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Challenge-Based Learning in Biomedical Engineering: 
Developing Skills for the Future

ABSTRACT
One of the primary objectives of higher education (HE) is to produce specialized human resources 
with the necessary competencies for the challenges encountered in our professional lives and our 
complex environment. One form of experiential education for biomedical engineering students 
is to expose them to real situations so that, based on acquired knowledge, they develop high-
level disciplinary competencies that prepare them for a future job with greater expectations. This 
report analyzes the use of teaching strategies such as challenge-based learning (CBL) for the devel-
opment of technical skills through the design and manufacture of a walking aid device, the imple-
mentation of effective methods for the development of medical devices, and the identification of 
sustainability in engineering. A tournament skills event evaluated the results by highlighting spe-
cific solution proposal points. This study is an illustrative case that provides significant evidence 
of the effectiveness of CBL and can serve as a model for pedagogically sensitive evaluation of the 
engineering classroom by integrating blended learning schemes using gamification techniques.

KEYWORDS
educational innovation, higher education (HE), challenge-based learning (CBL), biomechanics, 
sustainability, Tec21

1	 INTRODUCTION

Since 2014, the Tecnológico de Monterrey has gradually implemented the Tec21 
educational model, which involves a novel, flexible vision with comprehensive 
training and a challenge-based learning (CBL) approach [1] [2]. From the biomedical 
engineering perspective, the practical application of students’ learning in generating 
specific solutions that consider patients’ needs is vital during the formative stage. 
This application of knowledge empowers them to develop soft skills such as collabo-
rative work and disciplinary competencies such as problem diagnosis, formulation 
of solution strategies, and, precisely, the development of medical devices. The social 
responsibility that a biomedical engineering student develops can be observed from 
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two perspectives; the first is the intrinsic need to acquire engineering knowledge to 
provide technically adequate solutions to users [3]. The second is having the neces-
sary expertise in the biological and medical fields to support technological proposals 
from a health viability perspective. However, the lack of or little interaction with 
patients sometimes limits the dimension of social learning. Specifically, in the bio-
mechanics analysis and design course of this program, topics of engineering anal-
ysis and development are addressed to provide solutions to specific issues, such as 
the analysis of the kinematics of the human body and its injuries at a structural 
level, the design and manufacture of sports and orthopedic solutions [4]. In addi-
tion, a mechanical design methodology is also followed, where numerical simula-
tion corroborates analytical calculations to evaluate a device. The evaluation rubric 
regarding the final proposal’s functioning is only in the engineering orientation, 
without considering the social orientation that could imply factors that impact the 
patient’s daily life. It is important to note that developing this skill in a biomedi-
cal engineer is essential for his professional performance. For this reason, the pres-
ent work describes an innovative evaluation proposal based on gamification. This 
method can significantly enhance the social orientation of the CBL proposals for a 
course on developing orthopedic devices by providing a framework that motivates 
cooperation and the sustainable solution of biomedical engineering problems.

The thematic content of the training unit on Analysis and Design in Biomechanics 
was designed for implementation in 2015; its launch was in 2019, together with the 
launch of the Tec21 model. This content includes five areas of knowledge devel-
oped throughout the course: statistics, anxiety, continuous solid mechanics, design of 
mechanisms and structures, and engineering materials for constructing prostheses 
and orthoses. However, given the context of the training unit, the contents men-
tioned above are developed within the context of medical sciences. Figure 1 shows 
the evolution of research topics around human biomechanics, integrating the gener-
ation of knowledge from 2015 to date, which represents a guide on the trend of new 
paradigms and problems to be solved worldwide.

Fig. 1. Evolution of the topic in biomechanics research

The analysis uses a database extracted from SCOPUS, focusing on the search 
between 2015 and 2024, placing a turning point between 2017 and 2020. It is 
observed that the trend of interest is oriented towards biomechanics and the design 
of prosthetic devices.

Biomechanics studies the mechanical interactions between bones, muscles, lig-
aments, and joints within the musculoskeletal system during movement, highlight-
ing the importance of understanding the forces that act on the body to promote 
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quality of life and prevent injuries [5]. The search for research topics associated with 
human biomechanics in the last ten years has shown a specific interest in develop-
ing ortho-prosthetic devices with a focus on the mechanical design of the proposed 
solutions. Figure 2 shows a growing interest in the analysis of joint characteristics 
and functions, analysis of ranges of motion, weight balance, kinematics, and design 
of ortho-prosthetic devices for amputees. In this sense, the biomedical engineering 
program offered at the Tecnológico de Monterrey is aligned with these interests. 
It demonstrates adaptability and relevance by integrating the following contents 
into its biomechanics analysis and design course:

a) Statics. Statics is applied to biomechanics by analyzing the stability and mobility 
of the human body’s joints, which is crucial to understanding movement and 
vulnerability to injury in different types of joints [6] [7]. Static principles, such 
as force systems and balance, can be applied in biomechanics to analyze the 
forces acting on the human body during movement and exercise, aiding in injury 
prevention and performance optimization [8].

