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An experimental study of use of absorbable plate in combination with self-setting 

α-tricalcium phosphate for orthognathic surgery 

 

Abstract 

 

Purpose: The purpose of this study was to histologically and immuno-histochemically 

evaluate bone formation using both of self-setting α-tricalcium phosphate (α-TCP; 

BIOPEX®) and absorbable plate (Super FIXSORB®-MX) in rabbit cranium bone.  

Study design: Adult male Japanese white rabbits (n=16, 12-16 weeks, 2.5-3.0 kg) were 

used. The surgical defects were made in the nasal bone of a rabbit and BIOPEX® was 

implanted in the left side and no material in the right side. Two-hall-absorbable plate 

and two screws (Super FIXSORB®-MX) were fixed across the defect in each side. The 

rabbits were sacrificed at1, 4, 12 and 24 weeks postoperatively, and formalin-fixed 

specimens were embedded in acrylic resin. The specimens were stained with 

hematoxylin and eosin. For immune-histochemical analysis, the specimens were treated 

with bone morphogenetic protein-2 (BMP-2) antibodies. Finally, these were evaluated 

microscopically. 

Results: New bone formation was observed in the region of absorbable plate and nasal 

membrane after more than 4 weeks. The area of BIOPEX®＋new bone was significantly 
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larger than that of control side after 1, 4 and 12 weeks (P<0.05). The number of BMP-2 

stained cell in experimental side was significantly larger than that in control side after 4 

and 12 weeks (P<0.05). 

Conclusion: This study suggested that the use of absorbable plate (Super 

FIXSORB®-MX) in combination with BIOPEX® were useful and both of Super 

FIXSORB®-MX and BIOPEX® could provide adequate bone regeneration. 
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Introduction  

 

Late, absorbable plate systems are being used increasingly in oral and maxillofacial 

surgery.1,2 The biodegradable devices have major advantages over conventional metallic 

implants. There is no need for a second operation to remove the implant. There is less 

risk of weakening of the fixed bone because of stress shielding and there is no risk of 

metallic corrosion. However, several problems remain, including mechanical 

weakness,3,4 late foreign body reactions, osteolytic change, and micro-movement of 

fixed bone caused by a low initial stability.5,6,7

Recently, resorbable bone fixation devices (Super-FIXSORBⓇ-MX. Takiron Co. Ltd, 

Osaka) have been developed for use in orthopedic or cranio-facial, oral and 

maxillofacial or plastic and reconstructive surgeries.8,9,10 These devices are made from 

composites of uncalcined and unsintered hydroxyapatite (u-HA) particles and 

poly-L-lacted (PLLA), and they are produced by a forging process, which is a unique 

compression molding, and machining treatment. They have a modulus of elasticity close 

to that of natural cortical bone, and they can retain a high strength during the period 

required for bone healing. They can also show optimal degradation and resorption 

behavior, osteoconductivity, and bone bonding capability. 
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 On the other hand, Monma et al.11 have originally developed a self-setting 

cement-type calcium phosphate material consisting of α-TCP, dicalcium phosphate 

dibasic (DCPD) and tetracalcium phosphate monoxide (TeCP). According to their 

extensive studies, this cement-type material could be refined, demonstrating better 

biocompatibility and direct integration to bone without any participation of peripheral 

soft tissue.12-16 As it is free of the infiltration with time of residual monomers of 

methacrylate resin, which has long been used for orthopedic treatment, this self-setting 

cement came to be rapidly highlighted for clinical use in Japan. 

In orthognathic surgery, use of bone graft was sometimes needed in the contact area 

between segments in sagittal split ramus osteootomy or Le Fort I osteotomy.17,18 Use of 

a plate and screw system only was enough to fix the segments and maintain the stability, 

according to previous reports.1,2 However, the  absorbable plate system was used in 

cases where the space between the bony segments was wide, and whether proper 

rigidity and stability can be achieved was also considered.  Therefore, the combined 

use of segmental fixation with absorbable plate system and filling in the space between 

the segments were assumed to be clinically necessary. 

The purpose of this study was to histologically and immuno-histochemically evaluate 

bone formation using both self-setting α-tricalcium phosphate (α-TCP; BIOPEX®) and 
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absorbable plate (Super FIXSORB®-MX) in rabbit cranium bone. 

 

Materials and Methods 

 

The experimental protocol was approved by the Institutional Committee for 

Animal Care, Kanazawa University. Sixteen male Japanese white rabbits (12-16 weeks, 

2.5-3.0 kg) were used in this study.  

