the
model should be sanitized weekly with a non-alcohol based cleaner (alcohols can cause plastics to crack)
so that it will be safe for users and last longer [19]. While no safety warnings are required and sterilization
of the product is unnecessary, light cleaning directions are recommended.

c. Accuracy and Reliability
The veterinary model will be fabricated such that the modeled muscles can be removed and

replaced in the correct position 100 times a day with no detectable decreases in attachment force or
elasticity of the muscle models. The design must also be anatomically correct and represent a real dog
hindlimb as evaluated by veterinary students.

d. Life in Service
This product must be able to be used by about 96 students in small groups for 12 hours at a time.

It should be able to last for about 5 years before needing to be fully replaced, but can be fixed with spare
parts throughout that time. The model will be flexed and extended, along with the simulated muscles
being removed and replaced by students, so the materials used must be durable enough to handle such use
throughout the semesters for 5 years.

e. Shelf Life
The model must be compact enough such that it can be easily stored in provided cabinets or

shelving, which typically range from 40 - 61cm in depth [20]. The model should also be able to withstand
typical indoor temperatures around 20-22 C (68-72 F) and pressures around 1 atmospheres [21], as it will
be stored out in the skills lab or in a plastic storage container in the closet. If the model requires the use of
adhesives and that replacement adhesives be stored in the facility, they must be stored between 25-28 C
for up to 2 years (or prior to expiration date). The device itself should also not be subject to temperatures
outside of this range in order to retain ideal bond strength of the adhesive [22]. Other than the potential
use of adhesives, the product has no shelf-life considerations for components given that the model does
not require batteries or contain chemicals.

f. Operating Environment
The model should be able to withstand consistent use from first year veterinary students. This is

defined by withstanding use by 96 students in small groups in separate sessions for a cumulative 12 hours
per week for roughly 5 years with minimal maintenance. The bones themselves should not need to be
changed in any multi year time frame. The device should be used indoors in a controlled environment (see
Section 1e: Shelf Life) and should not be left in direct sunlight, as this could cause warping of the 3D
printed components.

g. Ergonomics
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The product should be anatomically similar to a medium sized canine (54.6 cm to 62.2 cm in
height, and 29.5 kg to 36 kg in weight), as evaluated by first-year veterinary students [23]. There should
be no large discrepancies in dimensions between the model and real bones except for when modifications
help in efficiency of design, aesthetics, and aid in better teaching as deemed by the client and students
(ex: slightly thicker muscle attachment to aid in teaching and visibility). The device does not need to
withstand the forces a normal canine may exert on their bones since this is a model used for seeing the
movement and locations of anatomy and not for stress testing in any way. The model should be handled
with care and in turn should not be dropped. The bones should be able to withstand double the forces
expected during normal use (ie. 26 N of tension on an MTS machine) while extending and retracting the
hindlimb and attaching/detaching muscles.

h. Size
This product should be anatomically correct with exceptions that can facilitate better learning or a

more economical design (see Section 1g: Ergonomics). The model should attach to a stand and should be
able to comfortably fit in a 2 foot by 2 foot cardboard box.

i. Weight
The product does not have strong limitations with regards to weight. The density of bone

structure in the 3D printed model will differ significantly from the density of an actual dog bone,
therefore, a minimum or maximum weight cannot be decided until materials have been obtained.
However, the 3D model cannot contain over 5 lbs of 3D printed material, as this will result in
over-spending (see Section 2b: Target Product Cost).

j. Materials
The model bones will be 3D printed. The material must also have a coefficient of friction less

than 0.5 to allow for natural canine movements at the joints [24]. The bones should not deform at all when
being handled. Potential materials include PLA, Tough PLA, and other plastic filaments [25].

The model muscles can be 3D printed or made of existing stock materials. The material needs to
withstand being elongated to twice the original length 100 times a class (12 hours a week per class for 9
weeks each semester) for about 5 years. The material also must return to its original shape after every
elongation. Potential materials that meet these requirements include Formlabs Elastic 3D printer filament,
rubber, silicone, elastic, and various fabrics [25].

k. Aesthetics, Appearance, and Finish
The model bones need to resemble real bones to the greatest extent possible, as verified by

first-year veterinary students. If not using a color-coded method in the design, this requires that the model
bones must be white or cream in color, accurately shaped and sized when compared to real canine bones,
and rough in texture. Also, the model muscles need to have attachment points that replicate the surface
area of real attachment points in medium sized canine dogs.

