
Electrical Field Effect on Peri-Implant
Osteogenesis: A Histologic and

Histomorphometric Study
Graciela Ana Giannunzio, DDS,* Rodolfo Carlos Speerli, EEE,† and Marı́a Beatriz Guglielmotti, DDS, PhD‡

T
issue response to injury, as oc-
curs during wound healing, is a
well-organized biologic event.

Both clinical and experimental studies
have shown that external electrical
stimulation enhances tissue repair.

In 1940, Burr et al1 found that
electronegative polarity exerted a pos-
itive effect on the proliferation stage
of soft tissue wound healing. In 1957,
Fukada and Yasuda2 reported the first
findings on the endogenous electrical
properties of bone tissue. The authors
found that mechanical stress generated
an electric potential, possibly because
of a piezoelectric effect, and that areas
of active growth and bone repair were
electronegative when compared with
less active areas.

Studies have demonstrated that
exogenous electrical stimulation in-
duces osteogenesis in the tissue sur-
rounding a negative electrode.3,4 In
1974, Bassett et al5 found that electro-
magnetic fields increase cellular elec-
tric potential, accelerating the rate of
tissue repair and reducing edema and
pain. However, the authors failed to
clarify which of the 2 fields, electrical
or magnetic, were actually responsible
for these effects. In a study on mitotic
activity in lymphocytes of rat thymus
performed in 1992, Liburdy6 observed
that the electrical field, whether direct

or induced by a magnetic field, inter-
acted with calcium transport through
the cell membrane.

Constant advances in technology
lead to continuous development of de-
vices used in physiotherapy employ-
ing electromagnetic waves such as
short wave, microwave, and magneto-
therapy. The former 2 deliver high fre-
quency waves, thus generating heat in
the tissues and in the implants as a side

effect. Conversely, magnetotherapy
involves low frequency variable mag-
netic fields that exert an effect on the
electric charge of the cells and tissues,
without generating heat.

Magnetic fields were used for
therapeutic purposes at a time when
the application of electrical fields was
difficult because of the lack of ade-
quate technology. Current availability
of semiconductors and proper insulat-
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Purpose: Tissue response to in-
jury, as occurs during wound healing,
is a well-organized biologic event.
Both clinical and experimental studies
have shown external electrical stimu-
lation to enhance tissue repair. The
effect of in situ electrical stimulation
has been studied in experimental mod-
els of fracture healing, ostectomy, os-
teogenic distraction, and implants.
The aim of the present study was to
evaluate the effect of an electrical field
on peri-implant wound healing, using
an experimental model that involved
placing a metallic laminar implant in
rat tibia.

Materials: Forty male Wistar rats
weighing approximately 100 g were
used. A titanium laminar implant (6 �
1 � 0.1 mm3) (Implant Vel, Buenos
Aires, Argentina) was inserted
through the hole and placed in the
medullary compartment. The tissues
were then repositioned and sutured
carefully. An electric field generator
(ECCEL, DAM, Argentina) was used
to deliver the electric stimulus. The
electric field plate was placed on the
skin of both hind limbs. In sham

group, the animals were subjected to
the same procedure without connect-
ing the plate to the electric field gen-
erator. All the animals were killed by
ether overdose at 15 days of postim-
plantation. The tibiae were resected,
fixed in 20% formalin, radiographed,
and processed for embedding in
methyl methacrylate. The ground sec-
tions were stained with 1% toluidine
blue. The following parameters were
evaluated: peri-implant bone volume
and percentage of osseointegration.
Statistical analysis of the results was
performed using ANOVA (P � 0.05).

Results: Application of external
positive or negative electrical fields
using the experimental model (post-
titanium implant bone healing in rat
tibia), under the conditions stated
herein, was found to enhance peri-
implant lamellar bone volume com-
pared with sham-treated animals.