 

Surgical procedure 

 The entire procedure was performed under sterile conditions. First, the animals 

were anesthetized with sodium pentobarbital (25 mg/kg) by injection into the lateral ear 

vein. After the hair in the nasal region was shaved, 1.8 ml of 2% lidocaine containing 

1:80,000 epinephrine was administered to the surgical site. Both the nasal bone and 

nasoincisinal suture line were exposed via a perpendicular incision. With the use of a 

fissure bur, four nasal bone windows were outlined. A surgical defect (3×20 mm) was 

made with a fissure bur using continuous saline irrigation. The interval between screw 

halls of the uHA/PLLA plate was approximately 4 mm, so that the size of more than 3mm 
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could be choosen. The surgical defect was divided two areas; the right was the control 

side and the left was the experimental side (Fig 1).  

 

Implant materials and fixation plate  

 The implant materials were α-TCP/DCPD/TeCP cement (BIOPEXⓇ, 

Mitsubishi Materials, Yokose, Chichibu, Japan).  The cement powder consisting of 

α-TCP(75% wt), DCPD (5% wt) and TeCP (20% wt) were mixed with an aqueous 

solution containing 12 % sodium succinate and 5 % sodium chondroitin sulfate to 

prepare the cement paste. A power/liquid ratio of 3.0 was chosen for ease of mixing and 

sufficient strength as a filling material, according to the results of Kurashina et al.12 The 

cement paste was implanted in the defect on the left side area (3×10 mm). No material 

was implanted into the right side. On each side, Super-FIXSORBⓇ-MX plate (straight, 

2 halls) and two screws (2×5 mm) were fixed across the surgical defect (Fig.1). 

 

Histological examination 

The rabbits were sacrificed at 1, 4, 12 and 24 weeks postoperatively and the 

specimens were collected for hematoxylin and eosin staining and also for 

immunno-histochemical analysis. After fixation with 10% phosphate-buffered formalin, 
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the specimens with the titanium mesh were dehydrated in ethanol and technovit 

7200VCL (Kultzer and Co., GmbH, Wehreim, Germany) and then embedded in acrylic 

resin. The embedded blocks were trimmed by a cutter and ground by abrasive paper. 

Thereafter, the sections were further ground to a final thickness of about 10 μm. Finally, 

the specimens were stained with hematoxylin and eosin and examined under the 

microscope. The observation area was located between two screws and between 

absorbable plates and the nasal membrane (Fig.2). The bone or BIOPEXⓇ area ratio was 

measured with image software (Scion image, Scion corporation ML, USA).  

The prepared sections were deacrylated in 2-methoxyethyl acetate, inhibited by 

endogenous peroxidase with 0.3% hydrogen peroxide and blocked in 10% normal 

serum prior to staining. For immunostaining, commercially available monoclonal 

anti-BMP-2 antibodies (Dako North America, Inc, CA, USA) were used. Sections were 

incubated overnight with these primary antibodies at 4ºC in a humidified chamber. A 

biotinylated goat anti-mouse IgG antibody (Wako Junyaku Inc., Osaka, Japan) was used 

as the secondary antibody. The Vectastain-Elite ABC kit detection system, DAB 

revelation kit and DAB enhancing solution (Wako Junyaku Inc., Osaka, Japan) were 

used to complete the immunostaining. Finally, a light Meyer’s hematoxylin counter 

stain was applied. The sections were then dehydrated in alcohol and mounted for light 
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microscopy to count the number of positively stained active cells in the regeneration site. 

The observation area was located near the nasal membrane in the middle area between 

two screws (Fig.2). The number of BMP-2 stained cells per voluntary 1000 cells in this 

area was counted by hand using high magnification photomicrograph (×100). 

 

Statistical Analysis  

Data of all the implanted materials were statistically analyzed with Stat View 4.5 

(ABACUS Concepts, Inc., Berkeley, CA, USA). Differences between groups were 

analyzed by non-paired comparison using Scheffe’s F test. Time-dependent changes 

were examined by analysis of variance (ANOVA). Differences were considered 

significant at P< 0.05. 

 

Results 

 

Healing progressed uneventfully in all animals and no postoperative 

complications were noted during the 24-week observation period. After resting for 3-6 

days postoperatively, the animals could move and leap without any notable pain or 

limitation. 
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Absorbable plate region 

 

   After 1 week, on the experimental side, fibrous tissue or cell component including 

osteoblast was not found between absorbable plate and BIOPEX®, because there was no 

space between the plate and BIOPEX® paste. On the control side, fibrous tissue or cell 

components were not observed and the surgical defect area was empty (Figs.3 and 4). 

  After 4 weeks, fibrous tissue or cell components including osteoblasts were 

recognized on both the experimental and control sides. In the experimental group, 

fibrous tissue was located in the gap between the absorbable plate and BIOPEX®. 

However, resorption of BIOPEX® by osteoclasts was not seen in the experimental side. 

Absorbable plate resorption was not seen in both sides (Fig. 5). 

