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Effect of using nano‑particles 
of magnesium oxide and titanium 
dioxide to enhance physical 
and mechanical properties of hip 
joint bone cement
Safaa Gamal 1,2*, Mina Mikhail 2, Nancy Salem 1, Mohamed Tarek El‑Wakad 1,3 & 
Reda Abdelbaset 1

In this work, the effect of adding Magnesium Oxide (MgO) and Titanium Dioxide  (TiO2) nanoparticles 
to enhance the properties of the bone cement used for hip prosthesis fixation. Related to previous 
work on enhanced bone cement properties utilizing MgO and  TiO2, samples of composite bone cement 
were made using three different ratios (0.5%:1%, 1.5%:1.5%, and 1%:0.5%) w/w of MgO and  TiO2 to 
determine the optimal enhancement ratio. Hardness, compression, and bending tests were calculated 
to check the mechanical properties of pure and composite bone cement. The surface structure was 
studied using Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR) and Field emission scanning electron 
microscopy (FE‑SEM). Setting temperature, porosity, and degradation were calculated for each 
specimen ratio to check values matched with the standard range of bone cement. The results 
demonstrate a slight decrease in porosity up to 2.2% and degradation up to 0.17% with NP‑containing 
composites, as well as acceptable variations in FTIR and setting temperature. The compression 
strength increased by 2.8% and hardness strength increased by 1.89% on adding 0.5%w/w of MgO and 
1.5%w/w TiO2 NPs. Bending strength increases by 0.35% on adding 1.5% w/w of MgO and 0.5% w/w 
 TiO2 NPs, however, SEM scan shows remarkable improvement for surface structure.

Total hip arthroplasty (THA) is an artificial joint replacement operation with highly recorded treatment suc-
cess  rates1. The percentage of people undergoing this operation may reach 34% for over 65 age with around 498 
thousand recorded cases worldwide in 5  years2. Bone cement is usually used for artificial joint fixation in THA 
operations, especially with people suffering from bone diseases such as  osteoporosis3. Statistics reveal that more 
than 50% of THA operations failure is related to a deficiency in the bone cement  properties4,5. Around 42.3% 
of bone cement failure may occur because of aseptic loosening and leakage. Around 9.6% due to instability. 
Around 90% of loosening, leakage, and instability of bone cement is due to limited bone cement mechanical 
 properties6. Compression and bending strengths can clarify the bone cement mechanical  strength7 that protects 
the bone from breaking or collapsing as a result of human activity  force8. The previous research illustrated the 
effect of adding Titanium Dioxide  (TiO2) and Magnesium Oxide (MgO) in improving bone cement mechanical 
 properties9,10. The advantages of adding  TiO2 particles to bone cement include higher elasticity, lower cytotoxicity, 
good cytocompatibility with osteoblasts, improved radiopacity, and improved mechanical qualities (compression 
and bending strengths)11,12. Also, adding MgO particles directly improves osteoblast  adhesion13,14, antibacterial 
effect, cytocompatibility with osteoblasts, and potential for joint repair and  fixation15. MgO was also found to 
enhance the bone cement bending modulus and hence the mechanical  properties16,17. The impact of adding 
MgO in bone treatment is highlighted by surface deterioration, which produces a 30% increase in moving force 
due to bone  osseointegration18.

Additives in nanoscale are trendy enhancement materials due to their small-scale effects, insensitivity to tem-
perature, and good tribological characteristics. They offer superior properties and enhanced bone cell functions 
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when compared to their micron-sized  equivalents6. Combining one or more types of nanoparticles such as metal 
oxide, with one or more polymer composites results in a new class of nano-composites19. Particularly, the incor-
poration of polymers with nanoparticles of magnesium oxide (MgO NPs) and nanoparticles of titanium dioxide 
 (TiO2 NPs) exhibits excellent physical and mechanical  properties20. For  TiO2 NPs and MgO NPs, the previous 
work clarified that  TiO2 NPs with a ratio of 1% enhance bone cement mechanical properties  significantly21,22, 
and  MgO2 NPs with a ratio of 1% enhance nodules of calcium producing a high rate of osteogenic gene  levels23,24.

Keeping the fundamental chemical structure of bone cement has reduced the ratio of NPs additions as previ-
ously described. To reduce chemical reactions that may result in a new composite with unneeded qualities, the 
number of additional ingredients is normally limited to one or two at most. In other words, targeted mechanical 
strength with selected precise additive ratios may have a detrimental impact on other mechanical  parameters25,26.

This study aims to enhance the compression and bending strengths to reduce loosening and leakage problems 
of bone cement in THA operations, by using  TiO2 and MgO materials in nanoparticles. In order to preserve the 
primary chemical structure of the bone cement, several ratios of both additive materials are examined that do 
not exceed 2% w/w. The field emission scanning electron microscopy (FE-SEM) and Fourier transform infrared 
spectroscopy (FTIR) are utilized to study the morphology of pure bone cement compared to composites with 
different ratios. Physical properties of all bone cement samples are illustrated through temperature, porosity, 
and degradation calculation, and mechanical properties through compression, hardness, and bending testing.

Methodology
Several stages are involved in the manufacture of bone cement composites as shown in Fig. 1. First, prepare the 
pure bone cement components either in powder or liquid form. Second, prepare the additive materials in nano 
size. Finally, prepare the bone cement composite with the required ratios of additive materials.

Preparation of bone cement
Bone cement consists of powder (Polymer) and liquid (monomer) which is capable of polymerizing at room 
 temperature27.

The Powder components of bone cement usually consist of Copolymers, initiators, and radiopaque materi-
als. The copolymers are based on the substance polymethyl methacrylate (PMMA)28. The initiator is benzoyl 
peroxide (BPO)29 and the radiopaque is zirconia dioxide  (ZrO2)  particles9.

The liquid components of bone cement consist of monomer, accelerator, and stabilizer materials. The mono-
mer component is methyl methacrylate (MMA) which is used to polymerize the  PMMA30. The accelerator 
used is N, N-Dimethyl para-toluidine (DMPT), it is used to allow polymerization at room temperature, it has 
a special physical property that allows work at − 30 °C temperature which makes the polymerization to start 
at room temperature, it also adds to the adhesive property that matches with bone cement  application31,32. The 
stabilizer inhibitor hydroquinone is used to prevent premature polymerization from exposure to light or high 
temperature during  storage33–35.

The viscosity of bone cement varies between low, medium, and high viscosity. It depends on runny time, set-
ting time, and bone cement components ratio. In this study, the high-viscosity bone cement which has a doughy, 
no runny, and ready state is used in THA  operations36,37.