Conclusion: The use of a device
generating a positive/negative electrical
field resulted in the presence of woven
bone. (Implant Dent 2008;17:1–●●●)
Key Words: osseointegration, electrical
field, osteogenesis, metal implant
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ing materials have allowed for the de-
velopment of electrical field generat-
ing devices for therapeutic use with
virtually no magnetic component.

The effect of in situ electrical
stimulation has been studied in exper-
imental models of fracture healing, os-
tectomy, osteogenic distraction, and
implants.7–9 Clinical studies have eval-
uated its effect on nonunion fracture
healing, bone graft attachment to bony
defects, and osteoradionecrosis among
others. All the above showed that the
effect of in situ electrical stimulation
varies substantially depending on the
intensity of the stimulus, the polarity
of the applied current, its duration,
whether it is continuous or pulsed, and
on the metal used as an electrode.4

The aim of this study was to eval-
uate the effect of an electrical field on
peri-implant wound healing, using an
experimental model that involved
placing a metallic laminar implant in
rat tibia.10

MATERIALS AND METHODS
Animals

Forty male Wistar rats weighing
approximately 100 g were used. The
animals were housed in plastic cages
and maintained on a 12:12-h light:dark
cycle. They were fed rat chow and
water ad libitum. The National Insti-
tutes of Health (NIH) guidelines for
the care and use of laboratory animals
(NIH publication No. 85-23, revised
1985) were observed.

Surgical Procedure

The animals were anesthetized by
intraperitoneal injection of 8 mg/100 g
body weight of ketamine hydrochlo-
ride (Ketalar, Parke-Davis, Morris,
Plains, NJ) and 1.28 mg/100 g body
weight of xylazine (Rompum, Bayer
Argentina, SA).

Both tibiae were shaved and a
1.5-cm long incision was made at the
level of the tibial crest. The subcuta-
neous tissue, muscle, and ligaments
were dissected to expose the external
surface of the tibia at the level of the
diaphysis. Using a round burr, a
1.5-mm diameter hole was drilled
manually so as to avoid overheating
and damage to the bone tissue. A tita-
nium laminar implant (6 � 1 � 0.1
mm3) (Implant Vel, Buenos Aires, Ar-
gentina) was inserted through the hole
and placed in the medullary compart-
ment. The tissues were then reposi-
tioned and carefully sutured.

Electrical Field Application

The animals were assigned to 1 of
4 groups (n � 10), 3 experimental
groups and 1 sham group (Table 1).

In experimental groups, an elec-
tric field generator (ECCEL, DAM,
Argentina) was used to deliver the
electric stimulus. The animals were
sedated during each procedure by in-
traperitoneal administration of 25
mg/kg body weight of diazepan
(Roche, USA). All the animals were
exposed to a total of six 20-minute
applications, which were administered
every other day. The electric field
plate was placed on the skin of both
hind limbs (Fig. 1).

In sham group, the animals were
subjected to the same procedure with-
out connecting the plate to the electric
field generator. All the animals were
killed by ether overdose at 15 days of
postimplantation.

Histologic Processing

The tibiae were resected, fixed in
20% formalin, radiographed, and pro-
cessed for embedding in methyl
methacrylate. Three cross-sections
perpendicular to the longest axis of the
implant were obtained from each tibia,

and ground to a thickness of 50 �m.
The ground sections were stained with
1% toluidine blue.

Histomorphometric Analysis

Histomorphometric determinations
were performed on the sections using a
light microscope (Zeiss Axioscop 2
MOT; Carl Zeiss, Jena, Germany) on-
line with an image-analysis system
(Kontron KS300 version 2; Kontron
Elektronik, Munich, Germany).

The following parameters were
evaluated: peri-implant bone volume
and percentage of osseointegration.
Statistical analysis of the results was
performed using ANOVA (P � 0.05).

RESULTS

None of the animals showed alter-
ations in body weight, behavior, or
general health.

All the implants were inside the
diaphyseal area of the tibia 15 days
postimplantation, as shown by the ra-
diographic study. Macroscopic exam-
ination confirmed satisfactory healing
of soft tissues in all the animals.