  After 12 weeks, fibrous tissue decreased and new bone formation was found in both 

sides. On the experimental side, resorption of surrounding BIOPEX® derived from 

osteoclasts was observed. Although absorbable plate resorption was not seen, new bone 

formation was observed under the plate in both sides (Fig. 6). 

 After 24 weeks, in the control side, new bone formation increased gradually. However, 

similar findings were seen up to 12 weeks in the experimental side (Fig. 7).  
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Nasal membrane region 

 

 After 1 week, the nasal membrane was still not significantly regenerated in both sides. 

However, after 4, 12 and 24 weeks, the nasal membrane repaired in both sides and 

similar findings were observed in both sides. After 12 weeks, resorption of BIOPEX® in 

nasal membrane region showed a tendency to be less than that in the absorbable plate 

region (Figs.3-7).  

 

Bone area 

 

With regard to the bone area, the subjects were divided into 4 groups as follows and 

statistical calculations performed.  

Area A: Bone area in the experimental side,  

Area B: Bone area in the control side,  

Area C: BIOPEX area in experimental side  

Area D (Area A+C): Bone area + BIOPEX® area. 
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 The time-course change was significant, however there was not significant difference 

between the groups by repeated measure ANOVA (between subjects; F=373.634, df=3, 

P=0.0048; within subjects; F=69.152, df=9, P=0.4997). Although there was no 

significant difference between area A and B in all the periods, bone area in both groups 

increased gradually. In contrast, area C decreased gradually. Although area C was 

significantly larger than area B after 1 week (P=0.082), there was no significant 

difference between area C and B after 4, 12 and 24 weeks. Area D was significantly 

larger than area A after 1 (P=0.0009), 4 (P=0.0030) and 12 weeks (P=0.0375), however, 

there was no significant differences between areas D and A after 24 weeks. Area D was 

significantly larger than area B after 1 (P=0.0003), 4 (P=0.008) and 12 weeks 

(P=0.0156), however, there was no significant differences between areas D and B after 

24 weeks. Area D was significantly larger than area C after 12 weeks (P=0.0482), 

however, there was no significant differences between areas D and C after 1, 4 and 24 

weeks (Fig. 8). 

 

Number of BMP-2 stained cells 

 

Fibrous tissue and cell components including osteoblasts did not exist in the 
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observation region so that the number of BMP-2 stained cells could not be counted after 

1 week. The time-course change was not significant, and there was no significant 

difference between the groups by repeated measure ANOVA. However, the number of 

BMP-2 stained cells in the experimental side was significantly larger than that in the 

control side after 4 weeks (P=0.0002) and 12 weeks (P=0.0254) (Fig. 9). 

 

Discussion 

 

  Orthognathic surgery is frequently performed all over the world, and Le Fort I 

osteotomy and sagittal split ramus osteotomy are well-known standard surgical 

procedures. 

    In Le Fort I osteotomy, incomplete ossification of osteosynthesis is one of the 

major problems.17 If the size of the defect between the advanced inferior maxillary 

segment and the superior segment exceeds 3mm at the levels of the piriform rim and 

zygomaticomaxillary junction following Le Fort I osteotomy, use of a bone graft may 

be required for stabilization. Furthermore, bone recovery would be inadequate if there is 

a defect of more than 3 mm between the segments along the line of osteosynthesis. The 

line of osteosynthesis would involve a fibrous tissue rather than osseous tissue. In this 
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case, resistance to relapse would be via this fibrous tissue and the initial plate and screw 

rather than a robust osseous tissue.17,18 However, absorbable plate systems are being 

used increasingly in oral and maxillofacial surgeries. In our previous report, there was no 

difference in the stability following Le Fort I osteotomy without bone graft between a 

titanium plate group and an absorbable plate group in most frontal and lateral 

cephalometric measurements. However, a significant difference in the A point in the 

lateral cephalometric measurements was found between the two groups.1 This suggested 

that the difference between titanium and the absorbable plate could affect the stability 

following Le Fort I osteotomy.  

Our previous study showed that the gap between the proximal and distal 

segments could fill up with new bone after SSRO with titanium or absorbable plates, even 

if there were few bony contacts between the segments. However, a concave outline was 

observed in some cases in the study, although the square of ramus increased 

significantly.19 If healing of the periosteal membrane at the incision area is complete, it 

can prevent invasion of mucosal endothelial cells into the gap between segments. 