The preparation of bone cement starts with mixing the powder materials and liquid materials related to the 
ratios shown in Table 1. Then adding the powder and liquid materials together and mixing by hand in time not 

Figure 1.  Steps to prepare the pure and composite bone cement.
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exceeding 30 s mixing  time38. Powder and liquid components are mixed at an approximate ratio of 2.02: 1 to 
start a chemical reaction called polymerization, which forms bone  cement39.

PMMA preparation
The powder components copolymers of bone cement are based on the substance PMMA, which is found com-
mercially in granule form as shown in Fig. 2a, but it must be in < 50-micron size to allow mixing and polym-
erization of bone  cement28. The preparation of PMMA starts by grinding PMMA as shown in Fig. 2b to reach a 
granule size of 1 mm, then using the ball mill device with an ammonia ball for 7–8 h, with a 20-min break each 
1 working hour till the PMMA granule size reaches < 50 microns, the rotating speed ball mill device was 300 rpm 
as shown in Fig. 2c, d. To check the size of PMMA and all powder materials the vibratory sieve shaker is used 
and it is shown in Fig. 2e. Figure 2f shows the powder of PMMA micron size.

Table 1.  Component of different commercial bone cement.

Powder/g (40.85)

Poly methyl methacrylate %w/w 86.9

Benzoyl Peroxide %w/w 0.86

Zirconia dioxide (%w/w) 12.24

Liquid /ml (20.00)

Methyl Methacrylate (%w/w) 99.35

N–N Dimethyl-p-Toluidine (%w/w) 0.65

Hydroquinone (ppm) 50

Figure 2.  Preparations of bone cement and additive powder materials (a) The granule form of PMMA, (b) 
The grading, (c)The ball mill device, (d) The cup of ball mill device with ammonia balls, (e) Vibratory sieve 
shaker, (f) the < 50-micron size of PMMA, (g) BPO 1–2 mm grain, (h) BPO after grindery and sieve in vibratory 
sieve shaker, (i) ZrO2 powder, (j) The powder of MgO NPs (k) TEM micrographs of MgO NPs in 200 nm 
magnification, (l) The powder of  TiO2 NPs and (m) TEM micrographs of  TiO2 NPs in 100 nm magnifications.
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BPO and  ZrO2 preparation
BPO is collected in 1–2 mm diameter size, a specific steel spoon is used to grind the BPO grains till reaching 50 or 
less micro size, and the vibratory sieve shaker is used to check for the size of BPO, Fig. 2g shows the commercial 
size of BPO and Fig. 2h shows the > 50 micro size grains, the BPO allows starting of polymerization with low 
free radicals that keep low cytotoxicity to  osteoblasts29. The radiopaque used is  ZrO2 particles, commonly found 
in 2-micron size as shown in Fig. 2i, it has a direct effect in radiopaque that allows tracking and assessment of 
bone cement after fixing artificial joints, by focusing the view with X-ray  scan999.

Preparation of additive material
Previous research nominated that the total amount of additive percentage not exceed 5% of the total powder 
amount, for keeping the main chemical structure of bone cement.

Related to previous work that is mentioned in the introduction section “Methodology”, the ratio of 1% of 
Mg NPs and  TiO2 NPs recorded enhanced properties of bone cement when used separately, the recommended 
ratio used in the proposed bone cement composite varies around 1% w/w (between 0.5%, 1%, and 1.5%) in the 
different samples as clarified in Table 2 40,41. That is not to exceed 2% w/w in total of both additives to keep the 
main structure of bone cement.

Sample 1 (S_1) is prepared as pure bone cement by mixing the powder and liquid ratios as clarified in Table 1. 
Sample 2 (S_2) includes 2% (0.5% MgO NPs and 1.5  TiO2 NPs) of additive ratio, after mixing 100 g of powder 
components (PMMA, BPO, and ZrO2) related to Table 1, then replacing 2 g by the additive component and 
mixing well, finally adding liquid ratio for the 100 g of powder to prepare high viscosity bone cement composite. 
Sample 3(S_3) includes 2% (1% MgO NPs and 1  TiO2 NPs) and sample 4 (S_4) includes 2% (1.5% MgO NPs 
and 0.5  TiO2 NPs) powder ratio.

Preparation of nano magnesium oxide
MgO NPs are prepared using a top-down approach that starts by breaking down the magnesium large pieces till 
getting the required nano size as shown in Fig. 2j. The targeted average size of 15 ± 2 nm is checked by transmis-
sion electron microscope (TEM) which is performed on (JEOL JEM-2100) high-resolution TEM at an accelerat-
ing voltage of 200 kV as shown in Fig. 2k.

Preparation of nano titanium dioxide
TiO2 NPs are also prepared in 15 ± 2 nm average size with Quasi-Spherical like shape and Anatase crystal struc-
ture as shown in Fig. 2l, the top-down approach is used to get target size, then they are checked by a transmission 
electron microscope (TEM) which is performed on (JEOL JEM-2100) high-resolution TEM at an accelerating 
voltage of 200 kV as shown in Fig. 2m.

Morphology structure method
In this study, Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy and field emission scanning electron microscopy are used 
for surface check.

Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR)
Fourier transform infrared (FTIR) indicates the group function of each sample. A small piece of each composite 
sample is used to apply the FTIR test which is performed using Bruker ALPHA II device with IR Affinity-1 at 
room temperature, ranges from 500 to 4000  cm−1 mid-IR source and KBr beam splitter are used in the test. The 
X-axis shows wave number  (cm−1 spectrum), and the Y-axis shows absorbance  units42.

Field emission scanning electron microscopy (FE‑SEM)
The microstructure and surface morphology of bone cement specimens are examined using a scanning electron 
microscope (FE-SEM) at an accelerated voltage of 30 kV, chamber pressure 582 Pa, gum pressure 3.65  e−7 Pa, and 
emission current 120 µA. The 12 mm diameter with 5 mm thickness sample was coated with a thin layer of gold 
for each composite, to allow heat build-up in samples and improve electrostatic charging during the scanning, 
Fig. 3a shows the samples after gold coating in SEM  device42,43.

Physical tests
For physical changes in pure and composite bone cements, porosity and degradation were calculated and com-
pared, also temperature change was measured through the polymerization process.

Table 2.  Samples components with different ratios.