b) Dynamics. Dynamics in biomechanics describes how forces on the musculoskel-
etal system influence human movement, such as in the analysis and descrip-
tion of human gait. The dynamics principles in biomechanics include analyzing 
kinematic and kinetic data, using motion analysis systems, and inferring joint 
moments and forces from measured accelerations [9] [10].

c) Continuum mechanics. The principles of continuum mechanics in biomechanics 
involve analyzing the mechanical behavior of materials as a continuous manifold, 
considering concepts such as deformation, motion, stress, and energy balance [11]. 
Stress is crucial in affecting biomechanical structures by influencing deformation, 
mechanical behavior, and overall performance of materials and structures [12] [13]. 
The relationship between stresses and strains, displacements and forces, and the 
dynamic behavior of materials are fundamental aspects of understanding how stress 
influences the mechanical properties of solids and structures in biomechanics [14].

d) Design of mechanisms and structures. Design principles play a crucial role in 
the construction of prostheses and orthoses, and advances in technologies such 
as computer-aided design (CAD), computer-aided manufacturing (CAM), and 
additive manufacturing are revolutionizing the process [15] [16]. These technol-
ogies allow for accurate modeling, efficient production, and cost-effectiveness 
while improving patient comfort, overall durability, and the effectiveness of the 
prosthesis or orthosis [17].

e) Engineering materials for the construction of prostheses and orthoses. 
Engineering materials are crucial in constructing prostheses and orthoses to 
improve performance and durability [18]. These materials require specific prop-
erties for successful application. Commonly used materials are polymers, metals, 
alloys, and composites [19]; they must possess mechanical strength, durability, 
and antibacterial properties [20] [21].

Current regulations: Until now, all biomechanics academic programs within 
biomedical engineering courses at the undergraduate level are mainly theoretical 
or based on examining a prototype already on the market or some bibliographi-
cal research project. The novelty of the approach presented here is using a chal-
lenge-solving tournament based on the didactic strategy of CBL [22] [23] [24]. A more 
contemporary approach, challenging students to higher cognitive levels not only to 
do bibliographical research and planning but also to create a prototype that solves 
a real need that is required at this time, that had its roots in a social need, and to 
test and evaluate it before an expert jury. Among educational strategies, CBL is an 
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emerging approach that integrates concepts and skills from multiple disciplines to 
address real-world problems and search for an answer using several sciences and the 
application of sustainable principles [25] [26] [27] [28]. Therefore, CBL, focusing on 
biomechanics, can be a promising way to integrate disciplinary, soft, and sustainable 
skills into higher education (HE) [29] [30] [22]. Engaging students in real-world chal-
lenges enhances their ability to address complex problems, develop innovative solu-
tions, and apply theoretical knowledge to practical scenarios through challenges [31].

Fig. 2. Thematic cluster oriented to research and development interests in human biomechanics

2	 METHODS

In the biomechanics analysis and design course, the student is expected to ade-
quately develop the sub-competencies of collaboration, diagnose problems in the 
health area, formulate solution strategies, and design biomedical devices. The chal-
lenge sought to be resolved in the training unit involves the design of a transtibial 
orthosis to address amputation due to diabetic necrosis. Diabetic necrosis is a severe 
complication that affects patients with poorly controlled diabetes mellitus. This con-
dition can lead to partial or total amputation of lower limbs due to lack of adequate 
blood flow and the subsequent appearance of wounds and ulcers that do not heal 
properly. As biomedical engineering students, they were challenged to design a tran-
stibial orthosis that helps improve the quality of life and mobility of patients who 
have undergone amputation due to diabetic necrosis. Specifically, the challenge seeks 
to meet the SDGs: 3–Good Health and well-being, 10–Reduction of Inequalities, and 
12–Responsible Production and Consumption. The training unit has the particularity 
of having a training partner entity that accompanies establishing, providing feed-
back, and evaluating the challenge. In this particular case, a company markets and 
manufactures ortho-prosthetic devices. Figure 3 shows the tree map of the words 
associated with recent research interests in biomechanics. This tool confirms that the 
challenge proposal developed during the course is relevant to our students’ training.