Ideally, when the absorbable plate is used in Le Fort I osteotomy or SSRO, 

significant strength by bony healing between segments is necessary to maintain skeletal 

stability after a decrease in strength in the absorbable plate and screw. 
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   uHA/PLLA plate system (Super-FIXSORBⓇ-MX) which have completed clinical 

tests in orthopedic, oral and maxillofacial surgeries exhibit total resorbability and 

osteological bioactivity such as the ability to directly bond to bone and 

osteoconductivity20 as well as good biocompatibility and high stiffness retainable for a 

long period of time to achieve bone union.21 Shikinami et al. documented the complete 

process of bioresorption and bone replacement of rods made of forged composites of 

unsintered hydroxyapatite particles/poly L-lactide (F-u-HA/PLLA) implanted in the 

femoral medullary cavities of rabbits.10 From the results, it was found that 

morphological changes during biodegradation and bone replacement in the proximal 

medullary cavity up to 4.5 years, and molecular weight and the bending strength had 

decreased to 50 KDa and 200 MPa after 6 months. Therefore, if the strength of the 

absorbable plate decreases and the bony healing between segments is not complete at 

least 6 months after osteotomy, the skeletal stability can not sustain for a long time. 

     To achieve osseous healing, a grafted material needs to serve as a scaffold for 

the migration, attachment, and subsequent differentiation of osteoprogenitor cells from 

the recipient bed.22,23 Various types of biocompatible graft materials have been 

developed in consideration of bone regeneration and augumentation as well as further 

procedures such as dental implantation24-26.  Autogenous bone graft has drawbacks 
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such as the requirement of a second operation, which is sometimes accompanied by 

broad invasion, and a restricted source of materials. Alloplastic materials composed of 

inorganic substances such as tricalcium phosphate (TCP) or hydroxyapatite show 

biocompatibility and osteoconductivity,27,28 a major reasons why this type of material 

has been widely employed for hard tissue repair.29-31 α-TCP is predominant during bone 

resorption in the early stage of bone healing;32-35 this may lead to technically difficulties 

in both the filling of particles to fit the bone defects and their delivery to form the 

desired shape.36-40 However, cement type calcium phosphate material in paste form 

processes self-setting property in situ, thereby solving these technical problems.41-44 The 

characteristic properties of the self setting materials work to prevent  intervention for 

undesirable connective tissues or dispersion of the calcium phosphate particles in to the 

surrounding tissue. 

 Bone morphogenetic proteins (BMPs) are active bone-inducing factors that 

act on immature mesenchymal cells, including osteoblasts, resulting in osteogenesis.  

So far, several types of BMPs have been isolated using molecular cloning, and 

recombinant BMP molecules have been synthesized.45 Recombinant human BMP-2 

(rhBMP-2) is a molecule that powerfully induces bone generation in vivo.46  Bone 

formation depends mainly on the number of osteoblastic cells rather than the activity of 
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the osteoblasts.47  The recruitment of osteoblastic cells plays a crucial role in 

osteogenesis. Within subperiosteal implantation sites, BMP induces new bone formation 

in heterotrophic, intramuscular and orthotropic sites in vivo.48  It is thought that BMP 

induces the differentiation of pre-vascular mesenchymal connective tissue cells into 

bone and cartilage.  Therefore, an immuno-histochemical study using BMP antibody 

was very adequate to examine the possibility of bone-induced effects, but there have 

been no reports on the expression of BMP induced by α-TCP.  In our previous study of 

onlay graft using rabbit mandible,49 in the immuno-histochemical examination after 

treatment with BMP-2 antibody, when the autologous group was compared with the 

control and β-TCP groups, the cell numbers increased significantly , and there was no 

significant difference between control and β-TCP in terms of cell number for 2, 4 and 8 

weeks. This suggested that bone inductive activity of β-TCP could be low. On the 

other hand, Yuan et al.50 founded that porous β-TCP ceramic could induce bone 

formation in soft tissue in dogs, but porous α-TCP ceramic could not. They concluded 

that no bone formation in α-TCP might have resulted from its higher resorbability or 

more accurately, due to its rapid dissolution.  The rapid dissolution of α-TCP also 

affected its cell-mediated resorption. Self-setting of α-TCP (BIOPEX®) in this study 

was different from that of porous α-TCP so that they cannot be readily compared. 
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 In this study, fibrous tissue and cell components including osteoblasts were 

absent in the observation region, therefore, the number of BMP-2 stained cells could not 

counted after 1week. This suggested that tight contact could be obtained between the 

absorbable plate and BIOPEX® . The number of BMP-2 stained cells in the 

experimental side was significantly larger than that in the control side after 4 and 12 

weeks. This suggested that osteoblast cells were localized onto the BIOPEX® and the 

absorbable plate. The deposited bone matrices on these materials implied a coupling 

between osteoclasts and osteoblasts. Resorption of the BIOPEX® was observed after 12 

weeks at the region of the absorbable plate, but that was after 24 weeks at the region of 

the nasal membrane. This suggested that the resorption of the BIOPEX® was 

comparatively slow, but different in the region of the implant. In the study of Hao et 

al.51 using rabbit femoral cortical bone, a range of osteoclasts accumulated on the 

surface of the BIOPEX® , whilst many osteoblasts were localized on the surface 

opposing the  BIOPEX®  from days 5 to 10. However, remnants of the BIOPEX® 

particles were present in the new born with a profile of compact bone on days 30 and 40. 