Sample PMMA (%) MgO NPs (%) TiO2 NPs (%)

S_1 100 –

S_2 98 0.5 1.5

S_3 98 1 1

S_4 98 1.5 0.5
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Porosity and degradation degree (DR) tests
The porosity (P) of bone cement specimens is calculated due to Eq. (1). Three specimens for each of the four 
samples (S_1, S_2, S_3, and S_4) were used with 6 mm diameter and 10–12 mm height dimensions after 2 days 
of preparation. After calculating the initial specimen weight  W0 as the average of the three specimens, the speci-
mens were immersed in simulation body fluid SBF for 28 days at room temperature 23 °C, in day 28 the swelling 
specimen weight  W1 was measured, then the dry specimen weight  W2 was measured after complete  drying44,45.

Degradation (D) of bone cement specimens is calculated due to Eq. (2), 48 specimens (12 for each of S_1, 
S_2, S_3, and S_4) were used with 6 mm diameter and 9–12 mm height dimensions 2 days after preparation. 
First specimen weight  W0 was measured, and then specimens were immersed in SBF for 28 days in an incubator 
with 37° temperature degree, in each of the 7, 14, 21, and 28 days three specimens from each sample ratio were 
extracted and the average dry weight  W2 of the three samples was calculated after complete  drying44,46.

The porosity and degradation tests were done using an incubator (Binder, model ED-S 56 made in Germany) 
and 4 Digits Balance (Sartorius laboratory Entries 224-1S) to measure weight.

Setting temperature calculation
A thermocouple of E type was used to measure the bone cement temperature. Three specimens with 68 mm 
diameter and 10 mm thickness for each of S_1, S_2, S_3, and S_4 were prepared according to ISO5833  standard47. 
The probe of the thermocouple was installed on the specimen and the temperature was measured synchronously 
with time. The setting temperature is calculated according to Eq. (3):

(1)p(%) =
(W2 −W0)

W2 −W1

100%

(2)D(%) =
(W0 −W2)

W0

100%

Figure 3.  (a) The covered specimens in SEM chamber, (b) cement specimen with hardness test notch, (c)The 
Teflon molds as three parts: base, body and presser, (d, e) Compression strength specimen with 6 mm diameter 
and 12 mm height, (f) bone cement compression specimen before and (g) specimen after compression test, (h)
The Teflon mold parts: base and body part of bending test, (i) Bending specimen width 10 mm, (j) Bending 
specimen length 75 mm, (k) Bone cement bending specimen before bending test and (l) specimen after the 
bending test.
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where  Tset is the setting temperature,  Tmax is the maximum temperature and  Tamb is the ambient  temperature23.

Mechanical test
For studying pure and composite samples morphology and different mechanical properties, several tests were 
applied including.

Compression test
The Computerized Control machine is used for specimen compression test, related to ISO 5833:2002, a Teflon 
mold shown in Fig. 3c was prepared to produce compression test specimens with dimensions 6 mm for diameter 
and 12 mm for height as clarified in Fig. 3d,e21,48. 12 specimens were tested considering 3 specimens for each 
composite. The compressive strength is calculated according to Eq. (4) 49,50:

where F is fracture load (N) and A is the initial cross-sectional area  (mm2).
Figure 3f clarifies the compression test specimen before the test and Fig. 3g after compression.

Hardness test
Resistance of deformation is one of the important properties that must be tested in bone cement to keep the 
THA and HA operations successful, hardness test shows the degree of material deformation  resistance51. 12 mm 
diameter and 6 mm height specimen is prepared for each composite to be put under a diamond probe in a Vick-
ers micro-hardness device. Figure 3b clarifies the specimen after the hardness test. To calculate the material 
hardness value, Eq. (5) is used:

Three‑point bending test
According to ISO 5833:2002, a Teflon mold as shown in Fig. 3h is prepared to produce rectangular bending 
test specimens with dimensions 75 mm, 10 mm, and 3.3 mm as clarified in Fig. 3i,j11. Specimens were tested in 
AUTOMAX MULTITEST Computerized Control machine.

The bending strength of three-point bending is calculated due to Eq. (6):

The fracture stress can be calculated due to Eq. (7) 17.

where  pf is the fracture load (N), L is the distance of the inner points of load (mm), S is the standard loading 
span for the three-point bend specimen, b is the width of sample (mm) and d is the height of the sample (mm)21.

Figure 3k clarifies the bending test specimen before the test and Fig. 3l the specimen after bending.

Results
In this section, the effect of adding MgO and  TiO2 Nps to pure bone cement using the specified percentages in 
Table 2 is illustrated according to the experimentation methodologies shown in section “Methodology”. First, 
change in bone cement morphology structure is studied using Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy and 
field emission scanning electron microscopy. Second, changes in physical properties of setting temperature, 
porosity, and degradation are studied. Last, the effect on the mechanical properties of hardness, compression, 
and bending is shown.

Surface structure results
The FTIR spectra absorption of S_1 is clarified in Fig. 4a, sample absorption peaks of IR spectra range from 
4000 to 500  cm−1 are recorded at many ranges such as 2949, 1722, 1438, 1142, 986, and 495 wavelengths that 
correspond to the main characteristic ranges of bone  cement52.

Figure 4b–d clarifies the FTIR spectra absorption of S_2, S_3, and S_4 with additional peaks appearing in 
curves due to the composite bone cement with different ratios of MgO NPs and  TiO2 NPs, which is clarified in 
Fig. 4e showing a combination of graphs of pure and composite bone cement samples in same  graph53,54.

After immersing the bone cement in the hip to fix, its surface has direct contact with human bones, surface 
morphology gives an impression of future attaching reaction, and FE-SEM scan produces clear surface properties 
accurately. Figure 5 clarifies the surface morphology of pure and composite bone cement with nano additives 
in two magnification scans of 2500× and 10,000×. Figure 5a for S_1 shows a rough pure bone cement surface, 

(3)Tset =
Tmax + Tamb

2

(4)compressive strengthσf =
F

A

(5)Hardness vickersHV = 1.354×
F

(

d1+d2
2

)2

(6)Bending stregthσ =
3Pf L

bd2

(7)Fracture stressσfs =
3Pf S

2bd2
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however, the roughness decreases slightly in Fig. 5c,e,g for composite samples S_2, S_3, and S_4 at 2500×g 
scan, which results from including the nano additive materials that fill in the micron cavities between the bone 
cement grains. However, at 10000×, the FE-SEM image clarifies in Fig. 5b the pure bone cement that includes 
small granules of PMMA mixed with other components of bone cement. In Fig. 5d,f,g FE-SEM image clarifies 
that bio-composite microstructures were homogeneous which will have an effect in enhancing the mechanical 
properties. Additionally, the FE-SEM with a high magnification image of the composite includes pores in the 
surface structure that allow bone intercellular to link when the bone cement is immersed in the  body55.