Microscopic observation evi-
denced lamellar bone tissue in contact
with the implant surface in sham-
treated animals (group I) (Fig. 2, a–c).

Animals of group II (positive–
negative polarity) treated with ECCEL

Fig. 1. Notice the rat receiving the electrical
field, under sedation.

Table 1. Characteristics of Electrical Fields Applied to Each Experimental Group and Sham Group

Sham
Group I (n � 10)

Experimental

Group II (n � 10) Group III (n � 10) Group IV (n � 10)

Device — ECCEL 122 ECCEL 222 ECCEL 222
Polarity — Positive–Negative Negative Positive
Intensity (�A/cm2) — 1.68 2.64 2.64
Frequency (Hz) — 115 650 650
Applications 6 6 6 6
Duration of each application (min) 20 20 20 20
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122 presented woven bone tissue sur-
rounding the implant (Fig. 3, a and b).

Both groups III (negative polarity)
and IV (positive polarity) treated with
ECCEL 222 presented lamellar bone
tissue partly in contact with the im-
plant (osseointegration) (Figs. 4, a and
b and 5, a and b); the bone was thicker
than that observed in the sham group.

Statistical analysis of the histo-
morphometric results showed a signif-
icant difference in the percentage of
osseointegration when comparing
group I (mean, 66 � 7) and group II
(mean, 11 � 3) P � 0.05 and groups
I and III (mean, 52 � 6) P � 0.05;
whereas no difference was observed
between group I and IV (mean, 58 �
12). In addition, comparison between
groups II and III (P � 0.05) and
groups II and IV (P � 0.05) showed a
significant difference, unlike compar-
ison between groups III and IV.

Significant differences in peri-
implant bone volume were observed be-
tween groups I (mean, 5 � 1) and II
(mean, 13 � 3) P � 0.05, groups I and
III (mean, 11 � 3) P � 0.05, and be-
tween groups I (mean, 5 � 1) and IV
(mean, 16 � 5) P � 0.05. In addition,
comparison between groups III and IV

P � 0.05 showed a significant differ-
ence. No significant differences in peri-
implant bone volume were observed
between groups II and III or between
groups II and IV (Table 2).

DISCUSSION

Geddes11 described that the con-
cept of electrical stimulation to elicit
fracture-healing dates from A. Boyer
(1816) specifically for the healing of
nonunion fractures. Several reports
encouraged both laboratory and clini-
cal research on electrically induced
bone formation and healing with use
of various forms of electrical stimula-
tion.12 Brighton et al13 stated that “the
clinical effectiveness of bone-growth
stimulation proved to be easier to
demonstrate the mechanism or mech-
anisms of action of electrically in-
duced osteogenesis.”

Peri-implant bone healing pro-
vides a suitable model for the study of
bone formation and can be considered
to be a sensitive indicator of bone
damage under different experimental
conditions. The experimental model
used in this study allows studying de
novo bone formation in the peri-
implant bone marrow of rat tibia under
different local or systemic conditions.

Our results clearly show that the
use of electrical fields with positive or

Fig. 2. Sham group. (a) Grinding section
showing close bone apposition to titanium
laminar implant (original magnification �50).
(b) At higher magnification, the intimate con-
tact and the full congruency at the level of the
bone–implant interface are evident (original
magnification �100). (c) Notice the bone
close to the implant surface (original magnifi-
cation �400).

Fig. 3. Experimental group. Positive–
negative polarity. (a) Notice the presence of
woven bone formation in the peri-implant mi-
croenvironment (original magnification �25).
(b) Scarce osseointegration is evident at the
higher magnification (original magnification
�100).

Fig. 4. Experimental group. Negative polarity.
(a) Grinding section showing bone apposition
to the implant (original magnification �100).
(b) At higher magnification note the close
contact of the bone–implant interface (origi-
nal magnification �400).

Fig. 5. Experimental group. Positive polarity.
(a) Grinding section showing bone apposition
to the implant (original magnification �100).
(b) At higher magnification note the close
contact between bone and implant (original
magnification �400).