The design objectives had to meet six crucial points to develop the abovemen-
tioned sub-competencies: functionality, comfort, personalized fit, ease of use, durability, 
and cost-effectiveness. These last two points were part of the sustainability approach 
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integrated through the sub-competencies of formulating solution strategies and design-
ing medical devices. The solution to the challenge should seek a long-term economic and 
environmental sustainability orientation by reducing non-degradable plastic materials.

Fig. 3. Tree map of the words associated with research on biomechanics

The tree map of the words associated with research on biomechanics, shows 67% 
interest in orthoses, which highlights their biomechanical development, design, and 
use for rehabilitation of lower limbs.

For a better understanding of the CBL development methodology, Figure 4 
describes the linear progress of the teaching experience that results in the design of 
the orthopedic prototype.

Fig. 4. Linear flow of the challenge-based learning experience
Note: Each stage is determined by an objective clearly described in the image.
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3	 RESULTS

For the development of the CBL teaching technique, the students followed the 
flow shown in Figure 4. Stages were distinguished by carrying out several steps.

Identification of injury mechanisms: The purpose of this step is for the student 
to identify the injury mechanisms and, based on the acquired knowledge, to develop 
a protocol for carrying out a quantitative diagnosis of the injury from a biomechanical 
point of view. The student also carries out a literature review oriented to existing joint 
injuries and the relationship of mechanical issues related to the injury’s generation. 
After delivering this evidence, the student can understand the symptoms and limita-
tions that can generate a joint injury. As well as identify the existing diagnostic meth-
odologies. Consequently, the student also identified the technologies that could be used 
to perform a more precise quantitative measurement of the injury. The requested evi-
dence was a 10-minute presentation about the problematic points, objectives, theoret-
ical framework, and conclusions. This presentation was presented to the teaching staff 
of the training unit. Two works were selected randomly to generate a collaborative 
discussion and thus generate group knowledge. The evidence is used to partially eval-
uate the sub-competence of diagnosing problems in the health area and collaboration.

Evaluation of treatment and innovation proposal: The requested evidence 
is intended to evaluate and provide feedback at an early stage on the treatment pro-
posal with an innovative approach outside the classroom before its final evaluation. 
The students use computational techniques for the design, assembly, mechanical 
simulation of stresses, and dynamic simulation of human walking to integrate a 
proposal presented to the external training partner entity.

The final evidence consisted of three deliverables:

1. File of the CAD software’s parts, assemblies, and simulations of mechanical 
stresses to be validated by the teachers.

2. Develop a written report describing the design methodology used in each part 
of the orthosis proposal. This element includes the results of the computational 
simulations and their analysis. The highlights include static analysis, fatigue, fall, 
buckling, speed analysis, force, and joint acceleration during human walking 
with and without the device.

3. A one-minute video showing the design of the proposed solution and the results 
of mechanical studies. The purpose of delivering a short video was to show the 
proposals to the training partner entity and obtain specific feedback regarding 
the mechanical and design qualities.

Development of a prototype of a transtibial orthosis: The evidence requested 
in this stage is intended to evaluate the implementation of the knowledge acquired 
during the learning phase, focusing on the innovative and sustainable aspect, not 
only in the manufacturing processes but also in the materials selection processes. 
It should not be overlooked that professors and specialists in the subject previously 
provided feedback on the solutions proposed to the challenge to generate an improve-
ment for the end user. The evidence deliverable consisted of the full-scale physical 
prototype of a transtibial orthosis. This deliverable evaluated the sub-competence of 
medical device design using a specific rubric.

Once the evidence described above was considered sufficient context about the 
challenge and having received feedback from the professors and the training part-
ner entity (stakeholder), the students developed the design of a transtibial orthopedic 
device. However, the generation of this solution required a stage of implementation 
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of the new knowledge and skills acquired to prototype and subsequently test the 
proposed solution. During this stage of evidence evaluation, the students recognized 
the mastery of the know-how on the different prototyping processes obtained in the 
learning phase, having developed novel skills and generating a feeling of satisfac-
tion by obtaining positive results around their application. Figure 5 is a represen-
tative sample. Figure 5A shows the CAD design of a transtibial orthosis generated 
by the Biomechanical Analysis and Design course students. Figure 5B shows the 
prototype manufactured from the computational design, integrating traditional and 
additive manufacturing concepts to form their proposal.