The BIOPEX® was so hard that the osteoclasts could not resorb rapidly.  

Although, the number of BMP-2 stained cells in the experimental side was 

significantly larger than that in the control side, there was no difference in the new bone 
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formation area between the control and experimental sides. For the reason, it was 

suggested that area of the BIOPEX® occupied a large area of the surgical defects and 

thus the bone formation area became narrow. However, the total area of the new bone 

and BIOPEX® was constantly larger than the new bone of the control sides until 12 

weeks. This suggested that strength in the space of the surgical defects could be 

supported by not only the absorbable plate, but also implant of BIOPEX® and sequential 

new bone formation. However, after 24 weeks, there were no significant difference in 

the bone area among all areas. This might be because new bone formation increased in 

the control side but the area of BIOPEX®  decreased due to resorption in the 

experimental side after 24 weeks. 

On the other hand, although resorption of absorbable plates was not observed at all 

within 24 weeks, osteoblasts were observed under the plate after 4 weeks. In other 

words, this study also proved that the Super FIXSORB®-MX could induce new bone 

formation, as previously reported.  

    In conclusion, this study suggested that the use of an absorbable plate (Super 

FIXSORB®-MX) in combination with BIOPEX® was useful and bothSuper 

FIXSORB®-MX and BIOPEX® could provide adequate bone regeneration and maintain 

strength and stability at the surgical bone space. 

 19



References 

 

1. Ueki K, Marukawa K, Shimada M, Nakagawa K, Aalm S, Yamamoto E. Maxillary 

stability following Le Fort I osteotomy in combination with sagittal split ramus 

osteotomy and intraoral vertical ramus osteotomy: a comparative study between 

titanium miniplate and poly-L-lactic acid plate. J Oral Maxillofac Surg. 2006; 64: 

74-80. 

2. Ueki K, Nakagawa K, Marukawa K, Takazakura D, Shimada M, Takatsuka S, 

Yamamoto E. Changes in condylar long axis and skeletal stability after bilateral 

sagittal split ramus osteotomy with poly-L-lactic acid or titanium plate fixation. Int J 

Oral Maxillofac Surg. 2005; 34: 627-34. 

3. Böstman OM. Absorbable implants for the fixation of fracture. J Bone Joint Surg 

1991; 73A: 148-153. 

4. Takizawa T, Akizuki S, Horiuchi H, Yasukawa Y. Foreign body gonitis caused by a 

broken poly-L-lactic acid screw. Arthroscopy 1998; 14: 329-330. 

5. Ahl T, dalen N, Lundberg A, Wykman A. Biodegradable fixation of ankle fracture. 

Acta Orthop Scand 1994; 65: 166-170 

6. Böstman OM, Mäkelä EA, Södergård J, Hirvensalo E, Törmälä P, Rokkanen P. 

 20

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16360860?ordinalpos=33&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16360860?ordinalpos=33&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16360860?ordinalpos=33&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/16360860?ordinalpos=33&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15878821?ordinalpos=37&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15878821?ordinalpos=37&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum


absorbable polyglycolide pins in internal fixation of fractures in children. J Pediatr 

Orthop 1993; 13: 242-245. 

7. Donigian AM, Plaga BR, Caskey PM. Biodegradable fixation of physeal fractures in 

goat distal femur. J Pediatr orthop 1993; 13: 349-354. 

8. Shikinami Y, Okuno M. Bioresorbable devices made of forged composites of 

hydroxyapatite (HA) particles and poly-l-lactide (PLLA): Part I. Basic 

characteristics. Biomaterials 1999; 20: 859-877. 

9. Shikinami Y, Okuno M. Bioresorbable devices made of forged composites of 

hydroxyapatite (HA) particles and poly-l-lactide (PLLA): Part II. Practical 

properties of miniscrews and miniplates. Biomaterials 2001; 22: 3197-3211. 

10. Shikinami Y, Matsusue Nakamura T. The complete process of bioresorption and 

bone replacement using devices made of forged composite of raw hydroxyapatite 

particles/poly L-lactide (F-u-HA/PLLA). Biomaterials 2005; 26: 5542-5551. 

11. Monma H, Ohta K, Takahashi S. A study of the newly developed α-tricalcium 

phosphate cement. FC Rep 1988; 6: 475. 