Physical and mechanical test results
The polymerization of bone cement starts at an ambient temperature of 22 °C, it takes 30 s to mix then the 
thermocouple is immersed in the specimens and the maximum temperature is calculated at different time 
intervals during polymerization. The maximum temperature is calculated during 590 s after polymerization as 
the maximum value of  temperature56.

Figure 4.  The FTIR of (a) S_1, (b) S_2, (c) S_3, (d) S_4 in 2 days after preparation, and (e) The FTIR of a 
combination of four samples in one graph.
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The setting temperature of bone cement specimens is shown in Fig. 6a, S_2 recorded a maximum temperature 
of 41.5 °C, followed by S_4, S_3, and S_1 at 40.75 °C, 40.5 °C, and 39.5 °C, respectively. The variation in setting 
temperature is small due to the low ratio of additive components which keeps the main setting temperature.

Porosity is an important property of bone cement as it represents the pores where bone cells will probably 
form and grow however, however relatively high porosity ratios may pose a danger affecting other mechanical 
properties. The porosity acceptable varying range for bone cement is between 5 and 15%57. Samples S_1, S_2, 

Figure 5.  The FE-SEM in magnification 2500× of (a) S_1, (c) S_2, (e) S_3 and (g) S_4. The FE-SEM 
inmagnification 10,000× of (b) S_1, (d) S_2, (f) S_3 and (h) S_4.
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S_3, and S_4 recorded 15.1%, 14.2, 14.5 and 12.9% of porosity, respectively. This indicates that additive nano-
particles in S_2, S_3, and S_4 fill in some cavity space between micro-particles producing low porosity in them 
as shown in Fig. 6b.

Degradation has hidden meaning in bone cement fixation as it is described as a non-biodegradable mate-
rial, where lower degradation levels indicate a relatively higher living time of the bone cement implant in the 
body. Results in Fig. 6c clarify that the degradation rate increases with the increase of MgO NPs and the least 
degradation is recorded in S_2 with increasing  TiO2 NPs, this indicates that S_2 will keep a longer living time. 
Degradation percentage after 28 days in solution represents an important value for material behavior, S_1, S_2, 
S_3, and S_4 recorded 1.24%, 1.07%, 1.59%, and 1.19% respectively as shown in Fig. 6c,i.

Figure 6.  (a) The setting temperature of S_1, S_2, S_3, and S_4, (b) porosity percentage of the four tested 
samples, (c) degradation rate after 28 days for the four samples, (d) the Vickers micro-hardness test values 
for the four samples, (e) compression test values for the four samples, (f) compression maximum load for the 
four samples, (g) bending strength in MPa for the four samples, (h) Average bending fracture load for the four 
samples and (i) the degradation of the four samples after 0, 7, 14, 21 and 28 days.
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The body motion mechanism in the hip joint produces friction which may scratch the bone cement, however, 
harness value indicates the resistance of the material to scratch. The Vickers micro-hardness test on the four 
samples recorded 79.5, 81, 79.1, and 76.3 HRC respectively as shown in Fig. 6d. This indicates that the increase 
of  TiO2 NPs is directly proportional to the hardness value. However, increasing MgO NPs is considered inversely 
proportional to hardness.

Compression strength is one of the important mechanical properties of bone cement due to the mechanical 
stress that occurs on the surface of the bone cement during body stand or  movement8. The sample compression 
strength for S_1, S_2, S_3, and S_4 recorded 104.99, 108.02, 105.91, and 105.64 MPa respectively with the high-
est value in S_2 according to ISO 5833:2002 as clarified in Fig. 6e. Figure 6f depicts the maximum compression 
load for the four samples, with a value that varies from 3 to 3.09 MN.

The bending test allows the calculation of bone cement fracture load and bending strength, three specimens 
for each of the four samples shown in Table 2 were tested for bending, and the average bending strength was 
calculated for each sample. The four samples, S_1, S_2, s_3, and S_4, recorded average bending strength 86.51, 
82.25, 79.35, and 86.81 MPa bending strength respectively as clarified in Fig. 6g. Figure 6h descripes the fracture 
load that is noticed at bending test for the four samples , with a value that varies from 71 to 77.81 KN.

The specimens also recorded average fracture strength of 85.04, 70.9, 73.25, and 87.41 MPa respectively.

Discussion
As clarified from the results, using additive Nps to pure bone cement reduces previously faced problems of 
loosening, leakage, and limited bone cement properties in artificial hip joint  fixation6.  TiO2 Nps are used due 
to their good mechanical strength that enhances composite mechanical properties. MgO Nps are used because 
of their role in human bone formation which enhances attachment between bone cement and human  bone58. 
Both Materials  TiO2 and MgO are used in nanoparticle form to benefit from the nano properties of spreading 
and distributing within the mixture, especially since the additive amount in bone cement composite will not 
exceed 2% w\w for both materials. Ratios of composite additives are kept as small as possible to maintain the 
main chemical structure of bone cement. The surface and morphology structure of pure and composite bone 
cements are studied through characterization with FT-SEM and FTIR, which clarify that no new phase was found 
in composite bone cement, that may back the usage of small and nano forms of additive materials.

The viscosity of composite bone cements in S_2, S_3, and S_4 had no change of high viscosity type, which 
appears through the continued presence of the doughy bone cement during preparation, and keeping the setting 
time range ± 2 s over pure bone cement setting time.

The setting temperature, degradation ratio, and porosity are important properties that identify the composite 
behavior. For setting temperature the change in value was very little while keeping the same protocol of using 
bone cement in operation. Degradation ratio results match those of pure bone cement with a slight change in 
the range of less than 0.01%. The porosity of composite bone cement falls in the acceptable range that varies 
between 5 and 15% w\w. Porosity has a hidden important task as it allows for conductivity to cell growth and 
bone formation, this directly will lead to enhancing mechanical properties of bone cement after being impressed 
in the human  body45.

To check for enhanced mechanical properties, the Compressive strength in human cortical bone varying 
between 90 and 230 MPa is checked, in the other side, the commercial bone cement mechanical compression 
strength usually equals 100 ± 5  MPa59. Raising bone cement compression strength is a major scope of this study. 
All of the experimented composite bone cement samples succeeded in enhancing bone cement compression 
strength, especially specimens with additive 0.5%w/w of MgO and 1.5%w/w  TiO2 NPs enhanced compression 
strength by 3.03 MPa.