Fig. 5. A) CAD design; B) A prototype built by the same team of students and presented during the event

The points evaluated for this delivery are based not only on the evaluation of the 
prototype manufacturing process but also on its efficiency under normal conditions of 
use. The evaluation was carried out during a competitive event in which each team of 
students from all the groups in which teaching was given in the training unit of Analysis 
and Design in Biomechanics participated. Each team member played a particular role 
in demonstrating their knowledge about their device. These roles were: presenter of 
an elevator pitch, user of the orthotic device, and repair and support technician for the 
device. The evaluation committee comprised the course teachers, two invited expert 
teachers, and two representatives of the training partner company, who evaluated the 
efficiency of the devices based on the following aspects of use described below.

Evaluation of a transtibial orthotic prototype: Through the realization of a 
competitive event, which not only sought to evaluate the vision described above but 
also to promote student experience and collaborative work, the following points of 
the deliverable were evaluated:

Ergonomics: Identify the maximum compressive and tension load (static) the 
prosthesis can withstand depending on its manufacturing material, according to the 
patient’s activity with the prosthesis. The students applied the concepts in the stress 
deformation charts and safety factors. The functionality of the orthotic prototype was 
also evaluated; the efficiency of the performance in the ankle joint of the orthosis; 
the resistance of the solid component; the functionality and efficiency of the perfor-
mance of the orthotic foot; and the appropriate choice of materials: the materials 
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must satisfy the characteristic of sustainability (economic, ecological, social, and 
scientific). The students must not include recyclable materials since, by regulation, 
the WHO indicates it in the manual of suitable procedures and following the college 
of Biomedical Engineers. The aim of assessing in this way is not only to reward 
the development of technical skills but also to increase the student’s awareness of 
the human aspect to benefit healthcare. The goal is to put the student in the position 
of the end user, who will consequently be an amputee patient whose healthcare 
needs require very particular considerations. This way, SDGs three—good health 
and well-being and 10—reduced inequalities are addressed. It is essential to men-
tion that to measure the development of sustainable skills, university experts chal-
lenged the students to various scenarios where they could choose between applying 
or not applying the principles of sustainability. Likewise, a close relationship was 
established between the SDGs and the activities to be completed; expert professors in 
sustainability established specific exercises for the students. Materials and research 
sustainability were mainly achieved through reviewing papers and patents for 
improvement, analyzing the life cycle of materials, and the probability of recycling 
the materials used. Figure 6 shows a view of the competition and presentation of the 
orthotic prototype devices.

Fig. 6. Students presenting their orthotic prototype in a competition

The students present their orthotic prototype in a competition where internal 
and external evaluators grade various items. This is the last step in the flow of events 
in the CBL experience.

As a post-CBL experience activity, students completed a satisfaction questionnaire. 
The statistical analysis applied to the responses given by the students was similar to 
that we have used in previous reports [31]. According to Slovin’s formula, this sample 
represents a response rate of 95% and a margin of error of 2%, which indicates that 
the conclusions obtained in this work apply to the entire student population with an 
error of 2% and a confidence level of 99%. The questions asked were the following:
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1. What word comes to mind when you finish this biomechanics block?
2. How satisfied are you with the learning results you obtained with this 

competency-based modality, taking as a reference other blocks where this 
modality is not used?

3. How important is it to encourage competition through games in this block and 
thus prepare yourself for the work competition you will experience when you 
finish your degree?

4. Would you have preferred to solve the challenge of this block individually?
5. How many subjects similar to this one with the experience of challenges and 

games have you had in your degree?
6. How was your experience in this block, taking into account the learning driven 

by the resolution of the challenge?
7. In the subsequent IMD blocks, to increase your knowledge, do you consider it 

appropriate to apply this system based on challenges by competency?
8. How complicated was it for you to design, assemble, and present your orthosis 

prototype in the competition?
9. After this experience, where do you place your understanding of all the aspects 

of making a biomechanics device?
10. Did knowing that there would be a competition, which would be part of the 

challenge evaluation, influence your involvement in solving the challenge?
11. What disciplines did you have to consult to solve the challenge as opposed to 

other blocks?

A Likert scale of satisfaction was used where, in the graph, 100 means 100% 
agreement with the statement in the question. Figure 7 shows the results of the 
questionnaire. When the students were asked how important it was to learn from 
competitive games, 93% of the interviewees said it was essential. 85% of the respon-
dents saw the biomechanical prototype’s planning, development, and presentation 
as collaborative rather than individual work. This is interesting since they prefer to 
develop this collaborative work competence rather than do it individually.

About 51% of the interviewees approved of the competition format through 
games, which is interesting, perhaps due to their lack of knowledge of the properties 
of CBL when mixed with a competition. In contrast, 85% of the students considered 
using CBL would be fundamental for their academic future, and 83% considered 
using a competency as a learning tool using CBL was appropriate for their training.

