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Abstract. Three-dimensional bioprinting has ushered in a new era in tissue engineering by enabling the creation of highly 

precise biomimetic scaffolds. But issues pertaining to mechanical robustness, cellular viability, immuno-compatibility, and 

sustainability continue to pose obstacles towards clinical application. In this paper, we propose a sustainable and 

personalized 3D bioprinting approach that combines renewable materials, biomimicry-based scaffold design, intelligent 

printing technology, and environmentally friendly processes. A blend of bio-inks comprising alginate, fish gelatin, 

nanocellulose, and chitosan was designed to achieve optimal structural and biological properties. Personalised scaffolds were 

created based on CT/MRI scan images, whereas the Human Leukocyte Antigen (HLA) typing was used for designing 

immunocompatible structures. Generative designs helped create hierarchically structured porous biomaterials to improve 

nutrient diffusion. Experiments confirmed high accuracy, enhanced structural properties, and cell viability over 90that our 

approach uses fewer resources than traditional synthetic bio-inks. Index Terms 3D bioprinting, tissue scaffolds, sustainable 

bio- inks, biomimicry, personalized design, regenerative medicine, artificial intelligence. 
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1. INTRODUCTION 

In the last few decades, 3D bioprinting has gained popularity as a groundbreaking technology in the field of 

regenerative medicine. This innovative approach facilitates the development of tissue structures by layer-wise 

deposition of both biopolymer components and cells onto the surface. Differently from scaffold production, 3D 

printing allows for greater accuracy in spatial positioning and formation of complex, biomimetic architectures of 

the fabricated structures. 

However, several obstacles prevent the widespread implementation of bioprinted scaffolds and tissues into the 

clinical practice. On the one hand, synthetic bio-inks used in bio-printing demonstrate low biocompatibility, 

poor degradability, and potential cytotoxicity. In contrast, natural biomaterials possess excellent biological 

properties but are usually deficient in strength and structural reliability. Another limitation relates to insufficient 

vascularization in big constructs which prevents proper delivery of oxygen and nutrients and leads to lower 

survival rates and tissue maturation. Moreover, immune reactions against non-biological materials make it 

difficult to integrate scaffolds and, finally, sustainability problems associated with fossil material sources and 

energy-consuming processes should be addressed. 

This research is focused on developing a patient-specific 3D bioprinting method utilizing renewable 

biomaterials, biomimetic scaffold design, AI-enhanced extrusion control and environmental optimization. The 

optimal bio-ink formula based on alginate, fish gelatin, nanocellulose and chitosan will ensure the balance 

between printability, mechanical strength and biological properties of constructs. Moreover, patient-specific 

geometries extracted from computed tomography and MRI scan data together with HLA typing are expected to 

improve anatomical and immunological compatibility. 

The primary contributions of this work include: 

• Development of eco-friendly hybrid bio-inks using renewable biomaterials. 

• Implementation of biomimetic scaffold architectures via generative design algorithms. 

• Integration of AI-assisted feedback control for extrusion stability and print fidelity. 

• Incorporation of patient-specific imaging and HLA-based immune compatibility. 

• Evaluation of environmental impact through lifecycle optimization metrics. 

2. RELATED WORK 

One may note that most recent developments in 3D bio-printing can be categorized according to improved 

bio-ink properties, new scaffold design methods, as well as enhanced precision during printing. The use of 
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natural polymers as the basis of bio-inks proved to be quite successful since it enables a high degree of 

biocompatibility of the printed objects while mimicking the structure of ECM. It was found out that alginate 

hydrogels and gelatin-based bio-inks are characterized by sufficient printability and structure stability, 

respectively, but the former suffers from poor mechanical stability and fast degradation under physiological 

conditions. 

Hybrid bio-inks with the addition of strengthening elements like nanocellulose were suggested as a way to 

tackle the issue. Nanocellulose was found to increase the rheological properties, shear thinning and improve 

overall mechanical properties ensuring good shape fidelity in case of extrusion-based printing. Another 

example is chitosan with its antimicrobial features and scaffold reinforcing properties. Thus, obtaining the 

proper combination of parameters necessary for precise and efficient printing is a complex task. 

The development of biomimetic scaffold design is another important trend in the field under consideration. 

Biomimicry principles help to create the more appropriate structure of the scaffold providing effective 

diffusion and oxygen transport, in addition to enhancing mechanical properties. For instance, nature-inspired 

patterns such as Voronoi diagrams, fractals and hierarchical porosity show more realistic microstructure 

compared to traditional rectilinear models but at the cost of complexity of geometry leading to difficulties in 

printing. 

Personalization of the object created can be achieved through medical imaging techniques, e.g., CT/MRI, in 

order to ensure anatomical similarity of fabricated scaffolds to patients’ bodies. Anatomical customization is 

widely used, but other forms of personalization are not studied much. In particular, one can think about 

genetic and immunological personalization of scaffold via HLA typing. 