For bone cement bending strength that is produced from the bending test, ranges from 45 to 90.5 MPa in 
pure bone  cement60. The composite strength of bone cement in this study matches the normal range with values 
between 79 and 86 MPa. For Flexural stress properties that are produced from the 3-point bending test, results 
also match suitable values varying between 70 and 87  MPa17. The Maximum load for compression and the frac-
ture load for bending test were recorded in Table 3.

Bone cement with additive MgO and  TiO2 NPs shows general improvement in endurance with a maximum 
compression load, it also recorded suitable bending fracture load as clarified in Table 3. Three specimen values 
for each of the four experiments are tested for tested for bending fracture load and maximum compression load 
and average values are calculated as clarified in Table 3.

Based on previous experimentation and results that are summarized in Table 4, it is recommended to apply 
vitro experiments to S_2 with 0.5%w/w of MgO and 1.5%w/w  TiO2 additive ratio, with proven desirable com-
pression strength, porosity, degradation ratio, and surface structure, as well as acceptable bending strength.

Conclusion
The objective of this article is to examine how adding MgO and  TiO2 NPs to bone cement can improve both its 
mechanical and physical qualities. To demonstrate the impact of adding additives on the final composite quali-
ties, three composite samples were created by mixing various proportions of the two addition materials with 
pure cement. Samples were inspected for morphology as well as mechanical and physical characteristics. The 
experimental results confirm the following considerations:

• The composite’s FT-SEM morphology is more homogeneous than pure bone cement due to the addition of 
nano-sized components, resulting in surface pours that facilitate adhesion between human bone and cement.

• The FTIR curve of pure bone cement shows strong peaks at critical locations, indicating that the primary 
chemical bonds remained constant. However, due to the modest ratio of nano additions, the FTIR of com-
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posite materials includes supplementary peaks that demonstrate the presence of MgO and  TiO2 NPs additives 
while maintaining the primary bone cement chemical wavelength peak unchanged.

• Composite bone cement has a setting temperature rise of no more than 2 °C higher than pure bone cement, 
which is considered acceptable.

• Adding  TiO2 NPs reduces porosity by 0.5–2%, but MgO NPs causing a 2% drop. However, lowering porosity 
improves durability.

• The degradation percentage decreases by 0.17% with high  TiO2 NPs, 0.05% with high MgO NPs, and increases 
by 0.35% with equal MgO and  TiO2 NPs. The decrease in degradation immediately improves the mechanical 
characteristics of bone cement specimens.

• Adding MgO NPs (S_3 with 1.5% MgO NPs) reduces bone cement hardness by 3.2 HRC in, whereas adding 
 TiO2 NPs (S_2 with 1.5%  TiO2 NPs) enhances hardness by 1.5 HRC.

• The addition of 0.5%w/w MgO and 1.5%w/w  TiO2 NPs to composite bone cement specimens increased 
compression strength by 3.03 MPa. Improved compression strength and hardness allow patients to withstand 
heavier loads without bone cement leakage.

• Adding 1.5% w/w of MgO and 0.5% w/w  TiO2 NPs increased bending strength by 0.03 MPa. Other compos-
ite bone cement ratios resulted in a minor reduction of bending strength up to 4.5 MPa. However, bending 
strength is reduced by a reasonable amount, and the surface’s chemical structure is enhanced in comparison 
to pure bone cement structure, demonstrating a poured and homogenous surface that maintains the best 
adhesion between bone cement and human bone without loosening.

Consequently, to prevent bone cement loosening and leakage during total hip arthroplasty surgeries, it is 
advised to utilise a composite bone cement specimen containing 0.5%w/w MgO and 1.5%w/w  TiO2 NPs.

Future research will examine fractures in bone cement layers caused by overloading, fatigue tests on pure and 
recommended specimens, and the recommended specimens in vitro experiments for recommended composite 
bone cement.

Data availability
The datasets used and analyzed during the current study are available from the corresponding author upon 
reasonable request.

Table 3.  Summarization of the average bending fracture load and compression maximum load.

Sample
Bending
fracture load (KN)

Average bending
fracture load

Compression
maximum load (M)

Average compression
maximum load

S_1

76.5

76.65

2.994

3.006775.45 3.039

78 2.987

S_2

74

73.72

3.106

3.09073.55 3.085

73.6 3.079

S_3

70

71.12

3.039

3.019771.35 2.998

72 3.022

S_4

78

77.81

3002

3005.375.77 2998

79.65 3016

Table 4.  Summarization of the results of mechanical and physical properties of cortical, pure, and composite 
bone cement.

Measured properties
Standard
11,25 26,61 Bone cement range

Samples with different ratio

S_1 S_2 S_3 S_4

Compression strength (MPa) 90–230 100 ± 5 104.99 108.02 105.91 105.64

Hardness strength (HRC) – – 79.5 81 79.1 76.3

Bending strength (MPa) 180 45–90.5 86.51 82.25 79.35 86.81

Setting temperature (°C)
37 °C 37–120 °C

39.5 41.5 40.5 40.75

Maximum temperature (°C) 56 52.5 54 49

Degradation % – – 1.24% 1.07% 1.59% 1.19%

Porosity % Average 3.5% 5–15% 15.1% 14.2% 14.5% 12.9%



12

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |         (2024) 14:2838  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-53084-2

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Received: 14 October 2023; Accepted: 27 January 2024

References
 1. https:// www. oecd- ilibr ary. org/ sites/ 8b492 d7a- en/ index. html? itemI d=/ conte nt/ compo nent/ 8b492 d7a- en. Accessed  2 Feb 2024.
 2. Singh, J. A., Yu, S., Chen, L. & Cleveland, J. D. Rates of total joint replacement in the United States: Future projections to 2020–2040 

using the national inpatient sample. J. Rheumatol. 46(9), 1134–1140. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3899/ jrheum. 170990 (2019).
 3. Robu, A. et al. Bone cement used for hip prosthesis fixation: The influence of the handling procedures on functional properties 

observed during in vitro study. Materials 15(9), 2967 (2022).
 4. Matthias, J., Bostrom, M. P. & Lane, J. M. A comparison of risks and benefits regarding hip arthroplasty fixation. J. Am. Acad. 