IMPLANT DENTISTRY / VOLUME 17, NUMBER 1 2008 3

F3

F4

F5

T2,AQ:
3

balt5/ziy-id/ziy-id/ziy00108/ziy2932-08z xppws S�1 1/31/08 12:32 4/Color Figure(s): F1–5 Art: ID200180 Input-ks



negative polarity (1.68 �A/cm2, 115
Hz) delays bone healing, as evidenced
by the presence of woven bone. Ap-
plication of electrical fields with either
negative or positive polarity (2.64 �A/
cm2, 650 Hz) was found to increase
peri-implant bone volume when com-
pared with sham-treated animals.

Although most studies using elec-
trical fields have used negative polarity,
the favorable effect of electropositivity
on wound healing has also been de-
scribed. Weiss et al3 stated that many
investigators have found enhanced
wound healing when the polarity was
changed during the course of treatment.
It is possible that direct electronegative
stimuli accelerate the rate of healing in-
creasing both cellular proliferation and
collagen synthesis. However, the mech-
anism by which this cellular activation
occurs is yet to be clarified.

Recent findings reported by
Brighton et al13 lend further support to
the hypothesis that differences in the
dose–response (bone-cell prolifera-
tion) of the various forms of electrical
stimulation are due to differences in
signal transduction.

The findings reported in the liter-
ature and the results obtained using
this experimental model evidence the
need for further research on this non-
invasive treatment involving applica-
tion of external electrical fields, so as
to optimize its clinical use for soft and
hard tissue repair.

CONCLUSION

Application of external positive or
negative electrical fields using the ex-

perimental model (post-titanium im-
plant bone healing in rat tibia), and
under the conditions stated herein, was
found to enhance peri-implant lamel-
lar bone volume compared with sham-
treated animals.

The use of a device generating a
positive or negative electrical field
resulted in the presence of woven
bone.
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Table 2. ANOVA Statistical Analysis of the Peri-Implant Bone Volume and Percentage of Osseointegration

Sham
Group I

Experimental

Group II 122 (�, �) Group III 222 (�) Group IV 222 (�)

% Osseointegration (mean � SD)* 66 � 7 11 � 3 52 � 6 58 � 12
Peri-implant bone volume, mm2

(mean � SD)†‡
5 � 1 13 � 3 11 � 3 16 � 5

* A significant difference (P � 0.05) was found when comparing groups I and II, I and III, II and III, and II and IV, whereas no significant difference was observed when comparing groups I and IV or III and IV.

† A significant difference (P � 0.05) was found when comparing groups I and II, I and III, I and IV, and III and IV, whereas no significant difference was observed when comparing groups II and IV or II and III.

‡ mm2 projection of the histological sections.
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AUTOR(EN): Graciela Ana Giannunzio, DDS, Rodolfo
Carlos Speerli, EEE und Marı́a Beatriz Guglielmotti, DDS
PhD. Schriftverkehr: Graciela Ana Giannunzio, DDS, Cát-
edra de Anatomı́a Patológica. Facultad de Odontologı́a. Uni-
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A, C1122 AAH, Buenos Aires, Argentinien. Fax: 0541 1 4 961
8106, Tel.: 0541 1 4 208 9820. eMail: gra_gian@hotmail.
com bguglielmotti@gmail.com
Auswirkungen elektrischer Felder auf die Osteogenese im
Implantatumlagernden Bereich: eine histologische sowie
histomorphometrische Studie