2. Production Characteristics
a. Quantity

One model canine hindlimb will be manufactured this semester.
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b. Target Product Cost
The product should not exceed $500 to prototype and manufacture, a budget determined by the

client.
The 3D printing of the bone model will be the most expensive aspect of production, and should

not exceed $300. This was determined by the approximate cost of 3D printing filaments and resins along
with the maximum expected weight. For example, the bone model itself is expected to weigh under 2.26
kilograms. It is expected to use plastics such as PLA; however, the possibility of resin must not be ruled
out. If the product weighed 2.26 kilograms and was made out of PLA, the cost of production would be
$180.80. The highest cost expected would be $293.80 if CPE was used. In general, resin is 24 cents per
milliliter [25].

Therefore, if the cost of 3D printing the bone model must be kept under $300, the cost to
manufacture the muscles should not exceed $200, in order to stay within the predetermined budget of
$500.

3. Miscellaneous
a. Standards and Specifications

It is not required that the product meet any international and/or national standard due to the fact
that the product will not be patented or regulated by the FDA.

b. Customer
The customer expressed a variety of preferences and dislikes during client meetings. The

customer prefers that the model be able to detach and reattach muscles one at a time to allow for students
to properly understand the function of each muscle. She also indicated that the muscles should be color
coded, as this would support ease of memorization of muscle function. However, she was concerned
about students overly associating the muscles with a color instead of the name and function of the muscle.
The customer has a strong interest in having a detailed model of the dog skeleton that accurately depicts
all of the bumps and ridges of the bone. She specified that plastic models that can be purchased online are
not accurate enough. The customer dislikes that the original model only connects to the bone at a single
point rather than the full surface area of muscle attachment.

c. Competition
In terms of price, there is a lot of competition and variety. You can find models as cheap as

$26.95 made by 4D Master [4]; it includes few details of muscle, bone, and even organs, but the model is
not articulated, has reduced detail, and is not to scale with an actual dog. Higher quality, mid-range dog
models, like one made by Axis Scientific, can cost anywhere between $200 unarticulated [26] and $400
articulated with a base [27], but none of these models contain muscles for students to identify,
attach/detach, and understand their use. It is also possible to buy sections of skeletons made by Axis
Scientific for $72 [2], but again none of these models contain muscles; they are just plastic bones. Other
models are made of real dog bone and can be moved at the joints properly, but they do not include
muscles and cost thousands of dollars. For example, 3B Scientific has an articulated dog skeleton that
costs roughly $2100 [2]. There are also 3D models that show the movement of a dog’s muscles and their
connections to the skeleton [28], but most of these are online simulations that do not allow the students to
feel and see the actions of each muscle individually like the client requests. Following a search for patents
on anatomical dog models, it was found that Ms. Pawana Chuesiri has three patents for anatomical dog
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models [29]; however, these are not patents in the U.S.. The customer attempted to create a model;
however, there are two primary elements she would like to change. Firstly, on her model, the attachment
points are just at one point on the muscle rather than the full surface area where the muscle would
normally attach. Secondly, the muscles are simply represented by rubber bands and do not mimic the real
shape; this project will create muscles that mimic the shape and function of real dog muscles.