Orthop. Surg. Global Res. Rev. 5(11), 1–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5435/ JAAOS Global- D- 21- 00014 (2021).
 5. https:// cente nosch ultz. com/ hip- repla cement- failu re/#: ~: text= Failu re% 20Due% 20to% 20Wear% 20and% 20Tea r& text=A% 20lar 

ge% 20rev iew% 20stu dy% 20dem onstr ated,appro ximat ely% 20only% 2058% 25% 20of% 20pat ients. Accessed  2 Feb 2024.
 6. Burke, N. G. Total hip replacement—The cause of failure in patients under 50 years old?. Irish J. Med. Sci. 1971, 879–883 (2019).
 7. Breusch, S. & Malchau, H. The Well‑Cemented Total Hip Arthroplasty 28–37 (Springer Medizin Verlag, Heidelberg, 2005).
 8. Dubey, U., Kesarwani, S. & Verma, R. K. Incorporation of graphene nanoplatelets/hydroxyapatite in PMMA bone cement for 

characterization and enhanced mechanical properties of biopolymer composites. J. Thermoplast. Compos. Mater. 36(5), 1978–2008. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 08927 05722 10868 33 (2023).

 9. Phakatkar, A. H. et al. Novel PMMA bone cement nanocomposites containing magnesium phosphate nanosheets and hydroxyapa-
tite nano fi bers. Mater. Sci. Eng. C 109(November), 2020. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. msec. 2019. 110497 (2019).

 10. Abdulmawjood, Y. F. & Thanoon, M. G. A comparative study of nano magnesium oxide versus platelets rich fibrin to repair the 
induced radial fracture in dogs. Iraqi J. Vet. Sci. 36(2), 451–458. https:// doi. org/ 10. 33899/ ijvs. 2021. 130500. 1836 (2022).

 11. Ayre, W. N. et al. Alternative radiopacifiers for polymethyl methacrylate bone cements: Silane- treated anatase titanium dioxide 
and yttria-stabilised zirconium dioxide. J. Biomater. Appl. 35(10), 1235–1252. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1177/ 08853 28220 983797 (2021).

 12. Preedy, E. C., Perni, S. & Prokopovich, P. Cobalt, titanium and PMMA bone cement debris constant and calcium production 
activity. RSC R. Soc. Chem. 5, 83885–83898 (2015).

 13. Sahmani, S., Saber-Samandari, S., Khandan, A. & Aghdam, M. M. Influence of MgO nanoparticles on the mechanical properties of 
coated hydroxyapatite nanocomposite scaffolds produced via space holder technique: Fabrication, characterization and simulation. 
J. Mech. Behav. Biomed. Mater. 95(March), 76–88. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jmbbm. 2019. 03. 014 (2019).

 14. Arora, M., Chan, E. K. S., Gupta, S. & Diwan, A. D. Polymethylmethacrylate bone cements and additives: A review of the literature. 
World J. Orthop. 4(2), 67–74. https:// doi. org/ 10. 5312/ wjo. v4. i2. 67 (2013).

 15. Coelho, C. C. et al. The antibacterial and angiogenic effect of magnesium oxide in a hydroxyapatite bone substitute. Sci. Rep. 10(1), 
19098. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41598- 020- 76063-9 (2020).

 16. Qin, W. et al. Coating the magnesium implants with reinforced nanocomposite nanoparticles for use in orthopedic applications. 
Colloids Surf. A Physicochem. Eng. Aspects 621, 126581. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. colsu rfa. 2021. 126581 (2021).

 17. Khandaker, M., Vaughan, M. B., Morris, T. L., White, J. J. & Meng, Z. Effect of additive particles on mechanical, thermal, and cell 
functioning properties of poly(methyl methacrylate) cement. Int. J. Nanomed. 9(1), 2699–2712. https:// doi. org/ 10. 2147/ IJN. S61964 
(2014).

 18. Lin, X. et al. Surface degradation–enabled osseointegrative, angiogenic and antiinfective properties of magnesium-modified acrylic 
bone cement. J. Orthop. Transl. 17, 121–132. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. jot. 2019. 04. 007 (2019).

 19. Al-bataineh, Q. M., Ahmad, A. A., Alsaad, A. M. & Telfah, A. D. Optical characterizations of PMMA / metal oxide nanoparticles 
thin films: Bandgap engineering using a novel derived model. Heliyon 7, e05952. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. heliy on. 2021. e05952 
(2021).

 20. Smith, W. R., Hudson, P. W., Ponce, B. A. & Rajaram Manoharan, S. R. Nanotechnology in orthopedics: A clinically oriented review. 
BMC Musculoskelet. Disord. 19(1), 1–10 (2018).

 21. Goto, K. et al. Bioactive bone cements containing nano-sized titania particles for use as bone substitutes. Biomaterials (ELSEVIER) 
26, 6496–6505. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. bioma teria ls. 2005. 04. 044 (2005).

 22. Al-Janabi, S. K., Al-Maamori, M. H. & Braihi, A. J. Developing of PMMA bone cement performance by modified  TiO2 NPs. IOP 
Conf. Ser. Mater. Sci. Eng. 1094(1), 1–9. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1088/ 1757- 899x/ 1094/1/ 012150 (2020).

 23. Li, C. et al. Preparation and evaluation of osteogenic nano-MgO/PMMA bone cement for bone healing in a rat critical size calvarial 
defect. J. Mater. Chem. B 8(21), 4575–4586. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1039/ d0tb0 0074d (2020).

 24. Al-Timimi, Z. & Tammemi, Z. J. Polymer blends and nanocomposite materials based on polymethyl methacrylate (PMMA) for 
bone regeneration and repair. J. Sustain. Mater. Process. Manag. 2(1), 15–23. https:// doi. org/ 10. 30880/ jsmpm. 2022. 02. 01. 002 (2022).

 25. Renders, G. A. P., Mulder, L., van Ruijven, L. J. & van Eijden, T. M. G. J. Porosity of human mandibular condylar bone. J. Anat. 
210(3), 239–248. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1111/j. 1469- 7580. 2007. 00693.x (2007).

 26. Harving, S., Søballe, K. & Bünger, C. A method for bone-cement interface thermometry: An in vitro comparison between low 
temperature curing cement palavit® and surgical simplex® p. Acta Orthop. 62(6), 546–548. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3109/ 17453 67910 
89944 93 (1991).

 27. Magnan, B., Bondi, M., Maluta, T., Samaila, E. & Schirru, L. Acrylic bone cement: Current concept review. Musculoskelet. Surg. 
97, 93–100 (2013).

 28. Gil, F. J., Planell, J. A., Levenfeld, B. & Romns, J. S. New aspects of the effect of size and size distribution on the setting parameters 
and mechanical properties of acrylic bone cements. Biomaterials 17(5), 509–516 (1996).

 29. Komatsu, K. et al. Novel tuning of PMMA orthopedic bone cement using TBB initiator: Effect of bone cement extracts on bioactiv-
ity of osteoblasts and osteoclasts. Cells 11(24), 3999. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ cells 11243 999 (2022).