ZUSAMMENFASSUNG: Zielsetzung: Die Reaktion des
Gewebes auf Verletzungen, wie dies auch bei der Wundhei-
lung auftritt, kann als gut organisiertes biologisches Ereignis
bezeichnet werden. Sowohl klinische als auch experimentelle
Studien haben gezeigt, dass eine elektrische Stimulation von
außen zur Wiederherstellung des betroffenen Gewebes bei-
tragen kann. Die Auswirkungen einer elektrischen Stimula-
tion vor Ort wurden in experimentellen Modellen bei der
Heilung von Brüchen, nach Ostektomie, osteogener Distrak-
tion sowie bei Einsatz von Implantaten untersucht. Die vor-
liegende Studie zielte darauf ab, die Auswirkungen bei
Anlage eines elektrischen Feldes auf die das Implantat um-
lagernden Gewebeteile bei Wundheilung zu ermitteln und
bewerten. Dazu fand ein experimentelles Modell Anwend-
ung, das die Einpflanzung eines metallischen Laminarim-
plantats in das Schienbein von Ratten vorsah. Materialien
und Methoden: Als Versuchstiere wurden 40 männliche
Wistar-Ratten mit einem Gewicht von jeweils ca. 100g eing-
esetzt. Ein laminäres Titanimplantat (6 � 1 � 0,1 mm)
(Implant Vel, Buenos Aires, Argentinien) wurde durch eine
Öffnung eingeführt und in den medullären Bereich eing-
esetzt. Die betroffenen Gewebeteile wurden neu ausgerichtet
und sorgfältig genäht. Mittels elektronischem Gerät (ECCEL,
DAM, Argentinien) wurde ein elektrischer Impuls ausgesen-
det. Die elektrische Feldplatte wurde auf die beiden hinteren
Gliedmaßen aufgebracht. Blindgruppe: Die Tiere wurden der
gleichen Prozedur unterzogen, allerdings lag bei diesen kein
Strom vom Generator an der Platte an. Alle Versuchstiere
wurden mit einer Überdosis an Áther 15 Tage nach der
Implantierung getötet. Die Schienbeine der Tiere wurden
entnommen, in 20-prozentigem Formalin fixiert, geröntgt und
zur Einbettung in Methyl-Methacrylat vorbereitet. Die
Bodenabschnitte wurden mit 1-prozentigem Toluidinblau
eingefärbt. Die nachfolgenden Parameter wurden bewertet:
das Knochengewebsvolumen im das Implantat umlagernden
Gewebe sowie der Prozentsatz der Knochengewebsintegration.
Über ANOVA (p � 0.05) wurde eine statistische Analyse der
Ergebnisse durchgeführt. Ergebnisse: Die Anwendung externer
positiver und/oder negativer elektrischer Felder unter Anwend-
ung des experimentellen Modells (Post-Titan-Implantat-

Knochenheilung in Schienbeinen bei Ratten) sowie unter den in
diesem Bericht geschilderten Bedingungen stellte sich bei einem
Vergleich zu der Blindversuchsgruppe als vorteilhaft und
fördernd für die Bildung von Lamellenknochen im das Implantat
umlagernden Bereich heraus. Schlussfolgerung: Durch die An-
lage eines Geräts zum Aufbau positiver/negativer elektrischer
Felder wurde die Bildung von Geflechtknochen hervorgerufen.

SCHLÜSSELWÖRTER: Knochengewebsintegration, elek-
trisches Feld, Osteogenese, Metallimplantat

SPANISH / ESPAÑOL
AUTOR(ES): Graciela Ana Giannunzio, DDS, Rodolfo
Carlos Speerli, EEE y Marı́a Beatriz Guglielmotti, DDS,
PhD. Correspondencia a: Graciela Ana Giannunzio, DDS,
Cátedra de Anatomı́a Patológica. Facultad de Odontologı́a.
Universidad de Buenos Aires. Marcelo T. de Alvear 2142, 2°
piso A, C1122 AAH, Buenos Aires, Argentina. Fax: 0541 1 4
961 8106. Teléfono: 0541 1 4 208 9820. Correo electrónico:
gra_gian@hotmail.com bguglielmotti@gmail.com
Efecto del campo eléctrico en la osteogénesis periimplante:
Un estudio histológico e histomorfométrico