Appendix B: Materials List

Item Description Manufacturer Part
Number Date

Q
T
Y

Cost
Each Total Link

Attachments
Disk
Magnets

Heavy Duty Neodymium
Magnets TRYMAG

MIX
255Pc

10/2/2
022 1

$16.9
9 $16.99 Magnets

Muscle Materials
Polyester
Stuffing

3.5oz Premium Fiber Fill
Stuffing NOVWANG Z-37_28

10/2/2
022 1 $8.49 $8.49 Stuffing

Nylon
Spandex

1/2yd Nylon Spandex
Matte Tricot Fabric*** FabricLA Precuts

10/2/2
022 5 $9.90 $49.50

1/2yd_Fa
bric

Misc.
Surgical
Tubing

3/8" OD Latex Surgical
Tubing SUCOHANS N/A

10/2/2
022 0 $8.99 $0.00

Surgical
Tubing

Lab Stand
Chemical Resistant Steel
Lab Stand Set Eisco

FBA_LA
BSTAN
DSET

10/2/2
022 0

$37.8
9 $0.00 Lab Stand

Hindlimb
Model

Axis Scientific Canine
Hindlimb with Foot Axis Scientific

A-10919
4

10/2/2
022 1

$72.0
0 $72.00

Axis
Scientific

TOT
AL: $146.98
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https://www.amazon.com/TRYMAG-Different-Neodymium-Refrigerator-Whiteboard/dp/B09WZTSQ9Y/ref=sxin_14_pa_sp_search_thematic_sspa?content-id=amzn1.sym.6b029eb3-7d41-4744-b45d-69fe835e098d%3Aamzn1.sym.6b029eb3-7d41-4744-b45d-69fe835e098d&crid=366S9957IC653&cv_ct_cx=neodymium%2Bmagnet%2Bstrong&keywords=neodymium%2Bmagnet%2Bstrong&pd_rd_i=B09WZTSQ9Y&pd_rd_r=dcd086a4-c3e5-44b6-a8a6-4b7bbe1d7538&pd_rd_w=rXrh4&pd_rd_wg=tEH1G&pf_rd_p=6b029eb3-7d41-4744-b45d-69fe835e098d&pf_rd_r=RGY3QSSFJQ5PG0JC10KC&qid=1664560786&qu=eyJxc2MiOiI1LjUyIiwicXNhIjoiNS4yMyIsInFzcCI6IjQuNzEifQ%3D%3D&sprefix=neodynium%2Bmagent%2Bstrong%2Caps%2C82&sr=1-3-a73d1c8c-2fd2-4f19-aa41-2df022bcb241-spons&spLa=ZW5jcnlwdGVkUXVhbGlmaWVyPUFEUVlCOFQwRU8zODEmZW5jcnlwdGVkSWQ9QTA3NDI1NDcyMk5WNjhPSFk5T1NRJmVuY3J5cHRlZEFkSWQ9QTAzMDQ2NDIxWjg0MkZGSDFFUTQ5JndpZGdldE5hbWU9c3Bfc2VhcmNoX3RoZW1hdGljJmFjdGlvbj1jbGlja1JlZGlyZWN0JmRvTm90TG9nQ2xpY2s9dHJ1ZQ&th=1
https://www.amazon.com/Premium-Polyester-Stuffing-Filling-Resilience/dp/B0B8YPR8MC/ref=sr_1_4_sspa?gclid=CjwKCAjwp9qZBhBkEiwAsYFsb1r6Xa5A8WCb4gZsP-DyYHU0xIplLRc6PEwdGx7u4WIESPW_tWSH2RoCaBkQAvD_BwE&hvadid=604539179641&hvdev=c&hvlocphy=9018948&hvnetw=g&hvqmt=b&hvrand=6767015848235420098&hvtargid=kwd-1022431079698&hydadcr=20700_13297337&keywords=small%2Bstuffing&qid=1664561358&qu=eyJxc2MiOiIxLjU0IiwicXNhIjoiMS41MCIsInFzcCI6IjAuMDAifQ%3D%3D&sr=8-4-spons&th=1
https://www.amazon.com/dp/B0B3TV1VFS/ref=twister_B0864RQ2L8?_encoding=UTF8&th=1
https://www.amazon.com/dp/B0B3TV1VFS/ref=twister_B0864RQ2L8?_encoding=UTF8&th=1
https://www.amazon.com/Speargun-Slingshot-Catapult-Surgical-Continuous/dp/B07W1J1SBV/ref=sr_1_1_sspa?crid=Q38ZKGRCOT6E&keywords=surgical%2Btubing&qid=1664737797&qu=eyJxc2MiOiIyLjI5IiwicXNhIjoiMS45MiIsInFzcCI6IjIuMDAifQ%3D%3D&sprefix=surgical%2Btubing%2Caps%2C128&sr=8-1-spons&smid=A39JUH838K0PZ8&th=1
https://www.amazon.com/Speargun-Slingshot-Catapult-Surgical-Continuous/dp/B07W1J1SBV/ref=sr_1_1_sspa?crid=Q38ZKGRCOT6E&keywords=surgical%2Btubing&qid=1664737797&qu=eyJxc2MiOiIyLjI5IiwicXNhIjoiMS45MiIsInFzcCI6IjIuMDAifQ%3D%3D&sprefix=surgical%2Btubing%2Caps%2C128&sr=8-1-spons&smid=A39JUH838K0PZ8&th=1
https://www.amazon.com/Chemical-Resistant-Steel-Lab-Stand/dp/B00HUUWYIO/ref=sr_1_5?crid=3CIGBVTWAV82C&keywords=metal%2Bstand%2Bscience%2Bclamp&qid=1664737947&sprefix=metal%2Bstand%2Bscience%2Bclamp%2Caps%2C97&sr=8-5
https://anatomywarehouse.com/axis-scientific-canine-hindlimb-with-foot-a-109194
https://anatomywarehouse.com/axis-scientific-canine-hindlimb-with-foot-a-109194