 30. Overview, A. et al. Polymethyl methacrylate-based bone cements containing carbon nanotubes and graphene oxide: An overview 
of physical, mechanical, and biological properties. Polymers 12, 1–29 (2020).

 31. Alfa Aesar Company for Thermo Fisher Scientific Website: https:// www. alfa. com/, Shore Road Port of Heysham Industrial Park 
Heysham, UK.

 32. Sakai, N., Sasaki, M. & Ogiwara, Y. Copper(II)-catalyzed oxidative N-nitrosation of secondary and tertiary amines with nitrometh-
ane under an oxygen atmosphere. Chem. Commun. 51(58), 11638–11641 (2015).

 33. Wekwejt, M. et al. Antibacterial activity and cytocompatibility of bone cement enriched with antibiotic, nanosilver, and nanocop-
per for bone regeneration. Nanomaterials 9(8), 1–18. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ nano9 081114 (2019).

 34. Lewis, G. Properties of acrylic bone cement: State of the art review. J. Biomed. Mater. Res. 38(2), 155–182. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1002/ 
(sici) 1097- 4636(199722) 38 (1997).

 35. Schenk, W., Horn, J. & Van Der Mei, H. C. Infection of orthopedic implants and the use of antibiotic-loaded bone cements: A 
review Infection of orthopedic implants and the use of anti- biotic-loaded bone cements. (2002). https:// doi. org/ 10. 1080/ 00016 
47013 17268 978.

 36. Ranjan, R., Kumar, M., Kumar, R. & Ali, F. Bone cement. Int. J. Orthop. Sci. 3(4), 79–82 (2017).

https://www.oecd-ilibrary.org/sites/8b492d7a-en/index.html?itemId=/content/component/8b492d7a-en
https://doi.org/10.3899/jrheum.170990
https://doi.org/10.5435/JAAOSGlobal-D-21-00014
https://centenoschultz.com/hip-replacement-failure/#:~:text=Failure%20Due%20to%20Wear%20and%20Tear&text=A%20large%20review%20study%20demonstrated,approximately%20only%2058%25%20of%20patients
https://centenoschultz.com/hip-replacement-failure/#:~:text=Failure%20Due%20to%20Wear%20and%20Tear&text=A%20large%20review%20study%20demonstrated,approximately%20only%2058%25%20of%20patients
https://doi.org/10.1177/08927057221086833
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.msec.2019.110497
https://doi.org/10.33899/ijvs.2021.130500.1836
https://doi.org/10.1177/0885328220983797
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jmbbm.2019.03.014
https://doi.org/10.5312/wjo.v4.i2.67
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-76063-9
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfa.2021.126581
https://doi.org/10.2147/IJN.S61964
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.jot.2019.04.007
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.heliyon.2021.e05952
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.biomaterials.2005.04.044
https://doi.org/10.1088/1757-899x/1094/1/012150
https://doi.org/10.1039/d0tb00074d
https://doi.org/10.30880/jsmpm.2022.02.01.002
https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1469-7580.2007.00693.x
https://doi.org/10.3109/17453679108994493
https://doi.org/10.3109/17453679108994493
https://doi.org/10.3390/cells11243999
https://www.alfa.com/
https://doi.org/10.3390/nano9081114
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1097-4636(199722)38
https://doi.org/10.1002/(sici)1097-4636(199722)38
https://doi.org/10.1080/000164701317268978
https://doi.org/10.1080/000164701317268978


13

Vol.:(0123456789)

Scientific Reports |         (2024) 14:2838  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-53084-2

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

 37. Chaurasiya, S. P. & Ghosh, R. Low viscosity versus high viscosity PMMA bone cement for total joint arthroplasty: Influence of 
glass transition temperature, residual monomer content, transmittance of chemical functional groups, and crystallinity index on 
quasi-static flexural strength. Forces Mech. 10, 100176. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. finmec. 2023. 100176 (2023).

 38. Niculescu, I. A. M., Solomon, B. & Viscopoleanu, G. Evolution of Cementation Techniques and Bone Cements in Hip Arthroplasty. 
(2015).

 39. Ayre, W. N. Novel Approaches to the Development of PMMA Bone Cement (CARDIFF University, 2013).
 40. Tham, D. Q. et al. PMMA bone cements modified with silane-treated and PMMA-grafted hydroxyapatite nanocrystals: Preparation 

and characterization. Polymers 13, 1–22 (2021).
 41. Ruiz Rojas, L. M. et al. Optimization of mechanical and setting properties in acrylic bone cements added with graphene oxide. 

Appl. Sci. 11(11), 5185 (2021).
 42. Zheng, Z. et al. A bioactive polymethylmethacrylate bone cement for prosthesis fixation in osteoporotic hip replacement surgery. 

Mater. Des. 209, 109966. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. matdes. 2021. 109966 (2021).
 43. Al-allaq, A. A., Kashan, J. S., El-Wakad, M. T. & Soliman, A. M. Multiwall carbon nanotube reinforced HA/HDPE biocomposite 

for bone reconstruction. Period. Eng. Nat. Sci. 9(2), 930–939. https:// doi. org/ 10. 21533/ pen. v9i2. 1946 (2021).
 44. Shi, Y. et al. A bioactive magnesium phosphate cement incorporating chondroitin sulfate for bone regeneration. Biomed. Mater. 

16, 1–12 (2021).
 45. Chen, L. et al. Fabrication of the antibiotic-releasing gelatin/PMMA bone cement. Colloids Surf. B Biointerfaces 183(August), 1–11. 

https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. colsu rfb. 2019. 110448 (2019).
 46. Xu, J. et al. The application of multi-walled carbon nanotubes in bone tissue repair hybrid scaffolds and the effect on cell growth 

in vitro. Polymers 11, 1–16. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ polym 11020 230 (2019).
 47. Koh, B. T. H., Tan, J. H., Ramruttun, A. K. & Wang, W. Effect of storage temperature and equilibration time on polymethyl 

methacrylate (PMMA) bone cement polymerization in joint replacement surgery. J. Orthop. Surg. Res. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1186/ 
s13018- 015- 0320-7 (2015).

 48. Orellana, J., Pastor, Y. Y., Calle, F. & Pastor, J. Y. Influence of hrgo nanoplatelets on behaviour and processing of PMMA bone 
cement for surgery. Polymers 13(12), 1–16. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ polym 13122 027 (2021).