ABSTRACTO: Propósito: La respuesta del tejido a las lesio-
nes, como ocurre durante la curación de una herida, es un
evento biológico bien organizado. Estudios clı́nicos y experi-
mentales han demostrado que la estimulación eléctrica
externa mejora la reparación del tejido. El efecto de la es-
timulación eléctrica in situ se ha estudiado en modelos
experimentales de curación de fracturas, osteotomı́as, distrac-
ción e implantes osteogénicos. El objetivo de este estudio fue
evaluar el efecto de un campo eléctrico en la curación de una
herida periimplante, usando un modelo experimental que
involucró la colocación de un implante laminar metálico en la
tibia de un ratón. Materiales y Métodos: Se usaron cuatro
ratones machos Wistar que pesaban aproximadamente 100g
de peso corporal. Un implante laminar de titanio
(6 � 1 � 0,1 mm) (Implant Vel, Buenos Aires, Argentina) se
colocó a través del agujero en el compartimiento medular.
Los tejidos se reposicionaron y suturaron cuidadosamente. Se
usó un generador de campo eléctrico (ECCEL, DAM, Argen-
tina) para crear el estı́mulo eléctrico. La placa del campo
eléctrico se colocó en la piel de las dos extremidades traseras.
Grupo de control: Los animales fueron sometidos al mismo
procedimiento sin conectar la placa al generador de campo
eléctrico. Todos los animales fueron sacrificados a través de
una sobredosis de éter de 15 dı́as después de la colocación del
implante. Las tibias fueron resecadas, fijadas en formalina al
20%, radiografiadas y procesadas en metacrilato de metilo.
Las secciones trituradas fueron manchadas con azul de tolu-
idina al 1%. Se evaluaron los siguientes parámetros: volumen
de hueso periimplante y porcentaje de oseointegración. Los
análisis estadı́sticos de los resultados se realizaron usando
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ANOVA (p � 0.05). Resultados: La aplicación de campos
energéticos negativos y/o positivos usando el modelo exper-
imental (curación del hueso del implante postitanio en la tibia
de ratones) y bajo las condiciones indicadas aquı́, demostró
mejorar el volumen de hueso lamelar perimplante, com-
parado con los animales del grupo de control. Conclusión: El
uso de un dispositivo que genera un campo eléctrico positivo
o negativo resultó en la presencia de un hueso integrado.

PALABRAS CLAVES: Oseointegración, campo eléctrico,
osteogénesis, implante de metal
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AUTOR(ES): Graciela Ana Giannunzio, Cirurgião-Dentista;
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gmail.com
Efeito do campo elétrico sobre a osteogênese do periim-
plante: Estudo histológico e histomorfométrico

RESUMO: Objetivo: A resposta do tecido à lesão, conforme
ocorre durante a cura da ferida, é um evento biológico bem-
organizado. Estudos clı́nicos e experimentais mostraram que
o estı́mulo elétrico externo intensifica a reparação do tecido.
O efeito de estı́mulo elétrico in situ foi estudado em modelos
experimentais de cura de fratura, ostectomia, distração osteo-
gênica e implantes. O objetivo do presente estudo era avaliar
o efeito de um campo elétrico sobre a cura da ferida do
periimplante, usando-se um modelo experimental que en-
volva um implante laminar metálico em tı́bias de ratos. Ma-
teriais e Métodos: Quarenta ratos Wistar machos pesando
aproximadamente 100g de peso corporal foram usados. Um
implante laminar de titânio (6 � 1 � 0.1 mm) (Implant Vel,
Buenos Aires, Argentina) foi inserido no orifı́cio e colocado
no compartimento medular. Os tecidos foram então reposi-
cionados e suturados cuidadosamente. Um gerador de campo
elétrico (ECCEL, DAM, Argentina) foi usado para provocar
o estı́mulo elétrico. A placa de campo elétrico foi colocada
sobre a pele de ambos os membros posteriores. Suposto
grupo: Os animais foram sujeitos ao mesmo procedimento
sem conectar a placa ao gerador de campo elétrico. Todos os
animais foram mortos por overdose de éter 15 dias após a
implantação. As tı́bias foram ressecadas, fixadas em forma-
lina a 20%, radiografadas e processadas para incrustar no
metil metacrilato. As seções de base foram manchadas com
azul de toluidina a 1%. Os seguintes parâmetyros foram
avaliados: volume do osso de periimplante e porcentagem de
osseointegração. A análise estatı́stica dos resultados foi real-
izada usando-se ANOVA (p � 0.05). Resultados:
Descobriu-se que a aplicação de campos elétricos externos
positivos e/ou negativos usando-se o modelo experimental