On the other hand, interestingly, 61% of the students considered the challenge 
of using the knowledge and skills acquired up to their time of development to be 
complex. This qualifies the chosen challenge as challenging and of high complexity.

To determine if the teaching experience would have helped to understand the 
general functioning of biomechanics, 80% of the students considered this experience 
very useful in their training.

An interesting question was whether knowing in advance that the course would 
be using a CBL teaching technique with competency would have influenced the 
decision to take the class. 65% of the students answered affirmatively, indicating 
they wanted a challenging learning experience.

Finally, a comprehensive evaluation of the experience shows that it is very 
satisfactory that 83% of students considered the learning strategy very useful for 
their training.

When asked what other disciplines the students had to consult to solve the chal-
lenge, they said they mainly studied mechanics and medicine. However, equipment 
such as bending, milling, lathes, and welding were almost unanimously mentioned.
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Fig. 7. Radar graph

Figure 7 is a radar graph summarizing the responses to the questionnaire applied 
to students after the CBL experience with competence in Biomechanics. The graph is 
on the Likert scale, with 100 being equivalent to 100% agreement with the statement 
in the questionnaire

Very interestingly, the 17% that were not satisfied with the CBL experience 
expressed that “I don’t have to invest money in generating a prototype,” “I didn’t like 
that it took me so long to solve the challenge,” and “not all team members showed 
the same level of interest in solving it.”

Then, students were asked the first word that came to mind when looking back 
at CBL’s experience with biomedical engineering competitions. Figure 8 shows the 
word cloud mentioned, with orthosis being the most mentioned. However, team-
work, the challenge, and mentions of difficulty, design, creativity, and feelings of 
stress and anxiety were all present.

Fig. 8. Word cloud in response to the question: What is the first word that comes  
to mind when you finish the biomechanics block?
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4	 DISCUSSION

Biomedical engineering is making steady progress, aided by cutting-edge 
technology. New mechatronic, electronic, physical, and sustainable mechanisms 
are the path that awaits biomedical engineering. Specialized human resources 
today require transversal (soft) and disciplinary (hard) skills. And more and more 
emerging skills, such as sustainable or digital skills, are often needed [32].

This report uses CBL as a skills development tool and an innovative competi-
tion game format that challenges students to generate ideas and design prototypes, 
considering lower extremity injuries. The concepts of physics and mechanics are 
analyzed to provide solid scientific backing for each proposal.

This format was challenging, innovative, and educational for the students regard-
ing skills they would not have had otherwise. They faced the uncertainty of concepts 
they may not have had and had to seek them out with experts from other disciplines. 
They increased their vision of the current work environment by having internal 
judges (other professors) and external judges (from some companies).

Biomedical engineering increasingly uses other sciences to support itself in solv-
ing problems; therefore, better human resources are required. The faculty must also 
be prepared with new technologies and teaching techniques. It is not easy to have a 
faculty of up-to-date professors willing to participate in courses to improve teaching 
instruments and strategies.

The natural benefit of this CBL experience in Biomedical Engineering is address-
ing a real health problem, using a patient’s data, clinical context, and socioeconomic 
context when making a solution proposal regarding mobility and health, and learn-
ing different manufacturing and prototyping techniques for the health sector. This 
knowledge is not in the syllabus and belongs to the formation training part of a 
HE student.

An important point to highlight is the fact that concepts such as stress and anxiety 
emerged in the word cloud. However, teamwork, challenge, and mentions of diffi-
culty, design, creativity, and feelings of stress, difficulty, and anxiety were present. 
This is particularly significant given that these feelings are similar to those described 
when graduates have their first work experience. Later conversations with stu-
dents who mentioned these concepts expressed their gratitude that these feelings 
had arisen during their academic training and for being prepared for the current 
work reality, which, as we can see, is changing and uncertain. Perhaps there should 
be specialists who can manage and channel these feelings more appropriately in 
the future.

Our proposal to use CBL with a competition increased the development of students’ 
capabilities, challenged professors, and created an environment of competition and 
desire to win and learn more and better than ever before. This undoubtedly pushes 
professors and students to improve daily, generating a critical mass to discuss and 
plan new educational techniques and strategies for HE. In any case, our institution’s 
biomedical engineering academic program has benefited from this approach, and it 
does not escape our attention that it can be adapted to other engineering programs.