Another promising trend is associated with sustainability of bioprinting process. Various sustainable 

biomaterials and production processes are actively developed nowadays. How-ever, there are very few 

papers that combine sustainability with biomimetics, artificial intelligence algorithms as well as patient-

specific immune modeling. These issues will be addressed in this work. 

 

3. METHODOLOGY 

This study proposes a sustainable and patient-specific 3D bioprinting framework integrating hybrid bio-ink 

development, biomimetic scaffold design, intelligent optimization algorithms, and AI-assisted fabrication 

control. The methodology is structured into four major stages: data acquisition, scaffold design, bio-ink 

formulation, and controlled bioprinting. 

A. System Overview 

The proposed system follows a modular multi-layer architecture: 

• Input Layer: Acquisition of patient-specific imaging data (CT/MRI) and Human Leukocyte Antigen 

(HLA) typing. 

• Processing Layer: CAD-based scaffold modeling and biomimetic structure generation. 

• Fabrication Layer: Multi-material extrusion-based 3D bioprinting. 

• Evaluation Layer: Mechanical, biological, and environ-mental validation. 

This layered architecture ensures seamless integration be-tween patient data, computational modeling, and 

physical fabrication. 

B. Hybrid Bio-Ink Formulation 

Eco-friendly hybrid bio-inks were developed using renew-able biomaterials to balance mechanical strength, 

printability, and biological performance. The formulation consisted of: 

• Alginate for structural integrity 

• Fish gelatin for enhanced cell adhesion 

• Nanocellulose for rheological stability and reinforcement 

• Chitosan for antimicrobial and stabilizing effects 

• Centella asiatica extract for pro-angiogenic stimulation 

Rheological characterization was conducted to evaluate viscosity, shear-thinning behavior, and extrusion 

suitability. 

The optimized composition is listed in Table I. 

 

TABLE I 



ICCCN-2026 

 

 
Proceedings of ICCCN-2026 

69 
ADROID Conference Series: Engineering and Technology (ACS: ET) 

 

Hybrid Bio-Ink Composition 

Component Concentration 

Alginate 3% 

Fish Gelatin 5% 

Nanocellulose 1% 

Chitosan 2% 

 

C. Biomimetic Scaffold Design 

Patient-specific scaffold geometries were generated using CT/MRI imaging data processed through CAD 

tools. Biomimetic architectures were introduced using generative de-sign techniques inspired by natural 

tissue structures. Voronoi-based and fractal algorithms were employed to create hierarchical porous networks 

that enhance: 

• Nutrient diffusion 

• Oxygen transport 

• Mechanical resilience 

• Cellular infiltration 

The biomimetic scaffold architecture is shown in Fig. 1. 

 

 
Fig. 1. Biomimetic porous scaffold architecture 

D. Optimization Algorithms 

Several computational algorithms were integrated into the framework: 

• Bio-Ink Optimization Algorithm (BIA): Multi-objective optimization balancing viscosity, mechanical 

strength, and cell viability. 

• Generative Scaffold Design Algorithm (GSDA): Generation of biomimetic pore architectures. 

• Vascular Pathway Simulation Algorithm (VPSA): Modeling of diffusion pathways and 

microchannels. 

• Environmental Lifecycle Optimization Algorithm (ELCOA): Tracking material usage, waste 

generation, and energy consumption. 

E. Bioprinting Workflow 

The operational workflow of the system is defined as: 
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Patient Data → CAD Modeling → Bio-Ink Optimization → Slicing → Bioprinting → Crosslinking → 

Testing → Feedback Refinement 

This iterative pipeline enables continuous refinement of scaffold geometry, material composition, and 

printing parameters. 

 
Fig. 2. System workflow of the proposed 3D bioprinting framework 

4. SYSTEM DESIGN AND IMPLEMENTATION 

This section describes the hardware and software components of the proposed 3D bioprinting framework, along 

with the AI-assisted control mechanisms implemented to ensure printing accuracy and stability. 

 

A. Hardware Architecture 

 

The fabrication system was built around a custom dual-extrusion 3D bioprinter designed to support multi-

material deposition. The primary hardware components include: 

• Dual-Extrusion Print Head: Enables simultaneous extrusion of structural and cell-laden bio-inks. 

• Temperature-Controlled Nozzles: Maintains bio-ink stability within a controlled range. 

• Actuation System: Stepper motor-driven extrusion for precise flow regulation. 

• Sensors: Integrated pressure, temperature, and flow-rate sensors for real-time monitoring. 

• Support Equipment: Rheometer for viscosity measurement and incubator for post-print cell culture. 

The sensor network provides continuous feedback, reducing extrusion errors and structural defects. 

 

B. Software Framework 

 

The computational and control pipeline integrates multiple design and simulation tools: 

• CAD Modeling: SolidWorks and Blender were used for scaffold geometry generation. 

• Slicing Software: Ultimaker Cura converted CAD mod-els into G-code. 