(cura de osso de implante pós-titânio em tı́bias de ratos) e sob
as condições declaradas neste intensificou o volume do osso
lamelar de periimplante, em comparação com animais supos-
tamente tratados. Conclusão: O uso de um dispositivo gera-
dor de campo elétrico positivo/negativo resultou na presença
de osso entrelaçado.

PALAVRAS-CHAVE: Osseointegração, campo elétrico, im-
plante de metal
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Peri-implant osteogenezinde elektriksel alanýn etkisi: His-
tolojik ve histomorfometrik bir çalýþma

ÖZET: Amaç: Bir yaranın iyileşmesinde görülen yaralan-
maya karşı dokusal yanıt, iyi bir organizasyon gösteren biy-
olojik bir olaydır. Klinik ve deneysel çalışmalar, dışarıdan
(eksternal) elektriksel stimülasyonun doku onarımını arttırd-
ığını göstermiçstir. Ýn situ elektriksel stimülasyonun etkisi,
kırık iyileçsmesi, ostektomi, osteojenik distraksiyon ve im-
plantların deneysel modellerinde araçstırılmıştır. Bu çalışma-
nın amacı, peri-implant yara iyileçsmesinde bir elektriksel
alanın etkisini, metal bir laminar implantın sıçan tibia
kemiğine yerleçstirildiği deneysel bir modelde değer-
lendirmekti. Gereç ve Yöntem: Bu çalışmada yaklaşık 100 g
vücut ağırlığına sahip, 40 adet erkek Wistar sıçan kullanıldı.
Bir titanyum laminar implant (6x1x0.1mm) (Implant Vel,
Buenos Aires, Arjantin) insizyondan sokularak medullar
kompartmana yerleştirildi. Sonra dokular yeniden konumla-
nıp, dikkatlice sutür atıldı. Elektriksel stimülasyon için bir
elektrikli alan jeneratörü (ECCEL, DAM, Arjantin) kulla-
nıldı. Elektriksel alan plakası, sıçanlarda iki arka bacağın
derisine yerleştirildi. Plasebo grubu: Plaka, elektriksel saha
jeneratörüne bağlanmadan hayvanlara aynı prosedür uygu-
landı. İmplantasyondan 15 gün sonra hayvanların hepsi yük-
sek bir eter dozu ile öldürüldü. Tibia kemiklerine reseksiyon
yapılarak, bunlara %20 formalin uygulandı. Daha sonra ra-
dyografi uygulanan tibia, metil metakrilata gömülmek üzere
işlemden geçirildi. Öğütülmüş kısımlar, %1 toluidin mavi ile
boyandı. Değerlendirilen parametreler, peri-implant kemik
hacmini ve osseointegrasyon yüzdesini içerdi. Sonuçların
istatistiksel analizinde ANOVA (p�0.05) kullanıldı. Bulgu-
lar: Burada belirtilen koşullar altında, deneysel model (sıçan
tibia’sında titanyum implant sonrası kemik iyileşmesi) kulla-
nılarak dışarıdan (eksternal) pozitif ve/veya negatif elektrik-
sel alan uygulamasının plasebo uygulanan hayvanlara göre
peri-implant lamelar kemik hacmini arttırdığı görüldü. So-
nuç: Pozitif/negatif elektriksel alan yaratan bir cihazın kul-
lanılması kemik örülmesine neden olmuştur.

ANAHTAR KELÝMELER: Osseointegrasyon, elektriksel
alan, osteogenez, metal implant.
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