5	 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

The authors acknowledge the financial support of the writing lab, Institute for 
the Future of Education, Tecnologico de Monterrey, Mexico, in producing this work.

https://online-journals.org/index.php/i-joe


iJOE | Vol. 21 No. 2 (2025) International Journal of Online and Biomedical Engineering (iJOE) 15

Challenge-Based Learning in Biomedical Engineering: Developing Skills for the Future

6	 REFERENCES

 [1] J. Membrillo-Hernández et al., “Implementation of the challenge-based learning 
approach in academic engineering programs,” Int. J. Interact. Des. Manuf., vol. 15, 
pp. 287–298, 2021. https://doi.org/10.1007/s12008-021-00755-3

 [2] V. Lara-Prieto, P. Caratozzolo, P. Vázquez-Villegas, M. I. Ruiz-Cantisani, and J. Membrillo-
Hernandez, “Socially-oriented interdisciplinary STEM education framework,” in 
Proceedings of 20th LACCEI International Multi-Conference for Engineering, Education, 
and Technology: ‘Education, Research, and Leadership in Post-pandemic Engineering: 
Resilient, Inclusive and Sustainable Actions,’ 2022, pp. 1–7. https://doi.org/10.18687/
LACCEI2022.1.1.456

 [3] V. Guruguntla and M. Lal, “A state-of-the-art review on biomechanical models and 
biodynamic responses,” Ergonomics, pp. 1–22, 2023. https://doi.org/10.1080/00140139.
2023.2288544

 [4] K. M. Moerman, D. Solav, D. Sengeh, and H. Herr, “Automated and data-driven com-
putational design of patient-specific biomechanical interfaces,” engrXiv Preprint, 2016. 
https://doi.org/10.31224/osf.io/g8h9n

 [5] N. Özkaya, D. Leger, D. Goldsheyder, and M. Nordin, “Applications of statics to biome-
chanics,” in Fundamentals of Biomechanics, Springer, Cham, 2017, pp. 101–139. https://
doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-44738-4_5

 [6] I. P. Herman, “Statics of the body,” in Physics of the Human Body, Biological and 
Medical Physics, Biomedical Engineering, Springer, Cham, 2016, pp. 39–94. https://doi.
org/10.1007/978-3-319-23932-3_2

 [7] V. Molotnikov and A. Molotnikova, Theoretical and Applied Mechanics. Cham: Springer 
International Publishing, 2023. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-09312-8

 [8] Bart (H.F.J.M.) Koopman, “Dynamics of human movement,” Technol. Health Care, vol. 18, 
nos. 4–5, pp. 371–385, 2010. https://doi.org/10.3233/THC-2010-0599

 [9] S. Jenkins, “Short book review: Principles of biomechanics and motion analysis,” Int.  
J. Sports Sci. Coach., vol. 1, no. 4, pp. 421–423, 2006. https://doi.org/10.1260/ 
174795406779367783

 [10] H. Altenbach, “Fundamentals of continuum mechanics – classical approaches and new 
trends,” J. Phys. Conf. Ser., vol. 991, pp. 1–17, 2018. https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/ 
991/1/012003

 [11] A. Vella, E. M. Eko, and A. Del Río Hernández, “The emergence of solid stress as a 
potent biomechanical marker of tumor progression,” Emerg. Top. Life Sci., vol. 2, no. 5, 
pp. 739–749, 2018. https://doi.org/10.1042/ETLS20180049

 [12] M. A. Neto, A. Amaro, L. Roseiro, J. Cirne, and R. Leal, Engineering Computation of 
Structures: The Finite Element Method. Cham: Springer International Publishing, 2015. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-17710-6

 [13] G. R. Liu and S. S. Quek, “Introduction to mechanics for solids and structures,” in Finite 
Element Method, 2003, pp. 12–34. https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-075065866-9/50003-7

 [14] A. Moreno Alvarez, J. Romero, and F. C. Castro Riveros, “Prosthesis design through 
software tools and additive manufacturing,” Aplicaciones tecnológicas de la Ingeniería 
Mecatrónica y sus impactos al desarrollo socioeconómico, pp. 69–80, 2023. https://doi.
org/10.31948/editorialunimar.214.c367

 [15] B. Štefanovič et al., “Orthoses development using modern technologies,” in Prosthetics and 
Orthotics, Rijeka, Croatia: IntechOpen, 2021. https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.95463