• Algorithmic Processing: Python was used for optimization algorithms and toolpath refinement. 

• Simulation: Finite Element Analysis (FEA) validated mechanical behavior. 

Custom scripts were developed for multi-material path planning and parameter optimization.  

 

C. AI-Assisted Extrusion Control 

 

An AI-assisted feedback control system was implemented to stabilize extrusion dynamics. The controller 

continuously adjusted: 

• Extrusion flow rate 

• Deposition pressure 

• Nozzle temperature 

• Print-head speed 

Closed-loop sensor feedback minimized filament swelling, discontinuities, and geometric deviation. Adaptive 

control strategies improved layer consistency and print fidelity. 

 

D. Fabrication Process 

 

The scaffold fabrication process involved: 

1) Bio-ink preparation under sterile conditions 

2) Loading optimized bio-ink compositions 

3) Layer-by-layer extrusion-based printing 

4) Crosslinking for structural stabilization 

5) Post-processing and incubation 

This workflow ensured reproducibility, mechanical stability, and biological compatibility. 
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5. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

This section presents the experimental validation and performance evaluation of the proposed sustainable 3D 

bioprinting framework. The analysis focuses on print fidelity, mechanical performance, biological viability, and 

environmental impact. 

 

A. Experimental Setup 

Hybrid bio-inks were formulated using renewable biomaterials with the following composition: 

• Alginate (3%) – structural integrity 

• Fish gelatin (5%) – cell adhesion 

• Nanocellulose (1%) – mechanical reinforcement 

• Chitosan (2%) – antimicrobial support 

• Centella asiatica extract (0.5%) – pro-angiogenic stimulation 

Scaffolds were fabricated using extrusion-based 3D bio-printing and subsequently crosslinked for stabilization. 

Post-print constructs were cultured under controlled conditions for 7–21 days. 

 

B. Performance Metrics 

The system performance was evaluated using the following metrics: 

• Print fidelity 

• Cell viability (%) 

• Mechanical strength (MPa) 

• Biodegradation rate (%) 

• Environmental impact reduction (%)  

 

Results are summarized in Table II. 

TABLE II 

Performance Evaluation 

Metric Observation 

Print Fidelity 

Cell Viability 

Mechanical 

Stability 

High 

90% 

Improved 

C. Printing Performance 

The proposed AI-assisted extrusion control significantly improved printing stability. Observations included: 

• High geometric accuracy with minimal filament deformation 

• Smooth layer deposition and reduced extrusion defects 

• Enhanced structural consistency across printed layers 

The biomimetic scaffold architectures maintained dimensional accuracy after crosslinking. 

The extrusion-based printed scaffold is shown in Fig. 3. 

 

 
Fig. 3. Extrusion-based 3D bioprinted scaffold 
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D. Biological Evaluation 

Cell viability assays demonstrated survival rates exceeding 90%. The hierarchical porous scaffold design 

facilitated: 

• Improved nutrient diffusion 

• Enhanced cellular infiltration 

• Increased proliferation potential 

Bioactive plant-derived additives supported angiogenic responses and reduced inflammatory effects. 

Cell viability analysis is shown in Fig. 4. 

 

 
Fig. 4. Cell viability results 

E. Mechanical Performance 

Mechanical testing indicated improved compressive stability compared to non-reinforced natural bio-inks. 

Nanocellulose incorporation contributed to enhanced structural rigidity and deformation resistance. 

 

F. Environmental Impact 

Lifecycle assessment using the ELCOA model revealed: 

• Reduced carbon footprint 

• Lower material waste 

• Decreased energy consumption 

The use of renewable biomaterials significantly decreased environmental burden relative to synthetic polymer 

systems. 

 

G. Discussion 

The results confirm that combining sustainable biomaterials, biomimetic design, and AI-assisted control 

produces scaffolds with superior structural and biological performance. The framework addresses key 

limitations in conventional bio-printing, particularly in print stability, immune compatibility potential, and 

ecological sustainability. 

6. CONCLUSION 

In summary, this study developed an eco-friendly and personalized 3D bioprinting approach using sustainable 

biomaterials, biomimetic scaffold architecture, artificial intelligence-enabled extrusion process control, and 

environmental life cycle evaluation. This study’s novel hybrid bio-ink formulation using alginate, fish gelatin, 

nanocellulose, and chitosan proved to provide a good balance between printability, physical strength, and 

biological properties of the material. The experiments showed high fidelity of printing, structural reproducibility, 

and over 90% accuracy of cell viability. Life cycle analysis showed improvements over traditional bio-ink 

formulations in terms of CO2 emissions, material use, and energy expenditure. 

The study showed that an innovative 3D printing technology, incorporating sustainability, intelligence in 

manufacturing control, and personalized scaffolds, is both feasible and promising for clinical application. Possible 

future steps include validation in vivo, development of sophisticated techniques of vascularization, smart bio-ink 

design, and monitoring systems. 
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