12. Kurashina K, Kurita H, Hirano M, Kotani A, Klein CP, de Groot K.In vivo study of 

calcium phosphate cements: implantation of an alpha-tricalcium 

phosphate/dicalcium phosphate dibasic/tetracalcium phosphate monoxide cement 

 21

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9105593?ordinalpos=43&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9105593?ordinalpos=43&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9105593?ordinalpos=43&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum


paste. Biomaterials. 1997;18: 539-43. 

13. Kurashina K, Kurita H, Kotani A, Takeuchi H, Hirano M. In vivo study of a calcium 

phosphate cement consisting of alpha-tricalcium phosphate/dicalcium phosphate 

dibasic/tetracalcium phosphate monoxide. Biomaterials. 1997; 18: 147-51. 

14. Yamamoto Y, Ishikawa K, Fukao H, Sawada M, Asaoka. In vivo setting behavior of 

fast-setting calcium phosphate cement. Biomaterials 1995; 16: 855-60. 

15. Yamomoto H, Niwa S, Hori M, Hattori T, Sawai K, Aoki S, Hirano M, Takeuchi H. 

Mechanical strength of calcium phosphate cement in vivo and in vitro. Biomaterials 

1998; 19: 1587-91. 

16. Yuan H, Li T, de Bruijn JD, de Groot K, Zhang X. Tissue response of calcium 

phosphate cement: a study in dogs. Biomaterials 2000; 21: 1283-90. 

17. Proffit WR, White RP, Sarver DM. Contemporary treatment of dentofacial deformity. 

1st ed. St Louis : Mosby; 2003.298-9. 

18. Holmes RE, Wardrop RW, Wolford LM. Hydroxyapatite as a bone graft substitute in 

orthognathic surgery: histologic and histometric findings. J Oral Maxillofac Surg 

1988; 46: 661-71. 

19. Ueki K, Hashiba Y, Marukawa K, Okabe K, Nakagawa K, Alam S, Yamamoto E. 

Evaluation of bone formation after sagittal split ramus osteotomy with bent plate 

 22

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9105593?ordinalpos=43&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9022962?ordinalpos=44&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9022962?ordinalpos=44&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/9022962?ordinalpos=44&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19375019?ordinalpos=5&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum


fixation using computed tomography. J Oral Maxillofac Surg 2009; 67 :1062-8. 

20. Yasunaga T, Matsusue Y, Furukawa T, Shikinami Y, Okuno M, Nakamura T. 

bonding behavior of ultrahigh strength unsinistered hydroxyapatite particles/poly 

(L-lactide) composites to surface of tibia cortex in rabbits. J Biomed Mater Res 

1999; 47: 412-419. 

21. Furukawa T, Matsusue Y, Yasunaga T, Nakagawa Y, Okada Y, Shikinami Y, Okuno 

M, Nakamura T. Histomorphometric study on high-strength hydroxyapatite/poly 

(L-lactide) composite rods for internal fixation of bone fractures. J Biomed Mater 

Res 2000; 50: 410-419. 

22. Burchardt H. The biology of bone graft repair. Clin orthop 1983; 174: 28-42. 

23. Yang Z, Yuan H, Tong W, Zou P. Osteogenesis in extraskeletally implanted porous 

calcium phosphate ceramics. Biomaterials 1996; 17: 2131-2137. 

24. Simon M, Dahlin C, Trisi P, Piattelli A. Quanlitative and quantitative comparative 

study on different filling materials used in bone tissue regeneration: controlled 

clinical study. Int J Period Restorative Dent 1994; 14: 198-215. 

25. Becker W, Urist M, Becker BE, Jackson W, Parry DA, Bartold M, Vincenzzi G, de 

Georgrs D, Niederwanger M. Clinical and histological observations of sites 

implanted with intraoral autologous bone grafts or allografts. 15 human case reports. 

 23

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/19375019?ordinalpos=5&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum


J Periodontol 1996; 67: 1025-1033. 

26. Piatteli A, Podda G, Scarano A. Clinical and histological results in alveolar ridge 

enlargement using coralline calcium carbonate. Biomaterials 1997; 18: 623-627. 

27. Leadley SR, Davies MC, Ribeiro CC. The biological profile of hydroxyapatite 

ceramic with respect to the cellular dynamics of animal and human soft tissue and 

mineralized tissue under unloaded and loaded conductions. In: Barbosa MA, editor. 

Biomaterials degradation. Amsterdam: Elsevier; 1991.p.185-225. 

28. Hollinger JO, Brekke J, Gruskin E, Lee D. Role of bone substitute. Clin Orthop 

1996; 24: 55-56. 

29. Oreamuno S, Lekovic V, Kenney EB, Carranza Jr FA, Takei HH, Prokic B. 

Comparative clinical study of porous hydroxyapatite and decalcified freeze-dried 

bone in human periodontal defects. J Periodontol 1990; 61: 399-404. 