 [16] H. Kumar Banga, P. Kalra, R. M. Belokar, and R. Kumar, “Design and fabrication of pros-
thetic and orthotic product by 3D printing,” in Prosthetics and Orthotics, Rijeka, Croatia: 
IntechOpen, 2021. https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.94846

https://online-journals.org/index.php/i-joe
https://doi.org/10.1007/s12008-021-00755-3
https://doi.org/10.18687/LACCEI2022.1.1.456
https://doi.org/10.18687/LACCEI2022.1.1.456
https://doi.org/10.1080/00140139.2023.2288544
https://doi.org/10.1080/00140139.2023.2288544
https://doi.org/10.31224/osf.io/g8h9n
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-44738-4_5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-44738-4_5
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-23932-3_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-23932-3_2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-031-09312-8
https://doi.org/10.3233/THC-2010-0599
https://doi.org/10.1260/174795406779367783
https://doi.org/10.1260/174795406779367783
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/991/1/012003
https://doi.org/10.1088/1742-6596/991/1/012003
https://doi.org/10.1042/ETLS20180049
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-319-17710-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-075065866-9/50003-7
https://doi.org/10.31948/editorialunimar.214.c367
https://doi.org/10.31948/editorialunimar.214.c367
https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.95463
https://doi.org/10.5772/intechopen.94846


 16 International Journal of Online and Biomedical Engineering (iJOE) iJOE | Vol. 21 No. 2 (2025)

Valencia-Lazcano et al.

 [17] M. S. Wong, B. Hassan Beygi, and Y. Zheng, “Materials for exoskeletal orthotic and pros-
thetic systems,” in Encyclopedia of Biomedical Engineering, 2019, pp. 352–367. https://doi.
org/10.1016/B978-0-12-801238-3.11040-2

 [18] U. Wendt, “Engineering materials and their properties,” in Springer Handbook of 
Mechanical Engineering, Springer Handbooks, K. H. Grote and H. Hefazi, Eds., Springer, 
Cham, 2021, pp. 233–292. https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-47035-7_8

 [19] K. Bohinc et al., “Biophysical properties of foamed and solid polymers used in orthot-
ics and prosthetics,” Materials, vol. 14, no. 22, p. 6877, 2021. https://doi.org/10.3390/
ma14226877

 [20] P. G. Kulkarni et al., “Overcoming challenges and innovations in orthopedic prosthesis 
design: An interdisciplinary perspective,” Biomed. Mater. Devices, vol. 2, pp. 58–69, 2024. 
https://doi.org/10.1007/s44174-023-00087-8

 [21] D. A. Martin and G. Bombaerts, “What is the structure of a challenge based learning 
project? A shortitudinal trajectory analysis of student process behaviors in an interdis-
ciplinary engineering course,” Eur. J. Eng. Educ., pp. 1–31, 2024. https://doi.org/10.1080/ 
03043797.2024.2376222

 [22] K. Doulougeri, J. D. Vermunt, G. Bombaerts, and M. Bots, “Challenge‐based learning 
implementation in engineering education: A systematic literature review,” J. Eng. Educ., 
vol. 113, no. 4, pp. 1076–1106, 2024. https://doi.org/10.1002/jee.20588

 [23] C. D. Trott, A. E. Weinberg, and L. B. Sample McMeeking, “Prefiguring sustainability 
through participatory action research experiences for undergraduates: Reflections and 
recommendations for student development,” Sustainability, vol. 10, no. 9, p. 3332, 2018. 
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10093332

 [24] J. Membrillo-Hernández, V. Lara-Prieto, and P. Caratozzolo, “Sustainability: A public pol-
icy, a concept, or a competence? Efforts on the implementation of sustainability as a 
transversal competence throughout higher education programs,” Sustainability, vol. 13, 
no. 24, p. 13989, 2021. https://doi.org/10.3390/su132413989

 [25] F. J. Andrades Peña, M. Larrán Jorge, and M. J. Muriel De Los Reyes, “Analysing the incor-
poration of sustainability themes into the university curricula: A case study of a Spanish 
public university,” Int. J. Sustain. Dev. World Ecol., vol. 25, no. 7, pp. 642–654, 2018.  
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2018.1437484

 [26] A. Schulz et al., “Intradisciplinary growth of sustainability-minded engineers through 
conservation technology,” bioRxiv, 2023. https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.03.546429

 [27] K. Kohl et al., “A whole-institution approach towards sustainability: A crucial aspect of 
higher education’s individual and collective engagement with the SDGs and beyond,” 
Int. J. Sustain. High. Educ., vol. 23, no. 2, pp. 218–236, 2022. https://doi.org/10.1108/
IJSHE-10-2020-0398

 [28] A. Sundermann and D. Fischer, “How does sustainability become professionally relevant? 
Exploring the role of sustainability conceptions in first year students,” Sustainability, 
vol. 11, no. 19, p. 5155, 2019. https://doi.org/10.3390/su11195155

 [29] Z. Chen and P. Er Saw, “Integration in biomedical science 2024: Emerging trends in the 
post-pandemic era,” BIO Integr., vol. 5, no. 1, 2024. https://doi.org/10.15212/bioi-2024-1001