 49. Gan, M., Reza, H. & Mahboubi, A. Evaluation of the effect of ciprofloxacin and vancomycin on mechanical properties of PMMA 
cement; A preliminary study on molecular weight. Sci. Rep. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1038/ s41598- 020- 60970-y (2020).

 50. Karpiński, R., Szabelski, J. & Maksymiuk, J. Effect of physiological fluids contamination on selected mechanical properties of 
acrylate bone cement. Materials 12(23), 1–18. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3390/ ma122 333963 (2019).

 51. Wekwejt, M. Requirements, Modifications and Methods of Mechanical Testing of Bone Cement – Literature Review. https:// mostw 
iedzy. pl/ en/ publi cation/ requi remen ts (2019).

 52. Kadhum, S. A., Salih, S. I. & Hashim, F. A. Preparation and characterization of polymer blend and nano composite materials based 
on PMMA used for bone tissue regeneration. Eng. Technol. J. 38(04), 501–509 (2020).

 53. Oonishi, H. et al. The long-term in vivo behavior of polymethyl methacrylate bone cement in total hip arthroplasty. Acta Orthopaed. 
82(5), 553–558. https:// doi. org/ 10. 3109/ 17453 674. 2011. 625538 (2011).

 54. Matuszewski, Ł et al. Biomechanical parameters of the BP-enriched bone cement. Eur. J. Orthop. Surg. Traumatol. 24(4), 435–441. 
https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s00590- 013- 1230-1 (2014).

 55. Al-allaq, A. A., Kashan, J. S., El-Wakad, M. T. & Soliman, A. M. evaluation of a hybrid biocomposite of ha/hdpe reinforced with 
multi-walled carbon nanotubes (Mwcnts) as a bone-substitute material. Mater. Tehnol. 55(5), 673–680. https:// doi. org/ 10. 17222/ 
MIT. 2021. 162 (2021).

 56. Spierings, P. T. J. Testing and performance of bone cements. in Properties of Bone Cement (2005).
 57. Jasty, M. et al. Porosity of various preparations of acrylic bone cements. Clin. Orthop. Relat. Res. 259, 122–129 (1990).
 58. Rondanelli, M. et al. An update on magnesium and bone health. BioMetals 34(4), 715–736. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1007/ s10534- 021- 

00305-0 (2021).
 59. Wenjuan, L., Huan, Z., Wu, C., Zhou, Z. & Jiang, C. High-strength calcium silicate-incorporated magnesium phosphate bone 

cement with osteogenic potential for orthopedic application. Compos. Part B Eng. 247, 110324 (2022).
 60. Cervantes-Uc, J. M., Cauich-Rodríguez, J. V., Hernández-Sánchez, F. & Chan-Chan, L. H. Bone cements: Formulation, modifica-

tion, and characterization. Encycl. Biomed. Polym. Polymer. Biomater. https:// doi. org/ 10. 1081/e- ebpp- 12005 0598 (2015).
 61. Wan, Y. et al. Preparation and characterization of a new biomedical magnesium-calcium alloy. Mater. Des. 29(10), 2034–2037. 

https:// doi. org/ 10. 1016/j. matdes. 2008. 04. 017 (2008).

Acknowledgements
The authors would like to thank (Dr. Mamdouh ElKady, Canadian International Collage, Cairo, Egypt), (Dr. 
Walid S. Wakil, Perfecto Group for Plastic and Chemicals) and (Eng. Magdy Taher, Rubex for Plastic & Acrylic 
Manufacture) for their support in providing materials.

Author contributions
S.G., M.M. and R.A. wrote the main manuscript text S.G., M.M. and  M.E.-W. prepared mechanical test S.G. and  
M.M. prepared figures S.G. and  R.A.  prepared tabels N.S. and M.E.-W. eviewed the manuscript.

Funding
Open access funding provided by The Science, Technology & Innovation Funding Authority (STDF) in coopera-
tion with The Egyptian Knowledge Bank (EKB).

Competing interests 
The authors declare no competing interests.

Additional information
Correspondence and requests for materials should be addressed to S.G.

Reprints and permissions information is available at www.nature.com/reprints.

Publisher’s note Springer Nature remains neutral with regard to jurisdictional claims in published maps and 
institutional affiliations.

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.finmec.2023.100176
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2021.109966
https://doi.org/10.21533/pen.v9i2.1946
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.colsurfb.2019.110448
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym11020230
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13018-015-0320-7
https://doi.org/10.1186/s13018-015-0320-7
https://doi.org/10.3390/polym13122027
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-020-60970-y
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma122333963
https://mostwiedzy.pl/en/publication/requirements
https://mostwiedzy.pl/en/publication/requirements
https://doi.org/10.3109/17453674.2011.625538
https://doi.org/10.1007/s00590-013-1230-1
https://doi.org/10.17222/MIT.2021.162
https://doi.org/10.17222/MIT.2021.162
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10534-021-00305-0
https://doi.org/10.1007/s10534-021-00305-0
https://doi.org/10.1081/e-ebpp-120050598
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.matdes.2008.04.017
www.nature.com/reprints


14

Vol:.(1234567890)

Scientific Reports |         (2024) 14:2838  | https://doi.org/10.1038/s41598-024-53084-2

www.nature.com/scientificreports/

Open Access  This article is licensed under a Creative Commons Attribution 4.0 International 
License, which permits use, sharing, adaptation, distribution and reproduction in any medium or 

format, as long as you give appropriate credit to the original author(s) and the source, provide a link to the 
Creative Commons licence, and indicate if changes were made. The images or other third party material in this 
article are included in the article’s Creative Commons licence, unless indicated otherwise in a credit line to the 
material. If material is not included in the article’s Creative Commons licence and your intended use is not 
permitted by statutory regulation or exceeds the permitted use, you will need to obtain permission directly from 
the copyright holder. To view a copy of this licence, visit http:// creat iveco mmons. org/ licen ses/ by/4. 0/.

© The Author(s) 2024

http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/

	Effect of using nano-particles of magnesium oxide and titanium dioxide to enhance physical and mechanical properties of hip joint bone cement
	Methodology
	Preparation of bone cement
	PMMA preparation
	BPO and ZrO2 preparation

	Preparation of additive material
	Preparation of nano magnesium oxide
	Preparation of nano titanium dioxide

	Morphology structure method
	Fourier transform infrared spectroscopy (FTIR)
	Field emission scanning electron microscopy (FE-SEM)

	Physical tests
	Porosity and degradation degree (DR) tests
	Setting temperature calculation

	Mechanical test
	Compression test
	Hardness test
	Three-point bending test


	Results
	Surface structure results

	Physical and mechanical test results
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	References
	Acknowledgements