30. Anderegg CR, Martin J, Gray JL, Melloning JT. Clinical evaluation of use of 

decarcified freeze-dried bone with allograft with guided tissue regeneration in the 

treatment of molar fraction invasions. J Periodontol 1991; 62: 264-248. 

31. Guillemin MR, Melloning JT, Brunsvold MA. Healing in periodontal defects treated 

by decalcified freeze-dried bone allografts in combination with e-PTFE membranes. 

J Clin Periodnt 1993; 20: 528-536. 

 24



32. Rajda BV, Peelen JG, de Groot K. Tri-calcium phosphate as a bone substitute. J 

Bioeng 1977; 1: 93-97. 

33. Nery EB, Lynch KL, Pooney GE. Alveolar ridge augmentation with tricalcium 

phosphate ceramic. J Prosthet Dent 1978; 40: 668-675. 

34. Nagase M, Chen RB, Asada Y. Radiographic and microscopic evaluation of 

subperiosteally implanted blocks of hydrated and hardened α-TCP in rabbits. J Oral 

Maxillofac Surg 1989; 47: 582-586. 

35. Wada T, Hara K, Ozawa H. Ultrastractural and histochemical study of β-tricalcium 

phosphate resorbing cells in periodontium of dogs J Periodont Res 1989; 

24:391-401. 

36. Desjarding RP, Hydroxyapatite for alveolar ridge augmentation: indication and 

problems. J Prosthet Dent 1985; 54: 374-383. 

37. Propper RF, A technique for controlled placement of hydroxyapatite over atrophic 

mandibular ridges. J Oral Maxillofac Surg 1985; 43: 469-470. 

38. Wittkampf ARM. Augmentation of the maxillary alveolar ridge with hydroxyapatite 

and fibrin glue. J Oral Maxillofac Surg 1988; 46: 1019-1021. 

39. Wittkampf ARM. Fibrin glue as cement for HA granules. J Cranio-Maxillofac Surg 

1989; 17: 179-181. 

 25



40. Mirtchi AA, Lemaitre J, Munting E. Calcium phosphate cements: study of the 

β-tricalcium phosphate-dicalcium phosphate-calcite cements. Biomaterials 1990; 11: 

83-88. 

41. Mirtchi AA, Lamaitre J, Munting E. Calcium phosphate cements: effect of fluorides 

on the setting and hardening of β- tricalcium phosphate-dicalcium phosphate-calcite. 

Biomaterials 1991; 12: 505-510. 

42. Koshino T, Kubota W, Mori T. Bone formation as a reaction to hydraulic 

hydroxyapatite thermal decomposition product used as bone cement in rabbit, 

Biomaterials 1995; 16: 855-860. 

43. Miyamoyo Y, Fukao H, Sawada M, Nagayama M, Ishikawa K, Kon M, Assaoka K. 

In vivo setting behavior of fast-setting calcium phosphate cement. Biomaterials 

1995; 16-855-860. 

44. Miyamoto Y, Ishikawa K, Toh T, Asaoka K. Tissue response to fast-setting calcium 

phosphate cement in bone. J Biomed Mater Res 1997; 37: 457-464. 

45. Wozeny JM, Rosen V, Celestre AJ, Mitsok LM, Whitters MJ, Kriz RW, Hewick RM, 

Wang EA. Novel regulators of bone formation: molecular clones and activities. 

Science 1988; 242: 1528-34. 

46. Ueki K, Takazakura D,  Marukawa K,  Shimada M, Nakagawa K, Takatsuka S, 

 26



Yamamoto E. The use of polylactic acid/ polyglycolic acid copolymer and gelatin 

sponge complex containing human recombinant bone morphogenetic protein-2 

following condylectomy in rabbits. J of Cranio-Maxillofacial Surg 2003; 31:107-14. 

47. Marie PJ. Human endosteal osteoblastic cells: relationship with bone formation. 

Calcif Tissue Int.1995; 56:13-16. 

48. Mizutani H, Urist MR. The nature of bone morphogenetic protein (BMP) fractions 

derived from bovine bone matrix gelatin. Clin Orthop Res 1982; 171:213-23. 

49. Alam S, Ueki K, Marukawa K, Ohara T, Hase T, Takazakura D, Nakagawa K. 

Expression of bone morphogenetic protein- 2 and fibroblast growth factor-2 during 

bone regeneration using different implant materials as an on lay bone graft in rabbit 

mandibles. Oral Surg Oral Med Oral Pathol Oral Radiol Endod 2007; 103:16-26. 