 [30] L. García-Zambrano and M. Ruiz-Roqueñi, “Challenge-based learning and sustainability: 
A practical case study applied to the university,” J. Manag. Bus. Educ., vol. 7, no. 2, 
pp. 324–334, 2024. https://doi.org/10.35564/jmbe.2024.0018

 [31] M. Reyes-Millán, P. Vázquez-Villegas, L. A. Mejía-Manzano, and J. Membrillo-Hernández, 
“Higher education in the new reality: A study of students’ preferences about digital 
learning in Mexico,” Am. J. Distance Educ., vol. 38, no. 4, pp. 341–358, 2024. https://doi.
org/10.1080/08923647.2024.2380038

 [32] P. Caratozzolo et al., “Board 67: A guide for Generation Z students to meet the future skills 
requirements of Industry 4.0,” in 2023 ASEE Annual Conference & Exposition, Baltimore, 
Maryland, 2023. https://doi.org/10.18260/1-2--42895

https://online-journals.org/index.php/i-joe
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-801238-3.11040-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/B978-0-12-801238-3.11040-2
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-3-030-47035-7_8
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14226877
https://doi.org/10.3390/ma14226877
https://doi.org/10.1007/s44174-023-00087-8
https://doi.org/10.1080/03043797.2024.2376222
https://doi.org/10.1080/03043797.2024.2376222
https://doi.org/10.1002/jee.20588
https://doi.org/10.3390/su10093332
https://doi.org/10.3390/su132413989
https://doi.org/10.1080/13504509.2018.1437484
https://doi.org/10.1101/2023.07.03.546429
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJSHE-10-2020-0398
https://doi.org/10.1108/IJSHE-10-2020-0398
https://doi.org/10.3390/su11195155
https://doi.org/10.15212/bioi-2024-1001
https://doi.org/10.35564/jmbe.2024.0018
https://doi.org/10.1080/08923647.2024.2380038
https://doi.org/10.1080/08923647.2024.2380038
https://doi.org/10.18260/1-2--42895


iJOE | Vol. 21 No. 2 (2025) International Journal of Online and Biomedical Engineering (iJOE) 17

Challenge-Based Learning in Biomedical Engineering: Developing Skills for the Future

7	 AUTHORS

Dr. Anaí Alicia Valencia-Lazcano is a Lecturer and scientific researcher at the 
School of Engineering and Sciences of the Tecnologico de Monterrey. Dr. Valencia 
focused on designing and manufacturing advanced and sustainable materials and 
nanomaterials. She specializes in design, manufacturing, characterization (physical, 
chemical, and mechanical), and evaluation of biomaterials through in-vitro and 
in-vivo tests, focusing on improving biocompatibility (E-mail: aa.valencia@tec.mx).

Dr. Rubén Fuentes-Álvarez is the Director of the Department of Mechatronics 
at the School of Engineering and Sciences at Tecnológico de Monterrey in the Mexico 
City region. His research interests include artificial intelligence, assistive robotics, 
intelligent bio-instrumentation, and biomechanics (E-mail: joru.fua@tec.mx).

Dr. Marco Cruz-Sandoval is the Director of the Department of Sustainable 
and Civil Technologies for the Mexico City Region, based at the Santa Fe Campus. 
His research has focused on resilient and sustainable cities, mainly social, environ-
mental, and spatial justice. Additionally, he has developed strategies for composi-
tional data analysis (CoDa) methods for the specialized literature on multivariate 
statistical analysis of urban phenomena. His statistical and geostatistical analyses 
aim to support policies aligned with the sustainable development goals (E-mail: 
cruzsandovalmarco@tec.mx).

Mr. Juan Carlos Miranda-Hernández is a student in the 7th semester of 
Biomedical Engineering at Tecnológico de Monterrey. He is keen on designing, mod-
eling, and investigating projects in the health field. He has professional experience 
in innovation and transformation in the medical field (E-mail: A01749004@tec.mx).

Dr. Jorge Membrillo-Hernández is a researcher at the Institute for the Future 
of Education and the Department of Bioengineering at the School of Engineering 
and Sciences at the Tecnológico de Monterrey in Mexico City. His research focuses 
on teaching strategies such as Challenge-Based Learning and technological tools to 
improve student engagement. He is currently the President of the Mexican national 
section of the IGIP (International Society for Engineering Pedagogy) (E-mail: 
jmembrillo@tec.mx).

https://online-journals.org/index.php/i-joe
mailto:aa.valencia@tec.mx
mailto:joru.fua@tec.mx
mailto:cruzsandovalmarco@tec.mx
mailto:A01749004@tec.mx
mailto:jmembrillo@tec.mx