50. Yuan H, De Bruijn JD, Li Y, Feng J, Yang Z, De Groot K, Zhang X. Bone formation 

induced by calcium phosphate ceramics in soft tissue of dogs: a comparative study 

between porous alpha-TCP and beta-TCP. J Mater Sci Mater Med 2001; 12: 7-13. 

51. Hao H, Amizuka N, Oda K, Fujii N, Ohnishi H, Okada A, Nomura S, Maeda T. A 

histological evaluation on self-setting alpha-tricalcium phosphate applied in the rat 

bone cavity. Biomaterials 2004; 25: 431-42. 

 

 27

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15348371?ordinalpos=5&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15348371?ordinalpos=5&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/15348371?ordinalpos=5&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14585691?ordinalpos=6&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14585691?ordinalpos=6&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum
http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/14585691?ordinalpos=6&itool=EntrezSystem2.PEntrez.Pubmed.Pubmed_ResultsPanel.Pubmed_DefaultReportPanel.Pubmed_RVDocSum


Legends: 

 

FIGURE 1.  Intra-operative findings.  

(A) Bone defect was made at the nasal region.  

(B) Surgically–created bone defects. (a) Right side, Control side: no material was 

implanted within the defects. (b) Left side, experimental side: BIOPEX® was implanted 

within the defects.  

(C) In each side, Super-FIXSORBⓇ-MX plate (straight, 2 halls) and two screws (2×5 

mm) were fixed across the surgical defect.  

 

FIGURE 2.  The coronal section of the nasal region with implanted materials. *: The 

blue colored area between the screws and under the absorbable plate indicates the area 

to measure new bone and BIOPEX®. **:  This shows the area to measure BMP-2 

stained cells. A; absorbable plate (Super- FIXSORBⓇ-MX), N; nasal membrane, NB; 

new bone, M; mother bone, T; BIOPEX®

 

FIGURE 3.  Photomicrographs of the control side. (A) 1 week,  (B) 4 weeks, (C) 12 

weeks (D) 24 weeks  (HE staining, original magnification ×40), P: positive stained 
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cell. A; absorbable plate (Super-FIXSORBⓇ-MX), N; nasal membrane, NB; new bone, 

M; mother bone, F; fibrous tissue. 

 

FIGURE 4.  Photomicrographs of the experimental side after 1 week.  (A) HE 

staining, original magnification×20, (B) absorbable plate region, HE staining, original 

magnification×400, (C) nasal membrane region , HE staining, original magnification×

400. A; absorbable plate (Super-FIXSORBⓇ-MX), N; nasal membrane, M; mother bone, 

T; BIOPEX®  Fibrous tissue including cell component was not found between 

absorbable plate and BIOPEX®
.

 

FIGURE 5.  Photomicrographs of the experimental side after 4 week.  (A) HE 

staining, original magnification×20, (B) absorbable plate region, HE staining, original 

magnification × 400,  The gap was observed between the absorbable plate and 

BIOPEX® (C) nasal membrane region , HE staining, original magnification×400. (D) 

nasal membrane region, BMP-2 antibody staining, original magnification×400.  A; 

absorbable plate (Super-FIXSORBⓇ-MX), N; nasal membrane, M; mother bone, T; 

BIOPEX®, S; BMP-2 stained cell.  
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FIGURE 6.  Photomicrographs of the experimental side after 12 week.  (A) HE 

staining, original magnification×20, (B) absorbable plate region, HE staining, original 

magnification×400, The gap was observed between the absorbable plate and BIOPEX® 

(C) nasal membrane region , HE staining, original magnification×400. (D) nasal 

membrane region, BMP-2 antibody staining, original magnification × 400.  A; 

absorbable plate (Super-FIXSORBⓇ-MX), N; nasal membrane, M; mother bone, T; 

BIOPEX®, S; BMP-2 stained cell. 

 

FIGURE7.  Photomicrographs of the experimental side after 24 weeks.  (A) HE 

staining, original magnification×20, (B) absorbable plate region, HE staining, original 

magnification×400, New bone formation was observed in the gap between the 

absorbable plate and BIOPEX® (C) nasal membrane region, HE staining, original 

magnification×400. (D) nasal membrane region, BMP-2 antibody staining, original 

magnification × 400.  A; absorbable plate (Super-FIXSORB Ⓡ -MX), N; nasal 

membrane, M; mother bone, T; BIOPEX®, S; BMP-2 stained cell.     

 

FIGURE 8.  The ratio of bone and BIOPEX®.  Area A; Bone area in the 

experimental side, Area B; Bone area in the control side, Area C; BIOPEX area in the 
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experimental side, Area D (Area A+C); Bone area + BIOPEX® area. * shows significant 

difference at P<0.05. 

 

FIGURE 9.  Number of BMP-2 positive cells. * shows significant difference at 

P<0.05. 
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